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Abstract

This thesis concerns a novel coarse graining method for the simulation of the glob-
ular proteins. Conventional simulation methods such as molecular dynamics cannot
generate sufficient times to reach the important timescales that govern the biology of
large biological systems like molecular motors. To address this, I have developed a
new coarse graining algorithm drawing on the techniques of continuum mechanics and
finite element analysis to build a new simulation technique. The novel part of this
algorithm is that the fluctuation dissipation relation for the system can be derived and
solved locally. This avoids the need to invert a global resistance matrix to solve for
the thermal noise component of the system and reduces the computational expense of
the algorithm per time step. I have validated this coarse grained model by performing
a variety of tests on the numerical code including spatial and temporal convergence
tests using Fourier analysis and beam bending theory. In addition compliance with the
equipartition theorem has been confirmed.

One key advantage of this method over atomistic techniques is that the coarse
grained method does not require any atomic information ab intio. Thus, this method
can interface with low resolution imaging techniques such as Small Angle X-Ray Scat-
tering and Cryo-Electron Microscopy. In this thesis, I show how to construct a finite
element mesh from both of these sources and run simulations to replicate the results
from Small Angle X-Ray Scattering and Cryo-Electron Microscopy experiments. In
more detail, I have taken a structure obtained using Small Angle X-ray Scattering,
ran simulations and checked that the dynamics do not affect the average X-Ray scat-
tering curve. Furthermore, using experimentally obtained structures and dynamics of
the molecular motor dynein I have run simulations to find the elastic parameters that

match the experimental data to map the overall dynamics of the dynein motor.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

In this chapter, I will introduce the state of the art of biological simulations across a
variety of length and time scales. In doing so, I highlight a length and time scale gap
in the current state of the art. There are well established simulation techniques for
small biomolecules of sizes up to 10A that can reach biologically relevant time scales,
of order 1ms, such as molecular dynamics (MD)[2]. At long length and time scales,
where thermal fluctuations are negligible, there are macroscopic simulation techniques
such as finite volume and finite element methods[3]. However, there are relatively few
techniques that are capable of simulating the thermal fluctuations of biomolecules with
sizes greater than 10nm such as molecular motors and large protein assemblies like the
ribosomel4] for long periods of time on the scale of 1us[5]. The purpose of this thesis
is to address this mesoscale simulation gap by employing a new simulation strategy
that extends traditional continuum mechanics and finite element analysis down into
the mesoscale. 1 will present a brief summary of the important physics at different
length scales and a summary of the relevant simulation techniques in Section 1.1 before
discussing the Langevin equation in Section 1.2 and finite element analysis in Section

1.3.



Figure 1.1: The current state of the art in biological simulation showing the length and
time scale gap in green.
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1.1 The Physics of Biology

Biology exploits different length and time scales as well as different physics ranging from
quantum mechanics[6], thermodynamics|7] and fluid mechanics[8] to achieve functional-
ity. In order to explain these phenomena different computational techniques have been
developed. In this section, I will discuss the different physics and simulation methods
used in the nanoscale in Sections (1.1.1) and (1.1.2), the macroscale in Sections (1.1.3)
and (1.1.4) and the mesoscale in Sections (1.1.5) and (1.1.6). In order, to try to un-
derstand these length and time scales, Figure 1.1 approximately gives the appropriate
ranges of different regimes of physics and the computational techniques used to study

them.

1.1.1 The Nanoscale

The nanoscale loosely refers to systems with typical length scales between an angstrom
and a nanometer or with time scales less than a nanosecond. In this regime, the
properties of individual atoms are important and can be described either by quan-
tum mechanics|9] or classical atomistic physics[10]. This regime contains a variety of

physics vital to life including enzyme catalysis[11], molecular recognition[12] and pro-
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tein folding[13]. Of these systems, enzyme catalysis is a truly quantum problem as it
involves the transfer of electrons whereas the remaining problems can be tackled using

classical physics.

1.1.2 Nanoscale Simulation Techniques

In order to understand problems in the nanoscale, a variety of simulation techniques
have been developed. These include Molecular Dynamics (MD)[14] and Quantum
Chemistry[15]. However, these methods are both computationally expensive and it is of-
ten impractical to simulate large macromolecules[16]. As a consequence, coarse grained
methods have been developed such as Go-Models[17] and Elastic Network Models[18]

to extend the range of lengths and times accessible to simulation.

Quantum Chemistry

Quantum chemical methods look at electronic structure within small fragments of
biomolecules or crystal structures. These techniques look at the smallest length and
time scales in biophysics. Quantum mechanics in biology has been shown to be relevant
in the study of photosynthesis[19] and stacking interactions in DNA[20]. There are a
variety of software that apply the techniques of density functional theory[21] to solve
these sort of problems such as Gaussian[15]. These computational techniques are also

used to parametrise molecular dynamics forcefields[22].

Molecular Dynamics

Molecular Dynamics is a classical technique that resolves the forces on every atom in
a system. The forces on each atom are calculated through the use of a forcefield that
includes forces related to the bond angles and lengths between specific atoms, coulombic
interactions between charged particles and the Lennard-Jones potential[23]. The solvent
that a protein is immersed in can be treated explicitly using the TIP3P[24] water

model that includes both electrostatic interactions and the Lennard-Jones potential or
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implicitly where the external water is treated as a continuum|25].

While molecular dynamics provides a detailed view of biological matter, this tech-
nique is computationally expensive for large molecules[16]. This is a consequence of
the range of time scales that molecular dynamics resolves from the bond frequency of
hydrogen atoms with a period 1fs[5] to protein folding that can be on the order of
1ms[26]. As a consequence the time step for a molecular dynamics simulation has to
be of order 1fs. Molecular dynamics is also computationally expensive because the
interactions between all possible pairings of atoms must be included. Thus, even with
modern supercomputers it is not possible to simulate the longer biologically relevant
time scales. An additional restriction is that MD requires the entire atomic structure
of the molecule to be known.

Molecular dynamics has been used to study protein folding, DNA topology|[27],
drug design[28] and membrane proteins[29]. Today, molecular dynamics is a widely
used as shown by the number of different molecular dynamics software packages such
as Gromacs[30], Amber[31] and NAMD[32]. There are also a number of coarse grained

molecular dynamics methods that I will discuss next.

Coarse Grained Molecular Dynamics
To extend the accessible length and time scales accessible to MD a variety of coarse
grained methods have been developed. One approach is to coarse grain every individual
atom in the system into a group of atoms to form virtual particles and resolve the
forces between the virtual particles[33]. This method of coarse graining is exemplified
by the Martini forcefield[33] for molecular dynamics. This reduces the total size of the
computational loop and thus extends the system sizes that one can probe with molecular
dynamics. This technique has been applied widely applied to lipid membranes[34].
Alternative schemes for coarse graining molecular dynamics also include manipu-
lating the forcefield by placing a guiding potential into the forcefield. For example,

proteins will have a native state and then a variety of different folded states. A protein
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will take a long period of time to go from one folded state to another often well beyond
the time scale accessible to conventional molecular dynamics. However, if one places an
attractive potential that guides the dynamics in a particular direction then this reduces
the necessary simulation time. This method is known as Go-Model[35] and has been

widely used to study protein folding using fully atomistic molecular dynamics[36].

Elastic Network Models

Elastic network models[37] are divided into two broad categories Anisotropic Network
Models (ANM) and Gaussian Network Models (GNM). Both methods utilise a series
of nodes connected by springs, the difference being between the two methods being the
potential chosen to represent the spring. The nodes are selected to be positioned at
key residues within the structure of a protein such as the location of carbon atoms. In
the ANM all nodes within a certain distance of one another are connected together by
Hookean springs but with potentially different spring constants. In the GNM the nodes
are positioned in the same manner as an ANM but with the spring potential that may
be a function of direction as well as distance between the nodes.

In order to generate the overall motion of either an ANM or a GNM normal mode
analysis can be performed in order to extract the bulk motions of network. Thus,
elastic network models can eliminate the time scale problems associated with MD and
obtain the longest time scale motions of a biomolecule without the need for extensive
simulation. However, by removing all the physics except for the elastic potentials it
is impossible for an elastic network to either simulate effects due to hydrophobicity,
electrostatic interactions or multiple body systems.

Currently elastic network models have been applied to a wide variety of proteins
and there are many online servers that will now predict and visualise the the motions of
molecules within the Protein Data Bank (PDB)[38] on request[39] [40]. Elastic network

models have also been used to steer molecular dynamics simulations[37].
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1.1.3 The Macroscale

The macroscale refers to systems with length scales greater than a millimetre and time
scales greater than a millisecond. The dominant physics in this regime is given by
continuum mechanics as there are sufficiently many atoms that atomic detail can be
ignored. The physics of the macroscale governs how entire organs and tissues work such

as the heart pumping blood around the body.

1.1.4 Macroscale Simulation Methods

In the macroscale, materials are modelled using continuum models that average over
the molecular detail and represent the solution in terms of continuously differentiable
fields. The governing physics is incorporated into a series of partial differential equa-
tions that describe the evolution of the system called the continuum equations. There
are a range of well established numerical algorithms for solving these systems, including

finite difference, finite volume and finite element methods.

Finite Difference

The finite difference method discretises the domain of a continuum equation into a series
of nodes and uses finite difference between values on these nodes to approximate deriva-
tives. This method is easy to implement and typically uses a structured grid across the
domain of the continuum equation[41]. A major disadvantage of this solution method is
that the distances between nodes must be much smaller than the smallest length scale
of the system being studied. When the continuum equation has a complex domain
that evolves with time, as is the case with blood vessels or the human heart, or sharp
changes in the fluid flow[42] the finite difference method can become computationally

expensive as a new grid might have to be found to maintain the accuracy of the solution.

Finite Volume

The finite volume method[43] is related to the finite difference method in that the do-
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main of the continuum equation is resolved on a grid. However, in the finite volume
method the grid is not required to be structured. Around each node in the grid, a
volume is defined and the continuum equation converted into a surface integral across
the surfaces that connect the volumes in the grid. The solution can then be time
stepped by computing the flux across each surface and updating the solution of the
continuum equation on each node. The advantage of this method is that the solution is
forced to conserve material flowing between elements and thus replicates fluid dynam-
ics. Thus, this method can model fluid flow very efficiently in complicated geometries.

This method has been applied to biological flows such as blood flow[44].

Finite Elements

The finite element method will be discussed in more detail in Section 1.3 as it forms the
basis for the numerical algorithm presented in this thesis. At the macroscale, the finite
element method has been applied to the study of blood flow in the human heart[3] and

muscles[45].

1.1.5 The Mesoscale

For the purpose of this thesis, we shall consider the mesoscale to involve time scales
greater than a nanosecond and less than a microsecond as well as length scales greater
than a nanometer but less than a micrometer. The physics encountered in this region
is diverse, ranging from low Reynolds number fluids[46], polymer physics[47], thermal
physics[48] and atomistic physics[49]. The problem of the mesoscale is that in this
regime, there is not one singular piece of physics that is important, this regime is
driven by the connections between different realms of physics. For this reason, we will
divide the mesoscale into two sections, upper and lower, as shown in Figure 1.1. The
difference between these realms is length scale and its relation to the importance of
thermal noise. The lower mesoscale includes systems such as cytoplasmic crowding[50],

molecular motors and refers to systems with lengths on the order of nanometers, in
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this regime thermal noise is important. The upper mesoscale refers to systems with
lengths on the order one micrometer where thermal noise is not important describing
such biological systems as individual cells and micro swimmers[51] like sperm. In this
thesis, we are concerned primarily with the lower mesoscale and systems where thermal

noise is important.

1.1.6 Mesoscale Simulation Techniques

One approach to simulation in the mesoscale is to extend the range of the continuum
methods encountered in the macroscale into the mesoscale. In order to go to smaller
length scales it is necessary to incorporate thermal noise into the model. Thermal
noise can be incorporated into the continuum equations[52]. This replaces the system
of continuum equations with a system of stochastic partial differential equations. This
technique has been used to study the dynamics of particle suspensions[53], deformation
of vesicles dragged by molecular motors[54] and the effect of shape on adhesion by
including the thermal fluctuations as well as the mean flow in the background fluid[55].

An alternative to solutions of the continuum equations (using finite element or
finite volume schemes) are methods that use simulations of systems of virtual parti-
cles to reproduce the continuum equations. Such methods include lattice Boltzmann
methods[56], and lattice free methods such as dissipative particle dynamics[57], where
the fluid motion is obtained from a simulation of collisions between soft particles. Even
less sophisticated methods are available in Brownian Dynamics[58] where hydrodynam-
ics is ignored entirely.

In these simulations the particles do not represent the underlying microstructure,
but provide a means for transporting momentum. They are particularly suited to stud-
ies of suspensions where the suspended objects can be formed by joining together lattice
sites of Dissipative Particle Dynamics (DPD) particles. This has led to their application

to the simulation of blood flow in micro channels[59].
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Lattice Boltzmann Method

The lattice Boltzmann method[56] is derived by consideration of the Boltzmann equa-
tion. The method uses a lattice wherein for each node of the lattice a velocity probability
distribution function is defined. In each time step of the simulation, the probability
distribution function on each node is updated using a collision operator that describes
how the probability distributions of various nodes interact with one another. The col-
lision operator conserves momentum and energy between time steps. Thus, at long
length scales many times the distance between nodes on the lattice hydrodynamics is
recovered. This technique has been applied to deformable particle suspensions such as

blood cells, turbulence and microfluidics[56].

Dissipative Particle Dynamics

DPDI[57] is a variant of the Brownian Dynamics method where momentum is conserved
locally. In general, there is a lot of similarity between Brownian Dynamics and DPD.
They are both particle based methods that might be connected by some conservative
potential but the difference comes in the way the viscosity is calculated and the corre-
sponding random force. The force on the i*" particle in dissipative particle dynamics

18:

f,=> (Fp +F§+Fp). (1.1)
i#j
where Fg is the dissipative force, FS is the conservative force and F:f is the thermal
force.
What makes DPD unique is that all the forces Fg, FS and F;E are all antisymmetric
under permutation of ¢ and j. Thus, the total force between two particles in the DPD

system is always equal and opposite. As the forces are antisymmetric, momentum is

conserved locally. To demonstrate this, we will consider the viscous force FE given by:

FZjD = —vw(f'ij . Vij)f‘ij. (12)

17



Equation (1.2) is antisymmetric under permutation of ¢ and j because:

Vij = Vj — Vj. (13)

Conservation of momentum locally is important because this gives rise to fluid me-
chanics without the need to solve the continuum fluid equations. Therefore, DPD
does include hydrodynamic interactions, unlike Brownian Dynamics. DPD has been
applied to red blood cells[60], polymers[61], surfactants[62] and suspensions of DNA
under flow[63].

Brownian Dynamics

Brownian dynamics[58][64] is a simulation method wherein a series of point particles

are subject to the Langevin equation (discussed in more detail in Section 1.2) plus an

interaction potential such that the equation of motion for each particle is given by:
d*z dx

mey = _AE + E(t) + f(1). (1.4)

Where E(t) is derived from a conservative interaction potential, a typical example being
the Lennard Jones potential, f(¢) is a stochastic force vector with statistics chosen to
conserve classical thermodynamics and \ is a drag coefficient.

The viscosity present in Brownian dynamics comes from the particle dragging against
a viscous background medium, not from particle interaction. Thus, the momentum in a
Brownian dynamics simulation is not conserved. The consequence of this is that there
is no hydrodynamics in a Brownian dynamics model, the Brownian particles merely
interact with one another through the conservative potential F(t).

Brownian dynamics is ideal for the simulation of colloids wherein the important
effect is the interaction between the colloids that might give rise to a phase transition
or aggregation of the colloids[65]. More recently, McGuffee and Elcock[66] have applied

Brownian dynamics to model cytoplasmic crowding. These simulations were performed
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by using the crystal structures of proteins found in the bacterial cytoplasm and mod-
elling them as rigid Brownian particles. To date this is the most accurate simulation

ever produced of the cytoplasm.

1.1.7 Length Time Scale Gap

From this overview, in the mesoscale we can see that there are techniques that can
tackle problems such as small scale blood flow problems or deformation of blood cells
at the upper end of the mesoscale. Similarly, at the lower end of the mesoscale there
are techniques such as elastic network models that can reveal the normal modes of large
macromolecules. However, there are very few techniques that can tackle problems in
the middle of the mesoscale where the workings of large proteins and cellular machinery
such as organelles and molecular motors are important. This thesis addresses this issue
by building a technique that can model the thermal fluctuations of large biomolecules for
biologically relevant time scales by extending the functional range of the finite element
method into the mesoscale. The closest competing method is that of the Immersed
Finite Element Method[67] where thermal fluctuations are input into the model through
a background fluid, but this has been used to model only rigid nano particles under
the influence of flow[55] [68]. In the next two sections (1.2 and 1.3), I will develop the
necessary background material for understanding this thesis by discussing the Langevin

equation (Section 1.2) and the finite element method in (Section 1.3).

1.2 The Langevin Equation and Brownian Motion

Brownian motion is the random motion that microscopic particles undergo due to ther-
mal collisions. The trajectory of a particle undergoing Brownian motion is described
by a Langevin equation. This equation incorporates the physics underlying thermo-
dynamic principles such as the Stokes-Einstein relation and the fluctuation dissipation

relation (Section 1.2.1 and 1.2.2). These principles connect the properties of the thermal
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noise in a non trivial manner to the dissipation of the system. This forms the theo-
retical basis for the statistical physics of the finite element model discussed in chapter
2. Therefore, it is prudent to discuss the physics of the Langevin equation as an intro-
duction before moving onto the more complicated discussion. Thus, in this section I
discuss the Langevin equation (Section 1.2.1), the derivation of fluctuation dissipation

relation (Section 1.2.2) and the Einstein relation in (Section 1.2.3).

1.2.1 The Langevin Equation

The simplest form of Langevin equation[47] is for an isolated particle subject to thermal
noise and viscous drag due to a background medium. Thus, by using Newton’s second
law the one dimensional Langevin equation is given by:

d*x dx

where A is a friction coefficient and v is a stochastic force.
In this model of an isolated Brownian particle, hydrodynamic interactions are not

considered, and for a spherical particle of radius R the friction coefficient is given by

Stokes’ law[69]:

A= 6muR, (1.6)

where p is the fluid viscosity.

The random force vector v(t) applies random kicks to the particle. The statistics of
the random force vector v(t) must be selected so that the system equilibrates correctly.
Specifically, every quadratic degree of freedom the particle possesses must possess an
average kinetic energy of % This determines the statistics of v(¢). In one dimension,
a Langevin particle cannot distinguish between left and right because the particle is

equally likely to be hit from the left or the right by a thermal force, thus:
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(v(t)) =0 (1.7)

where (...) denotes the ensemble average of a large number of realisations.
The second moment (v(t)v(t')) is non-zero and it will be shown in the next section

that:

W(w(t)) = 2\kpT(t — 1), (1.8)

where 4(t) is the Dirac delta function.

Equation (1.8) is the fluctuation dissipation relation[70]. The fluctuation dissipation
relation introduces the energy scale kgT" and couples the thermal noise explicitly to the
viscosity. In other words, the more viscous the medium, the stronger the kicks from the
random force vector v(t). One way in which we can interpret equation (1.8) is through
energy balance. At equilibrium, the average energy in each degree of freedom will be
kpT

=2=, and therefore the effect of the thermal fluctuations is to restore the kinetic energy

lost through viscosity.

1.2.2 Derivation of the Fluctuation Dissipation Relation

In chapter 2, we will be required to derive the fluctuation dissipation relation for a more
complicated system of equations. In order to show how one can approach the derivation
and the key principles to consider I will derive the fluctuation dissipation relation for

equation (1.5). To begin, we shall consider the kinetic energy of a Langevin particle:

£="" (1.9)

Where v = fl—f is the particle velocity.
At thermal equilibrium, because the kinetic energy is a quadratic degree of freedom

of the system, the time average of the kinetic energy must be:
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(&) =25~ (1.10)

To begin the derivation of the fluctuation dissipation relation, we shall define @)

such that:
Q = (v(t)u(t)), (1.11)
Then, from equation (1.10), it follows that:

kT
-2

Q (1.12)

The derivation proceeds by considering fluctuations of the energy variable @) in a

small time step At. The change in @) is given by:

AQ = (v(t)Av(t) + Av(t)v(t) + Av(t)Av(t)) =0, (1.13)

where Av = v(t + At) — v(t).

In this derivation, we assume that the noise is delta correlated such that (v(t)v(t')) =
0. Such an assumption is reasonable because the collision times are short. More rigor-
ously, the dissipation term is frequency-independent[70]. So there can be no frequency-
dependence of the noise. This corresponds to white noise that is equivalent to a delta
correlation in time.

The terms v(t)Av(t) and Av(t)Av(t) can be evaluated by integrating equation (1.5)

with respect to a finite time step At such that:

v(t)Av(t) = g(—)\v(t)v(t) +o(t)v(t)), (1.14)

m

and,
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AP

m2

Av(t)Av(t) (AN2o(t)v(t) — Mo(t)v(t) — M(t)v(t) + v(t)v(t)). (1.15)

We must now consider the effect of averaging equations (1.14), and (1.15) to order
At on the understanding we will eventually take the limit At tending to 0. The thermal

forces are delta correlated and so:

(@)r(t)) = () (v (), (1.16)

but since (v(t)) = 0 from equation (1.15). So, equation (1.16) is simplified to:

(w(@)v(t)) = 0. (1.17)

Equations (1.14), and (1.15) are then reduced to:

i Av() = 2 (i), (115)
and,
(Av(t)Av(t)) = i—f(y(t)y(t)). (1.19)

Equation (1.19) holds because because the average of the first three terms of equation
(1.15) are of order At? while the average of the noise correlation term is of order At.
The reason for this is that the noise is delta correlated in time so that (v(t)v(t')) =

0(t—t"). In the discrete time framework, used throughout this derivation, this becomes

(v(t(t)) = 5&’ , where 0y is the Kronecker delta function. Consequently, equation
(1.19) is true to order At and in the limit At tending to 0 only the noise correlation term
need be retained. We can then safely drop the second order terms in At as negligible.

We can now substitute equations (1.18) and (1.19) into (1.13) while using the delta

time correlation property of the thermal noise to yield:
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lw(n) = 22 (1.20)

We now reintroduce the delta time correlation into equation (1.20) so that:

Wt (t)) = %@mﬁ’. (1.21)

We can now take the the limit of At tending to 0 such that:

W()w(t)) = 2\kpT(t — t). (1.22)

This completes the derivation of the fluctuation dissipation relation[70]. We will
return to this style of proof in chapter 2 in order to derive the fluctuation dissipation

relation for the finite element model of a globular macromolecule.

1.2.3 Stokes Einstein Relation

Along with the fluctuation dissipation relation, the Stokes Einstein relation is the other
important statistical result that arises from the Langevin equation. The Stokes Einstein
relation was first reported in Einstein’s 1905 paper[71] on Brownian motion and then
independently discovered by both Smoluchowski[72] and by Sutherland[73] in the same

year. The Stokes Einstein relation is as follows:

_ QkBTt

(Aa?) = =,

(1.23)

where Az is defined as x = Ax + x(0) for an initial particle position x(0) and ¢ much
longer than the collision time scale.

Equation (1.23) describes the diffusion of a particle in one dimension in this formu-
lation. This result states that the diffusion of a Langevin particle is coupled to the drag
coefficient A\ and grows linearly in time. Thus, for a particle that is being hit randomly

by forces that have statistical correlations described by the fluctuation dissipation re-
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lation, there is a simple result that describes the average position of the particle due to
the time evolution if the random force v/(t).
We will now turn our attention to the derivation of the Stokes Einstein relation

using Langevin’s approach[74]. This derivation begins by re-arranging the Langevin

equation (1.5) as a function of d(di:):
Ad(z?) d*x
PRy zv(t) — ma—y (1.24)

The last term in equation (1.24) can be simplified by using the following relation:

Pz d [ dr dz\*
2 =)= =) . 1.25
Y T dt (xdt) (dt) (1.25)
Thus, equation (1.24) can be simplified by substitution such that:
A dz? d ([ dv dz\?

The final step is to take an ensemble average of equation (1.26). Since the position
of the Langevin particle at time t is uncorrelated with both its velocity and the random

force vector, it follows that both:

(zv)y = 0, and (1.27)
<xcfi—j) =0. (1.28)

We can then apply the equipartition theorem on the final term in equation (1.26)

to result in the time derivative of the Stokes Einstein relation:

d<l’2> o QkBT

7 i (1.29)

The right hand side of equation (1.29) is a constant and thus the time integral is

trivial so that:
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kT

(%) t+ (2%(0)), (1.30)

where we have also implemented the boundary condition at ¢t = 0, z(t) = z(0).
Equation (1.30) can then be simplified by considering the average of 2% = (Ax +

z(0))? given by:

(Az?) = (2?) — (2(0)%). (1.31)

Equation (1.31) is true because (Ax) = 0 as there is no propensity for a one dimensional
Brownian particle to prefer leftward or rightward drift. Hence we can now re-arrange

equation (1.30) to yield:

_ QkBTt

(Aa?) = =,

(1.32)

which is the Stokes Einstein relation.
The Stokes Einstein relation will be used in validating the implementation of the

background drag in Chapter 2.

1.3 Finite Element Analysis

Finite element analysis is the solution scheme that I will use to solve the partial dif-
ferential equation that describes the continuum model of a globular protein. In this
section, I will introduce the mathematical concepts behind finite element analysis in
order to demonstrate how the method works for a simple example system|[75]. Finite
element analysis has been widely used for structural mechanics and fluid mechanics and
has more recently been applied to study macroscopic biological systems such as blood
flow in the heart[3]. The key advantage of finite element analysis over finite difference
methods is that finite element analysis is more easily able to handle complex geometries.

The mathematical foundations of finite element analysis|[75] are presented in Section

26



1.3.1, the Galerkin method[75][76] in Section 1.3.2, finite elements|75] in Section 1.3.3

and finally higher dimensions[75] in Section 1.3.3.

1.3.1 Weighted Integral Method and the Weak Formulation

Here we shall discuss the mathematical foundations of finite element analysis. In order
to do this, I shall introduce a differential equation that we shall aim to solve using
the finite element method[75]. From this, we shall see the general mechanism of the
finite element approach[77] and how the finite element method builds an approximate
solution to our partial differential equation. The example differential equation we seek

a solution for is:

du

—— (a%) —cu+a2*=0. (1.33)

Where the function u is defined between 0 < x < 1 with the boundary conditions
u(0) = 0 and a2 =1 at z = 1. The finite element method works by finding an approx-
imate solution of equation (1.33) within a restricted subspace of functions, typically
piecewise polynomials. For any function u we define the residue function R(u) as the
result of applying the differential operator on the left hand side of equation (1.33) such

that:

_d <“§_Z> —cu+t2® = R(u). (1.34)

We must now define the space in which we will seek an approximate solution of
(1.34). In general, we shall define the solution space as that spanned by a series of
basis functions ¢;(z), ..., ¢,(x). The functions ¢;(z) are chosen to satisfy the Dirichlet

boundary conditions so that ¢;(0) = 0. We define a function u of the form:

i=1
where ¢; are coefficients.
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The next step is to find the function in the space defined by equation (1.35) that
ensures the residue R(u) is close to zero. Clearly, the residue R(u) will not be 0 unless
the space spanned by equation (1.35) includes the actual solution. Instead, we seek

solutions for which the weighted integral:

/01 w(z)R(u)dr = 0. (1.36)

Here w(z) are some suitable set of functions that we choose. Equation (1.36) is an
inner product so an interpretation of this process is that we seek to make the residue
orthogonal to the weight functions w(z). We now construct a weak form of equation

(1.34) by substitution into equation (1.36) so that:

! d du 9
/0 (w% (—a%) — cuw + wx ) dx = 0. (1.37)

Equation (1.37) can be simplified by integrating by parts and applying the boundary

conditions to yield:

L/ dwdu 9
/o <a%% — cuw + wx ) dx —w(l) =0. (1.38)

Equation (1.38) is described as being the weak form of equation (1.33). Clearly,
any solution of equation (1.33) must satisfy equation (1.38). Furthermore, it can be
shown that if equation (1.38) is satisfied for all functions w(x), then u satisfies equation
(1.33). The proof is non-trivial and requires the use of Sobolev spaces and thus will be
omitted[77] [76].

We must now choose a suitable solution space and corresponding choices for the
weight functions w(x). Since equation (1.37) involves first derivatives of both u and w,
these functions should lie in the Sobolev space HJ(0,1) (i.e. functions on the interval
(0,1), whose first derivatives are square integrable on the interval (0,1)). Note that the
original equation (1.33) requires second order derivatives of u to exist, but this is not

required for solutions of the weak form. Furthermore if the solution space has dimension
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n, then n independent weight functions are required to obtain a unique solution for the

coeflicients ¢;.

1.3.2 The Galerkin Formulation

The Galerkin formulation[75][76] of finite element analysis provides a convenient means
of choosing the n weight functions. We simply use the basis functions ¢; as the weight

functions such that equation (1.36) becomes:

/0 ¢i(x)R(u)dx =0 (1.39)

We can now substitute u = 3 7, ¢;¢; into equation (1.38) and set w to equal each

of the basis functions ¢; in turn, to give:

- b dgido; _ '
> ¢ (/O ¢ -qud:c) — ¢s(1) —/0 pird. (1.40)

j=1

Equation (1.40) is a set of n linear equations of the form:

Aije; = fis (1.41)

where A;;, and f; are defined as follows:
b ode; dg,
Aij = (/0 a%% — C¢Z¢]d$) ,and (142)
1
fi= (1) —/ gz’ dz. (1.43)
0

We have now reduced equation (1.33) to a set of linear equations that can be solved

for the coefficients c;.
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Figure 1.2: Finite element discretisation of a 1D unit line.

Nodes  Xp X1 X2 X3 XN-2 XN-1 XN
Positions X=0 — } - - - } } X=1
L 1 L ] L L 1
| | | | |
Elements 1 2 3 N-1 N

1.3.3 Finite Elements

In the finite element method, the solution space is obtained by dividing the solution do-
main into elements called finite elements that are geometrically simple[75][78]. We then
define the solution space from the union of simple functions ¢ (typically polynomials)

over each element so that:

0 = LY. (1.44)

In our simple one dimensional example, we divide the domain of the differential
equation 0 < x < 1 into sub domains such that each finite element describes an interval
[#;_1,7;], as shown in Figure 1.2. Since we require the functions to be in H}(1,0), we
need the functions to be continuous between elements and so the simplest polynomial
functions that can be used are linear functions as shown in Figure 1.3. Note that it is
possible to use discontinuous functions, but this requires taking account of the discon-
tinuities at element boundaries and is called the Discontinuous Galerkin method[79].

The basis of the solution space ¢;(x) can then, for example, be defined by piecewise

linear functions ¢;(z;) satisfying,

di(x;) = 04j. (1.45)

1; is zero except in the elements ¢ and 7 + 1 where it is given by:

r =L (1.46)

Xy — Tj—1
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Figure 1.3: Shape functions for an element of a unit line.

Shape Functions
Nodes Xp X1 X2 X3 XN-2 XN-1 XN
Positions X=0 | — —---— | | X=1

Arbitrary Element

X-Xis1

-y -

Shape XX
Functions Cwge XX

- Y-

Xi Xi+1

where = € (z;_1, ;) and

ge = LT (1.47)

)
Ti — Ti41
where x € (74, x;11).

Thus, equation (1.40) becomes:

n Te  dupe dope Te
ch </ a j;’ dixj — czﬁfqﬁjdx) =¢f(1) — / Yertde. (1.48)

j=1
We then evaluate this integral over all elements and then sum the contribution from
each element to produce the matrix A;; and the vector f;. We can then solve the linear
system for the coefficients c¢; that define the value of u on each of the nodes and thus
complete the construction of the solution.
Thus, we have obtained the contributions from a general element to the matrix A;;
and vector f; in terms of the shape functions v){. To complete this problem one would

evaluate these entities and then invert the matrix A;; to solve the coefficients c;. From
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these coefficients the finite element solution to equation (1.33) is easy to calculate.

1.3.4 Higher dimensions

The detailed example that we have gone through up to now shows the mechanics of finite
element analysis at its most basic. In general, the main advantages of this method are in
higher dimensions[77] where the domain of our differential equation may be complicated,
as in the case for a globular macromolecule. In chapter 2, we will be concerned with
solving a 3 dimensional problem over a complex domain. In three dimensions, the
volume of the solution domain is divided into polygons. Although other shapes can be
used for 3D finite elements, the tetrahedron is the most versatile because it is generally
straightforward to divide a volume into tetrahedra. A linear right angled tetrahedron
is shown in Figure 1.4 with the nodes identified.

The space of linear functions on each element has four dimensions, therefore it is

convenient to use four vertices as nodes with shape functions defined as:

P=1-s—t—u, (1.49)
Yy = s, (1.50)

Y3 = t,and (1.51)

Yy = u, (1.52)

where s, t, and u are coordinates along the edges of the tetrahedron connected to node
1 with 0 < s,¢t,u < 1. Linear elements are the simplest finite element for solving
partial differential equations up to second order. However, such elements are only

first order accurate in space, and so in order to provide a more accurate solution,
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Figure 1.4: Right angled tetrahedron with sides of unit length.

Node 4

Node 1 Node 2

Node 3
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Figure 1.5: Second Order Tetrahedron with sides of unit length.

4

higher order polynomials are sometimes preferred. Quadratic interpolation requires ten
shape functions[80] which can be accommodated by introducing additional nodes at the
centres of each edge of the tetrahedron shown in Figure 1.5. Cubic and higher order
interpolations can also be obtained in principle.

This completes our overview of finite element analysis; more details will be added

in Chapter 2.
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1.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, I have presented an overview of the current simulation methods for
biomolecules. Currently, there is a lack of simulation capacity at the length and time
scale that governs the functionality of the molecular machinery within our cells (Section
1.1). Consequently, there is a need to develop alternative techniques that are capable
of exploring the biophysics within this regime. In order to develop such a technique, I
will use the tools of statistical physics developed by exploring the Langevin equation
(Section 1.2) and the Finite Element Method (Section 1.3). This simulation method
will use continuum methods and not be based on the intrinsic atomistic structure of
a particular biomolecule but instead the overall shape of the biomolecule. This will
allow the method to interface with the wide array of low resolution structures available
through Small Angle X-ray scattering of Cryo-EM. Currently, the EMDB|81] (Electron
Microscopy Database) contains low resolution data of very large biological systems such
as the axoneme[82]. A technique that could use this information to drive simulations

would be a great asset and open up the lower mesoscale to simulation.
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Chapter 2

Mathematical Background

2.1 The Continuum Model

In this thesis I will model a globular macromolecule as a continuous medium of density
p subject to thermal noise, viscous dissipation and elasticity. 1 will focus first on
describing the internal hydrodynamics, elasticity and thermal noise, with the effects
of external solvent added to the problem in Section (2.4). The equation of motion
connecting the velocity u; to the stress o;; at all points in the material can be represented
by continuum fields. Using index notation together with summation convention the

equation of motion is then:

8UZ' 8u2 . &IU

where <aa7;i + uj g;f%) is the total time derivative of the velocity vector field in the La-
J

grangian frame of the material. The stress 0;; can be subdivided into three contribu-

tions:

0ij = 05 + 05 + 03 (2.2)
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v
ij)

i, of; and o}; are the stresses due to non-conservative friction, conservative elastic
forces and thermal fluctuations respectively. The material model for the macromolecule
is therefore a Kelvin-Voigt[83] model in which the elastic stresses and viscous stresses
act in parallel. In principle, different material models could be considered such as
those with fading material memory, although this would not change the manner in
which the derivations presented in this Section would proceed. A more complicated
material model would only make the derivation more difficult due to the inclusion of
new physics such as memory effects. The Kelvin-Voigt material model provides the
simplest continuum model for which the thermal noise can be derived, as the stress in
the system is dependent only upon the instantaneous deformation and the velocity field.
The form of the three stress terms that are used are introduced in Section 2.1.1-2.1.3.
The solution scheme employed and the nature of the finite element approximation is
discussed in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3 additional details of the thermal noise term o7;
are provided and demonstrate the compliance of the fluctuating finite element scheme

with the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. Finally, in Section 2.4 an external solvent is

added to the problem.

2.1.1 Viscous Stress

The material is assumed to have an linear viscous stress[84] of;, which can be written

as:

Ou;  Ou; Oy,
%1 s (&rj - 093,-) * Oy (23)

where p is the shear viscosity and A\ is the second coefficient of viscosity, giving a bulk

viscosity fpuir = A + % L
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2.1.2 Elastic Stress

In the model, we consider the simple case where material elasticity is hyperelastic, so

that the elastic stress of; can be derived from a strain energy density functional[85].

ij

ox;

This is written in terms of the deformation gradient tensor Fj; (defined as Fj; = X

where x(X, t)) is the current position of material initially located at X. Hence the local
volume change is given by % = det(F). We use a formulation which includes classical
rubber elasticity and a volumetric spring that acts as a source of pressure. The strain

energy density per unit current volume is written as:

G B 2
W = W(FaﬁFaﬁ) + 2det(F) (det(F) — @)
3G B (G’
~ 2det(F)  2det(F) (E) ‘ (24)

Here G is the shear modulus, K = B — % is the bulk modulus and « is a constant used

to impose zero isotropic stress at zero deformation, requiring that o = 1+ %. From the

IKG
3K+G*

bulk and shear moduli, the Young’s Modulus of the material is given by F =

Equation (2.4) is effectively a second order expansion of the elastic energy in terms
of the deformation gradient tensor F;; about an elastic energy minimum. Thus, this
expansion is only valid for small strains about this elastic energy minimum. For large
strains additional terms in the expansion would have to be retained. Thus, the elas-
ticity derived in this model cannot be used to model large conformational changes of a
particular biomolecule as this would involve large strains. Instead, the elasticity used is
only valid for the small scale thermal fluctuations experienced about an elastic energy
miniumum or rest state of a protein. In general, proteins have many elastic energy
minima and transitions between these minima cannot be modelled directly using this
elastic energy expansion. However, one can model different minima independently as
seen in Chapter 6.

The stress can be calculated by considering the the change in energy when a small
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strain €;;, defined in terms of the deformation gradient tensor as ]:;,-j = (0ia + €ia) Fujs
is applied to a portion of material and taking the limit where ¢;; = 0, giving the stress

tensor:

1 9(Wdet(F))

Y det(F)  Oe
G T

We have assumed that the effect of the thermal noise on the elasticity of the material
is small compared to the uncertainty in the known elastic moduli for biomaterials
(see Section 4.2). In general, small length scale thermal fluctuations will affect the
effective elasticity over larger length scales in the non-linear elastic regime. In principle,
this effect should be accounted for when coarse-graining if the dimensions of the finite

elements are significantly increased.

2.1.3 Thermal Stress

In particle based simulation, techniques such as Molecular Dynamics[86] or Brownian
Dynamics[64] thermal fluctuations are included by adding a random force to each par-
ticle in the simulation. In the present method, thermal forces are introduced via a
fluctuating stress tensor Ufj. Unlike the elastic and viscous contributions, this thermal
stress term is stochastic in both space and time, with statistics chosen to balance the
viscous energy dissipation. The advantage of this approach is that within a finite el-
ement approximation the fluctuating stress can be calculated entirely locally for the
viscous stress and still yield the correct thermal physics. In Section 2.3 we derive the
fluctuation dissipation relation for this model and show that at equilibrium the input
of energy into the system by the noise and the reduction of energy from the viscous
terms balance appropriately, and consequently that the fluctuation dissipation theorem

is satisfied.
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2.2 Finite Element Approximation

In order to construct a finite element discretisation, we seek a weak form of Equation

(2.1) by performing a volume integral with the weight function w(x) to give:

Ou; - dw(x)
/pr(x) g v = — S UijdV+/sfiw(x)dS. (2.6)

where f; are the external surface forces. This corresponds to the standard application
of the finite element method[76]. The second integral in Equation (2.6) can now be

evaluated by substituting in the components of the stress.

ow(x) B / Jw(x) Ou; Jw(x) Ou, dw(x) du,
L o, eV = (“ r; oz, M om, om " omy ox,) Y
Jw(x)
v Ox;
ow(x)

v Ox;

+

afj dV

oy,dV. (2.7)

Equation (2.7) contains first order derivatives of both the velocity vector u; and the
the weight function w(x). Thus, both the functions u; and w(x) must be differentiable
over the domain of the differential equation and square integrable. Therefore, a suitable
space is such that u;, w(x) € H}(w) where w is the domain of the differential equation

in 3-space, while the tensors of; and 0' can be defined as o} € Ls.

ij> ZJ
With the solution space now defined, we subdivide the domain w of the differential
equation into finite elements with nodes that are fixed in the Lagrangian frame of the

material so that the velocity is expressed in the form u; = > via¢o Where ¢, are base

vectors that span the subspace of H}(w) so that,

Dul B Z 8vm (2.8)
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Thus, with this discretisation Equation(2.6) becomes the following system of ordinary

differential equations:

vy

Mpqﬁ

+ Kpgvg = Ep+ Ny, (2.9)

where M g)qj,0)s Kp(i,8)aG,0)s Epip) and Ny ) are defined below. This treatment
corresponds to the Galerkin formulation[76] of finite element analysis where the weight
functions w(x) are chosen to be the same as the basis functions ¢,. We have also
introduced the indices p and ¢ that run over the full dimension of the finite element

system such that p can be written as p(i, 5) and ¢ can be written as ¢(j, «). This gives:

My pyaGe) = Oi ( /V ﬂ%%dV)a (2.10)
a¢5 a¢a a¢5 a¢a a¢5 a¢a
Ko rotio) = A dv, 2.11
p(i,8)a(j) o, o, i+ u Jz; O + Du: O, (2.11)
0os .
Epip) = _/‘/az_faijdvu (2.12)
o
Npipy = _/V—azfafjdv' (2.13)

Equation (2.9) describes a linear system of Langevin equations that can be solved for
% by inverting the the mass matrix M,,. Physically, the different matrices presented
in Equation (2.9) describe each of the particular processes that govern the behaviour
of a macromolecule in the algorithm. The mass matrix M, (2.10) describes how mass
is distributed throughout the finite elements, K, (2.11) describes how the model dis-
sipates energy through viscosities, £, (2.12) is an elastic force vector and N, (2.13) is

a thermal force vector.
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2.3 Thermal Noise

The remaining undefined quantity in Equation (2.9) is the fluctuating stress tensor afj.
To derive the form of oj; we must first derive the fluctuation dissipation relation for
this system under the assumption that the system as at constant temperature.

For the case of a Kelvin-Voigt material, the derivation of the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem is simplified because the elastic stress in the model is derived from a strain
energy that depends only upon the instantaneous deformation of the system. Conse-
quently, the elastic terms in this model are conservative and the energy stored during
a structural distortion is fully recovered when the material returns to equilibrium. By
contrast, in material models with fading memory (such as the Maxwell model), the
viscoelastic stress is dependent on the strain history of the material. In such cases,
there will be additional dissipation of energy due to the fading memory within the ma-
terial, and the derivation of the corresponding fluctuation-dissipation theorem is less
straightforward.

The constant temperature assumption means that biological events that involve en-
dothermic or exothermic reactions cannot be modeled explicitly. This is valid assump-
tion for situations where biomolecules are in thermal equilibrium with their surround-
ing environment, for example proteins undergoing thermal fluctuations in a particular
solvent. However, this approximation is not valid when biomolecules are undergoing
chemical reactions with their environment. This issue could be addressed by associating
the temperature with a particular finite element as oppose the the whole system and

then modelling heat flow between the finite elements using a heat equation.

2.3.1 Fluctuation Dissipation Theorem

The overall equation of motion of the macromolecule comprises a linear system of
Langevin equations. Deriving the fluctuation dissipation relation for this specific system

is necessary to provide the statistics of N,. We can re-write Equation (2.9) as:
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v,

Mpo =5

= Ny = Kpyvy = V,U(x), (2.14)

where the elastic force vector £, has been re-written in the form £, = —V,U(x), where
the potential U is the strain energy. We have relabelled the dummy indices from ¢ to
a and 7y for clarity.

The derivation of the fluctuation dissipation theorem first considers the total kinetic

energy & of the discretised system. given by:

'UaMag'llg
72 .

£ = (2.15)

Equation (2.15) is exact within the discretised finite element framework though only
true since the mass matrix matrix is a constant. This corresponds to assuming that the
total mass within each element is conserved for all possible deformations. In practise for
3D linear finite elements, discussed in Section 1.3.4, a constant mass matrix means that
mass is distributed uniformly throughout a distinct finite element and that the density
of that element changes as the volume of that finite element increases or decreases.

In general for globular proteins, the density at any particular point within the pro-
tein will be a function of both position and time. For example, spatially proteins are
known to be inhomogenous and thus regions rich in secondary structure will have higher
densities than surface regions. This introduces a limitation within the current model
that density gradients within proteins are difficult to model and can only be approxi-
mated through the relative densities between neighboring finite elements. Though this
could in principle be taken care of during coarse graining and parametrisation, it would
introduce a maximum element size in order to preserve the density gradient to some
tolerable level.

Temporal variation in density would correspond to binding of new molecules to
a particular globular protein. While this can be modeled by recalculating the mass

matrix with a new set of starting densities given there are no changes to the structure
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of the globular protein and the new mass distribution does not introduce high density
gradients. In general, one would have to recalculate the the finite element mesh to
represent the new bound structure. An example of this sort of problem is given in
Chapter 6 where the dynamics of two different biochemical states of the molecular motor
dynein are modelled at thermal equilibrium. However, dynamic switching between the
two states of the biomolecule would not be possible in the current method because the
temperature of the system would change and the difficulty of relating the properties of
the two finite element meshes.

From equation (2.15), the probability[87] of finding the system with a given given

kinetic energy is therefore proportional to:

UaMang

o) (2.16)

P ~ exp(—

Since this is a generalised normal distribution, it follows that the second moment average

of the node velocities, at equilibrium, must be:
Qpq = (Vptg) = kaM;;Ila (2.17)

which is the equipartition theorem for this system. Equation (2.17) is exact within the
discretised finite element framework, so the fluctuation dissipation theorem derived from
it is also exact. However, in practice numerical errors will occur due to the numerical
integration of equation (2.9), and is discussed in Section 3.2.1 The derivation of the
fluctuation dissipation relation for this system follows by analyzing fluctuations in the
energy variable @),,, considering its change AQ,,, during a small time step At (that will

become infinitesimally small) such that:

AQp, = (Avyvy + v,Av, + Av,Av,) =0, (2.18)

where from Equation (2.14):
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Av, = AtM, ] (No — Koy, + VU (x)). (2.19)

Thus, the terms on the right hand side of Equation (2.18) are given by:

Avyvg = AtM, Ny — Kooy 4+ VU (), (2.20)

v Av, = vath_&l(N(; — Kseve + VU (x)), (2.21)

and finally:
AvpAvg = AP M, (No — Koqvy + VoU (X)) M (N5 — Kseve + ViU(x)). (2.22)

To evaluate the ensemble averages of Equations (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22) to order

At we note (v,) = 0, and that:

(M} VoUvg + M 5'VsUv,) = 0. (2.23)

po

Because at equilibrium the total energy of the system is simply the sum of the kinetic
and potential energies, the probability of finding the system in any given microstate is
also the product of the probability distributions describing the range of the potential
and kinetic energies the system can adopt. Therefore, the potential and velocity terms
are uncorrelated at equilibrium. Since the kinetic energy contains only terms quadratic
in vy, it follows that (v,) = 0, so Equation (2.23) must hold. Equations (2.20)-(2.22)

then simplify to:

(Avpvg) = =AM, Koy (vay)

= —AthgTM, /M 'K, (2.24)
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(vpAv,) = —Ath;;l Kse(vpve)

= —AthgTM4' M 'K, (2.25)

(Av,Avg) = A M M 5" (N Ns). (2.26)

Direct substitution of Equations (2.24)-(2.26) into (2.18) leads to the following,

At (M, No M ' N5) = AthkgT (M Koy M- "+ M Ko M ). (2.27)

Multiplying through by the mass matrix gives:

At* (6,0 NaOys Ns) = AthpT(6palyqKary + 04600 Kse), (2.28)

and so it follows that,

kT

(NpNg) = A

(Kpq + Kgp) (2.29)

which is the fluctuation dissipation relation for the equation of motion in Equation
(2.14).
As a further check on this result, we note that equation (2.14) can be cast as a

stochastic differential equation:

dv, = — M K gupdt — My IV, U () dt + BpodW, (2.30)
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where the dWW, are increments in a set of independent Wiener processes. Our derived

fluctuation dissipation relation (2.29) is equivalent to a velocity space diffusivity of

Dyq = BpaBy, = ksT M M ' (Kop + Kpa) - (2.31)

Furthermore, the node positions are coupled to the node velocities via

dx, = vydt. (2.32)

It can be shown from the general theory of stochastic equations ([88], equation
3.79) that the system of coupled stochastic differential equations (2.30) and (2.32) are
equivalent to the Fokker-Planck equation in (x,v) space for evolution of the probability

distribution v (x,v) of the position and velocity vectors:

o _ 0 -1 -1
— Mo Kopvs + M
ot~ du, K por R ¥ e

oU (x)

0 10 0
) ] - o )+ 5 (D) (23)

Oz,

It is a straightforward, if lengthy, exercise to verify that the steady state of equation

(2.33) is

U M
¥ (x,v) = Aexp (— ké;) - ng}:;j]q) (2.34)

which is the expected Boltzmann distribution. For more detail on this derivation see

Appendix 1.

2.3.2 Fluctuation Dissipation Relation for Linear Elements

In order to solve Equation (2.29) and derive the nature of the thermal stress tensor oj;,
we must choose a set of basis functions ¢,. The simplest choice of basis functions are
those of a linear tetrahedron (See Section 1.3.4). Equation (2.11) provides an explicit

expression for the viscous matrix /p,:
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_ ¢ 0¢a o Obp 0o | | 0Pp 0pa
pa v M&LUC 83:0 " + ,ua.f(fj 8@ + )\ 8@ 825']‘ dV (235)

In the case of linear elements the derivatives of the basis functions are constants and
Equation (2.29) can easily be simplified. In order to satisfy the fluctuation dissipation
relation, we must assign an appropriate form to the fluctuating stress tensor afj that
is 0-correlated in space and time. Firstly, of; must be symmetric such that of; = o
and must consist of at least 6 independent stochastic processes as there are 6 degrees
of freedom per element discussed in more detail in Chapter 3. The solution we have

found has a total of 7 distinct stochastic processes and is of the following form:

. (%BT

Oij VAL ) (,UEXZ']' + )\§X05ij> . (236)

where X;; is a stochastic tensor containing 6 independent stochastic processes such that

Xi; = Xj; and X° is a stochastic variable independent of any variable in X;; such that:

(Xi;) = 0, (2.37)
(X% = o0, (2.38)
(X Xu) = Oubj + b, (2.39)
(XOX0) — 1, (2.40)
(X°X;) = 0. (2.41)

Note that the correlation function for the shear noise in Equation (2.39) is equivalent
to that used by Sharma and Patankar[53].

The thermal stress tensor is d-correlated in both space and time. The spatial -
correlation is ensured by the finite element discretisation of the system, which guaran-

tees that each element is independent of all the others. Since the viscous dissipation
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within a single element depends only upon the instantaneous deformation rate, there is
no dependence on history of deformation and the fluctuations must also be d-correlated
in time.

We now show that this choice satisfies Equation (2.29) and thus verify that for this
Kelvin-Voigt material model the fluctuation dissipation theorem is obeyed. Note that
we also convert from the p and ¢ notation back to 7,5 and j, a so that the resulting

matrices from Equation (2.29) can be directly compared.

8¢5 (olom
(Np(i9)NaGo)) = < /V axcafch Va—xdaj-dd‘/> (2.42)
I¢pg Opa
— 2Y9Y8 t ot
=V axc 825'[1 <azca]d> (243>

We now substitute Equation (2.36) into Equation (2.43), also using Equations (2.37)-
(2.41), to yield the following:

_ (2kgTV 05 0o o 0P 0¢a | 095 Ida
(NpNo) - = ( Al ) (“axc FES I e

Oz; Ox;
_ (FsT Ops Oa s o, 003 00a 005 0da
- ( Al ) /V2“ I I L S R e
kT
= (%) (Kpg + Kop) (2.44)

where the factor of two arises from the symmetry of the viscosity matrix K,,. This
simple solution for the thermal stress tensor is valid only for linear elements because it
assumes that the compression across an element is uniform.

For second (and higher) order elements, it is significantly less straightforward to
obtain fluctuating stress terms that satisfy the fluctuation dissipation relation. The
difficulty arises because the derivatives of the basis functions are no longer constant, so
the simple rearrangements in Equation (2.42) to (2.44), where the integrals are trivial,

are no longer possible. In general, the fluctuating stress terms for second (and higher)
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order elements depend in a non-trivial manner on the shape of the element, making
them impractical for our computational scheme. In Section 3.2.7 below a simple scheme
is presented which allows elastic contributions to the stress to be treated using second-

order elements, whilst retaining a first-order scheme for viscous and thermal stresses.

2.4 External Fluid Dynamics

A proper treatment of the interaction between an external fluid and an immersed soft
body involves solving the Navier Stokes equation in the external fluid with with conti-
nuity of velocity and surface forces at the boundary. This is a non-trivial problem due
to the complexity of deriving the thermal noise terms, consistent with the dissipation
of the Navier Stokes equation, where the boundary conditions are time dependent due
to the motion and deformation of the soft immersed body. This would significantly in-
crease the computational cost per timestep. We will consider a much simpler problem
where the immersed soft body experiences friction due to the motion relative to a fixed

background medium.

2.4.1 Mathematical Model of the External Fluid Dynamics

To develop a simple model for the external fluid dynamics, we shall consider that there
is a sphere of a specific radius on each node. The radius of the sphere is defined by the
length scale of the finite element mesh and in principle maybe different on each node.
The drag force F, on each node is assumed to be equal to the isolated Stokes’ drag on

its corresponding sphere:

F, = —6mR(p)p’v,. (2.45)

Here R(p) is the radius of the sphere on a specific node p, p* the external solvent
viscosity and v, is the velocity on a specific node p. For convenience, we can re-express

equation (2.45) in terms of a viscosity matrix K°,, and a velocity vector v,:

50



F, = K®ova, (2.46)

where K¢,, is defined by

K g = NpOpa; (2.47)

and the vector of friction constants is defined as

np = 6m Ry’ (2.48)

This is the simplest form of interaction with an external fluid and is equivalent to
that used in Brownian dynamics[58] simulations where hydrodynamic interactions are
neglected. Although this model does not capture long range hydrodynamic interactions
between different parts of a molecule that are moderated by the solvent, it does take
some account of the influence of the external viscosity on the dynamics of the system.
The new external fluid viscosity will alter the fluctuation dissipation relation that was
derived in Section (2.3.1) and we are required to repeat the derivation and add an

additional noise term to counterbalance this new viscosity.

2.4.2 Fluctuation Dissipation Relation with an External Fluid

In order to derive the fluctuation dissipation relation for the finite element system we
must obtain the equation of motion for the deformable soft body with the external
hydrodynamics. To the finite element equation of motion (2.14), we must now add
two additional forces; the viscous force vector [}, in its matrix form defined in equation
(2.47); and an additional noise vector N¢ due to the external fluid. Thus, the new

equation of motion is given by:

v,

Mpa=p

= (Np + N%) = (Kpy + K )vy — VU (X). (2.49)
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However by making two substitutions:

K, = K+ Ky, (2.50)

N, = Npy + Ny (2.51)

We can transform this back into the form the form of equation (2.14),

vy

Mo~

= N, — K, vy — V,U(x). (2.52)

Furthermore, the derivation of the fluctuation dissipation relation is independent of
the form of the viscosity matrix and so the form of the fluctuation dissipation relation
must be the same. Therefore, the fluctuation dissipation relation for this system in

terms of the noise vector IV, and viscosity matrix K, is:

kT

<N,pN/q> = At

(K'pg + K'gp)- (2.53)

We must now solve (2.53) for the exact form of the new noise vector N¢,.

2.4.3 Solution for the External Fluid Noise

To solve for the form of the external fluid noise N¢, we note that N, and N¢, are
independent processes, so that (N,N¢,) = 0. This is a consequence of the linear finite
element solution. The solutions to both the internal dynamics and external dynamics
are linear, and can be added together to form a new solution for the internal and
external system. Thus, there are no correlations between the internal and external
noise. Therefore equation (2.53) separates into internal and external components to

give:

kT
At

kT

<Nqu> + <NepNeq> = (qu + qu) + E(Kepq + Keqp)’ (2-54>
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By substitution of the solution of the noise vector NN, in Section (2.3.2) into (2.54),
we can eliminate the internal viscosity terms K, and reduce the problem to that of
solving for the external noise vector N, in terms of the external viscosity matrix K€,

kT

<N6pNeq> - E(Kepq + Keqp)- (2-55)

Equation (2.55) and (2.54) show that the internal and external noise are not coupled
and one can merely solve the two internal and external noise problems independently
of one another.

Thus, in order to solve for the external noise vector N€¢, we substitute in the form
of the external viscosity matrix K, from equation (2.47) so that:

o 2kgTn,

(N, Ne ) = =2, (2.56)

Equation (2.56) is the fluctuation dissipation relation for the external fluid viscosity

and external noise alone. The external noise vector N¢, is then of the following form:

¢ 2657\ ? .
Np::< th) Xe, (2.57)

Where X¢, is a stochastic vector with the following correlations:

(X)) =0 (2.58)

<Xereq> = 5pq (2-59)

2.5 Summary

In this chapter, I have introduced the material model that includes viscous damping,
elasticity and thermal noise and I shown that within a finite element approximation the

thermal noise for this system can be derived locally both with and without an external
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solvent.
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Chapter 3

The Numerical Method and

Validation

The mathematical results of Chapter 2 form the basis for solving equation (2.1). In this
chapter, I will describe the implementation of the algorithm and its validation via a
series of test problems. Section 3.1 discusses the construction of the algorithm, Section
3.2 the numerical validation of only the continuum mechanical model in the absence
of an external solvent and Section 3.3 the validation of the continuum model with an

external solvent.

3.1 Numerical Method

As discussed in Chapter 2, the finite element discretisation results in a system of

Langevin equations for the nodal velocities v,:

v,

Mpqﬁ

= —Kpv, + E, + N,. (3.1)

Equation (3.1) can be numerically integrated using a standard time integrator such
as Runge-Kutta[89] (RK), velocity Verlet[90] or Euler[91]. An example of a simple

iterative loop to perform a time step is given below.
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1. Characterise the initial conditions such as starting position and structure of the

finite element mesh.
2. Calculate My, Ky, Ep, N, and M, .

3. Evaluate the new velocity vector and node positions using a time integrator.

The computational bottleneck in this loop is the calculation of the required matrices
and vectors. However, this part of the algorithm can easily be parallelised. The matrices
are symmetric which reduces the computational load. Since the the mass matrix and its
inverse remain constant through the simulation, they only need to be calculated once

at the start of the simulation.

3.2 Validation of the Continuum Model

In this Section, we consider the continuum model without the presence of an external
solvent. To validate the results related to the continuum model derived in Chapter 2
and to demonstrate that the numerical algorithm reproduces the thermal physics of the

system correctly, the following tests were performed on the numerical model:

1. The average kinetic and average potential energy converge to the correct values
required by the classical equipartition theorem for sufficiently small integration

timesteps (Section 3.2.1).

2. The distribution of the nodal velocities matches the theoretical Gaussian result

(Section 3.2.2).

3. Used Euler Beam Theory to show that the average amount of potential energy
found in the first two Fourier modes of a long beam also agrees with the equipar-

tition value (Section 3.2.3-3.2.4).

4. The distribution of the Fourier amplitudes matches the theoretical distribution

(Section 3.2.5).
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5. The anisotropy of the inertia tensor converges as the mesh resolution is increased

to demonstrate spatial convergence of the new method (Section 3.2.8).

3.2.1 Testing the Average Potential and Kinetic Energies

The average potential and kinetic energy depends on the number of degrees of freedom
the of system. In this Section only internal forces are considered so there is no solid
body rotation or translation, effectively freezing out six degrees of freedom. Thus if n is
the number of nodes in the system, the total number of traditional degrees of freedom
is 3n — 6 and there an equal number of velocity degrees of freedom. Therefore, from

equipartition[92] the average kinetic energy is given by:

(3n — 6)kyT

€ =

(3.2)

If deformations are small then only harmonic terms in the elastic energy are impor-

tant and the average potential energy becomes:

(3.3)

The kinetic energy and potential energy for the system are then defined as follows:

£ = L\gpq“q, (3.4)

U = %:/VO 5 tr(FFT) +5 (det(F7) — a)* dVj
3G B [/G\?
+ZV /V0_7_5<§) Vo, (3.5)

Here the sum over 7 represents a sum over all the elements in the system and V; is the
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rest volume of each individual element.

Dimensionless systems were considered, in which the density, viscosities, © and A
and elastic moduli G and B were set to unity throughout, with kg7 = 0.0001 to
ensure small deformations. To test that the kinetic and potential energies comply with
equipartition, a simulation of a 54 element cylindrically meshed beam was performed,
which was constructed using the GMSH package[93]. The system was first allowed to
equilibrate for a million time steps and then the average kinetic and potential energies
were calculated. The different time integrators; Euler[91], velocity Verlet][90], second
order Runge-Kutta (R2) and fourth order Runge-Kutta[89] (R4) were tested. Figure
3.1 shows the percentage error in the energies as a function of the integration time
step. The simulations were continued until the sampling errors in the average kinetic
and potential energies were sufficiently small that the trends in Figure 3.1 could be
clearly observed (this required 4 million timesteps for equilibration, and 20 million
timesteps production run). The simulation performed with all four integrators gives the
correct equipartition value for short integration timesteps, indicating that the inclusion
of thermal fluctuations into FEA provides the expected equipartition values for the
kinetic and potential energy associated with the thermal fluctuations of the mesoscale
beam.

When larger time steps are used, the errors in the kinetic energy for the Euler
and Verlet schemes grow linearly with time step. This is expected, as these schemes
are both first order in time; whereas the errors in the higher order R2 and R4 schemes
remain small over all time steps considered. All four integrators reproduce the potential
energy to within 1%. Although R2 and R4 are more accurate than the Euler and Verlet
algorithms, they also require more floating point operations per time step; to perform a
single time step using R4 requires that the viscosity matrix K, and elasticity vector E,
be recalculated 4 times. Consequently in practice, the Euler integrator often offers the
lowest computational expense, since an error of 1% is tolerable for most applications,

and the stability limits on the maximum timestep are similar for all 4 integrators.
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Figure 3.1: Convergence of the kinetic and potential energy averages as a function of
the time step of a 54 element cylindrical mesh, where the unit time step is At,=0.0001.
This graph shows that as the time step decreases the error in the average energy in
each quadratic degree of freedom tends to zero.
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3.2.2 Nodal Velocity Distributions

As with comparing the average total kinetic energy we can also examine the distribution
of kinetic energies. As discussed in Section (2.3.1) the distribution of the kinetic energy
is a generalised Gaussian[87], as shown in Equation (2.16). Thus, the second moment

average of the nodal velocities at equilibrium must be:

Qpq = (vptg) = kaMI;Il- (3.6)

From equations (2.16) and (3.6) the distribution of the velocity in each kinetic
degree of freedom must be Gaussian with a variance given by Equation (3.6). In order
to test this prediction, I ran long time scale simulations of a cylindrical beam, and
measured the velocity distributions of nodes throughout the system. The results for a
representative node are shown in Figure 3.2. The agreement between the theoretical
and simulated results shows that the numerical solution to the equation of motion (2.1)

preserves the correct statistical physics of the system.

3.2.3 Euler Beam Theory

The energy convergence tests in Section 3.2.1 and the distribution of the nodal veloci-
ties in Section 3.2.2 show that the fluctuation dissipation relation derived in Chapter 2
is obeyed and that the correct theoretical averages for the kinetic and potential energies
are obtained as well as the correct nodal velocity distributions. However, these tests do
not on their own show that the set of deformations predicted by the model are statisti-
cally correct. In order to test the conformational dynamics predicted by the stochastic
finite element model we consider the flexing of a thin rod due to thermal fluctuations,
and compare the vibrational modes this system sustains from those derived from Eu-
ler Beam Theory[94]. For a classical beam undergoing pure bending, the equilibrium

deflection h due to an external torque 7 is given by:
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Figure 3.2: Simulated velocity distribution functions of the x, y and z components
of a representative node within a cylindrical beam, plotted against the distributions
expected theoretically. The velocities have been made dimensionless and scaled by a
velocity v, = ( %)0'5 where m is the average mass on an element in the simulation.
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d*h(x) T
dl’z = _ﬁv (37)

where F is the Young’s Modulus and [ is the second moment of inertia of the cross-
section. The product ET is the flexural rigidity. Equation (3.7) holds for thin beams
when the deflection A(x) is small relative to the length. For a uniform torque 7 the
solution to Equation (3.7) with boundary conditions h(0) = 0 and h(L) = 0 (where L

is the beam length):

hz) = 22— (3.8)

Since Equation (3.8) provides the solution of Equation (3.7) for beam undergoing
bending due to an external torque, we can obtain the flexural rigidity FI by applying
an external torque to a beam in the absence of thermal noise. The amount of work

required to bend a beam is given by:

W= %I /OL (82};(5))20[9:. (3.9)

If 7 = 0 at both ends of the beam so that % = 0, h(z) can be expressed as a

Fourier sine series:

h(z) = ; h, sin (]%x) . (3.10)

Substituting Equation (3.10) into (3.9) gives the amount of work done in each of

the Fourier modes that correspond to a degree of freedom of the system, so that:

W = Z w,, (3.11)

p
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where:

W, = B (%I) (%)%. (3.12)

Therefore, from equipartition of energy it follows that if the beam is subject to

thermal fluctuations then:

(Wp) = ——. (3.13)

3.2.4 Numerical Calculations for Beam Bending

I tested a total of eight finite element meshes; three have a hexagonal cross-section, four
octagonal and one square (See Figure 3.3). The hexagonal and octagonal beams have
a maximum radius of 10nm, the square beam has sides of length 10nm and all beams
have a total length L of 160nm. In all simulations the viscosities were set to 3 mPas (3
times that of water), the elastic moduli G and B were set to 10M Pa, giving a Young’s
modulus of 20M Pa. The density was 1000%. Thus, these simulations reproduce the
thermal fluctuations of a hypothetical “nanogel” beam. The numerical tests are divided
into two sections. First, we determine the flexural rigidity EI of the beams. This tests
the influence of the mesh resolution, and in addition investigates the effect of different
finite element meshes. Secondly, we obtain the average energies in the first and second

Fourier modes to confirm that the deformations of the beams obey the correct statistics.
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Figure 3.3: The eight beam meshes used to test configurational fluctuations in the
stochastic finite element method. Only the surface meshes of Hex2 and Hex3 are the
same, internally the element structure is different. Similarly, for Oct2 and Oct3 the
internal nodes are placed slightly differently to ensure the the results obtained are
independent of the arrangement of finite elements. Oct4 is the beam mesh used to
perform the fine grained calculations in Section 3.2.3 and the square beam mesh is used
in the second order element scheme described in Section 3.2.4. For the square beam
mesh, all the linear elements in the system within the second order element structure
are shown.

Hex1 _ Hex?2 - Hex3

# Elements 560 # Elements 560 4 Elements 432

Octl Oct2 Oct3
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# Iements 768 # EIements 768

Oct4 _ [Square

QU #Second Order Elements 80
# Elements 4336 # First Order Elements 640
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To determine the flexural rigidity an external torque 7 was applied to the end of
each beam with thermal noise. Prior to finite element discretisation, the governing

continuum equation for this system is:

0ui 8ul o 80’;}] ao.iej

To impose a torsional stress on each beam, a torque 7 of magnitude 7 = 5z - 10712 Nm
(where z is the linear distance from the central axis of the beam) was applied to the
end faces only. Stress-free boundary conditions were used elsewhere. The results of

these eight calculations are presented in Table 1.

Table 3.1: Flexural Rigidity Results for Different Meshes

(EICL‘)Simulated (Ely)simulated

Beam (Els)Theory (Ely)Theory
Hex1 1.70 1.70
Hex2 1.60 1.60
Hex3 1.82 1.75
Octl 1.61 1.50
Oct2 1.48 1.48
Oct3 1.48 1.48
Oct4 1.30 1.26

Square 1.00 1.00

For linear finite elements the flexural rigidity of the long thin beams is larger than
is predicted theoretically. This is a consequence of there being only a small number
of linear elements across each cross-section, which artificially stiffens the rods. There
are two alternate strategies to improve the accuracy of the flexural rigidity for linear
finite elements. One solution (discussed in Section 3.2.6) is to use h-refinement wherein
more linear finite elements are placed across the cross-section of the beam. The second
is p-refinement (discussed in Section 3.2.7) using higher order elements to describe the
displacements and elastic stresses.

Now that the flexural rigidity of each beam has been obtained (see Table 1), the

thermal noise is reintroduced so that the Fourier modes can be extracted. The tem-

kpTL
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perature of the system was set to be 300K . To maintain small deformations, is
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set to be approximately 1072. With stress free boundary conditions everywhere, the
governing equation for this simulation prior to finite element discretisation is now given

by:

. . 9ov.  dot. ot
(2 ) 0 0 00, o

Ejtujaxj =+ +

For the Hex1-3 and Oct1-3 beams, a total of 21 independent repeat simulations were
performed. This ensured sufficient sampling of the first and second Fourier modes in the
x and y directions perpendicular to the beam axis. There are two important time scales
in this system; the period of the first harmonic and the decay time of these oscillations.
The period of oscillation can be found by considering the beams as vibrating strings[95]
for which the period of the first harmonic is given in terms of the tension T on the

string, the total length L. and the mass per unit length pu:

T=2 (“TB) . (3.16)

Equation (3.16) can be re-written in terms of the cross sectional area of the beam

A such that = pA. Similarly by performing dimensional analysis, the tension T can

EI

be expressed as T' = 7. So that in terms of the important parameters the beam the

period of the fundamental mode is of order:

4\ 3
=2 (pgi ) . (3.17)

From this estimate the period of oscillation for the Hex1-3 and Oct1-3 beams are
of order 10ns; the longest decay time scale for these oscillations was measured by
simulation and is also around 10ns. Since the total simulation time was 1.5us, both
of these important time scales were adequately sampled. Each Fourier amplitude was
then averaged, the variance of the distribution obtained; substitution into Equation
(3.12) then provides the average energy of that particular Fourier mode (see Table 2).

The results for the different meshes using the flexural rigidities from Table 1 all show
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Table 3.2: Average energies in the first and second Fourier modes normalised by % (so

that the correct theoretical answer is 1). FM1X and FM1Y denote the average energy
in the first and second Fourier modes in the X and Y directions respectively, while
FM2X and FM2Y refer to the average energy in the second Fourier modes. Where the
error is given by the standard deviation of the resultant distribution of energies from

each of the 21 different simulations.

Beam | FMIX (202)) [ Pay (282) | Paox (302 | ray (202
Hexl | 1.014 % 0.068 | 1.058 + 0.038 | 1.000 + 0.034 | 1.024 + 0.032
Hex2 | 0.940 + 0.064 | 0.982 + 0.056 | 0.960 + 0.034 | 0.966 + 0.030
Hex3 | 0.976 + 0.044 | 1.004 + 0.062 | 0.910 + 0.028 | 0.924 + 0.024
Octl | 0.984 + 0.048 | 0.928 + 0.052 | 1.022 + 0.030 | 1.052 + 0.028
Oct2 | 1.026 + 0.082 | 0.982 + 0.062 | 1.046 + 0.036 | 1.064 + 0.042
Oct3 | 1.010 + 0.076 | 0.906 + 0.070 | 0.974 + 0.044 | 0.980 + 0.034

good agreement with the theoretical prediction for the average energy in the first and
second Fourier bending modes. The results agree with the theoretical average energy
predicted by the equipartition theorem within the calculated sampling error.

Figure 3.4 shows four representative conformations of the beams sampled from the
FFEA simulations. These were obtained by plotting the centre of mass of different
sub-sections of the beam along its length relative to the beam ends to represent the
instantaneous configuration (consequently the ends of the beams always have a total
displacement of zero). Furthermore, the deflections of each centre of mass of the beam

follow a Gaussian distribution as expected for a beam subject to thermal noise.
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Figure 3.4: Four different conformations adopted by the Hex1l beam due to thermal
. .. 2 .
noise. The boundary condition of no external torque % = 0 enables the deformations

h(z) to be measured relative to the positions of stationary beam ends.
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From the calculation of the flexural rigidities from the finite element meshes of
the eight beams (Table 1), and the calculation of the average energies in the first two
Fourier modes, we conclude that the average energies obtained from the stochastic
finite element model are in agreement with theoretical predictions. However, the linear
approximation for the elements leads to an over-estimation of the flexural rigidity when
the mesh contains too few elements. To demonstrate that this can be corrected by
increased spatial refinement, two simulations were performed one employing a finer
mesh of linear elements (See Section 3.2.6), and another using second order elements

for the elastic deformation of the rods (See Section 3.2.7).

3.2.5 Distribution of the Fourier Amplitudes

The energy in a given Fourier mode is quadratic in the respective Fourier amplitude (as
shown in Equation (3.12)). Therefore, the distribution of the Fourier amplitudes must
be Gaussian[87]. The variance of the distribution of each of the Fourier amplitudes is

given by:

(h2) = (?—LT) (ETI)_I (%>_4. (3.18)

For the Oct2 beam, I computed the distribution of the Fourier amplitudes by running
long time scale stochastic finite element model simulations and comparing the results
with Equation (3.18), as shown in Figure 3.5. The agreement between the theoretical
and experimental curves confirms that the thermal statistics of the model are correct

and consistent with the results derived in Chapter 2.

3.2.6 Fine Grained Mesh, h-refinement

To capture the bending of the beams more accurately I calculated the flexural rigidity
using an octagonal mesh with four elements across the diameter of the beam (Oct 4)

compared to the two used in Octl, 2 and 3. The same viscosities, elastic moduli and
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Figure 3.5: The simulated Second Fourier modes are shown in green and red and
the analytic distribution is shown in blue. The orange and cyan lines represent +1%
error in the analytic standard deviation of the distributions. The Fourier amplitudes
are normalised against the the second moment average of the analytic distribution, as
given in Equation (3.18).
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density were used as previously. As shown in Table 2, improving the mesh resolution
halves the error in the flexural rigidity measured. However, this solution is more nu-
merically costly as there are approximately 8 times as many elements to be considered

in this finer grained mesh.

3.2.7 Second Order Element Solution, p-refinement

An alternative method for improving the spatial resolution is to use quadratic functions
in the interpolation of displacements. This requires a solution of Equation (2.9) in which
the elastic terms and the mass matrix are solved using second order elements[80]. The
elastic stress is calculated using 10 node isoparametric tetrahedral elements from which
Equations (2.10 and 2.12) can be solved using second order shape functions. In general,
this integral cannot be performed analytically since in the second order regime the local

compression within an element is not homogeneous. Thus, the integrals need to be
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performed numerically using Gaussian quadrature. As discussed in Section 2.3.2, it
is much more difficult to include viscous and thermal noise terms for a second order
finite element mesh. We therefore retain a linear solution for the thermal and viscosity
terms by subdividing each quadratic element into 8 linear elements, and using these
sub-elements to calculate the viscous and thermal noise terms. The viscosity matrix
and thermal force vector are calculated by subdividing each isoparametric tetrahedron
into linear elements and then performing the integrals in Equations (2.11) and (2.13)
for each of the linear sub-elements.

To test the quadratic element solution, I repeated the beam bending calculations
and obtained the flexural rigidity for a simple square cross-section beam with sides of
unit length . As shown in Table 3.1, the second order elements give the correct flexural
rigidity for a square cross-section. In this case, the use of second order elements provides
a more efficient method to improve the of accuracy of the solution than increasing
the number of linear elements. Since the main increase in the computational expense
for the quadratic elements arises from calculating the thermal and viscosity terms,
which involve the contributions from the eight linear sub-elements that make up each
quadratic element, the second order solution gives better efficiency in the trade-off
between accuracy and computational expense. However, this method does suffer from

stability issues.

3.2.8 Spatial Convergence

To demonstrate spatial convergence of the stochastic finite element model method, I
simulated a series of 6 cubes with identical side length (1xm) but an increasing number
of finite elements, as shown in Figure 3.6. The other material parameters such as the

viscosity, temperature and density were held constant in all 6 simulations.
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Figure 3.6: Convergence of the anisotropy of the inertia tensor as a function of the
element number. The error bars are the standard deviation of the anisotropy. Meshes
corresponding to the data points are also shown.
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To characterise the thermal fluctuations of each cube I calculated the average fluc-

tuations in the anisotropy of the inertia tensor. The inertia tensor I;; is defined as:

lij = / p(r?6;; — rer;)dV, (3.19)
v

where r is the position vector relative to the centre of mass and r?> = r - r. The inertia
tensor is a positive definite symmetric tensor and therefore has three real eigenvalues and
corresponding linearly independent eigenvectors. We define anisotropy of the inertia
tensor as the difference between the largest and smallest eigenvalues. The anisotropy
can then be time averaged as the cubes deform due to thermal fluctuations for long
times. The results of these simulations are shown in Figure 3.6 alongside the meshes
used in each simulation. It can be seen that with the exception of the coarsest mesh that
the anisotropy converges linearly with the inverse cube root of the number of elements.

This indicates that the error is first order with respect to the distance between nodes,

as expected for linear finite elements.
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3.3 Validation of the External Hydrodynamics

Having validated the simulations for the case of no external solvent, we now test the
external hydrodynamics to ensure they too conform with expected behaviour. The
external hydrodynamics used in this model are crude and correspond to only a back-
ground solvent that the nodes of the finite element mesh can drag against. The largest
limitation is that the input fluid mechanics does not conserve momentum as the im-
plementation mirrors that of Brownian dynamics and thus cannot replicate the physics
of the Navier-Stokes equation. Furthermore, the interior nodes of the finite element
mesh feel the influence of the background fluid as much as the surface nodes. In reality,
this is unphysical as only the surface nodes should feel the external fluid and so the
material model will not respond correctly to external flow. A more sophisticated fluid
model could be included by instead resolving a surface force from the fluid onto the
finite element mesh through the boundary element method. For now though, we will
only include this crude model as it is sufficient to impose an external viscosity that we

shall then use in chapter 6.

3.3.1 Validation of the External Fluid Dynamics

In order to validate the external fluid dynamics a number of numerical tests have been
performed on a sphere (See Figure 3.7) of radius 100nm with elastic moduli similar to
that of steel but with very low internal viscosity and an external viscosity similar to
that of water. This ensures that deformation of the ball is small so that the ball moves
as a rigid body on the time scale of the external fluid dynamics.

I have performed four different numerical simulations that test different aspects of
the implementation of the external fluid. Specifically, I have tested that the trajectory
of the steel ball agrees with theoretical predictions when the thermal noise is turned off;
that the total average kinetic and average total potential energies agree with theoretical
predictions; and that the sphere diffuses at a rate consistent with the Stokes Einstein

relation.
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Figure 3.7: Finite Element Nanosphere of radius of 100 nm
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3.3.2 Trajectory Analysis

The equation of motion for a rigid particle moving through a viscous background

medium is given by:

dv
wo__ 2
m- nv (3.20)

Where m is the mass of the particle, v the velocity in space and, n the friction constant.
So that if the sphere as initial velocity v(0) = vo:

t
vV =V exp(—%) (3.21)

and the displacement from the initial position is given by:

x= Y0 exp(—%)). (3.22)

Equations (3.21) and (3.22) describe the velocity and position of a point like particle
undergoing deceleration due to the viscous drag. To test that the simulation reproduces
this behaviour, we use the sphere mesh shown in Figure 3.7 and place the same initial
velocity on each node of the system. To parametrise the friction on each node of the
system, we assume that the ball experiences a drag force of 6rpuRv from Stokes’ drag
in the surrounding fluid and divide this equally between the nodes of the system such

that: n = GWZQ‘R where N is the number of nodes and R is the radius of the sphere. The

results of these simulations are compared against the analytical results in Figure 3.8.
The results from these simulations show accurate agreement between the theory
and the simulations. Thus, the background fluid correctly retards the velocity of the

particle.
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Figure 3.8: Velocity (above) and position (below) as a function of time of a sphere of
radius 100nm being retarded by an external solvent. The analytical result is shown in
green with the simulated results in red.
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3.3.3 Average Kinetic and Average Potential Energy Conver-

gence

The inclusion of external friction means that we have added extra dissipation to the
system and so a corresponding additional noise term is required by the fluctuation dis-
sipation relation (2.53). We shall therefore retest the total average kinetic and potential
energy of the system to ensure agreement with the equipartition theorem.

In order to calculate the average kinetic and average potential energy theoretically,
we must calculate the number of degrees of freedom of the system. Inclusion of the
force from the external fluid means that the system can now rotate and translate.
This increases the number of kinetic degrees of freedom by 6 (3 translations degrees of
freedom and 3 rotational) so that there are now a total of 3V kinetic degrees of freedom
in the system where NV is the number of nodes. Thus, the average kinetic energy is given
by:

3NkgT

(€)= =5 (3.23)

However, the potential energy is invariant under translation and rotation and thus the
addition of translation motion and rotational motion does not effect the statistics of

the potential energy. Thus the average potential energy remains given by:

3(N — 6)ksT

) = ==

(3.24)

In order to test the average kinetic and potential energies numerically, long time
simulations were run at a temperature of 300K for a variety of different time steps
until the kinetic and potential energies converged to within half a percent accuracy.
The results of these simulations are presented in Figure 3.9.

The average kinetic and potential energies are accurate within a fraction of a percent
error for a time step spanning an order of magnitude. This confirms that the solution

of the external noise is correct. The accuracy of these results reflects that the particle is
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Figure 3.9: Convergence of the Kinetic energy (Red) and Potential Energy (Green) as
a function of time of the sphere shown in Figure 3.7. Note the very high accuracy of
the test regardless of time step.
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essentially rigid and the shortest time scales in this simulation come from resolving the
high frequency oscillations of the nodal positions not the external fluid dynamics. This
has the effect of keeping the deformation of each of the elements in the system very
small and thus the errors due to numerical time stepping in this simulation are also
very small. Thus, the energies of the simulation are accurate regardless of the time step
until the fast oscillations of the nodes are no longer resolved and the system becomes

unstable.

3.3.4 Einstein Relation

The Einstein relation[71] relates the viscosity and average displacement of particles in

a fluid as follows:

_ 2ksT,

(Az) ;

(3.25)

Here Az is the displacement of the particle relative to its starting point in one dimen-
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sion, 7 is the friction coefficient and ¢ is time. This relation was revealed in Einstein’s
1905 paper on Brownian Motion[71] and derived independently by Smoluchowski|[72]
and Sutherland[73] in the same year. For a spherical particle n = 67 R where R is the
radius of the particle and p the solvent viscosity.

In order to provide a further validation of the thermal noise and Stokes’ drag, we
have measured the diffusion of the the rigid sphere shown in Figure 3.7 at a temperature
of 300K in 3 dimensions and recorded the position of the center of mass of the sphere
as a function of time for 100ns averaged over 100 realizations.

As the sphere is a 3 dimensional particle and each axis is indistinguishable we can
simply add the result of equation (3.25) 3 times to get the relation full 3 dimensional
diffusion of the particle such that:

_ GkpT

(Ar? + Ay? + AZ?) = p t. (3.26)

The theoretical results from equation (3.26) and simulation results are compared below
in Figure 3.10.

The theoretical and analytical results are in agreement within the error bars. From
this, we conclude that the external viscosity and corresponding thermal noises have

been implemented correctly and yield the appropriate thermal physics.

3.4 Summary

In this chapter, I have demonstrated that the numerical algorithm with and without and
external solvent conserves the correct thermal physics as well as the correct mechanical
properties. I have also demonstrated both spatial and temporal convergence of the
algorithm. From this, we conclude that the algorithm is functioning correctly and that
the algorithm can be applied to biological problems. We can now apply this method to

biological problems.
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Figure 3.10: Diffusion of the sphere shown in Figure 3.7 against time. The theoretical
result from 3.26 is shown in green against the observed average diffusion in red. The
analytic and simulated data agree within error bars and thus confirm the external
solvent is implemented correctly.
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Chapter 4

Introduction to Biological

Simulations

In this chapter, I describe the method used to take the mathematical and theoretical
results from Chapters 2 and 3 and apply them to biological systems. In order to run a
biological simulation utilising this method (Section 4.3), a finite element mesh of a bio-
logical molecule must be constructed (Section 4.1) and parametrised with appropriate
values for the density, elasticity and viscosity (Section 4.2). This chapter discusses in
detail how to construct a finite element mesh of a biological molecule from low resolu-
tion imaging data as well as appropriate values for the elasticity, viscosity and density
of biological matter. For reference, a Fortran version of the stochastic finite element
algorithm and the improved coarse graining algorithm are included in appendix A.4

and appendix A.5 respectively.

4.1 Finite Element Mesh

In order to construct a finite element mesh of a protein or other biological material, we
are required to know the 3 dimensional shape of a biological molecule ab initio. There
are many techniques for obtaining structures of biological molecules, a few examples be-

ing Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR)[96], X-Ray crystallography[97], Cryo Electron
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Microscopy (Cryo-EM)[98] and Small Angle X-Ray Scattering (SAXS)[99]. The struc-
tures obtained by these methods vary in resolution, for example X-Ray crystallography
can yield structures with sub-angstrom resolution[100] that reveal protein secondary
structure and atomic positions, whereas (Cryo-EM) yields structures to within a reso-
lution of a few angstroms[101] and so can reveal the overall shape.

Unlike an atomistic simulation, a continuum approach can use low resolution imag-
ing data as only the overall shape of the biomolecule is important from the continuum
mechanical point of view, not the positioning of individual atoms. This is advantageous
because even low resolution imaging data with no atomic information can be used to
build a finite element mesh. However, there is a minimum length scale below which the
continuum approach cannot probe. This length scale is on the order of several inter
atomic distances and for simplicity can be thought of as approximately 5 A. Below this
length scale, the thermal fluctuations result in large strains that cause the numerical
algorithm to become unstable unless a time step smaller than that of molecular dy-
namics is used. This length scale sets the absolute minimum length of any edge in a
finite element mesh that represents a biomolecule. Furthermore, below this length the
material will not behave like a continuum as it is intrinsically atomic. There are better
simulation methods such as molecular dynamics capable of treating these small length
scales with greater accuracy.

In this Section, I will describe how a finite element mesh for the 3 dimensional
structure of a CoA ligase enzyme from the organism Fusobacterium nucleatum is ob-
tained through Small Angle X-Ray Scattering (SAXS)[102]. The SAXS technique will
be described in more detail in Chapter 5. For now only the fact that a 3 dimensional
structure can be obtained from it is important. From this a mesh is generated with
an edge length of 2.4A (Section 4.1.1). As this is below the minimum length scale
appropriate for this method, I have developed two different coarse-graining methods to

increase the element size (Section 4.1.2 and Section 4.1.4).
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Figure 4.1: Low resolution SAXS[102] envelope of a CoA Ligase enzyme[103] from
Fusobacterium nucleatum with the initial finite element mesh on the right.

4.1.1 Small Angle Scattering Envelope to a Finite Element

Mesh

A SAXS[102] envelope of the CoA ligase enzyme[103] is shown in Figure 4.1 with
a homologous protein from Archaeoglobus fulgidus (PDB ID:3G7S[104][38]) together
with the corresponding finite element mesh on the right. The SAXS data is used
to define the envelope of the molecule as a cluster of spheres of radius 2.4 A. This
length corresponds to the shortest length scale probable in SAXS before the SAXS
data becomes too noisy. By taking points on the outer surface of the sphere a finite
element mesh can be constructed using generation software such as TETGEN[105] to
give an initial finite element mesh of the system shown on the right in Figure 4.1.
While a simulation based on the initial finite element mesh is in principle possible,
the length scale of this mesh (2.4 A) is below the level for which a continuum approx-
imation is valid. Resolving the thermal fluctuations of such small elements in practise
requires a time step of order 0.1fs, smaller than that required in MD simulations and

is impractical. Thus, we are required to coarse grain this initial finite element mesh to
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Figure 4.2: A general two dimensional surface mesh with one short edge.

1. Initial Finite Element Mesh

a more suitable length scale to ensure the validity of the continuum approximation. I
have devised two different coarse graining algorithms, one basic and one advanced, to

tackle this problem.

4.1.2 Basic Coarse Graining Method

Coarse graining the finite element mesh involves reducing the total number of nodes
and elements in the system whilst preserving the shape of the biomolecule as accurately
as possible. To reduce the geometric complexity, we will coarse grain just the surface
mesh and regenerate the volume mesh using standard mesh generation software.

In order to construct a coarse graining algorithm, we first consider how to coarse
grain a simple test surface shown in Figure 4.2. Figure 4.2 shows a hypothetical section
of a surface mesh with one short edge located at the centre. In order to coarse grain
this mesh we must remove this short edge by removing one of the nodes. Given we can
solve this problem we can then iterate the solution many times over a full surface mesh
to arrive at a coarse grained surface mesh.

A solution to this problem is presented in Figure 4.3. The solution employs four

steps as follows:
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1. Construct the initial fine grained surface mesh.

2. Identify the shortest edge, in this case the two nodes A and B forming the edge
AB.

3. Construct a new node C at the midpoint between nodes A and B and delete the

two surface elements (Orange) that contain the edge AB.

4. Reconnect the surface mesh by merging nodes A and B into node C.

As shown in the final pane of Figure 4.3 this does indeed coarse grain the mesh
and returns us to an initial mesh that, in principle, we could parse again with this
algorithm.

This procedure can be iterated until the minimum edge length is above the desired

threshold.

4.1.3 Problems of the Basic Coarse Graining Method

The basic method for coarse graining described in Section 4.1.2 preserves the shape of a
planar surface. However, if the surface is curved there will be a small change to surface
shape and hence the volume occupied by the biomolecule.

To illustrate this point, in Figure 4.4 we consider the change in the volume below the
surface as a consequence of implementing one iteration of the coarse graining algorithm.
There is a small reduction in the volume below the surface caused by the curvature of
the mesh, as shown in Figure 4.5.

The basic coarse graining algorithm causes volume loss when the surface is locally
convex and volume gain when it is locally concave. While each step only produces a
small change in the volume the cumulative effect can produce a significant change in
the shape of the biomolecule. Therefore it would be desirable to have a coarse-grainer

that preserves the volume of the biomolecule at each iteration.
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Figure 4.3: Simple Algorithm for coarse graining a surface mesh.

1. Initial Finite Element Mesh

2. Identify Shortest Edge

3. Creation and Deletion

4. Construct New Mesh
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Figure 4.4: 3D view of the basic coarse graining algorithm.
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4.1.4 Improved Coarse Grainer

In order to design a coarse grainer that conserves volume we shall modify the basic
algorithm presented in Section (4.1.2) so that no net volume is lost or gained as a
consequence of removing the node. An algorithm for this is presented in Figure 4.6 and
4.7. The difference from the previous algorithm is that the position of the new node,
termed C, is determined so that there is no volume change. The algorithm is as follows

and a complete Fortran 90 version of the code is included in Appendix A.5:
1. Construct an initial surface mesh.

2. Identify the shortest edge, in this case the two nodes A and B forming the edge
AB.

3. Find all the elements that contain either node A or B.

4. Calculate the outward pointing unit normals N1 and N2 that belong to the two

elements containing nodes A and B.

5. Construct two new nodes C and D on the line through the midpoint of A and B
directed parallel to the vector N defined as the average of the unit normals N1

and N2.

6. Construct a local volume mesh by connecting the surface elements containing

nodes A or B to node D and the equivalent volume mesh using new node C

instead of A and B.

7. Calculate the total volumes of the two volume meshes constructed in part 6 and
move new node C along the vector N to ensure that the volume of both volume

meshes is equal.
8. Construct the new surface mesh using new node C to ensure no volume loss.

In the algorithm described above, we have ignored the specific placement of nodes

C and D. There are two useful scaling lengths that are found in the initial surface mesh
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Figure 4.6: Improved Coarse Grained Algorithm Part 1.
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Figure 4.7: Improved Coarse Grained Algorithm Part 2.
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Figure 4.8: Example sphere that will be coarse grained using the basic and advanced
method.

the longest edge length and the length of the edge between nodes A and B. The node
D is placed 10 times the longest edge length in the initial surface mesh away from the
midpoint of nodes A and B. This avoids any clashes between volume elements such as
self intersection. Node C is placed utilising the length between nodes A and B to scale
the average normal vector N. This provides a sensible initial location for node C that
will be close to the point where no volume change takes place. The point C can then
be moved along the vector N using a simple convergence routine based on the changes
in volume.

The principle behind this method is to place the new node C, not at the average
position of A and B, but at a nearby point such that the reconnection produces no
change in volume. This is achieved by constructing a local volume mesh constructed

from the tetrahedra formed from the surface elements.

4.1.5 Performance of the Improved Coarse Grainer and the

Basic Coarse Grainer

As a simple test to show the relative performances of the two coarse graining algorithms,
a sphere shown in Figure 4.8 was coarse grained using both coarse grainers for a varying
number of steps.

The results of these simulations is shown in Figure 4.9 where we see that the basic

algorithm loses up to 5 percent of the volume of the sphere while the improved algorithm
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Figure 4.9: Volume loss as a function of coarse graining step.
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is accurate to machine precision for the volume of a sphere.

4.2 Material Parameters for Proteins / Biological

Matter

In order to simulate the motion of biomolecules we require estimates for the material
properties of biomolecules. While some continuum properties such as density are easily
determined, others are much harder. In this section, we discuss the existing literature

and justify the range of values we use.

4.2.1 Experimental Techniques to Probe the Material Prop-

erties of Biomolecules

Here I will elaborate on the precise nature of the material properties used in the contin-
uum model. There are a few experimental techniques that have been used to probe the

material properties of biomolecules such as the internal viscosity (Section 4.2.3), the
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Young’s modulus (Section 4.2.4) and density (Section 4.2.2). These include solvent
based methods[106][107] and Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM)[108][109] techniques
to measure the internal viscosity of proteins as well as surface force apparatus|[110],
nanoindentation[111] AFM techniques and sound wave experiments[112] to measure
the Young’s Modulus. Of these methods the most reliable measurement of the internal
viscosity and Young’s modulus comes from solvent based methods and nanoindentation
AFM techniques respectively. The reasons for this will be discussed in Sections (4.2.3)
and (4.2.4).

4.2.2 Biomolecule Density

The density of biomolecules is easy to calculate as the masses of atoms are known and
there are many complete crystal structures in the protein database (PDB)[38]. On aver-

age the density of biomolecules is around 1500kgm =3 or 1.5 times that of water[113][114].

4.2.3 Biomolecule Internal Viscosity

There are two experimental techniques used to probe the internal viscosity of proteins.
These are solvent based techniques[106][107] and AFM[108][109]. The solvent based
techniques work by measuring the effect of the solvent viscosity on the unfolding /
refolding rates and extrapolating the effect of the internal viscosity. AFM techniques
work by measuring the relaxation time of a protein by either oscillating the AFM tip
across a frequency range[108] or by deforming a protein and then retracting the AFM
cantilever while monitoring the deflection of the tip[109].

The solvent based experiments[106] model protein folding as a diffusive process over
energy barriers. The method works by assuming that there are two contributions to the
diffusion coefficient over the folding energy barrier, namely the solvent viscosity and the
internal viscosity of the protein[106]. Thus, if one can alter the solvent viscosity, while
maintaining the shape of the free energy surface, and measure the protein relaxation

rate between folding and unfolding. Then the internal viscosity can be extrapolated
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using a result from Ansari et al[115].

In the oscillating tip AFM experiments[108] the protein is attached to a gold film
and a gold nano particle by tethers. The tip can then be oscillated back and forth at
different amplitudes and frequencies to probe various regimes of viscoelastic response.
An alternative to tethering the protein and thus any chemical sequence modification is
to dry proteins onto a film. Once the tip finds a protein on the film, the force indentation
curve can be measured. This allows one to extract a Young’s modulus (See Section
4.2.4) by compressing the protein. The AFM tip can then be retracted. However,
as the tip is effectively attached to the protein at this point, a viscous response[109]
is observed that allows the internal viscosity of the protein to be calculated using a
Maxwell element[109] to model the tip deflection.

These two methods yield radically different values for the internal viscosity with
solvent based methods yielding values on the order of 1072 Pas and the AFM techniques
10*Pas. The reason for these differences is that the solvent and AFM techniques probe
different relaxation time scales. The AFM techniques use either an oscillating tip with a
frequency on the order of a few kHz[108] and thus measure millisecond relaxation times
or measure the time taken for the AFM tip to relax (hundreds of microseconds)[109]. By
contrast, the solvent based techniques intrinsically depend on the relaxation time of the
solvent which is a much faster time scale of either of the AFM techniques[106]. Hence
the higher viscosities found in AFM based measurements result from all the modes
with relaxation times less than a few milliseconds, while the solvent based methods
probe much shorter time scales on which the longer relaxation modes behave elastically.
Given that my simulations have run times on the order of microseconds, much shorter
than those of the AFM measurements, the solvent based measurements provide a more

appropriate value for the internal viscosity of biomolecules in the continuum model.
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Table 4.1: Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio for a variety of different materials.

Material Young’s Modulus | Poisson ratio
Rubber[110] 1-10 MPa 0.48-0.50
Low Density Polyethylene[117] | 200 MPa -

High Density Polyethylene[118] | 800 MPa 0.46
Steel[116] 190-210 GPa 0.27-0.30

4.2.4 Biomolecule Young’s Modulus and Poisson Ratio

The Young’s modulus of a material describes how much stress builds up in a material
according to a given strain[83]. Therefore, the Young’s modulus is defined as:

E = (4.1)

o
€

The Young’s modulus is a useful quantity because it is normalised for the dimension
of a material and the applied deformation. Thus, it is straightforward to compare results
of materials with different dimensions undergoing different deformations.

The Poisson ratio[83] is best explained by the following thought experiment, con-
sider a cube that is compressed in the x-axis. This cube will shorten in the z-axis
and typically expand in the y and z axis. The Poisson ratio v describes the ratio of
compression in the transverse axes (y and z) to the axial compression in the z-axis. As

such the Poisson ratio is defined by:

dEtrcms

UV =

(4.2)

déazial

Where €y.4ns is the strain in the y and z axes and €, is the strain in the z-axis.

The Poisson ratio varies from -1 to 0.5, where materials with a Poisson ratio of 0.5 are
incompressible.

Before I discuss how these two elastic moduli relate to biomaterials, a list of typical

values of the Poisson ratio and Young’s modulus for common materials is provided in

table 4.1 to provide context for the values derived for biomolecules.
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Table 4.2: Young’s Modulus for different globular proteins.

Globular Protein Young’s Modulus
Lysozyme[109] 300-700 MPa
Bovine carbonic anhydrase 11[120] | 75 MPa

Lactate Oxidase[121] 500-800 MPa

Of the methods listed in Section 4.2.1 that measure the Young’s modulus of biomolecules,

only the nanoindentation[111] AFM method yields values that are appropriate for the

continuum model. The reason for this is that the nanoindentation AFM method mea-

sures the Young’s modulus of a single[111] globular protein by using compressive inden-

tation to measure the resultant force as a function of the depth of the indentation. This

indentation can be modelled purely elastically using the Hertz contact model and the

Young’s modulus extracted[111]. It is required that the indentation be fully reversible

so that the protein is not damaged by the experimental process. The other methods

listed in Section 4.2.1 measure the Young’s modulus of either multiple proteins in a

crystalline phase[112] or long fibrous (non globular) proteins such as actin[119] tracks

making the extracted Young’s moduli incompatible with the continuum model.

It may seem contradictory that we use the nanoindentation AFM technique to mea-

sure the Young’s modulus while rejecting the other AFM methods to measure the

internal viscosity. The reason for this is that the viscoelastic response of globular pro-

teins to deformation is complex and that the AFM techniques probe different physics.

The internal viscosities derived from AFM explore relaxation time scales much longer

than any of my simulation run times and are thus inappropriate[108][109]. However,

the nanoindentation technique measures only the elastic response of a protein due to

deformation[111]. Thus, the Young’s modulus obtained from nanoindentation is di-

rectly applicable to the continuum model because the continuum model should yield

the same behaviour under the same conditions.

The observed values for the Young’s modulus using the nano indentation AFM

technique for globular proteins are given in table 4.2.
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Based on these experimental values of the Young’s Modulus, we conclude that a
reasonable range for the Young’s modulus of globular proteins is probably on the order
of 100-1000 MPa. This range correlates well with what we would expect from table 4.1
in that proteins are at the most basic level polymer chains folded in a specific way due
to hydrogen bonding, hydrophobicity, electrostatics and Van der Waals. So it should
come as no surprise that the Young’s moduli compare favourably with those of low and
high density polyethylene.

The Poisson ratio is more difficult to measure experimentally in part due to the
difficulty of measuring the exact volume of proteins undergoing deformations. However

it has been estimated to be between 0.3 and 0.4[122].

4.3 Application to Biology

I now demonstrate the use of the continuum model to probe the conformational flex-
ibility of a globular protein using the first order element approximation to improve
computational efficiency. As a representative system, we have used the long fatty acid
chain CoA ligase[103] enzyme from the organism Fusobacterium nucleatum. To date,
it has not been possible to obtain atomically detailed structural information for this
protein. However, the overall 3-dimensional shape of the biomolecule has been de-
termined using Small Angle X-ray Scattering (SAXS)[102]. Figure 4.10(a) shows the
atomistic structure of the homologous protein long-chain-fatty-acid-CoA ligase from
Archaeoglobus Fulgidus (PDB ID: 3G7S[104]), with the SAXS structural envelope of
the CoA ligase superimposed. The experimentally determined structural envelope was
converted into a finite element mesh using TETGEN|[105], which was then further re-
fined using NETGEN[123] and the basic coarse graining method described in Section
4.1.2.

The resulting mesh is compared with the original SAXS structural envelope in Figure
4.10(Db).

For these calculations, I tested the model using three values of the Young’s modulus
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Figure 4.10: Comparison of the SAXS[102] structural envelope and atomistic structure
of the homologue CoA ligase[103][104] from Archaeoglobus Fulgidus with the equivalent
finite element mesh viewed in NETGEN[123].
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corresponding to low (450M Pa), medium (560M Pa) and high (800M Pa) biomolecu-
lar flexibility. Additional simulations were run with Young’s moduli at 340M Pa and
100M Pa however these proved to be unstable unless an exceptionally small time step,
smaller than that of atomistic molecular dynamics was used. This made producing
long time simulations impractical for these values of the Young’s modulus. The rea-
son for this is that the finite element mesh of CoA ligase is on the lower bound of
the continuum approximation. At this length scale thermal fluctuations dominate and
make the numerical algorithm unstable. Higher Young’s moduli help to compensate
for numerical instability making it more difficult for elements to deform significantly.
The remaining material properties of the biomacromolecule were assigned based on the
existing literature values quoted for proteins, where available see Section (4.2). The
density was set to be 1500kgm 3. I have assumed a value that corresponds to the shear
viscosity of water, 1073Pas. The same value was used for the bulk viscosity[124]. The
temperature was set to 300K and the Poisson ratio set to 0.4. The bulk and shear
moduli can then be calculated from the following, where E' is the Young’s Modulus and

v the Poisson ratio:

E
2(1+v)

E
3(1—2v)

Prior to finite element discretisation, the governing equation for the protein model

is given below in Equation (4.5):

( ou; ou; ) do?.  Jdot, 80%
p = :

Using the governing Equation (4.5), with stress free boundary conditions and the
mesh shown in Figure 4.10(b), each simulation was run for 500ns for the three dif-

ferent choices of material parameters. Each calculation took approximately 2 weeks
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of CPU time on a single processor. The simulation trajectories were visualised us-
ing paraFEM[125]. On visualising the trajectories, it was apparent that the molecule
changes its orientation relative to the starting structure, whilst conserving angular mo-
mentum, as the fluctuations in the shape of the biomolecule cause the inertia tensor to
change[126]. Therefore, the trajectories were post-processed to reorientate the molecule
prior to analysis. The biomolecular flexibility was quantified by calculating the Root
Mean Squared Deviation (RMSD) of the co-ordinates of the mesh nodes from their
initial values during the simulations, as shown in Figure 4.11.

As expected, increasing the Young’s modulus from 450M Pa (red line) to 800M Pa
(blue line) results in a smaller RMSD from the initial structure, indicating a less flexible
protein. The value of (2A) obtained lies within the range 1 to 6A found from 10ns
atomistic MD simulations of small proteins selected from the protein data bank[127].
In these MD simulations the magnitude of the thermal fluctuations about the native
state of the protein was measured by calculating the RMSD. As the proteins in the
MD simulations did not refold into a different state, both the finite element simulations
and MD simulations should yield comparable results for the RMSD. Other areas of the
simulation literature also support this conclusion as well as the protein literature in
general[128] [129] [130].

The stochastic finite element model simulations provide a series of conformers of
the protein as it undergoes thermal fluctuations that are analogous to conventional
particle-based molecular dynamics, but now at the continuum level. Figure 4.12 shows 9
representative conformations of the protein extracted from the stochastic finite element
model simulation trajectories performed with the lowest Young’s Modulus (450M Pa).

Each of the 9 snapshots are coloured by their overall deviation from the equilibrium
configuration with the scale bar showing the displacement in nanometers. Figure 9
shows that the “trunk” of the protein is relatively immobile, and undergoes minor
structural disruptions while retaining its overall shape. However, the lobe located to

the left of the biomolecule moves more significantly than other regions of the trunk
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Figure 4.11: RMSD obtained for three different sets of elastic parameters (with rotations

removed prior to analysis).
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Figure 4.12: Nine representative conformers CoA ligase sampled from stochastic finite
element model simulations with £ = 450 M Pa: 1. Arm swings left. 2. Small thermal
disruptions to the entire trunk, including lobe. 3. Large arm swing to the left and lobe
disruption. 4. Arm sticks out of the page and disruption to the leftward lobe. 5. Entire
protein elongated by the thermal noise. 6. Arm swings to the right. 7. Arm swings to
the left and major disruption to the shape of the arm. 8. Arm swings out of the page.
9. Elongation with change in shape of the entire trunk.
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as it is considerably thinner than the main body of the protein. The most striking
deformations occur in the “arm” at the base of the enzyme, which is highly flexible
and swings back and forth around the bottom of the molecule during the course of the
simulation. This indicates that the intermediate region between the arm and the trunk
acts as a flexible hinge region in the biomolecule. It is interesting to note from Figure
4.10(a) that it is precisely in the region that stochastic finite element model predicts
should be of greatest flexibility that the homologous protein Archaeoglobus Fulgidus
has missing electron density, indicating that this region was too mobile for its structure

to be determined crystallographically.
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Chapter 5

Finite Element Simulations of Small
Angle X-ray Scattering

Experiments

In this chapter, I describe the application of the finite element model to Small Angle
X-ray Scattering (SAXS) experiments, extending the work done in Chapter 4. Here
I use the static SAXS envelope to construct the finite element mesh and then use
the finite element model to generate dynamics for the structure (Section 5.3). The
dynamics of the X-ray scattering signal can then be generated and compared against

the experimentally determined X-ray scattering curve (Section 5.4 and Section 5.5).

5.1 Scattering Theory

The X-ray scattering signal can be determined from the shape of a protein. Scatter-
ing theory describes how a wave interacts with matter via processes such as collision,
interference or diffraction[131]. These effects produce scattering patterns that contain
structural information about the object which scatters the wave. Throughout this
chapter, we are exclusively concerned with elastic scattering, the mechanism relevant

to SAXS[132]. The theory of elastic scattering[131][133] is developed in Section 5.1.1
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Figure 5.1: Construction of a scattering experiment.
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for point like particles and extended to continuum materials[133] in Section 5.1.3 before

introducing the idea of form and structure factors[133] in Section 5.1.4.

5.1.1 Elastic Scattering Theory

In elastic scattering, the kinetic energy of the incident wave is conserved during scattering[131].
A typical scattering experiment is illustrated in Figure 5.1. The source emits a wave,

such as X-rays, that interact with the scattering object. This produces a scattering
signal that we consider to be a radial wave emitted by the scattering object[133]. The
amplitude of this scattered wave is a function of the scattering angle . The variations

in this amplitude as a function of # lead to patterns in the scattering signal that reveal
information about the structure of the scattering object.

The incoming beam is given by[133]:

A = Apexp(ik - x), (5.1)

where [k| = 2 is the wavenumber for waves of length A.

The scattered radiation pattern is formed from the superposition of the waves from

cach object[133]. We consider n identical particles whose dimension is much smaller
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than the wavelength of the incoming wave. The interaction between the incoming beam

and particle m at position r,, will then produce a radially symmetric scattered wave:

A, = jgbm exp(ik - r,,) exp(ikp - (x — 7). (5.2)

The first exponential in equation (5.2) comes from evaluating equation (5.1) at the
position of the scattering particle while the second exponential gives the phase factor

of the radially emitted wave. The pre-factor 2z arises from the reduction in amplitude

R
with distance for a spherical wave, where R is the distance between the scattering
source and the detector, and b,, is called the scattering length[133]. Equation (5.2) can
be re-arranged by introducing a new variable q = k — kg such that:

Aobp,

A, = B exp(iry, - q) exp(iko - ). (5.3)

We note that:

la| = 4—7Tsm (z) : (5.4)

Where 6 is the angle between the incident and scattered beams.
From equation (5.3), we can now calculate the total amplitude of the resultant

scattered wave by summing over all of the scattering particles:

A
A= & &XP (iko - x Z by, exp(iq - Tp)- (5.5)

In experiments one does not measure the amplitude of the scattered beam, but the
intensity[133] I = AA* where A* denotes complex conjugate. Thus, the intensity is

given by:
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n n

Aj : ,
I = R—g Z by, exp(iq - I'yy,) Z b exp(—iq - r;),
m=1 =1

A? :
= ﬁg Z bmbrexp(iq - (v, —17)). (5.6)
l,m

Equation (5.6) relates the intrinsic position of the particles in the scattering exper-

iment shown in Figures 5.1 and 5.2 to the observed intensity.

5.1.2 Absolute Intensity

The intensity I detected at radius R from the scattering material depends upon both

the amount of material and the distance between the material and the detector. It is

therefore useful to normalise the intensity so that the effects of distance and the amount

of material are scaled out[133]. This gives the absolute intensity I, defined as follows:
IR?

Lops = —, 5.7
=y (5.7

where [y = ApAj is the intensity of the incident radiation and V is the volume of the
scattering source.
By substitution of equation (5.6) into equation (5.7) this is the quantity generally

reported by experimentalists:

1 )
Iabs - V ;n: bmbl eXp(Zq : (rm - rl))' (58)

5.1.3 Continuum materials

We now consider the scattering from a continuum material. We modify equation (5.2)
to incorporate the number density of particles p(r) in a specific small scattering volume

AV[133] such that:
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Aay = %p( JAV exp(ik - r,,) exp(iko - (x — 1,,)). (5.9)

The derivation now proceeds in a similar manner to that presented in Section 5.1,
but instead of summing over all particles we sum over all volumes to calculate the total
scattering amplitude[133] A = >  Aay so that the total scattering amplitude:

AVinV

Agb
= ) Asv ob p(r) AV exp(ik - t,,) exp(iky - (X — 1)), (5.10)
AVinV

and in the limit that AV tends to 0 the summation can be replaced by an integral:

A= % exp(ik - x) /V dVp(r)exp(iq - r). (5.11)

Once again we now convert to measuring the intensity of the scattered beam by

computing I = AA* so that:

212
I = A]%l; /de(r)exp(iq-r)/ dV'p(r") exp(—iq - 1)
v

L / v / AV p(r)plr!) explia - (v — 1), (5.12)

Equation (5.12) gives the intensity in terms of the pair distance between any two
infinitesimal volumes of a continuum solid. Once again we must normalise equation
(5.12) to account for the experimental setup as in Section 5.1.2 using equation (5.7) to

yield:

Tps = /dV/ldV’ r')exp(iq- (r —1')). (5.13)

Equation (5.13)[133] defines the absolute intensity and completes the derivation of
the form of the intensity in terms of the vector q. We will now examine what these
formulas can tell us about the structure of the scattering object. This will lead to two

important terms that describe different aspects of the object structure: The form factor
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and structure factor.

5.1.4 Form Factors and Structure Factors

We now consider scattering from a set of identical objects with some large scale spatial
arrangement. In this case, there are two major contributions to the overall scattering
pattern. The two contributions are from the global arrangement of the objects and
second from the internal structure of the objects themselves. The scattering from the
global arrangement is called the structure factor[134] S(q) while the scattering from
the internal structure of the objects is called the form factor[131] P(q). In order to
see the origin of these two terms we consider the Fourier transform of the scattering

density:

Ha) = / dPro(r) expliq - 1). (5.14)

We consider a density p(r) where a constant background density pg is perturbed
locally by some additional objects, with centres of mass given by r, (see Figure 5.2).

The total density of the system[134] is given by:

p(r) = po+ Z Pp(T — o). (5.15)

where p,(r —r,) is the density from the object centred at r,.

Substitution into equation (5.14) to yields:

pla) = /dgr (Po +) pp(r— ra)> exp(iq - r)
= Z / d*rp,(r — 1) exp(iq - 1) (5.16)

and, making the substitution r’ =r — r,:
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Figure 5.2: Diagram of number density variation at different length scales. Clearly, at
long length scales there is an overall density of the system given by py that is perturbed
locally by the internal structure.
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pla) = > / d°r'p,(r') exp(iq - ') exp(iq - o) (5.17)
= Pp(a) > _expliq-ra). (5.18)

The scattering intensity is then proportional to p(q)p*(q) such that:

I=py(q)ps(a) Y exp(iq- (ro —15)) (5.19)
af

From equation (5.19), we identify the structure factor S(q) and the form factor[134]

P(q) as follows:

S(q) =) _expliq- (ra —rp)), (5.20)
af
P(a) = pp(a)p,(a). (5.21)
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The structure factor S(q) is defined purely by the relative distances between the
centre of masses of the objects and contains information about the overall placement of
objects in the bulk volume of the material. In contrast the form factor[131][134] P(q)
depends only on the local perturbations in the scattering density due to the structure
of an individual object. This is an example of convolution in real space becoming
a multiplication of two functions in Fourier space. The difference between the form
factor and structure factor[134] will be important when we discuss the nature of SAXS

experiments to identify the shape of biomolecules in Section 5.2.

5.2 Small Angle Scattering Experimental Procedure
and Envelope Construction

SAXS experiments determine the small angle X-ray scattering curve from a particular
biomolecule. The small angle scattering curve contains information on the overall shape
of biomolecules, not the location of individual atoms or protein secondary structure.
From this a low resolution model 3D structure of the biomolecule can be generated
(Section 5.2.3) called a SAXS envelope. The primary advantage of the SAXS technique
is that all experiments can be run in solution with small sample volumes[102]. This
avoids the need to grow crystals of biological molecules as is required by higher resolu-
tion techniques such as X-ray crystallography. In the following sections I introduce how
a SAXS experiment is run (Section 5.2.1), spherical averaging of the X-ray scattering

signal (Section 5.2.2) and construction of the SAXS envelope (Section 5.2.3).

5.2.1 Experimental Procedure

An example of the basic construction of a SAXS experiment is shown in Figure 5.3.
The experiments are run on dilute protein solutions[102]. The consequence of this
is that the proteins are randomly distributed in space and do not aggregate. This

means that there is no global structure to the proteins as they are randomly arranged
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Figure 5.3: Experimental setup of an X-ray beam line.
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in space and therefore the structure factor is flat. Secondly, as the proteins are free
to translate and rotate in solution, the scattering signal is a population average of all
protein conformations in all orientations[135]. Therefore, there is a need to average our

X-ray scattering equations over all orientations detailed in Section 5.2.2.

5.2.2 Spherical Averaging of the X-Ray Scattering Signal

In a SAXS experiment there are two sources of scattering from the buffer and from
the dissolved biomolecules. The effect of the buffer can be subtracted out by simply
sampling the scattering pattern of the buffer without any biomolecules present[102].
Thus, what remains is simply the signal from the remaining biomolecules in solution.
The solutions are assumed to be sufficiently dilute such that cross scattering between
different biomolecules can be neglected[102]. Consequently, the scattering is due to the
form factor not the structure factor.

The biomolecules are undergoing Brownian motion in the fluid and are thus free
to rotate and translate in solution as well as explore their free energy landscape due
to thermal fluctuations. Consequently, the scattering signal from the solution is a
population average over all conformations and orientations of the biomolecule. This
requires us to average our scattering equations over all orientations[131], so starting

from equation (5.13) the scattering from a continuum material is given by:
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Lol / v / AV'p(e)plr’) explia - (v ) (5.22)

We start by averaging the absolute intensity about all orientations, so functions of

r are unaffected, to yield:

(Lps(lal)) /dV//dV/ "Vexp(iq - (r —1'))). (5.23)

The important quantity in equation (5.23) is (exp(iq - (r — r’))). We can interpret
this factor as the contribution to the absolute scattering from each pair of respective
infinitesimal volumes dV' and dV’. The average of (exp(iq- (r —r’))) can be expressed

as:

1

(exp(iq- (r —1'))) = E/o ' do /O7r dfsinfexp(iq- (r —r')) (5.24)

Equation (5.24) can be integrated analytically by choosing spherical coordinates

about the direction of the vector q. Thus, we integrate equation (5.24) as follows:

1 2m I
(exp(iq- (r —1'))) = el dgé/o df sin 0 exp(i cos 0|q||r — 1'|)
_ i [ exp(—ilqllr —1'|)  exp(ilgl[r —1'])
4 Jo laf|r — '] laf|r — |

: R
_ sinfalie ) (5.25)
all =

Substituting this expression in equation (5.25), in SAXS the average absolute scattering[131]

is given by:

(Ls(|a])) /dV//dV’ Sm("l”r_r D, (5.26)

ql[r — /|
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Figure 5.4: SAXS envelope of protein ‘Tom111°[138] with sphere radius 2.4A.

5.3 Small Angle Scattering Envelope Construction

Equation (5.26) relates the SAXS scattering to a known density distribution p(r). How-
ever, the objective of the experiment is to infer the shape of the molecule from the
scattering function. We define an envelope[136] for a biomolecule E as being the set of

points r that lie inside it so that:

po rekl
p(r) = (5.27)
0 r¢kF.

where pg is the average density of the biomolecule.

The objective is to find the form of the envelope E that reproduces the observed value
of Ips(]q|); this is referred to as the SAXS envelope. This type of problem is referred
to as an inverse geometric problem and is ill-posed. However, a software package called
‘ATSAS’[137] has been developed to solve this problem. ATSAS attempts to construct

the SAXS envelope as a set of spheres on a lattice. An example is shown in Figure 5.4.
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5.3.1 ATSAS Package

The ATSAS[137] package contains two important routines DAMMIF[139] and DAMAVER[140].
DAMMIF[139] takes an X-ray scattering curve and utilises simulated annealing, with

the dummy atom model shown in Figure 5.4, to build a 3D structure. At each step

of the DAMMIF[139] algorithm, the X-ray scattering curve from the current set of
spheres is calculated. The calculated signal is then compared with the experimental

curve. The structure is then mutated by adding or removing spheres to improve the

fit, via simulated annealing to minimise the error in scattering.

As this simulated annealing only finds the local minima, in general there are many
different solutions of packed spheres that will yield an X-ray scattering curve that fits
with the experimental data within the tolerance required. Thus, the recommended
practise is to generate many different models for the same X-ray scattering curve by
changing the random number seed in the DAMMIF[139] input. These models are then
averaged together to produce a consensus model using the DAMAVER[140] routine.
The X-ray scattering curves from the consensus model shown in Figure 5.4 of Tom1L1
are shown in Figure 5.5 to demonstrate the use of this technique. The SAXS model
shown in Figure 5.4 was produced at the Hauptmann Woodward Medical institute by
Thomas Grant[138].

5.4 Simulations of Tom1lL1 Using the Finite Ele-

ment Model

In the previous sections, we have built an understanding of elastic scattering theory,
the fundamentals of SAXS experiments and how one can generate a low resolution 3D
structural model of the biomolecule Tom1L1[138]. There are potential problems with
this structural model due to the fact that the X-ray scattering signal is a population
average over all conformers and that the initial data is inherently noisy. The SAXS

model of TomlL1 is a static model of what is in reality a dynamic structure[135].
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Figure 5.5: Experimental X-ray scattering curve of Toml1L1[138] (Red) compared
against the model envelope generated by use of DAMMIF[139] and DAMAVER][140]
(Blue). As shown the fit from the consensus model (Figure 5.4) tracks the experimental
signal well visualised in PRIMUS[141].
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In this Section, we will use the continuum finite element model to put the dynamics
back into the model structure (Section 5.4.3) and then compare the experimentally
determined data against the modelled / dynamical data (Section 5.4.4). In the next
subsection we discuss the calculation of the X-ray scattering curve from a finite element
mesh (Section 5.4.1) before the conversion of the spheres model of Tom1L1 to a finite

element model along with quality control (Section 5.4.2).

5.4.1 Calculation of the X-ray Scattering from a Finite Ele-

ment Mesh

From equation (5.26) the scattering integral is given by:

() =7 [ av [ avpimp) =D (529

For a volume that is divided up into n finite elements equation (5.28) becomes a double

sum over all elements as follows:

n n

<Iabs> = %ZZ/VZC“/Z /V! dv;{pi(r)pj(r/)Sin(|QHri - r’j|). (529>

i=1 j=1 |qu2 - r/j|

Where V; is the volume of the i finite element.

To evaluate these integrals it is natural to transform the volume integrals to those
of a right angled tetrahedron. We assume initially that the density in the system
is uniform, however the local density will change as finite elements deform. From
conservation of mass the local density satisfies pdet(J) = podet(Jy), Where the subscript
0 represents the initial configuration of an element and J is the Jacobian that describes
the transform of an element to the right-angled tetrahedron reference element. Thus,

equation (5.29) can be re-written as:

_ Pgbz n.on / d‘/;/ dVJ.’det(JOi) det(z]élj) Sin(‘qui _/r/j‘). (530>
V; Vj/ det(JZ) det(Jj) ‘q“rZ — rj‘
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The two volume integrals can then be evaluated numerically using quadrature. To
do this we utilise the fact that the vector r can be expressed in terms of the finite

element shape function of linear elements[77] in this case:

r=(1—-s—t—u)x+ (s)x2+ (t)x3 + (u)x4. (5.31)

Where x; to x4 represent the nodal positions of a particular finite element.
This completes our discussion of the calculation of the X-ray scattering curve from
a finite element model. We now move onto the construction of the finite element mesh

and quality control.

5.4.2 Construction of the Finite Element Mesh for Tom1L1

As briefly discussed in Chapter 4, the finite element mesh is constructed by utilising
the initial SAXS envelope (See Figure 5.4). In order to capture the full volume of the
envelope extra points are placed on the edges of the spheres and then an initial mesh
is generated using TETGEN. This initial mesh is then coarse-grained by using the
advanced coarse-graining algorithm described in Chapter 4. As a check, we calculate
the X-ray scattering curve from the finite element mesh, to ensure that we have not
distorted the shape in the process of coarse-graining the finite element mesh.

In order to demonstrate the effects that coarse-graining can have on the SAXS
scattering, I have produced 3 finite element meshes from the scattering envelope for
Tom1L1[138]. The meshes are termed Mesh I, Mesh IT and Mesh III. Mesh I was pro-
duced using the basic coarse graining with nodes placed only at the centre of each sphere
of the Tom1L1 SAXS envelope. Mesh II was produced using the basic coarse grainer
with nodes places at the edges of the spheres in the SAXS envelope to better capture the
surface. Mesh III was produced using the advanced coarse grainer with nodes placed
on the surface of the SAXS envelope. The three meshes and their corresponding X-ray
scattering curves are shown in Figure 5.6.

Figure 5.6 demonstrates the problems with the basic coarse graining method and
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Figure 5.6: Top: Toml1L1[138] SAXS envelope shown in red with the corresponding
finite element mesh shown as a wireframe in white. Below: The X-ray scattering curves

from the 3 meshes compared against the scattering from the Tom1L1 SAXS envelope
visualised in PRIMUS[141].
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volume loss. It is clear that meshes I and II do not track the volume and shape of
the Tom1L1 mesh well and this is reflected in the shape of the X-ray scattering curve.
While Mesh II does show improvement, the scattering curves from mesh I and II differ
significantly from that of the SAXS envelope. By contrast, Mesh III using the advanced
coarse grainer is a much better fit to the Tom1L1 SAXS scattering curve especially for
low values of q that correspond to long length scales. This makes sense as with coarse
graining we desire to retain the same long length scale information while coarse graining
over the short length scales.

We conclude from this that Mesh III gives a sufficiently similarly X-ray scattering
curve to be a reasonable model of Tom1L1.

One question that remains unresolved is how this coarse grainer compares to already
existing software available for meshing. As we have already used Netgen, I shall compare
the performance of the Netgen’s ability to coarse grain compared to the coarse grainer
I have written. Netgen contains a variety of options for constructing a volume mesh of
various degrees granularity ranging from very coarse to very fine with the definitions
changing properties of what qualifies as an acceptable finite element for the mesh.
Typically, the very coarse option will accept poorer elements than the very fine option
and so the very fine option will produce a mesh containing more elements than the very
fine option.

We can now perform a test, if we use the initial surface mesh that was coarse grained
to construct Mesh III in Figure 5.6 and task Netgen to construct a volume mesh using
the very fine and very coarse granularity options Netgen returns a Mesh with 4243
elements in either case. By contrast, Mesh III contains 425 elements. Thus, it would
appear that for the Tom1L1 starting mesh the coarse graining options within Netgen
do not have any affect for this particular mesh and secondly Netgen makes no attempt
to coarse grain the surface mesh. Consequently, the edge lengths of the Netgen coarse
grained mesh are all of order 2A and thus too small to run a stochastic finite elment

simulation on. While the finite element mesh coarse grained by Netgen will have a
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Figure 5.7: Combinations of Young’s moduli and Poisson ratios used in the simulations
shown as red crosses.
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X-ray scattering curve that better matches the Tom1L1 SAXS envelope than Mesh III
this is because in effect no coarse graining has taken place in Netgen as the surface

mesh is taken as a given and the volume mesh constructed around it.

5.4.3 Simulations of Tom1L1

Using Mesh IIT we performed simulations of the dynamics of Tom1L1. The density,
temperature and viscous parameters were set to be 1500K gm =3, 300K and 10~3Pas
respectively, while the elastic parameters were different in each simulation.

As discussed in Section 4.2.4 the Young’s modulus of biomolecules is expected to
be around 600 MPa, and so in common with out studies in chapter 4 we choose the
Young’s modulus to be between 500M Pa and 800M Pa and Poisson ratios between 0.3
and 0.4. Figure 5.7 displays the combination of Young’s moduli and Poisson ratios used
giving nine sets of parameters.

Each simulation was run for a total of 500ns taking a total of 28 days on a single
core processor. The primary objective of these simulations was to see the effect on the
X-ray scattering curve, radius of gyration and the maximum dimension of Tom1L1 due

to the elastic parameters.
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Figure 5.8: Overall scheme of work. FFEA stands for Fluctuating Finite Element
Analysis and means application of the model to the Tom1L1 SAXS envelope.
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5.5 Results

In this section, we shall consider the results from the 9 simulations of Tom1L1. The
overall scheme of work is shown in Figure 5.8. First the overall observed dynamics in
section 5.5.1, the averaged X-ray scattering curve is discussed in section 5.5.2, the effect
of the Young’s modulus in section 5.5.3 and the effect of the Poisson ratio in section

2.5.4.

5.5.1 Observed Dynamics

We shall begin by considering the results from simulation 1. Qualitatively the dynamics
of the other simulations are similar as only the maximal extent of the motions are
affected by the different choice a elastic parameters. Nine different conformers are
shown in Figure 5.9 from a total of 50 conformers extracted at 10 nanosecond intervals,
to ensure statistical independence between conformers.

In general, the dynamics in the first simulation shows that the primary mode is a
pincer movement wherein Lobes 1 and 2 are brought against the body then back again.
This is best shown in the 17" and 27*" conformer. Lobes 1 and 2 are not necessarily
correlated in their motions and are in general independent of one another as shown in
conformers 5 and 14. Other motions of Tom1L1 include overall extensions shown in

conformers 15 and 41.

5.5.2 Dynamically Averaged X-Ray Scattering Curve

To produce the average X-ray scattering curve for each of the 9 sets of material param-
eters, a total of 50 conformers are selected from the dynamics every 10ns as discussed
above. The X-ray scattering curve for each of these 50 conformers are then calculated
and averaged to produce a time averaged signal from the simulation (See Figure 5.10).

When the X-ray scattering curves of the nine averages are compared against the

experimental X-ray scattering curve shown in turquoise or the SAXS envelope shown
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Figure 5.9: A total of nine conformers of Tom1L1 including the rest state are displayed
along with the X-ray scattering curve from each conformer. The green scattering curves
belong to the static structure shown in the top left and the brown scattering curves the
deformed structure shown below. The colours represent the overall displacement of the
rest structure to the static structure shown in the figure legend.
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in dark pink in Figure 5.6 they are broadly very similar. Furthermore, the difference
observed between the averages and the SAXS envelope is comparable to the difference
between the initial finite element mesh (Mesh III in Figure 5.6) and the SAXS envelope.
We interpret this as meaning that the quality of the initial mesh is crucial and defines
how close the final X-ray scattering curves will be to the experimental curves.

The simulations show that the average X-ray scattering curve for all nine simula-
tions is approximately the same. In other words, regardless of the individual dynamics
dependent on the elastic properties of each simulation the net scattering is unaffected to
within the precision of the measurement. The initial finite element mesh shown in Fig-
ure 5.6 (Mesh III) is assumed to be the at rest structure. When thermal fluctuations
are added, the structure oscillates around this rest structure. However, the average
X-ray scattering signal remains close to that of the rest structure. While this conclu-
sion suggests that it is not be possible to determine dynamics just from the average
X-ray signals in the case of Tomlll, it does demonstrate that neglecting the effects of
fluctuations in the reconstruction of the SAXS envelope is reasonable, at least for this
protein.

We now discuss the effect of the Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio on the distri-

butions of the maximum dimension and the radius of gyration.

5.5.3 Effect of the Young’s modulus

The radius of gyration and maximum dimension are calculated for all conformers ob-
tained from the 9 simulations of Tom1L1. These results are presented in the form of
histograms in Figure 5.11 and 5.12 to display the distribution of the radius of gyration
and maximum dimension.

The average radius of gyration from all simulations is approximately 30 A while the
maximum dimension of Tom1L1 is approximately 120 A. This compares well with the
radius of gyration found from the experimental data of 31 A and the experimentally

observed maximum dimension of 120 A. The radius of gyration was obtained from the
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Figure 5.11: Effect of the Young’s modulus on the radius of gyration (Above) and the
maximum dimension (Below). From left to right the graphs show the Poisson ratio
held at 0.40, 0.35 and 0.30. The graphs show that as the Young’s modulus is decreased
the width of the distribution of the radius of gyration and the maximum dimension
increases.
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calculated gradient of Guinier[142] region of the experimental X-ray scattering curve
and by computing the pair distribution function from the experimental X-ray scattering
curve using an inverse Fourier transform and obtaining the point where the distribution
function tends to 0 respectively[102]. Care must be taken in calculating the inverse
Fourier transform to ensure that the pair distribution function falls off smoothly and
does not oscillate.

The effect of varying the Young’s Modulus is shown in Figure 5.11 where the changes
in the distribution for each of the 3 values of the Poisson ratio are compared. As the
Young’s modulus is decreased the average radius of gyration and maximum dimension
decreases, while the width of the distributions increases. As the Young’s modulus is
decreased the FFEA model of Tom1L1 becomes more flexible. Thus, both Lobe 1 and
Lobe 2 are able to move closer to the body of Tom1L1. This deformation will decrease
the radius of gyration and maximum dimension of the finite element model because it
is more compact (see Conformer 27 in Figure 5.9). These conformers are not present

when the Young’s modulus is increased due to the material stiffness.
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Figure 5.12: Effect of the Poisson ratio on the radius of gyration (Above) and the
maximum dimension (Below). From left to right the graphs show the Young’s modulus
held at 500 MPa, 650 MPa and 800 MPa. The graphs show that the Poisson ratio has
a very small effect on the dynamics.
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5.5.4 Effect of the Poisson ratio

The effect of the Poisson ratio on the distribution of the radius of gyration and the
maximum dimension is shown in Figure 5.12. In comparison to the Young’s modulus
the effect of changing the Poisson ratio is very small. For the most part, the graphs
in Figure 5.12 overlap and show no significant differences with change in Poisson ratio.
One interpretation of this is that the dynamics of Tom1L1 is dominated by bending,
which that is controlled by the Young’s modulus and not by compressive deformations
that are controlled by the Poisson ratio. This again correlates with the dynamics
discussed in the analysis of simulation 1 where the most common mode of motion is a
pincer movement. This motion is a pure bending motion and reliant on the Young’s

modulus.

5.6 Overview

The simulations of Tom1L1 agree with the experimental data in terms of the X-ray
scattering curve, radius of gyration and the maximum dimension. However, the scat-

tering signal was found to be insensitive to the values of the elastic parameters and so
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it is not possible to obtain this information from this form of scattering experiment,
at least for this particular biomolecule. Although the configuration space explored by
the molecule does depend on the Young’s modulus this does not significantly affect the
averaged value of the scattering intensity.

This study does demonstrate that we can derive a finite element mesh from this
type of experiment, and also demonstrates what features of a biomolecule need to be

preserved when coarse-graining, so as to retain compatibility with the SAXS envelope.
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Chapter 6

Finite Element Simulations of the

Molecular Motor Dynein

In this chapter, I apply the stochastic finite element method discussed in this thesis to
model the motion of the molecular motor dynein. Dynein is a large, geometrically com-
plex molecule whose atomic structure is only partially known[143], and hence cannot be
studied using molecular dynamics. However, by using low resolution imaging data[144]
we can perform a simulation using the stochastic finite element model. Here, I shall give
a brief description of the biological function and importance of dynein to eukaryotic
life[145] (Section 6.1), a review of the experimental data (Section 6.2) and construction
of the finite element meshes for dynein in different biochemical states (Section 6.3),

homogeneous and inhomogeneous simulations of dynein and results (Section 6.4).

6.1 Molecular Motors and Biological Function

Molecular motors are nanomachines capable of performing a variety of cellular functions
from driving the beating of cilia[146], transporting vesicles[145] in cells and muscle
contractions|[147]. Molecular motors work by binding Adenosine Triphosphate (ATP) to
a region of the motor called the motor domain. ATP is a chemical that effectively stores

energy within the phosphate bonds. Molecular motors release this energy by breaking
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one of the phosphate bonds by hydrolysing ATP and forming Adenosine Diphosphate
(ADP). This process alters the biochemical state of the motor, inducing conformational
changes in the motor structure and potentially changing its binding characteristics[148].
Molecular motors cycle through this process of binding and hydrolysing ATP, known as
priming the motor, and releasing ADP to perform a power stroke. This process gives
rise to the functionality[145][144] of the motor.

In eukaryotes, there are three cytoskeletal superfamilies of molecular motors: ki-
nesin, myosin and dynein[145]. Of these superfamilies, kinesin and myosin are similar
in structure and both have molecular weights on the order of 100kDa[145]. However,
dynein is significantly larger with a molecular weights for the cytoplasmic variant ex-
ceeding 1M Da[145]. In the cell, the molecular motor super families all have different
functionalities and bind to different cellular structures. Myosin is involved in muscle
contraction and binds to actin filaments, kinesin is a microtubule walker and drags
vesicles from the cell nucleus to the membrane and the cytoplasmic dynein variant is

another microtubule walker that travels from the cell membrane to the nucleus.

6.1.1 Structure and Biological Function of Dynein

The molecular motor we shall consider is dynein. Dynein binds to microtubules. There
are two primary types of dynein found in eukaryotes: cytoplasmic dynein and flagel-
lar dynein[148]. Cytoplasmic dynein is a dimer with a molecular weight of 1.5M Da[149]
and is involved in vesicle transport from the cell membrane to the nucleus and mitosis[148].
For the purposes of this thesis, we are only concerned with flagellar dynein[148].
Flagellar dynein is found in the axoneme. The axoneme is a cytoskeletal structure in
eukaryotes found in cilia and sperm tails[82]. Flagellar dynein is the molecular motor
that drives the beating motion of the axoneme giving rise to waves that generate propul-
sion for sperm and the oscillating motion of cilia[144]. There are two experimentally
imaged states of dynein called the APO state and the ADPVI state. The APO state

corresponds to there being no ATP or ADP bound to the motor domain of dynein.
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Figure 6.1: Flagellar dynein in the ADPVI state showing the microtubule binding
domain, stalk consisting of a coiled coil of alpha helices, the motor domain containing 6
ATP binding sites, a linker region and a tail that anchors the motor in situ. Structure
built from data provided by Roberts et al[144].
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While the ADPVI state is a transition state mimic of the ADPPI state that has a very
high affinity for the binding sites of the dynein motor domain[150]. A picture of the
ADPVI state of dynein is shown in Figure 6.1.

Flagellar dynein is larger and more complex than either kinesin or mysoin. In dynein
the ATP binding site and microtubule binding domain are separated by a coiled coil
unlike in either mysoin or kinesin[145]. This separation of the ATP binding site from
the microtubule binding point requires a mechanism for long range signalling from
the motor domain to the stalk when ATP is bound and unbound. There are other
complications such as dynein contains six ATP binding sites, only four of which are
active in the motor domain as well as a long extended tail and linker regions[148].

In the axoneme, dynein is anchored by its tail to a microtubule in the axoneme
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while the microtubule binding domain on the stalk is free to explore conformational
space. On hydrolising ATP, dynein undergoes a major conformational change wherein
the linker moves across the face of the motor domain and allows dynein to pull on the
neighbouring microtubule[144][148]. Dynein motors work cooperatively to generate a
wave in the axoneme that drives sperm tail propulsion.

For the remainder of this thesis, we will be exclusively concerned with flagellar
dynein and this will be referred to as dynein from this point forth. I will now discuss
the relevant experimental dynamics and imaging data that have allowed me to apply

the stochastic finite element method to dynein.

6.2 Review of Experimental Data on the Dynamics
of Dynein

In this section, I will review two papers that provide measurements on the dynamics of
the dynein molecular motor (Section 6.2.1) and reveal the three dimensional shape of

the dynein motor (Section 6.2.2).

6.2.1 Dynamics of Dynein

Burgess et al[148] measured the conformations of dynein in two different biochemical
states. These are the APO state and the ADPVI state. The APO state corresponds
to a post power stroke conformation while the ADPVI state replicates the pre power
stroke state where ADPPI is bound.

Burgess et al[148] used negative staining and electron microscopy to obtain low
resolution images of many thousands of dynein motors in different conformations. These
conformations are combined through image processing to produce a set of conformers
that represent the extent of motion due to thermal fluctuations in the ADPVI and APO
states. From these images, metrics such as the overall length and angular distributions

of various parts of the dynein motor can be measured.
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Figure 6.2: Length and angle distributions for the dynein molecular motor in the APO
and ADPVI state measured from negative staining experiments. Data provided by
Burgess et al[148]
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Figure 6.2 shows the experimentally measured distributions of the length of the
dynein molecule from the microtubule binding domain to the tip of the tail and the
distribution of the angle between a vector running from the base of the stalk to the
microtubule binding domain and the linker to the tip of the tail. The experiment shows
that in going from the pre power stroke state (ADPVI) to the post power stroke state,
there is a significant change in the overall reach of the motor and the conformational
space explored by the motor.

Burgess et al[148] also gives the overall flexibilities of the stalk independently of
the tail motion and the tail motion independent of the stalk. In the ADPVI state the
standard deviations for the stalk and tail are 20 degrees and 18 degrees respectively
while for the APO state the standard deviations are 11 degrees for the stalk and 16
degrees for the tail. This data shows that the stalk of dynein stiffens considerably
between the APO and ADPVI state whereas the stiffness of the tail would seem to be
relatively constant over both states. These observations will allow us to fit the dynamics

of the simulations discussed in Section 6.4 to the experimental data. However, before
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this can be done we require a 3D structure of dynein.

6.2.2 Cryo-EM Imaging of Dynein

In a separate experiment Roberts et al[144] use flash freezing rather than negative
staining to prepare the samples for electron microscopy. The primary difference be-
tween these techniques is that in the negative staining technique of Burgess et al the
biomolecules are dried onto a film whereas in Cryo-EM the biomolecules are frozen in
vitrified ice. This helps to prevent damage to the biomolecules as they are kept in-
tact during the flash-freezing. The molecules can then be imaged under a micrograph.
While the signal from each individual motor in the frozen assay is quite weak, by image
processing and averaging, the signal to noise ratio can be increased.

From these images a 3 dimensional structure of dynein can be built up in both
biochemical states. This is achieved by using specialist software such as System for
Processing Image Data from Electron microscopy and Related fields (SPIDER)[151]
that builds a 3 dimensional density map that reflects the imaging data. From this
process two Cryo-EM maps of dynein have been produced, one in the APO state and
one in the ADPVI state. An image of these is shown below with a partial crystal
structure in Figure 6.3 from Roberts et al[144].

Using these density maps, I have constructed a finite element mesh of dynein dis-

cussed in the next section.

6.3 Overview of Dynein Simulations: Mesh Con-
struction and Theoretical Issues

In this section, I discuss the issues behind the simulations of dynein including how to
construct the finite element meshes Section (6.3.1), how to accelerate the exploration of
conformational space (Section 6.3.2) and the theoretical expectations of the simulations

(Section 6.3.3).
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Figure 6.3: Cryo-Em structures of dynein in the APO state (left) and ADPVI state
(right). Image provided by Roberts et al[144]
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6.3.1 Construction of the Finite Element Meshes

I have constructed a finite element mesh that represents the shape of the dynein molec-
ular motor in both biochemical states. These meshes were constructed from the Cryo-
Electron density maps obtained from Roberts et al[144]. Dynein is made of distinct
parts such as the linker, tail, motor domain and stalk in the case of the ADPVI state.
From the density maps of each of these sections, an isosurface of equal densities can
be constructed in SPIDER[151]. The isosurfaces from each section of dynein can then
be positioned and oriented correctly relative to one another to build an overall model
of the shape of the full motor. From these oriented and positioned isosurfaces of each
section of the dynein motor we then construct a surface mesh from which the volume
mesh is generated. I will now give more precise details on the nature of the meshing
for both biochemical states.

ADPVI State Finite Element Mesh

The ADPVI state configuration is formed from 4 separate density maps for different

sections of the dynein motor. The construction of the final mesh of ADPVI dynein takes
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place in three stages. Firstly, the surface meshes of the four different parts of dynein are
extracted from the density maps of each part respectively by the Chimera[152] package.
The advanced coarse grainer, discussed in Chapter 4, is then used to coarse grain the
surface mesh of each of the four sections (See Figure 6.4). These four separate sections
then have to be combined to form a single surface mesh for the entire molecule. Each
section has to be positioned and oriented correctly and the four surface meshes were
then stitched together at their intersections. This process was completed by hand. This
yields the mesh shown at the bottom of Figure 6.4.

APO State Finite Element Mesh

The construction of the mesh for the APO state follows the same process as the ADPVI
state. The APO state uses the same coarse grained meshes as the ADPVI for the tail and
stalk as the changes in the motion and function of dynein are mostly due to reshaping
of the motor domain. A mesh is constructed for the motor domain using the density
map and Chimera that is then coarse grained using the advanced coarse grainer. The
individual pieces are oriented correctly and can then be stitched by hand. This process

is detailed in Figure 6.5 with the final APO mesh shown at the bottom.

6.3.2 Critical Damping of the Dynein Motor

In absence of an external fluid the thermal motion of the dynein molecule is under-
damped due to the relatively low internal viscosity. This means that the molecule takes
a long time to fully explore conformation space.

In order to accelerate the exploration of conformational space, I have used the
external solvent described in Chapter 2 and 3 to critically damp the motion of the tail
of dynein. The motion of the tail gives the longest timescales because it is the largest
moving object in the simulations. Assuming ergodicity, critical damping will not change
the conformational space explored by dynein for a particular set of material parameters
because it does not affect the energetics, only the rates of timescales within the system.

This damping is achieved by modeling the motion of the tail as a 2"* order ordinary
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Figure 6.4: The four finite element meshes of the different parts of ADPVI dynein
are shown at various stages of mesh construction. In the top row the meshes extracted
from the density maps are shown, in the middle after coarse graining with the advanced
coarse grainer and bottom shows the final product after stitching.
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Figure 6.5: The three finite element meshes of the different parts of APO dynein are
shown at various stages of mesh construction. The stalk and tail are the same meshes
used for the ADPVT state in both initially and after coarse graining. The three meshes
can then be stitched together by hand to form the final APO state mesh.
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differential equation:

d*z dz

where m is the mass of the tail v is the tail’s drag coefficient and k is a spring constant.

The coefficients m, v and k can be estimated by characterising the tail as a sphere of
radius 5nm that moves through a background solvent that induces Stokes’ drag on the
sphere with a maximum motion of about 15nm obtained from experiment (See Figure

6.6). Thus coefficients are given by:

m = pV (6.2)
where V' = 4”—;3,
v = 6mnr, (6.3)
and the spring constant by,
kgT
k= (6.4)

using the equipartition theorem and where (z?) is the mean square distance moved by
the sphere.
The roots l; and [y of the characteristic equation of equation (6.1) are then given

by:

—v + V1?2 —4dmk

2m

We seek the critically damped solution such that the discriminator is 0 so that:

4dmk

6mr

n= (6.6)
All the quantities in equation (6.6) are known and yield a solvent viscosity for critical
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Figure 6.6: Simple model of the motion of the tail through a background solvent. This
model can then be used to attribute to coefficients from equation (6.1).
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Figure 6.7: Diagram showing the deflection h(z) of a beam with one end fixed.

h(x)

damping of 107%Pas which is three orders of magnitude less than that of water. The

two timescales of such a system are given by 7 = = and 7, = 7. At critical damping,
these time scales are approximately equal with a time of 5ns.
If we were to use the viscosity of water for the solvent, then the motion would be

strongly over damped. In other words the the Reynolds number is low.

6.3.3 Theoretical Modeling of the Stalk and Tail

From the structure of the dynein molecule the principle forms of the motion are flexing
of the stalk and tail. Since these are long thin structures, we would expect their motions
to be analogous to that of beams. However, since both the stalk and tail are effectively
pinned to the motor domain and linker rather than a free beam, we have a beam where
one end is fixed, as shown in Figure 6.9. This gives rise to a highly simplified model
for model for the motion of the stalk and tail that is a modification to the beam theory
discussed in Chapter 3[153]. This results in a power law in the Young’s modulus that

will be important to the interpretation of the results in Section 6.4.2.
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The equation on motion describing the deflection h(z,t) of the uniform beam is
given by[153]:
h(x,t) d*h(z,t)

d4

where (1 is the mass per unit length of the beam and ¢(x) is the external load subject to
the boundary conditions. We are going to use a cantilevered beam wherein one end is

fixed so that A(0) = 0 and % = 0. The other end is subject to a free torque boundary

condition so that dj;(f ) — 0 and dsd;;(f ) — 0 where L is the length of the beam[153].

The modes of vibration are found by seeking a solution of the form h(x,t) =

Re(h(x)e™?) so that:

d4h(¢”) _ 143
i k*h(x), (6.8)

1
N ATAY:
where k- = <—EI) .

The general solution of equation (6.8) is given by[153]:

h(z) = A, cosh(kz) + Ay sinh(kxz) + As cos(kz) + Aqsin(kz). (6.9)

Imposing the boundary conditions, the solutions for h(z) are found to be of the

form:

- (cosh(k:L) + cos(kL)

h(z) = cosh(kx) — cos(kz) + Sn(kL) + smh(KL) ) (sin(kz) — sinh(kz).  (6.10)

Where k must satisfy:

cosh(kL) cos(kL) +1 =0, (6.11)

Equations (6.10) and (6.11), called the frequency equation, describe the shape and

the modes of a cantilever beam. The roots of the frequency equation provide the sup-
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ported wavenumbers of the beam from now on termed k,[153]. Each mode contributes

to the overall deflection of the beam such that h(z) =, h, () where,

ho(z) = A, (cosh(knx) — cos(knx) + (Z?E?éf;f:_tgfg:ﬁ;) (sin(k,x) — sinh(/fna:)) :

(6.12)

We can now proceed with our derivation by utilizing equation (3.9) from chapter 3:

W= % /OL (0;};(;:))2dx. (6.13)

Since the modes are orthogonal[153], we can determine the energy contributed by

each mode as:

A2ET (L /028,\?
= n n . 14
W, 5 /0 < 52 ) dx (6.14)

Where izn(z) = A, S,. In principle, we can integrate (6.14) analytically however, this is
not necessary for the purpose of the discussion here. We shall denote by ¢,, the integral

in (6.14) so that W, is of the form:

_ Ale,EI

W 5

(6.15)

Equation (6.15) is quadratic in the amplitude A, while the other terms are all
constants determined by the properties of the beam. Thus, at thermal equilibrium, the

following relationship holds:

n 1
w,y = koL e (6.16)
We can now re-arrange equation (6.16) to yield:
kT
A2y = 1
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where (A,) = 0 due to symmetry. Hence, since the mode shape is not affected by

averaging it follows that:

(R (2)) = (A7) 53 (x). (6.18)

By evaluating the position at the end of the beam, we can obtain the variance of any
individual mode of the system. This can be summed to produce the variance (h%(L))

because each of the modes are independent of one another[153]. Thus:

kT = S2

(L)) =Y (ADSHL) = —— P (6.19)

n

From equation (6.19) the standard deviation of the distribution is proportional to

E~3. This can be converted to an angular distribution using Figure 6.7 and a small

angle approximation such that 6 = @ so that the standard deviation of the angular

distribution is given by:

() ()

n

Thus, the angular distribution of the stalk and tail should follow a power law in terms
of the Young’s modulus. Note that although this result was derived for a uniform beam,
the result extends to beams of non-uniform cross-section as this only affects the shape

Sy, (z) and the values of the eigenvalues k.

6.4 Dynein Simulations

In this section, I describe the results of the simulations of dynein and compare the range
of motion with the distribution of conformers found by Burgess[148]. There are two
distinct sets of simulations run with homogeneous (Section 6.4.1) and inhomogeneous
material parameters (Section 6.4.3). In the homogeneous simulations, we assume that

the material properties are uniform throughout the molecule and explore how the range
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of motion of the stalk and tail depends upon the values of the elastic parameters. From
these simulations we are able to identify the material parameters that best match the
experimental range of motion of the stalk and tail of dynein independently (Section
6.4.2). Finally in Section 6.4.3, we perform simulations with differing material param-
eters for the tail and stalk in order to match the range of motion of the tail and stalk

in the same simulation (Section 6.4.4).

6.4.1 Homogeneous Dynein Simulations

The purpose of this set of simulations is to determine how the range of motion of the
molecule depends upon the material parameters. As the overall amount of deformation
at a particular temperature is going to be purely controlled by the elasticity of model,
we must understand how the statistics of the motion of different sections of dynein
in both biochemical states vary with the elastic parameters. From the experimental
data, the standard deviation of the distribution for the tail and stalk is given in both
biochemical states of dynein. We aim to find the elastic parameters that yield the same
deviations.

In total, 60 different cases were run; 30 for the APO state and 30 for the ADPVI
state as shown in Figure 6.8. Each simulation was run for sufficient time for the standard
deviation of the stalk and tail angle distributions to converge to within approximately
half a degree. All simulations used the following parameter values: Density 1500kgm =3,
internal viscosities 0.001Pas (the same as water), temperature 300K and external vis-
cosity 107°PaS (as discussed in Section 6.3.2). The elastic parameters in the model
range between a Poisson ratio of 0.45 and 0.25 with Young’s moduli varying between
100M Pa and 1000M Pa, therefore covering the entire biological range of interest (See
Figure 6.8).

The elastic parameters are assumed to be homogenous in each simulation so that
each element has the same Young’s Modulus and Poisson ratio with the values given in

Figure 6.8. Thus, each simulation will have a different range of accessible conformers
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Figure 6.8: Table showing the elastic parameters used in the 30 simulations for the
ADPVI and the APO state of dynein. The crosses mark parameter values used for
the Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio that is set to be equal in all elements in the
simulation. The elastic parameters are the only variables changed between the different
simulations and thus each simulation will have a different accessible range of motion.
The aim is to then match these ranges of motion against the experimentally observed
distributions in Burgess et al[148].
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governed by these different elastic parameters. Thus, we can then simulate the motion
of the dynein motor in both the ADPVI and APO states until enough independent
conformers have been observed to characterise the overall range of motion of the dynein
motor for a particular set of elasticites. These ranges of motion can then be compared
to the experimentally known distributions found in Burgess et al[148] and the correct
set of elasticities required to required to repliocate the experimental data extracted.

In these simulations, we are only modelling the thermal fluctuations of the dynein
motor about the elastic energy minimum corresponding to the APO and ADPVT states.
We are not intending to switch between the two states. This is a good match to
the conditions of the experiments in Burgess et al[148] where the dynein motors are
effectively locked in one biochemical state or the other.

In these simulations, I measured the angular distribution of both the stalk and

tail, first having removed the effects of translation and rotation by aligning the system
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Figure 6.9: The rest state of the ADPVI state (in red) with a deformed state (in blue).
The stalk angle # and tail angle ¢ are visually defined.

ADPVI

Experimental
Projection

against a fixed axis within the motor domain. This is done by using a vector normal
to the hole through the motor domain, that we define as the x-axis, and a second
vector from the centre of the hole to the base of the stalk. The cross product of these
two vectors then forms the third vector and a complete coordinate system that any
conformation of dynein can be referenced to. This effectively pins the motor domain
and shows the motion of the tail and stalks respectively, akin to the experimental
data[148].

This allows for a consistent definition of the tail angle and stalk angle to be made
between different time steps in the simulations as shown in Figure 6.9 and 6.10. The
stalk angle ¢ and the tail angle ¢ are defined using the rest state and a deformed state
of dynein in both the APO and ADPVI state. The stalk angle is defined as the change
in angle of the vector from the tip of the stalk to the base of the stalk. Similarly the
tail angle is defined from the change in angle of the vector from the tip to the base of
the tail.

Note that in the experiments the angle measured is the projection onto the plane

perpendicular to the hole axis, and therefore we shall report angles measured in this
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Figure 6.10: The rest state of the APO state (in red) with a deformed state (in blue).
The stalk angle # and tail angle ¢ are visually defined.
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projection. I have also examined the angular distribution in the perpendicular plane

but the results are broadly the same and so not shown here.

6.4.2 Homogeneous Dynein Simulation Results

The standard deviations of the stalk and tail angles for the two biochemical states of
dynein have been analysed for all conformers in all simulations to produce the following
elasticity maps.

Figure 6.11 shows the APO state stalk and tail angle standard deviations. The
results show that the flexibility of both the stalk and tail is highly dependent on the
Young’s modulus but less sensitive to the Poisson ratio. This is demonstrated by the
near vertical nature of the colour gradient on the graphs in Figure 6.11. This indicates
that just as in Chapter 5, the primary modes of APO dynein are driven by bending
and not volume change.

The experimentally observed standard deviations for the APO state are 11 degrees
for the stalk and 16 degrees for the tail[148]. To match these flexibilities the simulations
require a stalk Young’s modulus of approximately 350 — 400M Pa and tail Young’s
Modulus of approximately 100M Pa.

Figure 6.12 shows the flexibilities stalk and tail of the ADPVT state. The results are
very similar to the APO state results in that again the Young’s modulus is a far more
important quantity in defining the flexibility of the stalk and tail. The experimental
data for the ADPVI state indicates that the stalk has a standard deviation of 20 degrees
and a tail standard deviation of 18 degrees[148]. This corresponds to Young’s moduli
of approximately 175M Pa for the stalk and 150M Pa for the tail. This suggests that
in that going from the ADPVI state to the APO, the stalk gets stiffer and the tail gets
slightly softer.

This result reflects the experimental observation that the range of motion in the
stalk is reduced in the experimental data in going from the ADPVI state to the APO

state. The relationship between the tail in the two states is far less clear. The range of
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Figure 6.11: Elasticity maps of the APO state stalk angle standard deviation (above)
and tail angle distribution (below).
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Figure 6.12: Elasticity maps of the ADPVI state stalk angle standard deviation (above)
and tail angle distribution (below).

0.45

0.40

o
w
0

Poisson Ratio

0.30

0.25
100 200 400 600 800 1000

Young's Modulus (MPa)
0.45

0.40

Poisson Ratio
o
w
wul

0.30

0.25
100 200 400 600 800 1000

Young's Modulus (MPa)

152



Table 6.1: Fitting parameters for the ADPVI state in the plane perpendicular the the
hole for the stalk and tail.

Poisson Ratio a Stalk b Stalk a Tail b Tail
0.25 0.58 £ 0.02 | 6.06 & 0.10 | 0.50 4= 0.03 | 5.26 £ 0.02
0.30 0.56 £ 0.01 | 5.94 + 0.08 | 0.53 4 0.02 | 5.45 £ 0.10
0.35 0.58 £ 0.01 | 6.08 &= 0.09 | 0.50 4 0.02 | 5.27 £ 0.15
0.40 0.55 £ 0.02 | 5.82 4+ 0.13 | 0.52 4+ 0.02 | 5.32 4+ 0.09
0.45 0.56 & 0.01 | 5.81 & 0.08 | 0.49 £ 0.02 | 5.10 £ 0.13

motion between the two states is very similar with standard deviations of 18 degrees for
the ADPVI state and 16 degrees for the APO state. However, the simulations indicate
the Young’s modulus differs between the two states by a factor of 2. The reason for
this is that in the ADPVI state the tail is effectively longer than in the APO state due
to the position where the linker is bound to the motor domain. In the APO state much
more of the linker is directly bound to the motor domain, which shortens the length of
tail and thus reduces the effective range of motion. This is then compensated for by
the change in the Young’s modulus of the material.

These maps can be analysed further by looking at lines of constant Poisson ratio
and plotting a graph of the log of the Young’s modulus against the log of angle. If the
mode of motion is essentially that of a beam flexing from a fixed point then this should
reveal the power law discussed in Section 6.2.3. Figure 6.13 shows a selection of results
for the APO and ADPVTI states.

The data shown in Figure 6.13 is a small snapshot of all the simulations and a
complete analysis of the data is given in Tables 6.1-6.4 using a fit to the line f(z) =
—ax+b. The fitting parameters are based on a y squared fit to the data using Gnuplot.

Tables show that the fitting parameter a is generally very close to the predicted
value of % and usually within the error. However, the case of the stalk in the ADPVI
state in the plane perpendicular to the hole, a is always above the trend by at least ten
percent. In this case, we conclude that while the basic behaviour is that of a flexing

beam there are secondary effects that modify the results compared to beam bending
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Figure 6.13: Log graphs of the observed angle against the Young’s Modulus showing
the observed power law. The data for these graphs is drawn from the APO with Poisson
ratio 0.30 for the stalk and 0.45 from the tail (Top). While the ADPVI data (bottom)
is drawn from simulations with Poisson ratios 0.45 for the stalk data and 0.40 for the
tail data.
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Table 6.2: Fitting parameters for the ADPVI state in the plane parallel to the hole for
the stalk and tail.

Poisson Ratio a Stalk b Stalk a Tail b Tail
0.25 0.52 + 0.01 | 5.63 & 0.05 | 0.53 £ 0.02 | 6.02 & 0.09
0.30 0.51 &+ 0.01 | 5.60 & 0.04 | 0.55 £ 0.02 | 6.13 & 0.10
0.35 0.53 + 0.01 | 5.69 4+ 0.07 | 0.56 £ 0.01 | 6.17 & 0.04
0.40 0.50 & 0.01 | 5.44 4+ 0.08 | 0.52 £ 0.03 | 5.87 = 0.15
0.45 0.50 & 0.01 | 5.39 4+ 0.05 | 0.52 £ 0.01 | 5.81 + 0.09

Table 6.3: Fitting parameters for the APO state in the plane perpendicular the the
hole for the stalk and tail.

Poisson Ratio a Stalk b Stalk a Tail b Tail
0.25 0.53 = 0.01 | 5.72 & 0.07 | 0.48 £ 0.02 | 5.01 £ 0.09
0.30 0.51 + 0.01 | 5.58 4+ 0.06 | 0.46 £ 0.01 | 4.88 £ 0.07
0.35 0.54 + 0.01 | 5.75 & 0.05 | 0.49 £ 0.02 | 5.02 + 0.09
0.40 0.55 + 0.01 | 5.78 & 0.08 | 0.52 £ 0.02 | 5.15 & 0.09
0.45 0.54 + 0.01 | 5.60 & 0.03 | 0.50 £ 0.01 | 4.96 + 0.06

Table 6.4: Fitting parameters for the APO state in the plane parallel to the hole for
the stalk and tail for the stalk and tail.

Poisson Ratio a Stalk b Stalk a Tail b Tail
0.25 0.52 + 0.01 | 5.83 & 0.05 | 0.52 £ 0.01 | 5.27 + 0.08
0.30 0.52 + 0.01 | 5.76 & 0.06 | 0.51 £ 0.01 | 5.17 £ 0.07
0.35 0.51 +0.01 | 5.73 = 0.04 | 0.51 & 0.01 | 5.15 £ 0.06
0.40 0.53 £ 0.02 | 5.79 £+ 0.10 | 0.50 £ 0.01 | 5.06 £ 0.05
0.45 0.51 & 0.01 | 5.63 £ 0.04 | 0.51 £ 0.01 | 5.12 4+ 0.07
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theory.

As the Young’s modulus is increased, the beam appears to be less stiff than one
would expect for its Young’s modulus. This rules out the effect of non-linear elasticity
since these would increase the effective stiffness. Volume effects can also be ruled out
because the observed power is not dependent on the Poisson ratio. The most likely
cause is that the base of the stalk is not fixed but moves slightly accommodating larger
bends by violating the static base boundary condition. This would increase the range
of motion making the beam appear less stiff for a given Young’s modulus.

From these homogeneous simulations of dynein we have been able to obtain the
elastic parameters that best fit the motion of the stalk and tail. These suggest that
the elastic properties of these two sections are not the same, which is expected given
their different secondary structure[143]. Therefore, in order to most closely match the
motion of dynein we need to use different values for the elastic parameters in the two

parts of the molecule.

6.4.3 Inhomogeneous Dynein Simulations

The inhomogeneous simulations use the results from the homogeneous simulations to pa-
rameterise the elasticities of the stalk and tail of dynein in both biochemical states. Un-
der the assumption that there is no long range communication through the biomolecule
between the stalk and tail, then the Young’s Moduli observed in Section 6.4.2 should
yield the correct angular distributions for the stalk and tail. We can use the results
from the elasticity maps in Figures 6.11 and 6.12 to give elasticities that will give the
correct standard deviations.

The results discussed in Section 6.4.2 show that the standard deviations of the
distributions of the head and tail are not significantly affected by the Poisson ratio.
Instead the Young’s modulus plays a much more important role. On this basis, I
have fixed the Poisson ratio of these simulations to be 0.35 and alter only the Young’s

modulus of the material between finite elements. From Figures 6.11 and 6.12 the
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Figure 6.14: Young’s Moduli for the Stalk and Tail for the ADPVI state.

ADPVI
R
175 —|§—|#:J
—+= =

150 175

Tail Y (MPa)

correct Young’s moduli for the stalk and tail of the ADVPI state are around 175M Pa
and 150M Pa respectively. For the APO state the correct Young’s moduli are 350M Pa
and 75M Pa.

A total of 18 simulations, 9 for each state of dynein, have been run with parameters
detailed in Figures 6.14 and 6.15. The simulations are designed such that at least one
of the simulations should pick up the correct combination of Young’s Moduli.

In order to define the Young’s modulus of each finite element, I have used a simple
rule. Any element in the tail or linker will use the tail Young’s modulus in a specific
simulation and any element in the stalk will use the stalk’s Young’s modulus. In the
motor domain the Young’s modulus is varied linearly between the connection point at
the linker to the stalk. This ensures that there is a smooth transition between material
properties and avoids any problems with a hard barrier between the stalk and tail that
might have unexpected effects.

In terms of the remaining parameters: The density was set to be 1500kgm =3, internal
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Figure 6.15: Young’s Moduli for the Stalk and Tail for the APO state.
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viscosities set to be 0.001Pas, temperature 300K and external viscosity 107%Pas the
same as the homogeneous simulations. Each simulation as run for a total of 500ns. This
provides approximately 100 independent conformers based on the results in Section

6.2.2.

6.4.4 Inhomogeneous Dynein Simulation Results

The inhomogeneous simulations were analysed in the same way as the homogeneous
simulations. First I have checked that the expected flexibilities of the stalk and tail in
both the ADPVI state and APO state match the predictions from Section 6.4.3. Figure
6.16 shows the distributions of the flexibilities for the stalk and tail in the APO state
and Figure 6.17 shows the flexibilities in the ADPVT state.

The results for the APO simulation show that there is no communication between
the stalk and tail that affects their overall dynamics. This is shown by stalk distribution

being constant as the Young’s modulus of the tail is varied and vice versa. Furthermore,
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Figure 6.16: Distributions of the stalk (Top) and tail (Bottom) as a function of the
inhomogeneous input parameters for the APO state.
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Figure 6.17: Distributions of the stalk (Top) and tail (Bottom) as a function of the
inhomogeneous input parameters for the ADPVI state.
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from this data we can see that simulation 3 with a Young’s modulus 400M Pa for the

stalk and 100M Pa gives the closest match to the experimental data[148] with a stalk

standard deviation of 11.7 degrees and tail standard deviation of 15.2 degrees.

The ADPVI results reinforce the argument that there is no communication between

the stalk and tail as there is no evidence of the tail Young’s modulus affecting the

flexibility of the stalk or vice versa. Simulation 4 yielded the closest match to the

experimental data with a Young’s modulus for the stalk of 175M Pa and tail modulus

of 125M Pa. These parameters yields a stalk standard deviation of 20.1 degrees a tail
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standard deviation of 17.0 degrees.

Having established the elastic properties based upon the standard deviation of the
angular distribution, I will now compare the simulation results with the full set of
measurements of Burgess et al[148]. From APO simulation 3 and ADPVI simulation
4 we can now calculate the length and angle distributions in the same manner as the
experimental data. This is shown in Figure 6.20 with the length data shown above and
the angle data shown below.

These distributions match qualitatively the experimental data; the mode for the
APO state is 42nm and for the ADPVI state 46nm this is slightly longer than the
experimental distributions by 2nm/[148]. Both distributions show a minimum length
of approximately 30nm, which compares well for the APO case but is slightly too
short in the case of the ADPVI case by 3nm. The maximum length for the APO
state is 48nm and 56nm for the ADPVI state[148]. Again, this is slightly broader
by a few nanometers than the experimental observation. However, overall the length
distributions are a reasonable approximation of the experimental data.

We now examine the angle between the stalk and tail for both the APO and ADPVI
state. In the simulations, the APO state has a mode of 130 degrees with a minimum
angle of 70 degrees to a maximum angle of 200 degrees. The width of the APO angular
distribution is a good match to the experimental data indicating that the standard
deviations of the simulated and experimental data are very similar. The main differ-
ence between the two data sets is that the maximum angle of the simulated data is
approximately 20 degrees too large[148]. The ADPVI state does not have such a good
fit. The mode of the simulated ADPVI state is 180 degrees while the mode for the ex-
perimental data is 160 degrees. However, the width of the experimental and simulated
distributions is the same indicating that the flexibilities are correct but consistently out
by approximately 20 degrees[148].

From this, we conclude that the overall fit to the experimental data seems to be

reasonable. Properties such as the mode and standard deviations of the distributions
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Figure 6.18: Total length (Top) and angle (Bottom) distributions for dynein using the
closest fitting simulations to the experimental data .
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between experimental and simulated data are conserved reasonably well. The main
exception to this is the ADPVI angular distribution where the mode is shifted by
about 20 degrees between the simulated and experimental data. This would suggest
that there is something wrong with the base state of the ADPVI finite element mesh
in that the tail is in the wrong place. We can conclude this because the tail undergoes
the largest change in position going from the APO to the ADPVI state and thus is the
most likely source of any error in the base state. An alternative explanation is that
there is a difference between the negative staining experimental data and the Cryo-EM
data. The negative stating data is 2D because of the drying process onto a graphite
film[148] this might alter the conformers observed in that experiment. By contrast the
Cryo-Em data[144] is 3D and does not rely on a drying process onto a film. Thus, the
shift in the angle in the ADPVI state might simply be an artifact of the 2D and 3D
experimental data.

The only other significant deviation from the simulated data and experimental data
is that the model predicts longer lengths between the stalk and tail and larger angles
between the stalk and tail. A possible reason for this is that there is a feature called the
buttress[144] that would impede this kind of motion of the stalk, but it is not modelled

in the simulations as it is a fine scale feature removed by coarse-graining.

6.5 Conclusion

In this section, I have demonstrated how low resolution imaging data can be used
to provide a simulation of the motor protein dynein. Three dimensional electronic
density measurements are used to construct the finite element mesh, and then separate
experimental measurements of the standard deviation of the angular distribution are
used to establish the elastic properties. The resulting simulations are then able to
reproduce the experimental distributions to reasonable accuracy. These simulations
can now be used to study the details of the power-stroke of the dynein motor, as

discussed in the conclusion chapter. In particular, they provide dynamic information
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not previously available as the experiments provide only static conformers.
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Chapter 7

Conclusion

The purpose of this thesis was to develop a novel coarse grained simulation method
capable of tackling problems of mesoscopic length and time scales. In chapter 1, we
discuss both the need for such a simulation in order to access biologically important
length and time scales and also the physics that must be included to model motion at
this scale [46][47][48][49]. Chapters 2-3 shows the numerical and mathematical details
of the model including the validation, while chapters 4-6 show examples of how the
model can be applied to specific molecules.

Chapter 1 discusses the range of simulation tools available for studying biologi-
cal systems. This shows that there are no ubiquitous methods to deal with length
and time scales in the range of 10nm to 100nm and 100ns to microseconds. This is
marked contrast to the macroscale where finite element[3] and finite volume methods
are well established and the nanoscale where and molecular dynamics[16] and quantum
chemistry[9] are used. While there are many simulation methods in the mesoscale, they
are mainly adapted to solving fluid type problems such as dissipative particle dynamics
and not the individual dynamics of a protein[57]. However, it is the dynamics and
ability of proteins to change shape structure governs their functionality.

Chapter 2 and 3 detail the derivation and validation of the stochastic finite element
model. Specifically, chapter 2 shows how the fluctuation dissipation relation can be writ-

ten down and solved for a Kelvin-Voigt material within the finite element framework.
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This is the key result from chapter 2 that gives rise to an efficient and computationally
inexpensive algorithm that can model the important thermal fluctuations that give rise
to protein dynamics. Chapter 3 is concerned with validating the algorithm described
in chapter 2 against thermodynamic principles and understanding the numerical model
of the mathematical framework.

Chapter 4 uses the validated numerical code to build a biological simulation and
addresses the issues of how to build a finite element mesh of a protein from low res-
olution imaging data as well as determining the material parameters from Atomic
Force Microscopy and measurements of protein viscosity using solvent based folding
methods. Using these parameter values we have simulated the protein CoA[103] ligase
and compare its RMSD with the RMSD found for proteins undergoing thermal fluc-
tuations obtained from molecular dynamics[127]. The RMSD found from the coarse
grained method and molecular dynamics are comparable and we conclude that the
coarse grained model is producing reasonable dynamics for the molecule.

In chapter 5, I discussed using simulations to calculate the X-ray scattering curve
from a biomolecule termed Tom1L1[138] and comparing it to the experimental curve.
The results showed that the population average X-ray scattering curve from the Small
Angle X-ray Scattering data was comparable to the simulated dynamically averaged X-
ray scattering curve within the range of parameter values appropriate for biomolecules
the X-ray scattering curve was independent of material parameters. This shows that at
least in the case of this neglecting thermal fluctuations in building the low resolution
structure from the experimental data is reasonable. However, it also shows that the
experimental X-ray scattering curve does not contain dynamical information that could
be used to further analyse the simulations.

In order to compare to dynamical information, chapter 6 considers using the molec-
ular motor dynein[148][144] for which a low resolution structure exists and dynamical
information about the flexibility of the motor. This allows for a more thorough compar-

ison of the experimental data and simulated data and allowed me to extract material

166



parameters that match the experimental data. From this an inhomogeneous simulation
of dynein was run that matches the overall reported dynamics for both of the motors
biochemical states. A Young’s modulus can be extracted for both the stalk and tail of
dynein. These simulations show that the coarse grained model can replicate the correct
distribution conformers of large globular proteins.

We can take the simulations of dynein further and actually place the molecular motor
in situ within the axoneme|[82] as shown in Figure 7.1. The image of the axoneme shown
in Figure 7.1 is obtained from electron microscopy but highly flexible regions such as
the stalk of dynein are averaged out in the image protein and are missing from the
image. By using higher resolution imaging of dynein and the dynamics to parameterise
dynein, the position of the stalk can be modelled back into the structure. This has
important biological applications as the stalk binds to the neighbouring microtubule in
order to generate motility in the axoneme.

These simulations allow us to monitor the position of the stalk head and in particu-
lar how close it comes to the neighbouring micro tubule in both biochemical states (See
Figure 7.2). This gives hints as to the detailed motion of the motor. In the future, we
will be able to generate a finite element mesh for the axoneme and resolve external forces
to the motor and axoneme such as Van Der Waals, hydrodynamics and electrostatics
as well as swap between the two biochemical states of dynein within a single simula-
tion. Such a simulation would give a detailed description of how the motor functions,

generates force and provide a window into how biology works in the mesoscale.
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Figure 7.1: Image of the axoneme obtained through electron microscopy. The position of
the dynein motor we have modelled in chapter 6 is identified along with the microtubule
it binds to to generate force. Image obtained from Pigino et al[82].

Dynein C
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Figure 7.2: The axoneme[82] with simulations of APO (Blue) and ADPVI (Red) dynein
shown with the stalk. The squares track the position of the APO stalk tip (Yellow)
and ADPVI stalk tip (Green). The two distributions collide on different parts of the
microtubule showing the potential for the motor to drag the microtubule during a power
stroke.
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Appendix A

Relationship to the Fokker-Planck

Equation

In chapter 2, I introduced the Fokker-Planck equation as an additional means of testing
the validity of the derived thermal noise terms in equations (2.29) and (2.36). I will now
provide more detail on this derivation and the physical meaning of the Fokker-Planck

equation.

A.1 The Fokker-Planck Equation

Let us consider a N-dimensional random vector X, subject to a stochastic differential

equation of the form:

dX, = (X, t)dt + Byo(X,, t)dW,. (A.1)

Then the time evolution of the probability distribution function (X, t) of the random

vector X, is given by the Fokker-Planck equation|[88]:

D )+

= (Dast). (A2)

N
8% 8x5

| =

Where p is called the drift vector and D, is called the diffusion tensor defined as:
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D,y = By BL,. (A.3)

Equation (A.1) introduces the vector of Weiner processes dW,, these are stochastic
objects that represent the random processes of the system. Weiner processes have the

following statistical properties:

(dW,) = 0,and (A.4)

(AW, dW,) = pqdt. (A.5)

The Fokker-Planck equation is thus a kinetic theory approach to statistical mechan-
ics and explicitly describes the time evolution of the probability distribution function
of a random set of vectors X,[154]. In order to use the Fokker-Planck equation to test
the validity of the derived thermal noise, we must recast equation (2.14) using Weiner
processes in the same form as equation (A.1) and then obtain the appropriate forms of

the diffusivity matrix D,, and the drift vector .

A.2 Recasting the Finite Element Equation of Mo-
tion
After finite element discretisation, the equation of motion for the system is given by:

M ov,,

paﬁ = Np — Kp’Y,U’Y — va(X) (A6)

Equation (A.6) can be re-arranged to give the infinitesimal change in velocity dv,

by inverting the mass matrix as follows:
dv, = =M ' Kogvgdt — M 'V U (x) dt + M, ' N,. (A7)
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Equation (A.7) only characterises half the available space as not only are the velocities
of the nodes stochastic the node positions are as well. The relationship between node
position and velocity is given by:
dx, = vydt. (A.8)
The union of equations (A.7) and (A.8) provides a complete set of stochastic vectors
that obey the Fokker-Planck equation wherein the drift vector u is given by:
Hp = —Mp_alKagUgdt — MI;J}VQU(X) + Up, (Ag)

note that the drift vector picks up components from the velocity space and position
space.
The derivation for the diffusion tensor D,, is slightly more complicated and is

achieved by rewriting equation (A.6) in terms of Weiner processes as follows:

dv, = —M, ' Kopvpdt — M 'V U (x) dt + BpodW,. (A.10)

Wherein the relationship between the tensor B, and the noise force vector Np is given

by:

M, N, = ByodW,. (A.11)

The overall statistics of both the left and right hand side of equation (A.11) must

be equivalent so that:

(BpadWoBosdWs) = (M, Nodt M, Nydt), (A.12)

this simplifies, using equation (2.29), to:

BpaBl, = kT MM (Kop + Kpa). (A.13)
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We have now derived the form of diffusion matrix D,, in equation (A.13) and the
drift vector p in equation (A.9). The Fokker-Planck equation for the equation of motion

(A.6) is therefore given by:

w0 LU (%) )
ot~ o, KMW Rogvs + Mo =5, = ) ¥] = B, 0

g 0
Dv, Ou, (Dpgt) - (A.14)

N | —

A.3 Solution of the Fokker-Planck Equation

At equilibrium, the probability distribution 1) is given by the Boltzmann distribution[87]:

P (x,v) = Aexp (— ié;) — 01)2]\:;?[1) (A.15)

All that is left is to show that the probability distribution ) given in equation (A.15)
satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation for the system. At equilibrium the probability
distribution should not change in time and therefore the right hand side of equation
(A.14) should be zero. Thus, we proceed by substitution and evaluate the terms of the

Fokker-Planck equation:

0%0 (Myo Kagugth) = Mg Kagypst) — iﬁ;“w, (A.16)
a%, <Mp23%UTt()w) = —,;B—“Tagx(:)w, (A.17)
81, (vp¥) = — kUaT aﬁUx(j) Y, and (A.18)
%a%a% (Dpqth) = =My Kapbyst) + if;‘“w. (A.19)

Equations (A.16)-(A.19) cancel out such that:
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9
ot

0. (A.20)

The result in equation (A.20) shows that the expected probability distribution func-
tion ¢ for our stochastic system given in equation (A.15) is the static solution of the
Fokker-Planck equation. This is entirely expected as the probability distribution func-
tion ¥ was obtained by considering the case of thermal equilibrium and thus the dis-
tribution function should not be time dependent. From this, we conclude that the

stochastic system constructed in Chapter 2 of this thesis conforms to the Fokker-Planck

equation at thermal equilibrium.

A.4 Stochastic Finite Element Fortran Code

For completeness the main driving algorithm for the stochastic finite element model is
provided. To compile the code the BLAS libraries are required as well as the Harwell

subroutines for sparse matrix inversion and sparse matrix multiplication.
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Figure A.1: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

module RandomCons

implicit none

INTEGER, PARAMETER :: K4B=selected_int_kind(@)
REAL*B, SAVE :: am
INTEGER(K4B), SAVE
end module RandomCons

ix=-1,iy=-1,KRAN

Use RandonCons

Implicit None

! liritten by Robin Oliver, University of Leeds

! Program Divided into 3 main Sections, Main: Time Stepper + Outputs, Matrix Generators: Build the Matrices for finite element analysis and Subroutines. Augment the primary and secondary functions

IMain, Parameters that set the size of the system, NNodes = Number of Nodes, NElem = Number of Elements, n = total dimension of the system.
Integer, parameter :: NNodes=387,NElem=1127,n=2*NNodes

| Sparse Matrix Inverter, NMax= Maximum Dimension of the Mass Matrix, NZMAX= Total Number non-zero elements in the mass Matrix, MAXSP and MAXIW define the real and integer working space for the
Matrix Inverter if they're too small they should yield an error.

Integer, parameter :: NMAX=1000,NZMAX=6000,MAXSP=50000 , MAXTW=50000

!Sparse Matrix Multiplier: LAELT: Maxiumum number of non zero elements in the matrix, NMAX2: Dimension of the Matrix
Integer, parameter :: LAELT=NElem*100 ,NMAX2=n

tPrimary Definitions that aunw the program to perform finite elements analysis
Real*s, Dimension(n, n)
Real*3, Dimension(3)

coM, ANGMUM

Real*3, Dunens)or\(MNadss 6) :: Str

Real*g, Dimension(n) Flu(stress Fur(sN\l ForceV,vel,vmid,velD
Integer, dmensmn(NElem 2) :: Elem

Integer, dimension(NElem) y

umm
Nodes , TEMPNODES ,ROT

Real*8, dimension(NNodes,3)
Realss, Dimension(n) :: Hyper
ITimer

Real*8, Dimension(16,5,3)
Real*s, Dimension(18,5,3)
Real*g, Dimension(16,
Integer 1,1,K,L,idum,Y
Real=8 DT,T,KB,ETA,ETAB,ENA,EN,EX,EY,EZ,EXA,EYA,EZA,ENPOT, EPA
Reals, dimension(NElem] :: ACons,GCons

vcor
BinT
cor

iSparse Solver Definitions: Consult MA41 Help PDF for more info.
integer NE,JOB

integer, dimension(NZMAX)
real*s, dimension(NZMAX) A
real*s, dimension(NMAX) :: DuForX,DuForY,DuForZ,COLSCA,ROWSCA,VelDX,VelDY,VelDZ
integer, dimension(MAXIW) ™

integer. dimension(20)
real=g, dimension(20)
integer, dimension(56)
Real*3, dimension(1e)
Real*g, dimension(MAXSP

IRN, JCN

TCNTL, INFO
RINFO

KEEP

CNTL

s

1sparse Multiplier Definitions: Consult MC57 for more info.
Real*z, Dimension(LAELT) :: ASTOR

Integer, Dimension(LAELT) :
Integer, Dimension(NMAX2+1)
Integer K1,K2, KM

: IRN2
1P

!Restart Code
Integer NStep,Restart
real*@ Time,Dummyl,Dummy2,Dummy3, Dummyd

tangular/Rotate
real=2 length,angle

IWTKwriter
CHARACTER (len=28) :: FN
integer NWRITE,ALWRITE

1stokes_Drag
Real*a, Dimension(n) :: SDV,SPHR
real*s etastokes

open (406, file="ErrorEul.dat’,status="unknown")
{TKM exists to perform simulations for different timesteps without recompiling
do IkM=1,1

\Primary Variables These should be stripped and read from an external file.

open (1110, fi'Le:‘ADWI _Elastic_Corrected_l.dat’,status="unknown')
do I=1,NEL

read (1116, ~) 6Cons (T),ACons (T)

end do

close(1110)
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Figure A.2: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

,NElem
Cons (I)*1.0d6
Cons(I)*1.0ds

pT=1.0d-14

-8d2)
KB=1.3806502d-23
ETA=1. 0

TAB=1.0d-2
1dum=-37267379

EZA=0.0dD
etastokes=0.601d-3
NE=0

open(1500, file='SPHR_LINK.dat',status="old')
do I=1,NNodes
read(1500,*) SPHR(I)
end do
close(1500)
do I=1,NNodes
SPHR(I+NNodes )=SPHR(I)
SPHR(I+2*NNodes)=SPHR (I)
o

open(26,file="vel .DAT',status="unknown")
open(z0,fild 0s.DAT' ,status="unknown')
open(4e, fil

open(s0,fild
open(76,file="Str.str',status='unknown')

open (100, file='EnergyCorX.out’,status="unknown’)
open (161, file='EnergyCorY.out',status="unknoun")
open (102, file='EnergyCorZ.out’,status="unknown’)
open(1e00, file='Length_angle.dat',status="unknoun")

!Read Mesh.dat: See Read subroutine
call Read(Elem,Dummy,Nodes)
tPrep for the first timestep: Establish the Rest Configuration of the Nodes in TEMPNODES and then set the initial velocity

do 1=
do

,NNodes

J=1,2
Nodes(T,3)=1.0d-16*Nodes (I,3)

do I=1,NNodes

o J=1,3
TEMPNGDES(T,J)=Nodes (I,J)
end do

end do

do_I=:
vellr
end do

call Mass (Nodes,ELlem,COM, TEMPNODES)

open(560, file='Restart.dat’, status="old")
read(500,%) Restart
close(500)

if (Restart .eq. 1) then
open (510, file='Restart.node’,status='0ld")
open (520, file='Restart.vel',status='old")
open (530, file='RestartRan.dat',status="o0ld")
open (548, file='Restartvalues.dat’,status="old")

o I=1,NNodes
read(516,*) (Nodes(I,J),3=1,3)
end do

do I=1,3*NNodes
readészo,') vel(I)
o

read(530,%) 1dum,am,1x,1ly,KRAN
read(540,%) NStep,NWwRITE,ALWRITE, TIME,ENA,EPA,EXA,EYA,EZA

close(s108)
close(520)
close(s30)
close(540)

do I=1,ALWRITE
read(1000,*)
end do

end if
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Figure A.3: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

1Build the Matrices and obtain the Sparsity Pattern for the Mass Matrix and Viscosity Matrix

Y=
call Matrices(Elem,Nodes, TEMPNODES,Visco,Hyper,Flucstress,DT,T,KB,ETA,ETAB, 1dum, NE, IRN, JCN, ASPK, Y, ASTOR, IP, IRN2, ACons ,GCons )

call stokesdrag(Vel,SPHR,etastokes KB, T,DT,1dum,SDV)

if (NE .gt. NZMAX) then
write(6,*) 'Too many non-zero matrix elements, increase Nmax size

isparse Matrix Multiplier Note this version works only with a Matrices call preceeding
call multis(astor,IF,IRNZ,Vel,velD)
15plit Velocity into 3 components and invert based on block diagonal construction of the mass matrix

do_I=1,NNodes
velbx(1
velDY (T
velDZ(1
o

1D (T+2*NNodes )

do_1=1,NNodes

velpx(1)= velbx(1)+1 Hyper(I)+1 F'Lucstress(r) 1.ede*spv(I)

velDY (I VvelDY(I)+1 Hyper(I+NNodes)+1.0do*Flucstress (I+NNodes) -1, 0do=SDV(I+NNodes)
velpz(1 velpz(1)+1 Hyper(I+2*NNodes)+1.0do*Flucstress (I+2*NNodes)-1.0do*SDV(I+2*NNodes )
end do

1call to MA4L control Routines Consult MA4L Help
call MA4LID(CNTL,ICNTL ,KEEP)

ISet the Prupsrt)sﬁ of the MA4l Inverter

ICNTL (1€
IONTL(11)= 1
J0B=6

!Invert The Mass MAtrix

call MA41AD (JOB,NNodes,NE,IRN, JCN,ASPK, VelDX, COLSCA,ROWSCA, KEEP, IW, MAXIW, S, MAXSP, CNTL, ICNTL, INFO, RINFO)
call MA41AD (3,NNodes,NE,IRN,JCN,ASPK, VelDY,COLSCA,ROWSCA,KEEP, TW,MAXIW, S MAXSP, CNTL, TCNTL, INFO,RINFO)
call MA41AD (3,NNodes,NE,IRN,JCN,ASPK, VelDZ,COLSCA,ROWSCA,KEEP , IW, MAXIW, S, MAXSP, CNTL, ICNTL, INFO,RINFO)

tEuler Timestep of velocity

do_I=1,NNodes

Vel (I)=Vel (1) -DT*VelDX(I)

Vel (I+NNodes)=Vel (I+NNodes) -DT*VelDY (1)
Vel (I+2*NNodes)=Vel(I+2*NNodes)-DT*VelDZ(I)
en

1call Analysis Routines: Note COM AND ANGMOM should be conserved
call Mass(Nodes,Elem,COM, TEMPNODES)
call Angmomentum(Nodes , TEMPNODES Elem, vel,COM, ANGMOM)

wrlts(ﬁ *) com’, (coM(I),1=1,2
write(6, =) *ANGHOM ,EAMGMUM(I) 1=1,3)

tEuler Timestep of Position
do I=1,NNodes

o J=1,3
Nodes (I,3)=Nodes (I,3)+DT*Vel(L+(J-1)*NNodes)
end do

end do

NSTEP=NSTEP+1
TIME=TIME+DT

! Proceed into the main Dynamics Loop, The above 1s merely a timestep to obtain the sparsity patterns
do K=1,5000000

NSTEP=NSTEP+1

Time=Time+DT

! Sparsity Pattern Has Been Calculated So Call Matrices 2
call Matrices2(Elem,Nodes, TEMPNODES, Visco, Hyper, Flucstress,DT,T,KB,ETA,ETAB, 1dum, NE, IRN, JCN, ASPK, Y, Stress, Vmid, ACons , GCons , ENPOT)
call stokesdrag(vel,SPHR,etastokes kB, T,DT,1dum,SDV)

tProceed with Euler TimeStep

o I=1,n

ForceNV(I)=1.0d6*Hyper (I)+1.0d6*Flucstress(I)
end do

tMatrices 2 Called so Use Multi4 since we have the Sparsity Pattern of the viscesity matrix
€all Multi4(Visco,IP,TRN2,Vel,ForceV)

do J=1,NNodes
DuForx(J)= 1.0d0%ForceV(J)+1.000%ForceNy(J)-1.0d9%5DV(3)
Bdo*ForceV(J+NNodes) +1 nd Fur(sNV(J+NNndss) 1.8d snvleMudes)

MAtrix Inversion
call MA41AD (3,NNodes,NE,IRN,JCN,ASPK,DuForX,COLSCA,ROWSCA,KEEP, W, MAXTW,S  MAXSP ,CNTL , ICNTL , INFO, RINFO)
call MA41AD (3,NNodes,NE,IRN,JCN,ASPK,DuForY,COLSCA,ROWSCA, KEEP, TW, MAXTW, S, MAXSP, CNTL , ICNTL , INFO, RINFO)
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Figure A.4: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

call MA41AD (3,NNodes,NE,TRN,JCN,ASPK,DuForZ, COLSCA, ROWSCA, KEEP, T, MAXTW, S , MAXSP , CNTL , ICNTL , INFO, RINFO)

do T=1,NNodes
DuFerX(I)=DuForX(I)

tEuler Timestep Velocity

do_J=1,NNodes

vel(3) - (DT) *DuForx(3)

Vel (J#NNodes ) =Vel (J+NNodes ) - (DT) *DuForY (1)
Vel (J+2*NNodes)=Vel(J+2*NNodes ) - (DT) *DuForZ(3)
end do

call Mass (Nodes,Elem, COM, TEMPNODES)
call Angmomentum(Nodes, TEMPNODES , Elem, Vel,COM, ANGMOM)

{Euler Timestep Position

do 1-1,NNodes
o 3=1,3

Nodes (1,3)=Nodes (1,3)+DT*vel(I+({J-1)=NNodes)
end do

end do

do I=1,NNodes
di

o J=1,3
Nodes (I,2)=Nodes (I,2)-COM(J)
end do
end do

tCalculations the Kinetic Energy, Potential Energy 1s calculated in the Matrices subroutine
call Energy(ASPK,IRN,JCN,Vel En,EX,EY, EZ)

if ((mod(NSTEP,1000008) .eq. ©)) then
write(6,*) NSTEP

write(g,*) ENA,EN,EXA,EYA,EZA,EPA,ENPOT
i =) EN+ENROT

write(s,=) 'cOM',(COM(I),I=1,3)
write(s,*) *anghom', (anMom(I),1=1,3)
end if

{Energy Averages

if (NSTEP .ge. 4c0@ee) then

ENA= (ENA*(NSTEP-4000008)+En)/( (NSTEP-329939) *1.8d8)
-400060)+EX) / ( (NSTEP-399990) *1. 0de)

EYA= (EYA*(NSTEP-400000)+EY) /[ (NSTEP-392000) *1.6d0)

EZA= (EZA*(NSTEP-400000)+£Z) /{ (NSTEP-390099) *1.0d8)

if (NSTEP .ge. 600) then
EPA=_ (EPA*(NSTEP-200800)+ENPOT) /( (NSTEP-200000)*1_6da)
end i

end if

if (mod(NSTEP,1000) .eq. 8) then

call coordinate(Nodes, Elem,length,angle,ROT)
ALWRITE:
write (1l
end if

,*) NStep,length,angle

if (mod(NSTEP,10000) .eq. ) then
NWRITE=NWRITE+1

WRITE (FN,18) NWRITE

WRITE (6,%)FN

OPEN(1,FILE=FN)

) '# vtk DataFile Ve
) '2D Unstructured Gr-
) 'ascrr

write(1,"(
write(1,"(
write(1, (a
write(1,*)
write(1,'(a)’) 'DATASET UNSTRUCTURED_GRID
write(1,*("POINTS", 1x,12,1x,"float")") NNodes
do I=1,NNodes
write(1," (8.3,2X,¥8.3,2X,3.3) ') (1.8d10*Rot(1,3),2
o

write(1,%)
write(1,' ("CELLS", 1x,16,1x,16)') NElem,5*NElem

EM

write(1,"("a",2%,13,2x,13,2%,13,2%,13) ') (Elem(L,3)-1,3=

write(1,*)

write(1,' ("CELL_TYPES",1x,16) ') NElem
do T=1,NELEM

write{1,"(12)') 18

end do
write(1,*)
write(1,* ("POIN
write(1,"(a)")
do_T=1,NNodes
write(1,' (f7.2,2X,7.2,2X,7.2)') (1.ed1e*(Nodes(1,3)-TEMPNODES(T,3)),3=1,3)
end do

_DATA",1x,16) ') NNodes
VECTORS velocity float

CLOSE (1)
10 FORMAT('Dyn',18.8,'.vtk')
end if
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Figure A.5: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

end if

if (mod(NSTEP,10000) .eq. ©) then

open (500, file='Restart.dat’,status='o0ld")
write(see,*) 1

close(see)

open (510, file='Restart.node’,status="unknown')

open (520, file='Restart.vel',status='unknown')

open (530, file='RestartRan.dat",status="unknown')
open (540, file='Restartvalues.dat’,status="unknown*)

do 1=1,NNodes
write(518,*) (Nodes(I,J),
end do

,3)

do I=1,3*NNodes
write(528,*) Vel(I)
end do

write(538,*) idum,am,1x,1y,KRAN
write(548,%) NStep NWRITE,ALWRITE,TIME,ENA,EPA,EXA,EYA,EZA

call flush(568)
call flush(s1e)
call flush(s2e)
call flush(528)
call flush(s4e)
call flush(1leee)

close(510)
close(s2e)
close(sze)
close(540)

end if

end do

close(20)

close(20)

close(46)

close(70)

write(460,%) ENA,EPA,EPA+ENA,DT
end do

close(4e0)

close(1600)

end

Subroutine Matrices(Elem.Nodes TEMPNODES.Visco.Hvoer.Flucstress.DT.T.KB.ETA,ETAB.1dum.NE.IRN.JCN.ASPK.Y. ASTOR, IP.IRN2.ACoNs . GCons)
1call This Subroutine First in amy solution, this subroutine calculates the sparsity patterns and the Mass Matrix.

implicit none

!standard Definitions

Integer, parameter
Integer, parameter
Integer, parameter :
Real*s, Dimension(n,n) Visco
Real=s, Dimension(n) Hyper,Flucstress
Integer, dimension(NElem,4) EL
Real*g, dimension(NNodes,3) :
Reals, dimension(3,3) :+ Jac
Real*g, dimension(3,3
Real*s, pimension(3,3)
Real*g, dimension(3,4) a
Real*t, dimension(3) :: BinA,BinB,BinC,BinD,Bin,0ldA,01ds,0ldcC,0ldD

Real*s, dimension(4) :: XCOMP,YCOMP,ZCOMP

Real*3 Vol,Vol@,T,KB,ETA,ETAB,OT,P,Rand, Tr,DUM,Contract,EnBulk,EnPres , Guage, EP
Real*s, dimension(NElem) :: ACons,GCons

Real*2 ranl

Integer 1,3,K,Q,W,idum,¥

NNodes=367,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes

X
LAELT=NElem*160 ,NMAX2=n ,NZMAX2=NElem=73

em
Nodes, TEMPNODES

JacIn
0ld, New,0ldin, A, F,FT,Random
G

1Mass
real*s, dimension(NNodes NNodes) :: Mass,Massz
realxz volT

isparse Inverter
integer NE,D,0

integer, dimension(NZMAX)
real*s, dimension(NZMAX)

IRN,JCN
ASPK.

!sparse Multiplier See MCS7 Help
Real*s, Dimension(LAELT) :: AELT, ASTOR
Integer, Dimension{NZMAX2) :: ELTVAR
Integer, Dimension(NElems1) :: ELTPTR
Integer, Dimension(LAELT) :: IRN2
Integer, Dimension(1@) :: INFO
Integer, Dimension(NMAX2+1)
TInteger, Dimension(2*NMAX2)
Logical, Dimension(1@) :: LCNTL
integer NE2,NE3,LIRN,LA,NORD,LP

e

.edo
VolT=0.0d0

icontrol Parameters for the Sparse Multiplier
LP=6
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Figure A.6: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

LIRN=NElem=75
LA=NElem=78

do I=1,NELEM+L
ELTPTRIT)=1+12%(1-1)
end do

ISparse Matrix Setup
if (v .eq. 1)
o

o
do T=1,NZMAX2
ELTVAR(I)=0

o

end if

1Set 3x3 matrices used form element calculations to zero
do 1=1,3
do J=1,3
Jac(1,3)=0.6
old(1,3
New(I,J
0ldin(1,3)

Random(1,J
end do
end do
iset arrays and full matrices to zero
do I=1,n
do J=1,n
Visco(I,J)
end do
Hyper (1)

Fluestress (1)
end do
|do 1=1,NNodes
do J=1,NNodes

d

Mass2(I,3)=0.
end do
end do

IMain Section of Matrices subroutine, calculate all matrices and arrays associated with one element then add and loop over all elements

|do J=1,NELEM

tcaleulate Jacobian Transformation between the parametrised coordinate system and cartesian coordiante system

BinA(T}=Nodes (Elem(3,1),1) -Nodes (Elem(3,2) 1)
BinB(I)=Nodes(Elem(J,1),I)-Nodes(Elem(J,2),I)
BinC(1)=Nodes (Elem(3,1),I)-Nodes (Elem(,2),1)

tCalculate the Transpose the of the Jacobian used to calculate the Deformation Gradient Tensor

do 1=1,3

=Jac(K,1)

end do

!Calculate the Volume of an Element
call vP(BinA,B1inB,B1inD)

vol=(1. Dd&/r DdB)‘Dut P'cdu(t(B)nB Binc)
(vol .LT. B.0de) tl
call VP (BinB, BmA smn)
vol=(1.ede/6.0de Y*Dot_product(Bind,BinC)
end i

!Invert the Jacobian using the method of minor determinants

call inverse(Jac, JacIn)

! Compute the Original Position Vectors between node sin an element, used to Calculate the deformation gradient tensor
do 1=1,3

TEMPNODES (Elem(J, 1), T)+TEMPNODES (Elem(J,2) 1)
TEMDNnDEs(E'lem(J 1, I)+TEmNnDEs(ElemtJ 3, I)

0lde (I)=TEMPNODES(ELen(3,1) 1) TEMDNDDES(Elem(J,z),I)
0ldc (T)=TEMPNODES(ELem(3,1) ,T) ~TEMPNODES (Elem(3,2) | T)

end do

tCompute Original Volume
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respect

Figure A.7: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

call vp(0ldaA,0ldB, 0ldD)

vole=(1.0do/6.0d0) *Do roduct(oldp,oldc)
if (volo LT en
call ve(olde,olda,oldp)
vele=(1.ede/6 0)*Dot_Product(0ldD,0ldcC)
end if

!Invert of the old matrix
call inverse (01d,0ldin)

Compute F for element J
call Multiply(New,0ldin,F)

ICompute F transpose

do 1=1,3
do K=1,3
FT(I,K)=F(K,I)
end do

end do

!Compute A, this gives us the rubber elasicity matrix for a single element
call multiply(F,FT,A)

!First Term in Bulk

do 1=1,3
do K=1,3
A(L,K)= 1.0de=(vole/Vvol)*A(L,K)
end do

end do

VolT=Vole+VelT

do K=1,3
A(I,K)= GCons (J)*A(T,K)
end do

end do

!Subtract Pressure term

A(1,1)= a(1,1)#acons (3)*((vol-voloe) /vele)
A(2,2)= A(2,2)+acons (3)*((vol-volae)/vole)
A(3,3)= A(32,3)+ACons (3)*((Vol-Vole) /Vole)

call Elastic(F,vole,Vol,ACons,GCons ,EP,J)

IFluctuating stress terms (Shear Viscosity)
qrt((42.6d0*KB*T*ETA)/(Vol*DT))*(ranl{idum)-6.5d0)
2. 608 *KE*T=ETA) /(Vol*DT) ) * (ranl (idum) -
©dG*KB*T*ETA) /(Vol*DT)) * (ranl{idum) -
OdO*KB*T*ETA) /{Vol*DT) ) *(ran1(1idum) -5
0de*KB*T*ETA) /(Vol*DT) ) *(ranl(idum) -0
)(}*KB‘T*ETA)/(an‘DT))*(ranl(ldum)rO,SdO)

andom(2,3)

1Bulk Viscosity Fluctuating Term
P=sqrt((24.0d0*KB*T*ETAB) / (Vo1*DT))*(ranl(idum)-6.5

da)

JacIn{(1,1)-JacIn(1,2)-JacIn(1,2)
acIn(1,1)
acIn(1,2)
acIn(1,2)
JacIn(2,1)-JacIn(2,2) -JacIn(2,3)
acIn(2,1)

acIn(3,1
2)=JacIn(z,2)
acIn(3,3

INow Compute the Mass and Viscosity Matrix in a form readable by the Spare MAtrix subroutines
! The Mass MAtrix Sparsity pattern is done by computing the relevant entry and reading its row and column number
1 The Row and Column Numbers are then checked to see if there is an enrty already existing in that location
! IF an entry isn't found the actual matrix entry is placed into ASPK and the row and column number stored in IRN and JCN
! IF an Entry is found with the same row and column number the new value is added to that value already stored in ASPK
do w=1,4
do 0=1,4
Sparse Matrix Multiplier Entry
This is done by considering the 9 4x4 submatrices of the full Viscosity matrix
we aim to read the lower triangular portion of the full viscosity matrix only
So we Read column 1 row bv row then column 2 etc.
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end do

Figure A.8: Fortran 90 stochastic finite

! This data structure mimicks that by entering data in that order.
! See MC57 details for how the routine requires data to be entered
if (Q .ge. W) then
NE3=NE3+1
DUM=(XCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (W) +YCOMP (Q) *YCOMP (W) +ZCOMP (Q) *ZCOMP (W) ) *Vo L*ETA
AELT(NE3)=(ETA+ETAB)*Vol*(XCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (W) ) +DUM

if (W .eq. 1) then

NE2=NE2+1

ELTVAR(NE2) = Elem(3,Q)

end if
end if

AELT(NE3)=(ETAB)*vol*YCOMP (Q) *XCOMP () +(ETA) *VoL*YCOMP (w) =xComP (Q)
if (W .eq. 1) then
NE2=NE2+1
ELTVAR(NE2) = Elem(J,Q)+NNodes

end do
do Q=1,4
NE3=NEZ+1
AELT(NE3)=(ETAB) *Vol*ZCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (W) +(ETA) *Vo L*ZCOMP (W) *XCOMP (Q)
if (w .eq. 1) then
NE2=NE2+1
ELTVAR(NE2) = Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes
end if
end do

iCompute The Elastic Vector (Hyper) and the Fluctuating Stress Vector
Hyper (Elem(J,w) )=Vol=XCOMP(w)=A(1, 1)+Hyper (Elem(J,w))

Hyper (Elem(3,W) )=Vol*YCOMP (W) *A (2, 1)+Hyper (Elem(J,W))

Hyper (Elem(J,W) )=Vel*ZCOMP (W) <A (2, 1) +Hyper (Elem(3, W) )

Hyper (Elem(1,W) +NNodes ) =Vol*XCOMP (W) *A(1,2) +Hyper (Elem(J,W) +NNodes )
Hyper (Elem(J,W) +NNodes ) =Vol*YCOMP (W) <A(2,2) +Hyper (Elem (3, W) +NNodes )
Hyper (Elem(1,W) +NNodes ) =Vol*ZCOMP (W) *A(3, 2) +Hyper (Elem(J,W) +NNodes )
Hyper (Elem(J,W) +2*NNodes ) =Vo L<XCOMP (W) *A (1, 2) +Hyper (ELem(J, W) +2*NNodes }
Hyper (Elem(1,W)+2*NNodes)=Vol *YCOMP (W) *A (2, 2)+Hyper (ELem(J,W) +2*NNodes )
Hyper (Elem(J,W) +2*NNodes ) =Vol*ZCOMP () *A (2, 2) +Hyper (ELem(J, W) +2*NNodes }

Flucstress (Elem(J,W) )=Vol*XCOMP (W) *Random(1,1) +Flucs tress (ELlem(J,w) )

0L =YCOMP (W) *Random(2, 1) +Flucstress (Elem(J,W))
Flucstress (Elem(J,W) )=Vol*ZCOMP (W) *Random( 2, 1) +Flucs tress (ELem(3, W) )
Flucstress (Elem(J,W) +NNodes)=Vol*XCOMP (W) *Random (1,2) +Flucstress (Elem(J,W)+NNodes )
Flucstress|kLlem(J, W) +NNodes J=Vo L *YLUMP tW) *Random( 2, 2} +F Lucs tress Lk Lem(J, W) +NNodes |
Flucstress (Elem(3,w)+NNodes )=vol=ZCOMP (W) *Random(3,2)+Flucstress(Elem(3,w) +NNodes)
Flucstress (Elem(J,W)+2*NNodes ) =Vol*XCOMP (W) *Random(1,2)+Flucstress (Elem(J,w)+2*NNodes)
Flucstress (ELem(J, W) +2*NNodes ) =Vo*YCOMP (W) *Random(2,3) +Flucstress (Elem(J, W) +2*NNodes )
Flucstress (Elem(3, w)+2*NNodes ) =Vol=zCOMP (W) *Random(2,2) +Flucstress (Elem(J, w)+2=NNodes )

end do

iComplete the Viscosity Pattern Entry
1,4

do Q=1
if (Q .ge. W) then
NE3=NE3+1
DUM=(XCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (W) +YCOMP (Q) *YCOMP (W) +ZCOMP (Q) *ZCOMP (W) ) *Vo L *ETA
AELT(NE3)=(ETA+ETAB) *Vol*YCOMP (Q) *YCOMP (W) +DUM
en
end do

NE3=NE3+1
AELT(NE2)=(ETAB)*Vol*ZCOMP (Q) *YCOMP (W)+(ETA) *Vol*ZCOMP (W) *YCOMP(Q)
end do

end do

do W=1,4
do g=

if (g .ge. W) then

NE3=NE3+1

DUM=(XCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (1) +YCOMP (Q)*YCOMP () +ZCOMP (Q) *ZCOMP (1) ) *VoL*ETA

AELT!NES):(ETAFETAE)*VGI’ZCUMP(Q]“ZCDMP(H3+DL|N

do w=1,2

if (q .eq. w) then

Mass(Elem(3,Q) ,Elem(J,W))=Mass (Elem(3,Q) ,Elem(I,W))+1
elseif (qQ .ne. en
Majs!ilem(J.Q),E'Lem(J,N)):Mass(Elem(J.Q),E'Lem(J,N))‘*I.EUB’VQIU/ZB,DUB
end i

3*Vole/16.ede

end do
end do

call MC57AD(LCNTL NMAX2,NELEM,ELTVAR ELTPTR, AELT NORD,LIRN, IRN2,IP LA, ASTOR IW,LP, INFO)

do J=1,NNodes
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Figure A.9: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

4o K=1,NNodes

if (abs(Mass{3,K)) .gt. ©.0d8) then
NE=NE+1

IRN(NE
JCN(NE
ASPK(NE)=Mass (3,K)
end if

end do
end do

end subroutine

Subroutine Matrices2(Elem,Nodes, TEMPNODES, Visco,Hyper,Flucstress,DT,T,KB,ETA,ETAB, idum, NE, TRN, JCN, ASPK, Y, Stress , Vmid, ACons , GCons ,EP)
1call Matrices 2 After Matrices 1

No_longer need to calculate the sparsity pattern we simply calculate matrices

implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=357,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes

Integer, parameter :: NZMAX=6000

Real*s, Dimension(n,n) :: Visco

Real=g, mnensmn(NNndes 6) i Stre:

REal‘a, Dimension(n) :: Hyper, F'lu(stress vmid

Integer, dimension(NElem,) :: Elem

Real*s duensmn(mmndes 3)
Real*s dimension(3 s Jac
Real*s, dimension(Z, 3
Real*3, Dimension(3,3)
Real*s, dimension(3,4)
Real*:, dimension(3] :: BinA,Bing,BinC,BinD,Bin,0lda,0lds,0ldc,0ldo

Realxs, dimension(4) :: XCOMP,YCOMP,ZCOMP

Real*s Vol,vole,T,KB,ETA,ETAB,DT,P,Rand,Tr,DUM, Contract,EnBulk,EnPres Guage,EP
Real*s, dimension(NElem) :: ACons,GCons

Real*s ranl

Integer I1,3,K,Q,W,idum,¥

Nudes TEMPNODES

nld,New,nldm,A.F,FT,Randum

integer NE,D,0
integer, dmgnsmn(NzMnx) :: IRN,JCN
real*s, dimension(NZMAX) :: ASPK

!Same Steup as Before See Matrices 1 for comments.

if (v .eq. 1) then
NE=

do J=1,n
visco(1,3)=0.0de
end do
Hyper(1)=0.0d0
Flucstress (I)=6.0de
end do

tMain Algorithm, computes volume of an element and builds the mass/stiffness matrices.
do J=1,NElem

o =1,

BinA(I)=Nodes (Elem(J,1),I)-Nodes (Elem(J,2),I)

BinB(I)=Nodes (Elem(J,1),1)-Nodes (Elem(3,3),1)

BinC(I)=Nodes (Elem(J,1),1)-Nodes (Elem(J,4) I}

New(I, K)=dac (K
end do

end do

call vp(BinA,Bing,BinD)
Vol=(1. odws 0do) *Dot_Product(BinD,BinC)

(vol .LT. ©.0de) then
cau VP(BinB,BinA,BinD)
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Figure A.10: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

if (vol .LT. @ then

call vp(BinB,BinA,BinD)
Vol=(1.0de/6.0de)*Dot_Product(BinD,BinC)
end if

call inverse(Jac, JacIn)

! Compute the stable '0ld' F matrix
do 1=1,3

-TEMPNODES (Elem(J,1),T)+TEMPNODES (Elem(J,2) ,T)
- TEMPNODES (Elem(J, 1), I)+TEMPNODES (Elem(J,2) ,I)
-TEMPNODES (Elem(J, 1), ) +TEMPNODES (Elem(J,4) , T)
EMPNODES(Elem(J,1),I)-TEMPNODES(Elem(J,2), 1)
EMPNODES(Elem(J,1),I)-TEMPNODES(Elem(J,2),I)
oldc(1)=TEMPNODES(Elem(3,1),1) -TEMPNODES(Elem(3, 4), T)
end do

call vp(0lda,0lds,0ldD)

vole=(1.

0)*pot_Product(oldp,0ldc)
1) then

,0ldo)
)*Dot_Product (01dD,01dC)

Volo=(1.¢
end if

tInvert of the old matrix
call inverse (0ld,0ldin)

tcompute F for element J
call Multiply(New,0ldin,F)

iCompute F transpose

do I=1,2
o K=1,3
FT(1,K)=F(K,I)
end do

end do

1Compute A
call Multiply(F,FT,A)

!First Term in Bulk
do I=1,3

(Vole/Vol) *A(T,K)

end do

ISubtract Identity

Al1,1)=(A(1,1)-1.8de)
2)=(A(2,2)-1.2de)

=(a(3,3)-1.8de)

:chns(J)'i\(I,K)

end do

tSsubtract Pressure term

A(1,1)= Al1,1)+ACons (3)*=((Vol-Vol®)/Vole)
A(2,2)= al2,2)+Acons (3) =( (vol-vole) svale)
A(3,3)= Al3,3)+ACons (3)*((Vol-Vole) /Vole)

call Elastic(F,Vole,Vol,ACons,GCons ,EP,J)

!Fluctuating stress terms (Shear Viscosity)
Random(1, qrt((as.edeskB=T=ETA) /(Vol*DT))=(ranl({idum)-0.

8. 0d8*KB*T*ETA) / (Vol*DT) ) *(ran1(1dum)
8de=KB*T=ETA) /(Vol=DT) ) ={ran1(idum)
©=KB*T*ETA) /(Vol*DT) )*(ran1(1dum) -
e=kB=T=ETA) / (Vol=*DT) ) *(ranl(idum)-6.5d
G=KB*T=ETA) / (Vol*DT) ) *(ran1(idum)-0.

Random(3,2)=Random(2, 3)

1Bulk Viscosity

©*KB*T*ETAB)/ (Vol*DT) ) *(ran1(1dum)
andom(1,1)+P

andom(2,2)+P

tunder Most circumstances this isn't accessed as the Mass Matrix is constant in time.
!TF for any reason the mass Matrix needs to be recalculated then set ¥=1 in the Integrator Routine In Main
acIn(1,1)-JacIn(1,2)-JacIn(1,3)
cIn(1,1)
cIn(1,2)
cIn(1,3)
acIn(2,1)-Jaein(2,2)-JacIn(2,3)
)

(3,1)-JacIn(3,2)-JacIn(3,3)
cIn(3,1)
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Figure A.11: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

ZCOMP(2)=JacIn(z,2)
ZCOMP (4)=JacIn(3,3)

iCalculate Lower Triangle of the Viscosity matrix

if (Elem(J,q) .ge. Elem(J wW)) then

DUM:(XCUMP(Q)"XCUMP(WHYCUMP(Q)‘YCUMP(WHZCUMP(Q)"ZCUMP(W))*VUI*ETA

visco(Elem(J,q) ,Elem(], W) )=(ETA+ETAB) *Vol=(XCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (W) ) #DUM+Visco (Elem(J,Q) ,Elem(J,w))

Visco(Elem(J; Q) +HNodes ,Elem(3,4) +NNodes )= (ETA+ETAB) *VoL*YCOMP(Q) *YCOMP (W) +DUMVis co(Elem(J, Q) +NNodes , Elem(3, W) +hiNodes)
visco(Elem(3, Q)—z*NNades E'Lem(J W)+2=NNodes )= (ETAOETAE)*Vul'ZCUMﬂ(q)'ZCUMﬂ(w)+DUM+VJS(a(E'Lem(J Q)u*NNndes E'Lem(J W) +2*=NNodes )
end if

Visco(Elem(J,Q)+NNodes,Elem(J,W) )=(ETAB) *Vol*YCOMP (Q) *XCOMP (W) +Visco(Elem(J,Q)+NNodes ,Elem(J W) )
visco(Elem(J, Q)—“‘NNades E'Lem(J W) )= (ETAB)xval*zcqutq)xxcuMD(w)o\uscufE'Lem(J Q)2 xr\mudes E'Lem(
Visco(Elen(J; Q) +2*NNodes  Elem(3 ) #hNodes )=(ETAB) *Vol*ZCOMP (Q) YCOMP (W) +Visco(Elem(J, Q) +2*NNodes | EIem(J W) +NNodes)

Visco(Elem(J,Q)+NNodes ,Elem(J, W) )=(ETA) *Vo*YCOMP (W) *XCOMP (Q) +Visca(Elem(J, Q) +NNodes ,Elem(J W) )
visco(Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes ,Elem(J,w) )=(ETA)*vol=ZCOMP (W) =XCOMP (Q)+Visco(Elem(J,Q) +2*NNodes ,Elem(3,w) )
Visco(Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes ,Elem(J, W) +NNodes )=(ETA) *Vo*ZCOMP (W) *YCOMP (Q) +Visco(Elem(J, Q) +2*NNodes ,Elem(J, W) +NNodes )

end do
!Compute Elasicity and Fluctuating Stress Vectors
Hyper(Elem(J,Q))=Vol*XCOMP(Q)=A(1,1)+Hyper (Elem(J,Q))
Hyper(Elem(J,Q ol=vcomp(Q)=a(2,1)+Hyper(Elem(],q))
Hyper(Elem(J,Q) )=Vol*ZCOMP(Q) *A(3, 1) +Hyper (Elem(J,Q) )
Hyper(Elem(J,q)+NNodes )=vol=xcomp (Q)=A(1,2)+Hyper (Elem(J,q)+NNodes)
Hyper(Elem(J,Q)+NNodes ) =Vol*YCOMP (Q)*A(2,2)+Hyper (Elem(J,Q) +NNodes)
Hyper(Elem(J,Q)+NNodes ) =vol=zcomp (Q)=A(3, 2)+Hyper (Elem(J,Q) +NNodes )
Hyper(Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes )=Vol*XCOMP (Q) *A(1,3)+Hyper (Elem(J, Q) +2*NNodes )
Hyper(Elem(J,Qq)+2*NNodes)=vol=vcomp(Q)=a(2,2)+Hyper (Elem(J, Q) +2*NNodes )
Hyper(Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes)=Vol*ZCOMP(Q) A (3, 2) +Hyper (Elem(J, Q) +2*NNodes )

Flucstress(Elem(J,Q))=Vol=XCOMP (Q) *Random(1,1)+Flucstress(Elem(J,Q))

Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) )=vol=ycomp (Q) *Random(2, 1)+Flucstress (Elem(3,qQ))

Flucstress (Elem(J,Q))=Vol=2COMP (Q) *Random(3,1)+Flucstress (Elem(J,Q))

Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) +NNode: ol=xcomMp(Q)*Random(1,2)+Flucstress(Elem(J,q)+NNodes)
Flucstress (Elem(J,q) +NNodes )=Vol1=YCOMP(Q) *Random(2,2) +Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) +NNodes)
Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) +NNodes)=vol=zcomp(Q) *Random(2,2) #Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) #NNodes)
Flucstress(Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes )=Vol*XCOMP (Q) *Random(1,2)+Flucstress(Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes)
Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) 2 *NNodes )=vol=vcoMp (Q) *Random(2, 2) +Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) +2*NNodes )
Flucstress (Elem(J,Q) +2*NNodes )=Vol=ZCOMP (Q) *Random(3, 2)+Flucstress (Elem(J,Q)+2*NNodes )

IConstants for the Thermal Stress and Bulk Term? ( To Incorporate Flux Stress just add the tensor components)
stress(Elem(J,q),1)=(2.0do=ETA+ETAB) =xCOMP (Q) *Vmid (Elem(J,Q) )#A(1,1)+Stress (Elem(,qQ),1)

|Stress (Elem(J,Q) ,2)=(2.0d0*ETA+ETAB) *YCOMP (Q) *Vmid (Elem(J, Q) +NNodes ) +A(2,2)+Stress (Elem(J,Q) ,2)

stress (Elem(J,q) ,2)=(2.0do=ETA+ETAB) *ZCOMP (Q) =Vmid (Elem(J, Q) +2*NNodes )+ (32, 2)+Stress (Elem(J,Q) ,2)

Stress (Elem(J, Q).‘)*ETA*‘(XCUMP(Q)“led(ElsmEJ Q) +NNodes ) +YCOMP () *Vmid(Elen(3,0)) ) #A(1,2) St ress (Elem(3,Q

stress (Elem(J,q),5 A= (ycoMp (Q) =vmid(Elem(J, Q)+ mMNades)chuMth)th;d(E'lem(J Q)+ 7"NNudes))+A(7 1)+stress(E'LemtJ Q),s)
Stress (Elem(J,0) }6) ETA*(XEUMP(Q]*led(EIsm(J Q)+2*NNodes ) +2COMP(Q) *Vmid (Elem(3,Q)))+A(1,2) #Stress (Elem(3,Q) ,£)

end do

end do
end subroutine

{Redundant

subroutine Multi(Binl,Bin2,B1n3)
implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=337,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes
Real*2, Dimension(n,n) :: Bi

Real*s, Dimension(n)
Real*2, Dimension(n) ::
integer 1,3

do 1=1,n

BmQ(I) Binl(J,1)*B1in2(3)+Bin3(I)
end do
end do

end subroutine

!Redundant

Subroutine Multi2(Binl,Bin2,Bin3)

implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=327,NElem=1127,n=2*NNodes
Real*8, Dimension(n,n) :: Binl

Real*3, Dimension(n)
Real"s, Dimension(n) ::
integer I,J

do 1=1,
Bin3(I)
end do

do T=1,n

do 3=I,n
B1in3(I)=B1in1(I,3)*B1n2(J)+B1n3(I)
end do
end do

do I=1,n-1
do J=I+
B1n3(J)=! Bml(I 3)*Bin2(1)+B1n3(J)
end do

end do
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end subroutine

Subroutine Multi3(Astor,IP,IRN2,Binl,Bin2)

ISparse MAtrix Multiplier USE AFTER A MATRICES CALL
implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=387,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes
Integer, parameter LAELT=NElem*166 ,NMAX:
Real*s, Dimension(n) :: Binl,Bin2

Real*3, Dimension(LAELT) ASTOR.

Integer, Dimension(LAELT) TIRN2

Integer, Dimension(NMAX2+1) :: TP
integer I,3,K,KI1,K2

do T
B1n2(T
end do
1Read the data from MC57 Routines, consult the mMc57 PDF for info on this calculation
D0 J = 1,n
K1 = IP(J)
K2 = IP(J+1)-1
DO K = K1,K2
B1n2 (IRN2 (K))=B1in2 (IRN2(K) )+Astor (K)*BIN1(J)
if (3 .ne. IRN2(K)) then
B1n2(J)=B1n2(J)+Astor (K)*BInl(IRN2(K))
en
end do
end do

end subroutine

Subroutine Multi4(Visco,IP,IRN2,Binl,Bin2)

isparse MAtrix Multiplier USE AFTER A MATRICES2 CALL
implicit nene

Integer, parameter ::
Integer, parameter
Real*s, Dimension(n)
Real*g, Dimension(n,n)
Integer, Dimension(LAELT) :: IRN2
Integer, Dimension(NMAX2+1) :: IP
integer I,J,K,K1,K2

NNodes=227,NElem=1127 ,n=2*NNodes
LAELT=NELlem*100 ,NMAX2=
: Binl,Bin2

tMultiplier Read the row and Column information provided by the MC57 Routine and uses that to locate the non-zero elements of the Viscosity Matrix for Matrix Multiplicatien
0o J

P (J)

IP(3+1)-1
DO K = KI1,K2
B1n2(IRN2 (K))=Bin2 (IRN2(K) )+Visco(IRN2(K),J)*BIN1(J)
if (3 .ne. IRN2(K)) then
Bin2(J)=B1in2(J)+Visco(IRN2(K),J)*Binl(IRN2(K))
end i
end do

end do
end subroutine

subroutine inverse(Jac,JacIn)

13x3 Matrix Inverter using the matrices of minor determinants method.
implicit none

real*s, dimension(3,2) :: Jac

real*s, dimension(3,3) ::
Real*s Detl,Det2,Det3,Det
integer I,J

Jac(1,1)*(Jac(2,2)*3ac(3,3)-Jac(2,3) *3ac(3,2))
Jac(1,2)*(Jac(2,2)=Jac(3,1)-Jac(2,1)Jac(3,2))
Jac(1,3)*(Jac(z,1)*3ac(3,2) -Jac(2,2) *3ac(3,1))
Det= Detl+Det2+Det3

JacIn(J,I)=dac(mod(I,3)+1,mod(J,3)+1)*Jac(mod (I+1,3)+1, mod(J+1,3)+1)-Jac(mod(I+1,3)+1,mod(J,3)+1)*Jac(mod(I,3)+1,mod(I+1,3)+1)
JacIn(3,1)=(1.0d0/Det)*JacIN(I, 1)
end do
end do

end subroutine

Subroutine Multiply(p,B,c)
13x3 Matrix Multiplier
implicit none

realsg, dimension(3,3)
real*s, dimension(3,3)
realsg, dimension(3,3)
integer I,J

do 1I=1,2
do 3=1,3
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€(1,3)=D(T,1)*B(1,3)+D(1,2)*B(2,3)+D(T,3)*B(3,])
end do
end do

end

Subroutine Trace(A,Tr)
13x3 Trace Calculator

real=s Tr

real*s, dimension (3,3)

Tr=6.0de
Tr=A(1,1)+A(2,2)+A(3,2)

end subroutine

FUNCTION ranl(idum)

USE RandomCons

IMPLICIT HONE

IMTEGER(K4E), IIITEIIT(IMDUT) i idum

REAL*Z :

IMTEG[R(ME), P.ARAMEIER i1 1A=16207, IM=2147483647,1Q=127773,IR=2836
f (idum <= 6 .or. iy <

am:nearest(l 8,-1.8)/IM

iy=ior(ieor(888889999,abs (idum)),1)

ix=120r (777755555, abs (idum))

1dum=abs (1dum)+1

end if

ix=ieor(ix, 1shft(ix, 11))

ix=1eor(ix,ishft(ix

1r1ear()x 1shft(1x, 5))

KRAN=1y/1Q

1rIA*(1y KRAN*TQ) - IR*KRAM

if (iy < 0) iy=iy+T

ranl=am*ior(iand (IM, anr(lx iy)),1)

END FUNCTION ranl

subroutine Read(Elem,Dummy,Nodes)

{Reads Mesh.dat for inital MEsh configuration
Integer, parameter :: NNodes=287,NElem=1127,n=2*NNodes
integer I,1,A,8
Integer, dimension(NElem,4) :: Elem
Integer, dimension(NElem) :: Dummy
real*s, dimension(NNodes,3) Nodes

open(10, file= ‘Dynjmk.dat‘ ,status='old")
read(10,*) A

if ((NNodes .ne. A) .or. (NElem .ne. B)) tl

write(6.%) ‘Check Number or Nodes and Numbsr m‘ Elements acainst Array sizes'
stop

end if

Do I=1,NNodes
read(10,*) Dummy(I),(Nodes(I,J),J=1,2)

end do
Do I=1,NElem

ead(10,*) Dummy(I),(Elem(I,3),3=1,4)
end do

close(10)
end

Subroutine VP(Binl,Bin2,Bin3)
ICross Product Subroutine
implicit none

real*s, dimension(2) :: Binl,Bin2,Bin3
iStandard cross product

Bin3(1)= Binl(2)*B1in2(3)-Binl(3)*Bin2(2)
Bin3(2)= Binl(3)*Bin2(1)-Binl(1)*Bin2(3)
Bin3(3)= Binl(1)*Bin2(2)-Bin1(2)*Bin2(1)

end subroutine

subroutine Energy(ASPK,IRN,ICN, Vel E,EX,EY,EZ)

IKinetic Energy Calculator Using the Sparsity pattern for the mass MAtrix
implicit none
Integer, parameter
Integer, parameter
integer, dimension(NZMAX)
real*s, dimension(NzMax)

NNodes=327,NElem=1127,n=2*NNodes
NZMAX=6006

IRN, JCN
ASPK

real*s, dimension(n) :: vel
real*s E,EX,EY,EZ
integer 1,2

E=0.0d0
EX=0.8d8
EY=0.0d0

EZ=0.8d0
do I=1,NZMAX

if ((IRN(I) .ne. 0.0de) .and. (JCN(I) .ne. ©.0d0)) then
x+0.5*Vel (IRN(I))*ASPK(I)*vel (JCN(I))

EY=EY+0.5*Vel (IRN(I)+NNodes)*ASPK(I)*Vel(JCN(I)+NNodes)
EZ=E7+0.5*Vel (IRN(I)+2*NNodes)*ASPK(I)*vel(ICN(1)+2*NNodes)
end if

end do

90 stochastic finite
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Figure A.14: Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

E=EX+EY+EZ
end subroutine

subroutine Elastic(F,Vole,Vol,ACons,GCons,EnPot,Jd)

1Elastic Energy Calculator: Works on an elemenet by element basis called in the matrices subroutines
implicit none
Integer, parameter
real*s, dimension(3,3) ::
Real*3 Vol,Vol,EnPot,EnBulk,EnPres,Guage, Contract
Real=z, dimension(NElem) :: ACons,GCons

Integer I,3,K

NNodes=337,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes

Contract=0.8de

Do I=1,3
Do K=1,3
Contract=F(I,K)*F(I,K)+Contract
end do

end do

EnBulk=0.5d0*GCons (J)*Vole*Contract

@=ACons (1) *volex{ (vol/vole) - (1.6de+GCons (1) /ACons (1)) )= ((vol/vole) - (1.8d8+GCons (1) /ACons (1))
0GCons (J)*Vol0+8.5dB*ACons (1) *Vol8=(6Cons () /ACons () )*(GCons (3) /ACons (1))
nBUTk+ENP res -Guage+ENPat

end subroutine

subroutine Mass{Nodes,Elem, COM, TEMPNODES)

iCentre of Mass Calculator

TImplicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=387,NElem=1127,n=2*NNodes
Real=s, Dimension(NNodes,3) :: Nodes, TEMPNODES
Integer, Dimension(NElem,4) :: Elem

Real*s, Dimensien(NElem,2) ElMass
Real*s, Dimension(3) olda,olds,oldc, oldp
Real*s, dimension(3) CoM
Real=z, dimension(NElem) :: Mas
Real*3 Volo,Density,MassTot,Vol
Integer I,3,K

SEL

iThis routine works by calculating the cnetre of mass of each individual element and then averaging them
1This is achieved using the fact the COM of a tetrahedron 1s the centroid of the tetrahedron

Density=1.0d0
MassTot=0.00d0
Vol=0.ode

end do

do J=1,NElem
do 1=1,3
0LdA(I)=TEMPNODES(Elem(J,1),I)-TEMPNODES(Elem(J,2),1)
01dB(I)=TEMPNODES(Elem(J,1),T)-TEMPNODES(Elem(J,2),T)
01dC (I)=TEMPNODES(Elem(J,1),I)-TEMPNODES(Elem(J,4),1)
end do

call vp(0lda,o0lde,0ldD)

vele=(1.0de/6.0de)*Dot_Product (01dD,0ldC)
if (vole .LT. ©) then
call vp(0lde,0ldA,01dD)
Volo=(1. 6do)*Dot_Product (0ldp,oldc)
end if

MassEL (1)=Vole*Density
do 1=1,3

K=1,4
ElMass (3, I)=Nodes (Elem(J,K),I)+ELMass (3,1)

do 1=1,NElem
MassTot=MassTot+MassEL(I)
end do

do I=1,NElem
do J=

=1,3
COM(2)=MassEL (I)*E1Mass (I,2)+COM(I)
end do

end do

do I=1,3
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COM(I)=COM(I)/(MassTot)

end subroutine

subroutine Angmomentum(Nodes, TEMPNODES Elem,Vel,COM, ANGMOM)
{Angular Momentum Calculator

implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes
Integer, dimension(NElem,4)
Real*8, dimension(NNodes
Real=g, Dimension(n) :: vel
Real*s, Dimension(3,3)
Rsal"a, dimension (3]
Real=s, dimension(3)
Real=s vola,rho
integer I,3,K,L

do 1=1,2

o
ANGMOM(1)=0.06d0
end do

7,NElem=1127, n=3*NNodes

Elem
Nodes , TEMPNODES

1 0
0lda,olds,oldc,0ldD, COM, ANGMOM
CMTrans1,CNTrans2,CMTrans3, CMTrans4, VNode , TEMP

rho=1.5d3

icaleulates the angular momentum about the centre of mass of the system using finite element analysis solutions.
i5ee Derivation for explanation (Too long for a comment!)

do J=1 NEIem

do 1=1,2
CMTrans1(T)=Nodes (Elem(3,1) ,T)-COM(T)
CMTrans2 ( odes (Elem(J,2) , 1) -com(1)

CMTrans3(I)=Nodes (Elem(J,2),I)-COM(I)
CMTrans4(I)=Nodes (Elem(J, 2),1)-com(1)
end do

do 1=1,3
0ld(1,1)=-TEMPNODES(Elem(J, 1), I)+TEMPNODES (Elem(J,2) 1)
01d(I,2)=-TEMPNODES(Elem(J,1) ,I)+TEMPNODES (Elem(J,3),1)
01d(1,32)=-TEMPNODES(Elem(J, 1) , I)+TEMPNODES (Elem(J, 4) 1)
UldA( EMPNODES (Elem(J, 1), I) - TEMPNODES(Elem(J,2),1)
MPNODES (Elem(3,1), 1) - TEMPNODES (Elem(J
uldc(I) =TEMPNODES (ELem(J, 1) , 1) - TEMPNODES (Elem(J, 4

ooy

call ve(olda,olds,0ldp)

vala:(l.odo/r: ‘dB)'Dnt_Prcdutt(DldD,ﬂldE)
if (vole .LT. 8.0de) then

cau velolds, uldA oldp)

volo=(1 j*Dot_Product(oldp,oldc)

end if

do K=1,4

do I=1,3
vNode (I)=vel(Elem(J,K)+(I-1)*NNodes)

call VP(CMTransl,VNode, TEMP)
if (K .ez. 1) then
ANGMDM(L) ANGMOM(L) +(Vole=rho*TEMP(L) )/ (1

o
elseif (K .ne. l) then

do
ANGMDM(L) ANGMOM(L) +(Vole=rho*TEMP(L) )/ (2¢
end do

end if

call vp(cMTrans2,Vvnode, TEMP)
if (K .eq. 2) then

o L=1,2
ANGMDM(L):ANGMUM(LH(ano*‘rhn*TEMP(L) e

elseif (K ne J then

do
ANGMDM(L) ANGMOM(L) +(Vole*rho*TEMP (L) )/ (2t
end do

end if

call VP(CMTransS,Vnuds,TEMP)
if (K .eq. s)
do L=
J‘«NGMDM(L) ANGMOM(L ) +(Vvole*rho*TEMP(L) )/ (1c

odo)

elseif (K -ne. s) then
o L=1,
&NGMDM(L) ANGMOM(L ) +(Volexrho=TEMP(L) )/ (200
end do

o)

end if

call vP(CMTrans4,VNode, TEMP)
if (K .eq. 4) then

o L=1,2
ANGMOM (L) =ANGMOM(L ) + (Volo*rho*TEMP (L)) / (
end
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Figure A.16:

end if

end do
end do

end subroutine

subroutine determinant(Jac,det)
implicit none

real*s, dimension(2,3) :: Jac
real=s

integer 1,3,K

ac(1,1)*(jac(2,2)*jac(2,2) -jac(2,2) *jac(2,2))
et-jac(1,2)*(jac(2,1)*jac(3,3)-jac(2,3) *jac(3,1))
et+jac(1,3)*(jac(2,1)*jac(3,2)-jac(2,2) *jac(3,1))

end subroutine

subroutine stokesdrag(vel,SPHR,eta, KB, T,DT,idum,SDV)
USE_RandomCons
implicit none
real*s, parameter

Pi=3.141582653589793
Integer, parameter NNodes=227,NElem=1127 ,n=2*NNodes
real*s, dimension(n) :: Vel,SDV,SPHR

Real*2 ranl,eta,stokes,m,f, kB, T,0T

integer I,J,K,Idum

.0d0*Pi*SPHR(I)*eta
f=sqrt(24.0do*KB*T*stokes,/DT)* (ranl(1dum)-6.5do)
SDV(I)=f-stokes*Vel(I)

en

end subroutine

subroutine Coordinate(Nodes,Elem,length,angle,R0OT)
implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=357,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes
real*s, dimension(NNodes,3) Nodes ,ROT

integer, dimension(NElem,)
real*s, dimension(2) :: Front,Back,Top,Center
real=s, dimension(3) Vv1,v2,V3,U1,U2,U3,N1,N2,N3
real*s L1,L2,13,Q,W,E, length,angle

integer 1,3,K,4,8

Center(I)=0.0d0
end do

do I=1,3

Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.

Back (I)=Nodes (162, I)+Nodes (167, 1) +Nodes (127, 1) +Nodes (157, 1) +Nodes (122, 1) +Nodes (176, T

Front(I

jodes (134, 1) +Nodes (128, 1) tNodes (139, T) +Nodes (139, T)+Nodes (143, I) +Nodes (173, I]+Nndss(164 1) +Nodes (239,1)

Top(I)=Nodes (264, T)+Nodes (265, I)+Nudes(l\38 I)+Nades(1\;-; I)+Nades(2@B 1)+Nndes(ms 1)

end do

do 1=1,3
Back (I)=Back(1) /6.0de

Front(I)=Front(I)/8.0de
Top(I)=Top(I)/6.6d0

end do

do I=1,3

center (I)=(Front(I)+Back(I))/2.0d0
end do

3
ront(I)-center(1)
op(I)-Center (1)

l1=0.0de
12=0.0d0

do 1=1,
L1=V1(T)**2 . adost1
L2=V2(I)**2.0do+L2
end do

Ll=sqrt(L1)
L2=sqrt(L2)

do 1=1,3
uil1)=vi(1)
end do
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Figure A.17:

o 1=1,3
vz (1)=v2(1)- (dot_product(vz,u1)/dot_product(ul,u1))*u1(1)
end

call VP(U1,U2,U3)

L2:
L3=0.0d8

do 1=1,3
L1=U1(I)**2. ede+L1
L2=U2(I)**2,ado+.2
L3=u3(1)**2.0de+L3
end do

Ll=sqrt(L1)
L2=sqrt(L2)
L3=sqrt(L3)

do 1=1,3

ul( 1(1)/L1
2(1)/L2

uz(1)=u3(1)/L3

end do

do I=1,3
L1=U1(I)**2.0do+.1
L2=U2(T)**2. 6do+L2
L3=U3(I)**2.0d0+.3
end do

call Rotate(Nodes,Elem,U1,U2,U3,center, length,angle,ROT)
end

subroutine rotate(Nodes,Elem,X1,X2,X3,center, length,angle,ROT)
implicit none

Integer, parameter :: NNodes=387,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes

real*s, dimension(NNodes,3) :: Nodes,ROT

integer, dimension(NElem,2) Elem

real*3, dimension(3) :: X1,X2,X3,V,center,CROT,Head,Tail
real*s, dimension(3,3) :
real*2 a,b,c,length,angle

M, MT

integer 1,3,K

do I=1,3
CROT(I)

Tail(I)=p.edo
end do

do J=1,NNodes
=0.

call inverse(M,MI)

do 1=1,3

a=MI(1,I)*Nodes(J,I)+a
b=MI(2,I)*Nodes(J,I)+b
c=MI(3,I)*Nodes (3,1)+c

end do
ROT(J,1)=a
ROT(J,2)=b
ROT(J,3)=c
end do
do 3=1,2

o 1=1,3
CRot(2)=MI(3,I)*Center(1)+CRot(3)
end do

end do

do 1=1,NNodes
d

0 J=1,3
Rot(I,J)=Rot(I,J)-CRot(3)
en:

end do

do I=1,2
Head(I)=Rot(361,1)
Tail(1)=Rot(44,1)
end do

Fortran 90 stochastic finite element code.
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Figure A.18:

length=0.0do

do 1=1,3
Tength=(Head (I} -Tail(I))**2.cdo+length
end do

length=sqrt(length)

call Angular(Head,Tail,angle)

end subroutine

subroutine angular(Head,Tail,angle)
implicit none
real*s, parameter ::
Integer, parameter
real*s, dimension(3)
real*s, dimension(2)
real*s theta,phi,angle, u 2
integer I,3,K

Pi=3.14159265
NNodes=387,NElem=1127,n=3*NNodes

L1=0.0d0
L2=0.0d0

AL(1)=Head (1)
Al(2)=Head(2)

do 1=
L1= Al(I)"Z 0do+L1
L2=A2(1)**2 . 0de+L2
end do

Ll=sqrt(L1)
L2=sqrt(L2)

do 1=1,2
AL(I)=AL(I)/L1
a2(1)=a2(1) /L2
end do

theta=dasin((A1(1)*A2(2) -A2(1)*A1(2))/(AL(1)**2,0d0+A1(2)**2,08d0))
phi=dacos ((A1(1)*A2(1)+A1(2)=A2(2))/(AL(1)**2 . ede+a1(2)==2.6de))

if ((theta .1t. e.ede) .and. (phi .le. Pis2.0de)) then
theta=2.0d0*Pittheta
phi=2 ., 6d0*pi-phi.
elseif ((theta .lt. ©.8de) .and. (phi .gt. Pis2.0de)) then
thst 1i-theta
ode=pi-phi
elsen‘ ((thsta .ge. 06.8de) .and. (phi .le. P1/2.0d0)) then
the eta
phi=phi
elseif ((theta .ge. ©.8de) .and. (phi .gt. Pis2.0de)) then
1

angle=(360.0d0/(2.0d0*p1) ) *(Theta+Phi)/2.0d0

end subroutine

Fortran 90 stochastic finite
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Figure A.19: Fortran 90 improved coarse grainer code.

implicit none

integer, parameter :: NNodes
real*s, dimension(NNodes, 3)
integer, dimension(Nsurf,2)
integer, dimension(168,3
integer, dimension(
real*s, dimension(3)
integer, dimension(2
real*s length,l1,12,13,length2

integer I,J],K,A,B,RET1,RET2,SSTORE,CHECK ,NCOARSE , NCount

New,NA, WP, Average
Hold

open(10, file="sphere_fine.surf',status="old")

read(10,*)
read(10,%) A

if (A .ne. NNodes) then
write(6,*) 'Check NNodes

odes
(Nodes (1,3) ,3=

read(10,%) B

if (B .ne. Nsurf) then
write(6,%) 'Check NSurf

do I=1,nsurf
read(10,*) (surf(1,3),9=1,3)

close(10)
NCOARSI

-
do I=1,NCOARSE
Tengt 8

do

=1, NSURF- (I-1)*2

1

do K=1,3
11=(Nodes (Surf(3J,1),K)-Nodes (surf(3,2) ,K))**2
12=(Nodes (Surf(3,1) ,K) -Nodes (Surf(3,2) ,K) ) %2
lsj(mudes (surf(3,2) ,K) -Nodes (surf(3,2) k) )**2
n

li=sqrt(l1)
Ta==qrt(12)
13=sqrt(13)

if (11 .1t. length) then
11

RET1=Surf(J,1)
ReT2—surf(3,2)
SSTORE=J

end i

if (12 .1t. length) then
length=12
RET1=Surf(3,1)
RET2=Surf(J,3)

SSTORE=1

end i

if (13 .lt. length) then
Tength=13

RET1=5urf(J,2)
RET2=Surf(J,3)

SSTORE=J

end i

NSurf
if ((surf(3,1) .eq. RET1) .and. ((surf(3,2) .eq. RET2)
Check=Check+1

Hold(Check)=J

end if

if ((Surf(3,2) .eq. RET1) .and. ((Surf(J,1) .eq. RET2)
Check=Check+1

Hold(check)=J
i

if ((surf(3,3) .eq. RET1) .and. ((surf(J,1) .eq. RET2)
Check=Check+1
Hold(check)=3
end i

end do

INew code insertion here
A=RETL

A.5 Coarse Graining Algorithm

Lor.

Lor.

Lor.

(surf(3,3) .eq. RET2))) then

(surf(3,3) .eq. RET2))) th

(surf(3,2) .eq. RET2))) th

Fortran Code

The improved coarse graining algorithm Fortan code is provided here.
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Figure A.20: Fortran

B=RET2

call ELEM BUTLD (Nodes ,Surf,Elem,A,B, NCount , T)
call Norm_Length(Nodes,Surf,Elem, NCount ,average,MP, A,B, length2, NA)
call Converger(Nodes,ELlem,NA,MP, Average NCount)

do k=1,2
surf(Hold (1) ,Ki
surf(Hold(2) K]

do K=1,3
New (K) =MP (K)
end do

do k=1,3

Nodes (RET1,K)=New(K)
Nodes (RET2,K)=1.6d8
end do

INew code 1nsertion here
do 3=RET2,NNodes-T

K=1,3
Nodes (3,K)=Nodes (3+1,K)
end do

end do

do J=1,Nsurf-(I-1)%2
do 3

if (surf(3,K) .eq. RET2) then
surf(J,K)=RET1
end if
end do
end do
do J=1,Nsurf-(1-1)*2
do K=1,3

"if (surf(3,K) .gt. RET2) then
surf(3,K)=surf(3,K)-1
d if

end do
end do

do J=Hold(2), (NSurf-1)-(I-1)*2

do k=1,
surf(3,K)=surf(3+1,K)
end do

end do

do J=Hold(1), (NSurf-2)-(I-1)*2

do k=1,3
surf(3,K)=surf(3+1,K)
en

end do

write(6,%) I

write(6,%) length
write(6,*) RETL
write(6,*) RET2
write(6,*) SSTORE
write(s,*) Hold(1),Hold(2)

end do

open (20, file='sphere_test.surf', status="unknown')

write(20,=)

surfacemesh
write(20

*) NNodes-NCOARSE

9,%) NSurf-2=NCOARSE
,NSurf-2*NCOARSE
6,%) (surf(1,3),3=1,2)

close(20)

write(6,%) ‘finish
end

subroutine ELEM BUILD(Nodes,Surf,Elem,A,B,NCount,C)
implicit none

integer, parameter :: NNode
real*s, dimension (NNodes,3)
integer, dimension(Nsurf,3)
integer, dimension(100,3) :
integer I,3,K,4,8,C,NCount

NCount=6

do I=1,NSURF-(c-1)*2
J=1,3

El
if (Surf(1,3) .eq. A) then

90 improved coarse grainer code.
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Figure A.21: Fortran 90 improved coarse grainer code.

if ((Surf(I,(mod(3,3)+1)) .ne. B) .and. (Surf(I,(mod(3+1,3)+1)) .ne. B)) then
NCount=NCount+1

Elem(NCount,1)=A

Elem(Ncount,2)=Surf(I, (mod(3,2)+1))

Elem(Ncount,3)=Surf(I, (mod(3+1,3)+1))

end i

end if

if (surf(1,3) .eq. B) then
if ((surf(I,(med(3,2)+1)) .ne. A) .and. (surf(T,(mod(3+1,3)+1)) .ne. A)) then
41

Elem(NCount,2)=Surf(I, (mod(J,2)+1))
Elem(Ncount,2)=surf(1, (mod(3+1,3)+1))
end if
end if
end do

end do
‘do I=1,NSURF-(C-1)*2
o 0=1,3
if (Surf(I,J) .eq. A) then

if ((Surf(I,(med(3,2)+1)) .eq. B) .or. (Surf(I,(mod(3+1,3)+1)) .eq. B)) then
NCount=NCount+1
Elem(NCount,1)=surf(T,J)
Elem(NCount, (mod{3,3)+1) )=
Elem(NCount, (mod(J+1,2)+1)

end if

rf(L, (mod(3,3)+1))
surf(I, (mod(3+1,3)+1))

end if
end do
end do

|

write(6,*) NCount,A,B
|do_1=1,NCount

|write(6,*) (Elem(1,3),J=1,2)
|end do

subroutine Norm_Length (Nodes, Surf Elem,NCount ,average M2, A,E, length, NA)
implicit none

integer, parameter :: NNodes=59649, NSurf=16960

real*s, dimension(NNodes,2) :: Nodes

real=s, dimension(3) :: X1,X2,X3,X4,NA,NL,N2,MP,average
integer, dimension(NSurf,3) surf

integer, dimension(100,3]
real=a length,lS

inteaer I.J.K.NCount.A.B

end subroutine

Elem

Elem(NCount,2) ,T) -Nodes (Elem(NCount,1) ,T)
Elem(NCount,2) ) -Nodes (Elen(NCount, 1) ,T)
Elem(NCount-1,2),I)-Nodes (Elem(NCount-1,1),I)
Elem(NCount-1,3),T) -Nodes (Elem(NCount-1,1),T)

call vp(x3

call VP(X1,X2,N1)
X4,N2)

write(6,*) (N1(I),I=1
write(s,*) (N2(1),1=1

Length=0.0do

do I-1,3

Tength=N1(I) **2.ode+length
end do

Tength=sqrt (length)

do
N1
end do

1,

E
1(1)/length

Tength=o.0do

do I=!

Teng

end

Tength=sqrt (length)

1,3

th=n2 (1) *+2.edo+length
o

do 11,3
N2(I)=N2(I)/length

end do

3
N1(I)+N2(I))/2.0d0
Nodes (A, I)+Nodes (B,1))/2.8d0

write(6,*) 'NA', (NA(T),1=1,3)

0.0do

1,2

Tength=Na (1) *+2.odo+length
end do

Tength=sqrt (length)

lengtl
do

do I=1,3
NA(I)=NA(T)/length
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Figure A.22: Fortran 90 improved coarse grainer code.

.3
=Length+(Nodes (Elem(I,1),3) -Nodes (Elem(I,2),3))**2.0de

do
Length=sqrt (Length)

if (length .gt. LS) then
Ls=length
end if

~Length+(Nodes (Elem(I,2) ,3) -Nodes (Elem(T, 3),3))*=2

Length=sqrt (Length)

if (length .gt. LS) then
Ls=length

Lengt *Lehgth+(ches(Elem(I 1),3) -Nodes (Elem(T,2),3))**2

end d
Length:sqrt (Length)

if (length .gt. LS) then
Ls=length
end if

end do

do I=1
avsrags(I) MP () -NA(T) *length*s
end d

end subroutine

subroutine CunverQEr(Nudss Elem,NA, M, Average ,NCount)
implicit n

infeger, parameter :: odes
real*s, dimension(NNodes,3) :: Nodes
real*s, dimension(3) :: P1,P2, v3 Pa,NA, WP

real*e, dimension(3) :: Average
integer, dimension(169,3) :: Elem
real¥s Vol,volT2,v1,v2,v3 (Longth,test
real*s, dimension(z] :! U,L,Mil

integer I,J,K,NCount

Length=

do 1=1,3
length=(Nodes (Elem(NCount, 1), 1) -Nodes (Elem(NCount, 2) , 1)) **2

Tength=sqrt (Length)

do T=1,NCount
d

des(Elem(I J) J)
PZ(J) Nndss(ﬂsm(
P2(J)=Nodes (Elen(I,z2), J)
4(3)=Average(3)
end do

call VIET(P1,P2,P3,P4,V0l)

VolT2=Vol+volT2

3
(3)#(1) *Length*NA(J)
DZ(J) Nodes (Elem(I,2],3)
P3(3)=Nodes (Elem(1, 3),3)
P4(2)=Average(J)

end do

call VTET(P1,P2,P3,P4, Vol)

V2=volsvz
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Figure A.23:

write(6,*) ‘average’,(average(I),I=1,3)

do I=1,NCount-2
do J=1,3

3
P1(J)=NP(3)+L(1)*length=NA(J)
P2(J)=Nodes (Elem(T,2),J)
P3(J)=Nodes (Elem(1,3),3)
Pa(J)=Average(J)

en

call VIET(P1,P2,P3,P4,Vol)
v3=vol+v3

end do

V3=V3-volT2

L(2)=v3

write(6,*) 'U,L",U(2),L(2)

MUTE(1)=L(1)-L(2)*(U(1)-L(1))/(u(2) -L(2))

3
PL(J)=MP(3)+mult(1)*1ength=NA(J)
P2(J)=Nodes (Elem(1,2),3)
P3(J)=Nodes (Elem(I,3),3)
pa(J)=Average(J)

end do

call VIET(P1,P2,P3,P4,Vol)
Mult(2)=Vol+Mult(2)
end do
Mult(2)=mult(2)-volT2
write(6,*) ‘mult’,Mult(1),Mult(2)
if (Mult(z) .le.
L(1)=Malt(1)

elseif (mult(2) .
ul1)=malt(1)

end do

do 1=1,3
MP (I)=MP (I)+mult (1) *length*NA(T)
end do

write(s,%) ‘WP, (MP(I),1=1,3)

end subroutine

subroutine VTET(P1,P2,P3,P4,Vol)

implicit none

real*s, dimension(3) :: P1,P2,P3,P4,V1,V2,V3,V4
real*s Vol

integer 1,3,k

call VP(VL,vz,v4)

Vol=abs ((dot_product(v3,v4))/6

end subroutine

Subroutine VB(Binl,Bin2,Bin3)

1Cross Product Subroutine

implicit none

real*s, dimension(3) :: Binl,Bin2,Bin3
Istandard cross product

B1n3(1)= Binl(2)*B1n2(3)-Binl(2)*Bin2(2)
Bin3(2)= Binl(3)*Bin2(1)-Binl(1)*Bin2(3)
Bin3(3)= Binl(1)*Bin2(2)-Binl(2)*Bin2(1)
end subroutine

Fortran 90 improved coarse grainer code.
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