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Fluctuation of a bilayer composed by surfactants
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We investigated the properties of lipid bilayer fluctuations using molecular dynamics. We

modeled the surfactant as a diatomic molecule, constructed a bilayer in the solvent, and

observed the Fourier spectrum of its fluctuations. The results showed that q4 behavior was

dominant at the high temperature, whereas a crossover from q4 to q2 was observed at the low

temperature. This behavior is complementary to the results for monolayer membranes, where

q2 behavior was dominant when the interfacial tension was high, whereas a crossover from

q2 to q4 was observed when the interfacial tension was lowered [S. Kikuchi and H. Watanabe,

J. Chem. Phys., 158 12 (2023)]. These results suggest that the restoring force is dominated

by elasticity at high temperatures and by interfacial tension at low temperatures. We also ob-

served radial distribution functions to investigate the structure of surfactants in lipid bilayers.

The structure of the surfactant depends on temperature in the direction horizontal to the inter-

face, while it does not depend on temperature in the direction perpendicular to the interface.

This result suggests that lipid bilayers increase fluctuations while maintaining the membrane

structure in high temperature.

1. Introduction

The lipid bilayer consists of two layers of lipids, with the hydrophilic heads facing out-

ward and the hydrophobic tails facing inward.1, 2) Since the lipid bilayer is a fundamental

structure forming the basis of the cell membrane, understanding lipid bilayers is essential

both in biology and drug delivery.3) However, describing lipid bilayers using the continuum

representation is challenging since the atoms’ behavior significantly affects the membrane’s

properties. Recently, developments of computational power allow us to perform all-atom sim-

ulations of membranes by molecular dynamics (MD) simulations.4, 5) The numerical studies

investigated the generation process of the vesicles,6, 7) the relation between the fluidity and
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the molecular orientation,8, 9) and the drug permeation through lipid bilayers.10)

One of the fundamental properties of the membrane is its elasticity. For example, when

the cell is deformed, the elasticity of the bilayer maintains its shape.11) In the ventricular assist

devices, the local pressure gradient causes hemolysis with damage in the red blood cells.12, 13)

In addition to the deformation, the lipid bilayers are affected by the blood flow and the ther-

mal fluctuations.14, 15) In the previous models of lipid bilayers with realistic parameters, the

elasticity was dominant for the restoring force. However, in the case of the monolayer, the

main restoring force of the membrane was found to originate from the interfacial tension with

finite interfacial tension, whereas the crossover from the interfacial tension to the elasticity

was observed as the interfacial tension decreased.16) These results implied that the parameters

at the interface affected the fluctuations, and therefore, it is expected that crossovers similar

to those observed in monolayers can be observed in bilayers. On the other hand, there can be

differences in behavior derived from the structure of monolayers and bilayers, but how they

differ needs to be clarified. In this paper, we aim to investigate the similarities and differences

in the behavior of monolayers and bilayers by molecular dynamics.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we describe the method. The

results are described in Sec. 3. Section 4 is devoted to the summary and discussion.

2. Method

We adopted the Lennard-Jones (LJ) and the Weeks-Chalender-Andresen (WCA) potential

as interactions of lipid molecules. The LJ potential is described by

φ(r) =



















4ε
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(r < rc),

0 (r ≥ rc),
(1)

where σ is the atomic diameter, ε is the well depth and r is the distance between the atoms.

The cutoff length is denoted by rc. In the following, we adopt the reduced unit such that the

σ, ε, and kB are unity. We set rc = 3.0 for the LJ potential and rc = 21/6 for the WCA potential.

The LJ interaction represents the attraction between atoms while the WCA represents the

repulsion.

In this paper, the solvent molecules, the hydrophilic and hydrophobic molecules of the

lipid molecules were represented as one atom, respectively. The lipid molecule is modeled

as a diatomic molecule with a hydrophobic atom and a hydrophilic atom bonded together.

In order to investigate the fluctuations of the lipid bilayer, we prepare the bilayer separating

the solvent as shown in Fig. 1 (a). The lipid molecule are placed at the liquid-liquid interface

and act as the amphiphilic molecules. The z axis is the normal to the interface. As shown in
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Fig. 1 (b), the solvent, the hydrophili, and the hydrophobic atoms are referred to as A, B, and

C atoms, respectively. We set the interaction between the solvent atoms and the hydrophilic

atoms (A-B) as the LJ potential, the interaction between A-C as the WCA potential, and the

interaction between B-C as the WCA potential with the well depth ε = 1.05. The interaction

between the same atoms is set as the LJ potential. We adopted the harmonic potential as the

bond interaction in the surfactants which is

V(r) = K(r − l0)2 (2)

where l0 is the bond length and K is the spring constant. The bond length is set to l0 = 1.50

and the spring constant is set to K = 200 throughout this study. Note that the interactions

between atoms of the same surfactant molecule are not considered.

z

x, y

(a) A A
B BC C (b)

Fig. 1. (Color online) (a) The schematic view of the simulation box. The bilayer membrane separates the

solvent. The interface is normal to the z-axis. The solvent, hydrophilic, and hydrophobic atoms are referred to

as A, B, and C atoms, respectively. (b) The typical snapshot of the simulations. The interface fluctuates.

The typical snapshot is shown in Fig. 1 (b). We used Visual Molecular Dynamics (VMD)

for the visualization.17) The total number of the atoms was set to N = 1 600 000. The simula-

tions were performed using the Large-scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel Simulator

(LAMMPS).18) The temperature and pressure in the simulation box are maintained by the

Nosé-Hoover thermostat and the Andersen barostat.19–21) The pressure was set to P = 0.20

and the temperature range 0.65 ≤ T ≤ 0.80 was studied. The velocity Verlet algorithm is

used for the time integration with a time step of 0.005.22) Simulations were performed up to

3 000 000 steps.

After the system had equilibrated, we calculated the spectra of membrane fluctuations and

the radial density function (RDF) g(r) of atoms. The area near the interface (80 < z < 120) of

the simulation box was divided into G×G sections in the x−y direction. The center of gravity

of the lipids in each rectangle was defined as the interface position h(x, y), where G = 30 in
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this study. Then we obtain the spectrum h(q) by the Fourier transformation of h(x, y), where

q is the wavenumber. The Fourier transform of the height h(x, y) is given by

h(qx, qy) =
1

G

G−1
∑

x=0

G−1
∑

y=0

h(x, y) exp{−i2π(qxx + qyy)/G}. (3)

After calculating the h(qx, qy), we obtain the h(q) by averaging h(qx, qy) for the angular dis-

tribution, where q =
√

q2
x + q2

y . The spectra of fluctuations are denoted by4)

|h(q)|2 =
kBT

γq2 + κq4
. (4)

where γ is the interface tension, κ is the elasticity of the interface, kB = 1 is the Boltzmann

constant, respectively. Equation (4) means that the q2 component of the membrane fluctuation

originates from the interfacial tension and the q4 components from the elasticity.

3. Results

The snapshots of the simulations are shown in Fig. 2. The membrane was flat in low

temperature (T = 0.70), while the membrane fluctuated significantly in high temperature

(T = 0.80). Therefore, it is expected that the fluctuation properties of the interface depend on

temperature.

Fig. 2. (Color online) The snapshots of the simulations in (a) low temperature (T = 0.70) and (b) high

temperature (T = 0.80). Only surfactants are shown for the visibility. While the membrane of the surfactants is

almost flat in low temperature, it is fluctuating in high temperature.

The density profile of the solvent atoms is shown in Fig. 3. At the high temperatures, sol-
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vent densities were finite near the interface, and solvent appeared to seep into the membrane.

However, this behavior originated from membrane fluctuations and not the seeping of solvent

molecules, as will be shown later.
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Fig. 3. The solvents’ density profile. The density is almost zero at low temperature (T = 0.70). Therefore,

the membrane completely separates the interface. The density of the solvents at the interface increases as the

temperature increases.

In the previous work on the fluctuations of the monolayer membrane, the restoring force

originated from the interfacial tension when the interfacial tension was finite, whereas the

elasticity became the dominant force when the interfacial tension was virtually zero.16) This

investigation suggests that the fluctuation’s nature also changes with the membranes’ inter-

facial tension. To study the relation between the surface tension and the fluctuation of the

membrane, we investigated the temperature dependence of the interface tension, which is

shown in Fig. 4. At the low temperature (T = 0.70), when the membrane was almost flat, the

interfacial tension was finite, while at the high temperature (T = 0.80), when the membrane

was highly fluctuating, the interfacial tension was virtually zero.

In the case of the monolayer membrane, the crossover from q2 to q4 was observed as

the interface tension decreased, which reflects that the restoring force was changed from the

interfacial tension to the elasticity. Therefore, we investigated the fluctuation spectra of the

membrane to identify its restoring force. The temperature dependence of the fluctuation spec-

tra is shown in Fig. 5. While the crossover from q2 to q4 was observed at the low temperature,

only q4 behaviors were observed at high temperatures. To identify the power exponents of the
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Fig. 4. The temperature dependence of the interfacial tension. The interfacial tension decreases as the tem-

perature increases and becomes virtually zero at T = 0.80.

spectra, q2|h(q)| and q4|h(q)| are plotted as functions of q in Fig. 6.23) The q2 behavior exists at

low temperatures, but the q4 behavior becomes dominant at high temperatures. These results

indicate that q2 behavior was observed when the interfacial tension was finite, and only q4

behaviors were observed when the interfacial tension was virtually zero. The change in the

fluctuation can be originated from the change in the crystalline structure of the membrane.

For example, the membrane can be stiff at a low temperature since the surfactants are aligned

in an alternating crystal structure. Still, the membrane becomes soft since the crystalline

structure melts as temperature increases. To investigate the crystal structure, we calculated

the RDF of the membrane. The RDF between solvents (A-A) is shown in Fig. 7 (a), and the

RDF between solvent and hydrophobic atoms (A-C) is shown in Fig. 7 (b). The temperature

dependence was observed in the RDF between A-A. This result is consistent with the gen-

eral solvent. On the other hand, the RDF between A-C was almost zero, regardless of the

temperature. This behavior indicates that the solvent atoms did not penetrate the membrane,

and the interaction between the solvent and the hydrophobic atoms did not change the inter-

facial tension. Figure 8 (a) shows the RDF between the hydrophobic atoms (B-B), and Fig. 7

(a) shows the RDF between B-C. The apparent temperature dependence was observed in the

RDFs between the same types of atoms. These results imply that the horizontal fluidity in

the membrane increases as the temperature increases. On the other hand, the temperature de-

pendence was not observed in the RDF between the hydrophilic atoms and the hydrophobic
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atoms. This result shows that the structure of the membrane did not change with temperature.

Consequently, the membrane increases its fluctuation, keeping its microscopic structure as

the temperature increases.
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Fig. 5. The temperature dependence of the spectra |h(q)|2. The Decimal logarithm is taken for both axes.

(a) The low temperature (T = 0.70). q4 was only observed. (b) The high temperature (T = 0.75, 0.80). The

crossover from q2 to q4 was observed.
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Fig. 6. Graphs of (a) q2|h(q)|2 and (b) q4|h(q)|2. The Decimal logarithm is taken for both axes. At the low

temperature (T = 0.70), q2|h(q)|2 was constant in the small wavenumber region. This behavior indicates that q2

is dominant. With the high temperature (T = 0.80), q4|h(q)|2 was constant in the small wavenumber region. This

behavior indicates that q4 is dominant.

4. Summary and Discussion

In this paper, we investigated the fluctuations of bilayer membranes using MD simula-

tions. The power spectra of the membrane fluctuations changed with temperature. Since the

membrane separated the solvents, the interfacial tension was slightly affected, and q4 be-

havior was only observed with low temperatures. However, when the temperature was low
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Fig. 7. Graphs of the RDF g(r). (a) The RDF between the solvent atoms (A-A). The temperature dependence

was seen. (b) The RDF between the solvent atoms and the hydrophobic atoms (A-C). The RDF was almost zero,

which indicates that the solvent did not penetrate the membrane.
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Fig. 8. Graphs of the RDF g(r). (a)The RDF between the hydrophilic atoms (B-B). There exists the temper-

ature dependence. (b) The RDF between the hydrophilic atoms and the hydrophobic atoms (B-C). The RDFs

exhibit virtually no temperature dependence.

enough to see the effect of the interfacial tension, the crossover from q4 to q2 behaviors was

observed.

Here, we discuss the relation between the monolayer and the bilayer membranes. Table I

summarizes the relation between the fluctuations and the interfacial tension, combined with

the results of the monolayers.16) In the previous study, q2 behavior was observed, and the in-

terfacial tension was dominant for the fluctuations of monolayer when the interfacial tension

was finite, whereas the crossover from q2 to q4 was observed, which indicates that the elastic-

ity was dominant when the interfacial tension was almost zero. In this paper, increasing the

temperature in the bilayer membrane corresponds to reducing the interfacial tension, which

is complementary to the results for the monolayer.

We also observed RDFs to investigate the relationship between membrane fluctuation

and microscopic atomic interactions. We found that the interaction between the same types
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Table I. Table of fluctuations in monolayer and bilayer membranes. In the monolayer membrane, q2 behavior

was only observed in the region where the interfacial tension was finite, and the crossover from q2 to q4 was

observed when the interfacial tension was almost zero. In the bilayer membrane, in contrast, the crossover from

q2 to q4 in the region where the interfacial tension was finite, while q4 behavior was only observed when the

interfacial tension was almost zero.

q2 only Crossover q2 to q4 q4 only

Monolayer

γ , 0 γ = 0

Bilayer

γ , 0 γ = 0

of atoms depends on the temperature. In contrast, the interaction between different surfac-

tant atoms did not depend on temperature. These results imply that the lipid bilayers are

anisotropic in their interactions, and the anisotropy alters the structure of the membrane.

The effect of the asymmetry on the fluctuations is the subject of future work. Although

we modeled lipid bilayers as symmetric membranes, the real lipid bilayers are composed of

various lipids, and asymmetry facilitates deformation in specific directions.24) Understanding

their behavior will lead to further insights into lipid bilayers.
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