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T he R epressor-Lattice:

Feedback,C om m ensurability,and D ynam icalFrustration.

M ogens H.Jensen,Sandeep K rishna and Sim one Pigolotti�

Niels Bohr Institute, Blegdam svej 17, DK -2100, Copenhagen, Denm ark
y

(D ated:February 21,2024)

W e construct a hexagonal lattice of repressing genes, such that each node represses three of

the neighbors,and use it as a m odelfor genetic regulation in spatially extended system s. Using

sym m etry argum ents and stability analysis we argue that the repressor-lattice can be in a non-

frustrated oscillating state with only three distinctphases. Ifthe system size isnotcom m ensurate

with three, oscillating solutions of severaldi�erent phases are possible. As the strength of the

interactionsbetween the nodesincreases,the system undergoesm any transitions,breaking several

sym m etries.Eventually dynam icalfrustrated statesappear,wherethetem poralevolution ischaotic,

even though thereareno built-in frustrations.Applicationsoftherepressor-latticeto realbiological

system sare discussed.

PACS num bers:05.45.-a,87.18.H f

O urunderstanding ofgeneticregulation insidethecell

hasgreatlyim provedin recentyears.A num berofgenetic

circuits have been quantitatively characterized,ranging

from switchestooscillatorsm adeup ofnegativefeedback

loops. The latterclassofcircuits isubiquitous in regu-

latory networkswith oscillating geneexpressions,two of

the m ost im portant exam ples being the NFkB network

for in
 am m atory response [1,2,3]and the p53-m dm 2

system which regulatescellapoptosis[4,5].

However,decisions taken inside the cellm ay depend

crucially on the environm ent and m ay be cooperative,

i.e. depend on the behavior ofneighboring cells. This

calls for theoreticalm odeling which explicitly takes the

spatialarrangem entofdi� erentcellsinto account.Asa

basicunit,weconsidera negativefeedback loop consist-

ing ofthreeproteinsthatrepresseach otherby blocking

the associated genes,which Leiblerand Elowitz term ed

the ’repressilator’[6]. Previously,others have studied

coupled repressilatorsto investigate quorum sensing [7]

and cell-to-cellcom m unication [8]. As a further step,

one m ight consider system s m ade up ofregular arrays

ofcells interacting in a speci� c m anner with neighbor-

ing cells.Becauseofclosepacking,realarraysofcellsin

planartissuesoften display hexagonalornear-hexagonal

structure,e.g.in hepatic orretinaltissue[9,10,11].

Here we approach this generalproblem by extending

the sim ple repressilatorto a repressor-lattice{ a hexag-

onalarray ofrepeated and overlapping repressilatorm o-

tifs,asshown in Fig.1.Each nodeisrepressed by three

neighboring nodesand atthe sam e tim e repressesthree

other neighbors. A biologicalim plem entation ofsuch a

system would require a tissue where cells com m unicate

speci� cally with theirim m ediateneighbours,ratherthan

in am ean-� eld m annerasin quorum sensing.Such direct

com m unication is in factquite com m on,either through

sm all conduits that connect the cells, or via proteins

that span the m em brane ofthe cells [12]. Further,the

directed nature ofthe interactions would require som e

form ofepigenetic gene silencing,resulting in adjacent

cells expressing di� erent genes even though they have

exactly thesam eDNA [13,14,15].Them odeling fram e-

work weproposeis,however,generaland can beused to

describe other kind ofinterations,such as bidirectional

ones,which m ightbe easierto realizeexperim entally.

The lattice in Fig. 1 can be naturally constructed to

be translationally invariantand such thatalllocalloops

are repressilatorm otifs. W e willapproach the problem

by im posing periodic boundary conditions in order to

preserve translationalinvariance. Later,we willdiscuss

how these resultstranslate to the case ofa large lattice

withouttheperiodicboundary conditions,which ism ore

relevantforbiology.

FIG .1:The construction oftherepressor-lattice from ’units’

ofsinglerepressilatorssuitably placed on a hexagonallattice.

Each link sym bolizes a repressor between two nodes corre-

sponding to repressing genes,proteins,species,etc.

Thebasicrepressilatorm otifm ayexhibitan oscillating

state with a phase di� erence between consecutive vari-

ables equalto 2�/3. O ne can ask whether the entire

repressor-latticem ightexistin an oscillatory statewhere

only threedi� erentphasesareallowed,each di� ering by

2�/3. W e willshow that this is indeed the case, but

latticecom m ensurability e� ectsm ay break thisscenario.

In the repressor-lattice,the variable ata node (m ;n)

isrepressed by three neighboring nodeswhich we repre-

sented by an interaction term Fint,leading to a dynam i-
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FIG .2:System sof3 � 3 (a),4 � 4 (b)and 5 � 5 (c)nodes

subjected to periodicboundary conditionsasindicated by the

extra links. The num bersreferto the di�erentphasesofthe

solutions just above Hopf bifurcations. In (a) the solution

exhibits sym m etry with respect to rotations ofangles which

are m ultiplesof2�=3.In (b),(c)thissym m etry isbroken,so

that3 distinctsolutionscoexistabove the Hopfbifurcation.

calequation forthe concentration ofspeciesxm ;n:

dxm ;n

dt
= c� 
 xm ;n + �Fint (1)

W e consider two types ofinteraction term s { either an

additiverepression (an ’orgate’):

Fint =
1

1+ (
xm + 1;n

K
)h
+

1

1+ (
xm ;n � 1

K
)h
+

1

1+ (
xm � 1;n + 1

K
)h

(2)

ora m ultiplicativerepression (an ’and gate’):

Fint =
1

1+ (
xm + 1;y

K
)h

�
1

1+ (
xm ;n � 1

K
)h

�
1

1+ (
xm � 1;n + 1

K
)h

:

(3)

In eithercaseweusestandard M ichaelis-M enten term s

to m odelthe repression. The param eterc m easuresthe

constitutiveproduction oftheproteins,
 determ inesthe

degradation rateand � thestrength oftherepression by

anotherprotein.Further,K isthe dissociation constant

ofthe binding com plex whereas h is the Hillcoe� cient

m easuring itscooperativity.Forsim plicity weassign the

sam eparam etervaluesto allthenodesin thelattice.W e

note thatRef.[6]also introduced the associated m RNA

foreach gene resulting in six coupled ordinary di� eren-

tialequations. For sim plicity we keep only the protein

variablesleading to threecoupled equations-a singlere-

pressilator with this sim pli� cation can stillbe brought

into an oscillating state[16].
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FIG .3: Solutions ofrepressor-lattices ofsizes a): 3 � 3,b):

4 � 4,c): 5 � 5,d): 6 � 6 with m ultiplicative interactions,

Eq.(3)and param etersc= 0:1;
 = 1:0;K = 1:0;h = 2.The

value of� is in each case chosen to be just above the Hopf

bifurcation. Note that three,four and �ve di�erent phases

existin a),b),c),respectively. In d)there are howeveronly

three di�erentphases.

Fora singlerepressilatorthereexistsa largeregim eof

param eter space where oscillations are possible [6,16].

The transition to oscillationsoccursvia a Hopfbifurca-

tion. W e � nd sim ilar behavior in the repressor-lattice.

Asa starting point,a latticewith 3 � 3 nodesasin Fig.

2a wassim ulated both with additive,Eq. (2),and m ul-

tiplicative,Eq. (3),couplings. Justabove the Hopfbi-

furcations,we found sm ooth oscillationswith only three

distinctphasesasindicated bythenum bers1,2,3labeling

thenodesin Fig.2a.Theoscillating tim eseriesisshown

in Fig. 3a. These solutions are trivially related to the

solutionsofthe basicrepressilatorm otifsinceeach node

receives three identicalinputs,with a 2�=3 phase shift

with respectto itself.Notethatthissolution isinvariant

underlattice rotation ofm ultiplesof2�=3

However,thisscenario isnotcom pletely general. For

instance,in the caseofa lattice ofsize 4 � 4 (16 nodes)

the corresponding dynam icalsolutions are di� erent,as

shown in Fig. 3b. Asin the previouscase (Fig. 3a)we

arerelativelyclosetothe� rstHopfbifurcation.However,

now phasesoftheoscillating solutionsdi� erby 2�/4 be-

tween the nodes.The origin ofthisisa com m ensurabil-

ity e� ectbetween thenum berofnodesin thelatticeand

the associated num berofpossible phasesofthe oscillat-

ing solutions. This com m ensurability e� ect is ofcourse

enforced by theperiodicboundary conditions.Thecom -

plete structureofthe phasesisshown on the 4 � 4 unit

cellin Fig. 2b. The case of5 � 5 is also a� ected by
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com m ensurability e� ects,asshown in Figs.2c and 3c.

As opposed to the 3 � 3 system ,here the inputs ar-

riving to a speci� c node are di� erent. This re
 ects the

factthattheoscillatory solution isno longerrotationally

invariant. W e note thatalllattices which are com m en-

surate by three,i.e. 6 � 6 (see Fig. 3d),9 � 9,etc,

allow a non-frustrated,sym m etric state sim ilarto the 3

� 3 system .These periodicsolutionsallexhibita G old-

stone m ode in the sense that it is possible to slide the

phasesaslongasthephasedi� erencesarekeptconstant.

Thism eansthatthe speci� cvaluesofthe phasesforthe

solutionsaredeterm ined by the initialconditions.

In order to understand these solutions in depth, we

perform a stability analysis. W e considerthe \or" gate

Eqs. 1,2 and,since the system istranslationally invari-

ant,we search fora constanthom ogeneoussolution:

xm ;n = x
�
8m ;n �! 3�K h = (
x�� c)(K h+ x�

h
): (4)

The equation for x� alwayshas one,and only one,real

positivesolution.The nextstep isto perturb the hom o-

geneoussolution in orderto perform a stability analysis.

W e considera � rstorderperturbation ofthe form :

xm ;n(t)= x
� + �exp

�

�t+
2�i(km m + knn)

L

�

: (5)

Notice thatsince the solution m usthave the periodicity

ofthelattice,km and kn should benaturalnum bersand

also 1 � km ;kn � L. Plugging the solution into Eq.

(1)and expanding to � rstorderin � yieldsthe following

dispersion relation:

� = � ~a

�
e
2� ikm

L + e
� 2� ikn

L + e
2� i(kn � km )

L

�
� 
; (6)

where ~a = �hK h(x�)h�1 =[K h + (x�)h]2. O ther kind of

interaction term s lead to the sam e dispersion relation

sim ply with a slightly di� erent de� nition ofx� and ~a;

for exam ple,taking m ultiplicative interactions leads to

~a = �(h=K )(x�=K )h�1 =[1 + (x�=K )h]4. Eigenvalues �

with apositiverealpartwilldestabilizethehom ogeneous

solution.Takingtherealpartofexpression(6),theeigen-

valuewith thelargestrealpartistheonethatm inim izes

the function:

f(km ;kn)=

cos

�
2�kn

L

�

+ cos

�

�
2�km

L

�

+ cos

�
2�(km � kn)

L

�

:(7)

Before � nding the solutions,we stressthatf(km ;kn)=

f(� km ;� kn),whiletheim aginary partoftheeigenvalue

changes sign when the wave vector changes sign. This

m eans that the two vectors (km ;kn) and (� km ;� kn)

m inim izingthefunction f arethecom plexconjugatepair

that willcause the Hopfbifurcation. The function f is

independent ofthe param eters ofthe system ,m eaning

thatthe kind ofpattern dependsnoton the form ofthe

interaction (as long as the lattice is hom ogeneous with

the sam e geom etry),but on the num ber ofsites in the

lattice. The value of
 determ ines only how m uch we

haveto increase~a to encounterthe Hopfbifurcation.

Plotting the function f(km =L;kn=L) in the � rst

Brillouin zone, 0 � km ;kn < L we see that it

achieves its absolute m inim um for the couple ofeigen-

values (km =L;kn=L) = (1=3;2=3) and (km =L;kn=L) =

(2=3;1=3),where f(km ;kn) = � 3=2,see Fig. 4. This

m eansthata Hopfbifurcation willoccurwhen 3~a = 2
.

O fcoursethesewavevectorsareallowed only when L is

a m ultiple of3,so that the values ofkm and kn at the

m inim um arenaturalnum bers.

k  /L

k  /L

m

n

FIG .4:Thelandscapeofthefunction Eq.(7).Red dotsm ark

absolutem inim a,corresponding tothesym m etricsolution for

L m ultiple of3. Blue lines m ark the bottom ofthe valleys

around them inim a.W hen L isnotm ultipleof3,theabsolute

m inim a are notachievable,and the degenerate solutions are

given by 3 com plex conjugate pairsalong these valleys.

W ecan ofcoursem inim izethefunction f also forval-

ues ofL that are not m ultiples of3. For L = 4,the

m inim um is f(1;3) = f(3;1) = � 1,but also f(2;3) =

f(3;2) = � 1 and f(3;4) = f(4;3) = � 1. The case

L = 5 is also a degenerate case. The m inim um is

f(2;3)= f(3;2)� � 1:30902,butalsof(1;3)= f(4;2)�

� 1:30902 and f(2;4) = f(3;1) � � 1:30902. Allcases

thatare notm ultiplesof3 have thisdegeneracy,due to

the sym m etry ofthe lattice. Close to the Hopfbifur-

cation, the num ber of observed phases willre
 ect the

periodicity ofthe eigenfunction.In particular,therewill

alwaysbe 3 distinctphasesifL isa m ultiple of3 and L

phasesifL isa prim enum ber.

The phases ofthe eigenfunctions can be used to � g-

ure outhow the oscillation pattern willlook like on the

lattice: sites on the lattice at a distance � m ;� n such

thatkm � m + kn� n = 0 willbe in phase.Fig.2cshows

oneofthesesolutionsofthe5 � 5lattice,nam ely f(4;1).

Theother’sym m etric’solutionscan beobtained through

rotationsofm ultiplesof2�=3,respecting the hexagonal

rotationalsym m etry ofthe lattice.

O ne m ight expect that the sym m etric solutions with
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FIG .5: A speci�c chaotic solution for a 5 � 5 lattice with

m ultiplicative coupling (Lyapunov exponent equalto 0.028)

obtained at a coupling strength equalto � = 12:8 with the

variable in node (4;5) plotted against the variable in node

(2;2). O ther param eter values are: c = 0:1;
 = 1:0;K =

1:0;h = 3. Inset: Bifurcation diagram ,showing the m axim a

and m inim a for dynam icalsolutions in the node point (4;5)

afteratransientperiod of15000 tim eunits.Theextrem alval-

uesareplotted againstvaryingvaluesofthecouplingstrength

�.ThecriticalvaluefortheHopfbifurcation calculated from

the dispersion relation 6 (see m ain text)gives�c = 1:838.

� ve di� erentphases,Fig.2c,could existeven when pa-

ram etersarevaried.Thisisnotthe case:when the cou-

plingparam eter� isincreased,severaltransitionsrelated

to strong non-lineare� ectstakeplace.Starting outwith

sm ooth periodic solutions of � ve distinct phases, am -

plitude m odulations set in when the coupling constant

� � 2:6. Atthe sam e param etervalue,we also observe

thatsom ephasesthatweredistinctbeforethistransition

now coalesce with each other. At higher �-values,am -

plitude m odulationsbecom e even m ore pronounced and

furtherm ore tem poralperiod-doubling sets in. Increas-

ing � even m ore,chaotic solutionseventually appearas

shown in the bifurcation diagram and the attractor of

Fig.5 (sim ilarbifurcation diagram sareobserved forre-

pressive cell-cellcom m unication [8]). Even though the

lattice ism ade up ofsim ple repressilatorswithoutlocal

frustration,the resulting dynam ics is chaotic: it is not

possibleto keep thesim ple� ve-phasesolutionswhen the

repressilators are coupled strongly with the neighbors.

Each nodein the5� 5latticeexhibitsadi� erentbifurca-

tion diagram (no sim pleperiod � vesym m etry operations

are present)showing thatallsym m etriesare eventually

broken through a seriesofnon-lineartransitions.

O nem ay wonderhow realisticperiodicboundary con-

ditions are for m odeling realbiologicalsystem s. In the

3 � 3 case,this m ight be im plem ented in a single cell

with 9 di� erentgenes,each repressed by three di� erent

ones.Having in m ind extended system s,a m orerealistic

caseisto consideralarge,� nitelatticewith non-periodic

boundary conditionsto representan isolated planartis-

sue,in which cells at the boundary receive no external

signal. W e found from sim ulations that such a system

shows frustration e� ects sim ilar to the case ofperiodic

boundaries: when the steady state is destabilized,cells

farfrom theboundariesexhibitthethree-phasedynam ics

oftherepressilatorcircuit,whilecloserto theboundaries

the dynam icsism ore irregular,with m ore phasespossi-

ble.W e did notobserve any chaosin thiscase,even for

very largevaluesof�.

In conclusion,the lattice m odelwe have investigated

hereprovidesa sim plestarting pointto study regulation

in spatially extended biologicalsystem s. Future direc-

tion could include,forinstance,introducing an intrinsic

’frustration’in the repressor-lattice. There are several

waysofdoing this,e.g. by lattice defects,orm utations

m odifying som e ofthe interactions. For exam ple, one

can considerwhathappenswhen a speci� crepressorlink

ism utated into an activator.These generalizationsm ay

provide a usefulfram ework for describing m ore speci� c

casesofcell-to-cellcom m unication in biologicaltissues.
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