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W e construct a hexagonal lattice of repressing genes, such that each node represses three of
the neighbors, and use it as a m odel for genetic regulation in spatially extended system s. U sihg
sym m etry argum ents and stability analysis we argue that the repressor-lattice can be n a non—
frustrated oscillating state w ith only three distinct phases. If the system size is not com m ensurate
w ith three, oscillating solutions of several di erent phases are possible. A s the strength of the
Interactions between the nodes increases, the system undergoes m any transitions, breaking several
sym m etries. E ventually dynam ical frustrated states appear, w here the tem poralevolution is chaotic,
even though there are no built-in frustrations. A pplications of the repressor-lattice to realbiological

system s are discussed.

PACS numbers: 0545.4,87.18H f

O ur understanding of genetic requlation inside the cell
hasgreatly in proved In recent years. A num ber ofgenetic
circuits have been quantitatively characterized, ranging
from sw itchesto oscillatorsm ade up ofnegative feedback
loops. The latter class of circuits is ubiguitous In regu-—
latory networks w ith oscillating gene expressions, two of
the m ost In portant exam ples being the NFkB netw ork
for n amm atory response B, E, E] and the p53-m dm 2
system which regulates cell apoptosis @,B].

However, decisions taken inside the cellm ay depend
crucially on the environm ent and m ay be cooperative,
ie. depend on the behavior of neighboring cells. This
calls for theoretical m odeling which explicitly takes the
spatial arrangem ent of di erent cells into account. As a
basic unit, we consider a negative feedback loop consist—
Ing of three proteins that repress each other by blocking
the associated genes, which Lebler and E low itz term ed
the ’repressilator’ E]. P reviously, others have studied
coupled repressilators to Investigate quorum sensing ]
and cellto-cell com m unication ]. A's a further step,
one m ight consider system s m ade up of reqular arrays
of cells nteracting in a speci ¢ m anner with neighbor-
Ing cells. Because of close packing, realarrays of cells In
planar tissues often display hexagonal or near-hexagonal
structure, eg. in hepatic or retinal tissue ,,].

Here we approach this general problem by extending
the sin ple repressilator to a repressor-lattice { a hexag—
onal array of repeated and overlapping repressilatorm o—
tifs, as shown in Fig.[d. Each node is repressed by three
neighboring nodes and at the sam e tim e represses three
other neighbors. A biological in plem entation of such a
system would require a tissue where cells com m unicate
speci cally w ith their in m ediate neighbours, rather than
In amean- eldm annerasin quorum sensing. Such direct
comm unication is in fact quite comm on, either through
an all conduits that connect the cells, or via proteins
that span the m em brane of the cells @]. Further, the
directed nature of the interactions would require som e

form of epigenetic gene silencing, resulting n adjpcent
cells expressing di erent genes even though they have
exactly the sasmeDNA E,ﬂ,@]. Them odeling fram e~
work we propose is, how ever, generaland can be used to
describe other kind of interations, such as bidirectional
ones, which m ight be easier to realize experin entally.

The lattice in Fig. [0 can be naturally constructed to
be translationally invariant and such that all local loops
are repressilator m otifs. W e w ill approach the problem
by imposing periodic boundary conditions in order to
preserve translational invariance. Later, we w ill discuss
how these resuls translate to the case of a large lattice
w ithout the periodic boundary conditions, which ism ore
relevant for biology.
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FIG .1l: The construction of the repressor-attice from "units’
of single repressilators suitably placed on a hexagonal lattice.
Each link symbolizes a repressor between two nodes corre—
sponding to repressing genes, proteins, species, etc.

T hebasic repressilatorm otifm ay exhib it an oscillating
state wih a phase di erence between consecutive vari-
ables equal to 2 /3. One can ask whether the entire
repressor-lattice m ight exist in an oscillatory state where
only three di erent phases are allowed, each di ering by
2 /3. We will show that this is lndeed the case, but
lattice comm ensurability e ectsm ay break this scenario.

In the repressor-lattice, the variable at a node @ ;n)
is repressed by three neighboring nodes which we repre—
sented by an interaction tem F;,¢, leading to a dynam i-
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FIG.2: System sof 3 3 @),4 4 ) and 5 5 (c) nodes
sub ected to periodic boundary conditions as indicated by the
extra links. The num bers refer to the di erent phases of the
solutions jist above Hopf bifircations. In (@) the solution
exhiits sym m etry with respect to rotations of angles which
aremultiplesof2 =3. In (), (c) this symm etry is broken, so
that 3 distinct solutions coexist above the H opfbifircation.

calequation for the concentration of species Xy ;p, :

dxp n

=cC Xn o t Fj @)
at m ;N int

W e consider two types of interaction tem s { either an
additive repression (@an ‘or gate’):

1 1 1

Fine = + +
int 1+ (M)h 1+ (Xm,-_nl)h 1+ (w)h
@)

K K
or a m ultiplicative repression (an ‘and gate’):

1 1 1

1+ (xmél;y)h 1+ (xmén 1)h 1+ (Xm Kl;n+1>h
3)
In either case we use standard M ichaelisM enten tem s
to m odel the repression. T he param eter c m easures the
constitutive production ofthe proteins, detem inesthe
degradation rate and the strength of the repression by
another protein. Further, K is the dissociation constant
of the binding com plex whereas h is the Hill coe cilent
m easuring its cooperativity. For sin plicity we assign the
sam e param eter values to allthe nodes in the lattice. W e

int —
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note that Ref. ] also introduced the associated m RN A
for each gene resulting in six coupled ordinary di eren-
tial equations. For sin plicity we keep only the protein
variables leading to three coupled equations —a single re—
pressilator w ith this sin pli cation can still be brought
Into an oscillating state @].

FIG . 3: Solutions of repressor-lattices of sizes a): 3
4 4,¢c): 5 5 d): 6

3,b):
6 w ith m ultiplicative interactions,
Eqg. @) and parametersc= 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
exist in a), b), c), respectively. In d) there are however only
three di erent phases.

For a single repressilator there exists a large regin e of
param eter space where oscillations are possble E, ].
T he transition to oscillations occurs via a H opf bifiirca-
tion. We nd sin ilar behavior in the repressor-lattice.
A s a starting point, a latticewih 3 3 nodesas in Fig.
[Za was sin ulated both w ith additive, Eq. [2), and mul
tiplicative, Eq. [3), couplings. Just above the Hopfbi-
fiurcations, we found sm ooth oscillations w ith only three
distinct phases as indicated by the num bers1,2,3 labeling
the nodes in Fig.[2h. T he oscillating tin e series is shown
in Fig. Ba. These solutions are trivially related to the
solutions of the basic repressilatorm otif since each node
receives three identical inputs, wih a 2 =3 phase shift
w ith respect to itself. N ote that this solution is invariant
under lattice rotation ofmultiples of2 =3

H ow ever, this scenario is not com pletely general. For
instance, in the case of a lattice of size 4 4 (16 nodes)
the corresponding dynam ical solutions are di erent, as
shown in Fig. [Bo. As in the previous case Fig.[3a) we
are relatively closeto the rstH opfbifircation. H owever,
now phases of the oscillating solutionsdi erby 2 /4 be-
tween the nodes. T he origin ofthis is a com m ensurabil-
ity e ect between the num ber ofnodes in the lattice and
the associated num ber of possible phases of the oscillat—
ing solutions. This comm ensurability e ect is of course
enforoed by the periodic boundary conditions. T he com —
plete structure of the phases is shown on the 4 4 unit
cellin Fig. [Zb. The case of 5 5 is also a ected by



com m ensurability e ects, as shown in Figs[Zc and 3.

A s opposed to the 3 3 system , here the inputs ar-
riving to a speci ¢ node are di erent. This re ects the
fact that the oscillatory solution is no longer rotationally
Invariant. W e note that all Jattices which are comm en—
surate by three, ie. 6 6 (see Fig. 3d), 9 9, etc,
allow a non-frustrated, symm etric state sin ilar to the 3

3 system . T hese periodic solutions allexhbit a G old—
stone m ode In the sense that i is possble to slide the
phases as Iong asthe phase di erences are kept constant.
Thism eans that the speci c values of the phases for the
solutions are detem ined by the initial conditions.

In order to understand these solutions in depth, we
perform a stability analysis. W e consider the \or" gate
Egs. 2 and, since the system is translationally invari-
ant, we search for a constant hom ogeneous solution:

Xnm =% 8m;n ! 3K"=(x oK +x"): @)
The equation or x always has one, and only one, real
positive solution. T he next step is to perturb the hom o-
geneous solution in order to perform a stability analysis.
W e consider a rst order perturbation of the form :

2 ikym + kyn)
L

Xmm B =x + exp t+ 5)
N otice that since the solution m ust have the periodiciy
ofthe lattice, k, and k, should be naturalnum bers and
also 1 km 7kn L. Plugging the solution into Eg.
[[) and expanding to rst order in  yields the Hllow ing
dispersion relation:
2 ikp 2 ikp 2 i(kp kmp )
= a et +e T +e E ;

(6)

wherea= hK®@& )" 1=K"+ & )"P. Other kind of
Interaction tem s lead to the sam e dispersion relation
sinply with a slightly di erent de nition of x and a;
for exam ple, taking m ultiplicative interactions leads to
a= 0=FK)x =K )" '=0+ & =K )"'. Eigenvalues

w ith a positive realpart w ill destabilize the hom ogeneous
solution . Taking the realpart ofexpression [6), the eigen—
value w ith the largest realpart is the one that m Inin izes
the function:

f ko ikn) =

2k 2
° 4+ cos

(km
L

kn)

cos + cos «(7)

Before nding the solutions, we stress that £ (g ;k,) =

f( kn; kn),whik the in agihary part ofthe eigenvalue
changes sign when the wave vector changes sign. This
m eans that the two vectors (ky ;kn) and ( ky; kn)
m Inin izing the finction £ are the com plex con jugate pair
that w ill cause the Hopfbifircation. The function f is
Independent of the param eters of the system , m eaning
that the kind of pattem depends not on the form of the

Interaction (@s long as the lattice is hom ogeneous w ith
the sam e geom etry), but on the number of sites in the
lattice. The valie of detem ines only how much we
have to increase a to encounter the H opfbifircation.

P otting the function f &k, =L;k,=L) in the st
Brillouin zone, O kn jkn < L we see that it
achieves its absolute m ininum for the couple of eigen—
values (, =L;k,=L) = (1=3;2=3) and (, =L;k,=L) =
(2=3;1=3), where f k, ;k,) = 3=2, seeFig. [4. This
m eans that a H opfbifircation will occur when 3a = 2
O focourse these wave vectors are allowed only when L is
a muliple of 3, so that the values of k, and k, at the
m Inimum are naturalnum bers.

FIG .4: T he Jandscape ofthe fiinction Eq. [1). R ed dotsm ark
absolutem inim a, corresponding to the sym m etric solution for
L multiple of 3. Blue lnes m ark the bottom of the valleys
around them Inim a. W hen L isnotm ultiple of 3, the absolute
m inin a are not achivable, and the degenerate solutions are
given by 3 com plex conjigate pairs along these valleys.

W e can of course m inin ize the function f also orvalk
ues of L that are not multiples of 3. For L = 4, the
minimum is £(;3) = £@;1) = 1, but also £@2;3) =
£@G@;2) = 1land £@G;4) = £4;3) = 1. The case
L = 5 is also a degenerate case. The mininum is
£@2;3)=£@3G;2) 1:30902,butalso £ (1;3) = £ (4;2)

130902 and £ 2;4) = £ (3;1) 1:30902. A1l cases
that are not m ultiples of 3 have this degeneracy, due to
the symm etry of the lattice. C lose to the Hopf bifur-
cation, the number of observed phases will re ect the
periodicity of the eigenfunction. In particular, there w i1l
alwaysbe 3 distinct phases if L isamultiple of3 and L
phases if I is a prin e num ber.

T he phases of the eigenfunctions can be used to g—
ure out how the oscillation pattem w ill look lke on the
lattice: sites on the lattice at a distance m; n such
thatk, m + k, n= 0willbe in phase. Fig.[Zc shows
one ofthese solutionsofthe 5 5 lattice, nam ely £ (4;1).
T he other 'sym m etric’ solutions can be obtained through
rotations of m ultiples of 2 =3, respecting the hexagonal
rotational sym m etry of the lattice.

O ne m ight expect that the sym m etric solutions w ith



FIG.5: A speci c chaotic solution fora 5 5 lattice with
m ultiplicative coupling (Lyapunov exponent equal to 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). Other param eter values are: ¢ = 0:1; = 10;K =
10;h = 3. Inset: B ifurcation diagram , show ing the m axim a
and m Inim a for dynam ical solutions In the node point (4;5)
after a transient period of15000 tin e units. T he extrem alval-
ues are plotted against varying values of the coupling strength
. The critical value for the H opfbifircation calculated from
the dispersion relation [d (see m ain text) gives .= 1:838.

ve di erent phases, F iglc, could exist even when pa-—
ram eters are varded. T his is not the case: when the cou—
pling param eter is increased, severaltransitions related
to strong non-lineare ects take place. Starting out w ith
an ooth periodic solutions of ve distinct phases, am —
plitude m odulations set in when the coupling constant

2:%. At the sam e param eter value, we also cbserve
that som e phases that w ere distinct before this transition
now coalesce with each other. At higher -wvalues, am —
plitude m odulations becom e even m ore pronounced and
furthem ore tem poral period-doubling sets In. Increas—
Ing even m ore, chaotic solutions eventually appear as
shown in the bifircation diagram and the attractor of
Fig.[d (sin ilar bifurcation diagram s are observed for re—
pressive celkcell com m unication E]) . Even though the
lattice ism ade up of sin ple repressilators w ithout local
frustration, the resulting dynam ics is chaotic: it is not
possble to keep the simple vephase solutionswhen the
repressilators are coupled strongly w ith the neighbors.
Eachnodein the5 5 Jatticeexhibitsadi erentbifirca—
tion diagram (no sin ple period ve symm etry operations
are present) show Ing that all sym m etries are eventually
broken through a series of non-linear transitions.

Onem ay wonder how realistic periodic boundary con—
ditions are for m odeling real biological system s. In the
3 3 case, this m ight be mmplem ented iIn a sihglk cell
wih 9 di erent genes, each repressed by three di erent
ones. Having in m ind extended system s, a m ore realistic
case isto considera large, nite lattice w ith non-periodic

boundary conditions to represent an isolated planar tis—
sue, In which cells at the boundary receive no extermal
signal. W e fund from sinulations that such a system
show s frustration e ects sin ilar to the case of periodic
boundaries: when the steady state is destabilized, cells
far from the boundariesexhibit the three-phase dynam ics
ofthe repressilator circuit, w hile closer to the boundaries
the dynam ics ism ore irreqular, w ith m ore phases possi-
ble. W e did not observe any chaos In this case, even for
very large values of

In conclusion, the lattice m odel we have investigated
here provides a sim ple starting point to study regulation
In spatially extended biological system s. Future direc—
tion could include, for instance, Introducing an intrinsic
"frustration’ in the repressor-httice. There are several
ways of doing this, eg. by lattice defects, or m utations
m odifying som e of the interactions. For example, one
can consider w hat happenswhen a speci ¢ repressor link
ismutated Into an activator. T hese generalizationsm ay
provide a usefill fram ew ork for describbing m ore soeci ¢
cases of celkto-cell com m unication in biological tissues.
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