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Abstract. A weak correlation between the diffusion-exponent fluctuations and the
temperature fluctuations is discussed based on recent experimental observations for
protein diffusion inside bacteria. Its existence is shown to be essential for describing the
statistical properties of the fluctuations. It is also quantified how largely the fluctuations

are modulated by the weak correlation.



1. Introduction

A recent experiment in Ref. [1] (see also Ref. [2]) has elucidated a highly heterogeneous
diffusion phenomenon for histonelike nucleoid-structuring proteins (i.e., DNA-binding
proteins) in living Escherichia coli bacteria. Such nucleoid-associated proteins interact
with DNA as well as themselves, distributing uniformly over the bacterium. The
experimental technique of single-particle tracking has made intriguing results available

at the level of individual trajectories of the proteins: the mean square displacement of a

given protein, F, scales as
AX? ~ D, t° (1)

for elapsed time, t, where D, is the diffusion constant and « is the (anomalous)
diffusion exponent. (Here and hereafter, the symbols we use are slightly different from
those in Ref. [1].) Normal diffusion shows « =1, whereas the case with « #1(>0)

corresponds to anomalous diffusion [3-5].

An exotic observation [1] is that not only the diffusion constants but also the diffusion
exponents fluctuate in a wide range: the distribution of the diffusion constants decays as
the following power law

¢(D,)~D,7"" )

with the exponent »=0.97, whereas the diffusion exponent obeys a non-trivial
distribution in the range 0<«a <2. It is noted that the distribution in Eq. (2) has been
obtained for dimensionless numerical values of D, since the dimension of D,
changes depending on the values of «. For small elapsed time, only normal diffusion
has been observed, for which the diffusion constant, D, also obeys asymptotically a
power law, #(D)~D “* with the exponent x=1.9. The power-law nature of the

fluctuations is an unexpected result, since it is quite different from the exponential law

found for bacteria, for example, in Ref. [6] (see also Refs. [7,8] for an entropic approach



to this law and Ref. [9] for a formal analogy of such a fluctuating diffusivity to
thermodynamics).

The distributions of fluctuations are known to play a central role for describing non-
Gaussian distributions of displacements, a point which will be mentioned later in the
present context. In fact, there are relevant discussions suitable for biological application:
in Refs. [10,11], the diffusion-constant fluctuations are treated, whereas the diffusion-
exponent fluctuations are considered in Refs. [12,13], (which were originally motivated
by a work in Ref. [14]). These discussions are based on the concept of so-called
superstatistics [15] (see Refs. [16-27] for recent developments, for example). In addition,
the fluctuations similar to the present ones have experimentally been observed in other
biological systems as reported in Refs. [28-31].

A remarkable feature [1] is as follows. The bacteria have been classified into three
groups based on their cell age (or, equivalently cell length), for which the mean square
displacement in an ensemble average, i.e., an average of square displacement over all of
the individual trajectories has been analyzed, giving rise to both an average diffusion
constant and an average diffusion exponent. The experimental results for such groups
have then shown that in terms of the cell age, the average diffusion constant increases
significantly, whereas the average diffusion exponent is approximately constant, i.e., it
increases only slightly.

In this article, we discuss a weak correlation between the diffusion-exponent
fluctuations and the temperature fluctuations developed in a recent work in Ref. [32]. It
is shown that the existence of such a weak correlation is essential for describing the
statistical properties of the fluctuations. We also quantify how largely the fluctuations are

modulated by the weak correlation.

2. Weak correlation

Let us consider that the proteins exhibit a stochastic motion over the bacterium, which is
regarded as a complex medium for the protein diffusion and is divided into many small
local regions or “blocks”. There, both the diffusion constant and the diffusion exponent
in Eqg. (1) slowly fluctuate locally, the time scale of which is much larger than that of the

dynamics of the proteins. In non-equilibrium statistical physics, the diffusion constant is



proportional to temperature through the Einstein relation [33], in general. Therefore, we

focus ourselves on the joint fluctuations of the diffusion exponent, «, and the inverse

temperature, £, given without loss of generality by

9(a, p)=9(a| p)f(B), ©)

where g(a|f) is the conditional fluctuation distribution describing the probability of
a, givenavalue of £, and f(f) isthe marginal fluctuation distribution describing
the probability of £.

For f(/), we suppose the following x> distribution [34]:
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in the whole range of S <(0,0), where f, isthe average value of g and I'(x) is
the Euler gamma function. Under the assumption of the relation D o1/ 3, Eq. (4)turns
out to offer an inverse gamma distribution in terms of D, decaying asymptotically as
#(D), which fits with the experimental data quite well, as can be seen in Fig. 3 in Ref.
[32]. In addition, the distribution of the dimensionless numerical values of D, has also

been found to take the form of an inverse gamma distribution, exhibiting the power-law
nature of Eq. (2), see Fig. 1 in Ref. [32].
Regarding g(«a| f), let us recall the experimental fact that the average diffusion

exponent increases only slightly with respect to the cell age. This fact suggests the

existence of a weak correlation between o« and g atthe statistical level. In other words,
a and g are not fully statistically independent. Accordingly, we describe the

conditional fluctuation distribution based on the weak correlation. To do so, let us express

it as

g(a|p)=e"V (5)



with a suitable function, h(e|f), which is approximately constant in terms of £ in
its whole range: its first derivative with respectto /S issmall so that we expand it around
at f=p, up to the first order of B-p,, ie., h(a|p)=h,(a)+h,(x)(B-25),
where  h,(a)=h(a|B,) and h(x)=h'(ax|p,), and the prime stands for
differentiation with respect to . Therefore, we have the following conditional

fluctuation distribution:
g(a|B) ~ag(a| B)expl(B— L) h ()] (6)

with h,(«) being small, guaranteeing the weakness of correlation.
From Egs. (4) and (6), we can immediately obtain the marginal fluctuation

distribution g(«) = Idﬂ g(a, p), leadingto

exp( — S, hy(@) )

=9 ) () 17

()

where the quantity 1— (A, / ux)h,(«) has been assumed to be positive and this is indeed

the case for EQ. (12) below, see Ref. [32] for this point.
Equation (7) is formal without determining the conditional distribution. Below, we

propose a concrete form for it. Like the Einstein relation, for D, in Eq. (1), we assume

the following relation

D,=D,,~——, 8)

where s isthe characteristic time being required for displacement of the proteinand c
is a positive constant. This relation seems to be experimentally supported as discussed in

Ref. [32] (see also Ref. [35] for a relevant discussion). Motivated by the above-mentioned



distribution of D,, it is supposed [32] that given a value of /3, the normalized

probability distribution of the dimensionless numerical values of D, also follows the

inverse gamma distribution given by

#(D,) o A7D, exp(— E—AJ ©)

a

with A= A(B) being a dimensionless positive quantity depending on . From Egs.

(8) and (9), therefore, the conditional fluctuation distribution is given by

ob

g(alﬂ)=‘a—“"’ #(D,), (10)
(04

where « is supposed to be distributed in the interval 0< e« <2. Since this distribution

should have a weak dependence on S, A(B) is considered to take the following form:
A(B)=a(B)/ B, where a(f) is a positive quantity depending weakly on S and
accordingly isexpandedas a(B)=a,+a,(S—-B,) With a,=a(s) and a,=a'(B).
To realize the weakness, a, should be small. Thus, the conditional fluctuation

distribution behaves as
oa| p) o s exp[— %(msa} (11)

from which h,(«) is found to be given by

@) =""2((s7), -5 (12)



with (Q) Ejozda d(| B,)Q, see Ref. [32] for details. It is noted here that the

distribution in Eq. (11) ispeaked at & =, (f) =[In(c/a(f)) ]/In's, and the condition

a, <0 isimposed since the center of this distribution should tend to approach the origin
a=0 as £ increases, which turns out to require a, to be negative. As can be seen in
Fig. 2 in Ref. [32], g(«) in Eq. (7) with Egs. (11) and (12) shows a good agreement
with the experimental data, highlighting how essential the existence of the weak

correlation is.

3. Quantification of the modulation of fluctuations by weak correlation
Equation (7) shows that the conditional fluctuation distribution is modulated by the weak
correlation. In this section, we quantitatively discuss such a modulation by introducing

the following quantity:

v 9(e)
G(a|B)=In @18 (13)

This gives a measure about how largely the fluctuations are modulated by the weak
correlation: G>0 (G <0), if the modulation is enhanced (suppressed). The quantity is

calculated to be
G(a|p) ~-uln (1—%h1(a)]—ﬁh1(a), (14)

where Egs. (6) and (7) have been used.
In Fig. 1, we present the plot of G(«|/f) in Eq. (14) with Eq. (12) in the case of

B =p,. There, it is observed that the quantity takes large values near « =0, in

particular, meaning that the modulation is dominant for small values of «. This seems

to explain why a local minimum in the marginal distribution g(«) appears (see Fig. 2

in Ref. [32]), showing an interesting aspect of the role of the weak correlation.
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Figure 1. The quantity G(«| ) in Eq. (14) with Eq. (12) at S = f,. The same
numerical values as employed in Ref. [32] are used. All quantities are dimensionless.

4. Concluding remarks
We have discussed a weak correlation between the diffusion-exponent fluctuations and
the temperature fluctuations based on a highly heterogeneous diffusion phenomenon
observed experimentally for histonelike nucleoid-structuring proteins in living
Escherichia coli bacteria. We have shown that the existence of the weak correlation is
crucial for describing the statistical properties of the fluctuations. We have also quantified
how largely the fluctuations are modulated by the weak correlation.

As mentioned in the Introduction, fluctuations play a central role for describing the
non-Gaussian displacement distributions. For the experimental results in Ref. [1], the

displacements of the proteins have been found to obey a q -Gaussian distribution [36]

(also called a Pearson-type VII distribution [37]), which exhibits a power-law behavior
for large displacements. In Ref. [32], such a distribution has been derived by
incorporating, in a superstatistical way, the fluctuations into a process of fractional

Brownian motion [38,39], for which a fractional operator [40] constitutes a key, in



accordance with the experimental data. In Ref. [41], fluctuating diffusivity of proteins is
discussed in terms of protein conformational fluctuation, which is very relevant in our

context.

Acknowledgements

The present article is based on a talk given by Y. I. at the 10th International Conference
on Mathematical Modeling in Physical Sciences (September 6-9, 2021, Virtual, on-line
Conference). He would like to thank the organizers of the conference for providing him
with the opportunity to give a talk. The authors thank Ralf Metzler for drawing their
attention to Ref. [41]. The work of Y. I. has been supported by a Grant-in-Aid for
Scientific Research from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (No. 21K03394).

References

[1] Sadoon A A and Wang Y 2018 Phys. Rev. E 98 042411

[2] Sadoon A A et al. 2020 Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 86 e02479

[3] Bouchaud J-P and Georges A 1990 Phys. Rep. 195 127

[4] Hofling F and Franosch T 2013 Rep. Prog. Phys. 76 046602

[5] Metzler R, Jeon J -H, Cherstvy A G and Barkai E 2014 Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
16 24128

[6] Lampo T J, Stylianidou S, Backlund M P, Wiggins P A and Spakowitz A J 2017
Biophys. J. 112 532

[7] Itto Y 2019 Eur. Phys. J. B 92 164;
see also Entropy explains RNA diffusion rates in cells, EPJ B Highlight, 2
August 2019  (https://epjb.epj.org/epjb-news/1776-epjb-highlight-entropy-

explains-rna-diffusion-rates-in-cells).
[8] Itto Y 2019 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1391 012054
[9] Itto Y 2021 Entropy 23 333
[10] Chechkin AV, Seno F, Metzler R and Sokolov | M 2017 Phys. Rev. X 7 021002



https://epjb.epj.org/epjb-news/1776-epjb-highlight-entropy-explains-rna-diffusion-rates-in-cells
https://epjb.epj.org/epjb-news/1776-epjb-highlight-entropy-explains-rna-diffusion-rates-in-cells

[11]
[12]
[13]

[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]

[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]
[28]

[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]

[34]
[35]
[36]

Metzler R 2020 Eur. Phys. J. Special Topics 229 711

Itto Y 2014 Phys. Lett. A 378 3037

Itto Y 2017 Frontiers in Anti-Infective Drug Discovery vol. 5, ed Atta-ur-Rahman
and M Igbal Choudhary (Sharjah: Bentham Science Publishers) p 3

Itto Y 2012 J. Biol. Phys. 38 673

Beck C and Cohen E G D 2003 Physica A 322 267

Yalcin G C, Rabassa P and Beck C 2016 J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49 154001

Schafer B, Beck C, Aihara K, Witthaut D and Timme M 2018 Nat. Energy 3 119

Colomb E H 2019 Ecol. Complex. 39 100777

lliopoulos A, Chorozoglou D, Kourouklas C, Mangira O and Papadimitriou E 2019
Boll. Geof. Teor. Appl. 60 531

Williams G, Schéfer B and Beck C 2020 Phys. Rev. Res. 2 013019

Hidalgo-Soria M and Barkai E 2020 Phys. Rev. E 102 012109

dos Santos M A F and Junior L M 2021 Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 144 110634

Mitsokapas E, Schéfer B, Harris R J and Beck C 2021 Sci. Rep. 11 7855

dos Santos M A F, Colombo E H and Anteneodo C 2021 arXiv:2106.10525

Rydin Gorjdo L, Schafer B, Witthaut D and Beck C 2021 New J. Phys. 23 073016

Korabel N, Han D, Taloni A, Pagnini G, Fedotov S, Allan VV and Waigh T A 2021
arXiv:2107.07760

Schéfer B, Heppel C M, Rhys H and Beck C 2021 iScience 24 102881

Li H, Dou S -X, Liu Y -R, Li W, Xie P, Wang W -C and Wang P -Y 2015 J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 137 436

Stadler L and Weiss M 2017 New J. Phys. 19 113048

Etoc F et al. 2018 Nat. Mater. 17 740

Sabri A, Xu X, Krapf D and Weiss M 2020 Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 058101

Itto Y and Beck C 2021 J. R. Soc. Interface 18 20200927

Nelson P 2004 Biological Physics: Energy, Information, Life (New York: W H
Freeman and Company)

Beck C 2001 Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 180601

Goychuk 12009 Phys. Rev. E 80 046125

Tsallis C 2009 Introduction to Nonextensive Statistical Mechanics: Approaching a
Complex World (New York: Springer)

10



[37]
[38]
[39]
[40]

[41]

Pearson K 1916 Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. A 216 429

Mandelbrot B B and van Ness J W 1968 SIAM Rev. 10 422

Goychuk 1 and Kharchenko V O 2013 Math. Model. Nat. Phenom. 8 144

Hilfer R ed. 2000 Applications of Fractional Calculus in Physics (Singapore: World
Scientific)

Yamamoto E, Akimoto T, Mitsutake A and Metzler R 2021 Phys. Rev. Lett. 126
128101

11



