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Biological and living systems possess the inherent capacity to process information across spatiotem-
poral scales, displaying the hallmark ability to constantly adapt their responses to ever-changing
and complex environments. In this work, we show that adaptation is a fundamental mechanism
that spontaneously emerges when the system seeks to both maximize its information on external
environments and minimize the unavoidable dissipation of its receptors. Adaptive responses arise
in a narrow optimal regime characterized by such information-dissipation trade-off and a maximal
information gain over time. Surprisingly, in systems close to optimality, the dynamics of adaptation
reveals that the information gain is necessarily tangled with a reduction of the entropy produced
by microscopic processes and an increase in the efficacy of feedback mechanisms. Moreover, we
demonstrate that adaptation necessarily requires the simultaneous presence of negative feedback
and a slow mechanism of information storage, while being independent of biological details. Finally,
we employ our framework to investigate large-scale neural adaptation in zebrafish larvae subjected
to repeated visual stimulation, paving the way for the understanding of the essential mechanisms
that underlie adaptive behaviors and information processing in biological and living systems.

Sensing and adaptation mechanisms in biological sys-
tems span a wide range of temporal and spatial scales,
from cellular to multi-cellular level, forming a basis
for decision-making and the optimization of limited re-
sources [1–8]. Prominent examples include the modula-
tion of flagellar motion operated by bacteria according
to changes in the local nutrient concentration [9–11], the
regulation of immune responses through feedback mech-
anisms [12, 13], and the maintenance of high sensitivity
in varying environments for olfactory or visual sensing in
mammalian neurons [14–18].

In the last decade, advances in experimental techniques
fostered the quest for the core biochemical mechanisms
governing information processing. Simultaneous record-
ings of hundreds of biological signals made it possible to
infer distinctive features directly from data [19–22]. How-
ever, many approaches fall short of describing the con-
nection between the underlying chemical processes and
the observed behaviors [23–26]. As a step in this direc-
tion, a multitude of works focused on the architecture
of specific signaling networks, from tumor necrosis factor
[12, 13] to chemotaxis [9, 27], highlighting the essential
structural ingredients for their efficient functioning. An
observation shared by the majority of these studies is the
key role of a negative feedback mechanism to induce an
emergent adaptive response [28–31].

Any information-processing system, biological or not,
must obey information-thermodynamic laws that pre-
scribe the necessity of a storage mechanism [32], an un-
avoidable feature compatible with the structure of nu-
merous chemical signaling networks [9, 28]. The stor-
age of information consumes energy during processing
[33, 34], implying that general sensing mechanisms have
to take place out-of-equilibrium [3, 35–37]. The recent

discovery of memory molecules in different contexts [38–
40] hints at a possible implementation of storing mech-
anisms directly at the molecular scale, providing a mi-
croscopic dynamical memory that lays the biochemical
foundation for the emergence of adaptive responses at
different biological scales.

Consequently, negative feedback, storage mechanisms,
and out-of-equilibrium conditions seem to be necessary
requirements for a system to process environmental in-
formation and consequently adapt. At both sensory and
molecular levels, adaptation manifests as a progressive
decay in the amplitude of the response to repeated or
prolonged stimulation. In these terms, it is manifestly
a ubiquitous phenomenon, from biochemical concentra-
tions [41–43] to populations of neurons [44–46]. Due to
its universality, the aforementioned ingredients driving
adaptation should be independent of the specific spa-
tiotemporal scales and chemical pathways through which
the system of interest operates. However, a comprehen-
sive framework linking the microscopic processes imple-
menting these mechanisms and the emergent macroscopic
features is still elusive.

In this work, we design a novel archetypal model for
sensing to study the conditions upon which adaptive
responses emerge from the underlying processes. Our
scheme resolves the minimal ingredients needed to imple-
ment energy consumption, negative feedback, and stor-
age mechanisms, providing striking analogies with real
biological networks across different scales. By deriving
an exact solution of the model, we identify the key mech-
anisms driving adaptation - negative feedback provided
by slow information storage. We find that adaptation is a
fundamental process through which the system dynam-
ically builds up information on the environment while
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the model architecture and biological examples at different scales. (a) A receptor R can be either in
an active (A) or passive (P ) state, with transitions following two pathways, one used for sensing (red) and affected by the
environment h, and the other (blue) modified by the storage concentration, [S]. An active receptor increases the response
of a readout population U (orange), which in turns stimulates the production of storage molecules S (green) that provide a
negative feedback to the receptor. (b) In chemotaxis, the input ligand binds to membrane receptors, regulating motor control
and producing phosphate groups, whose concentration regulates the receptor methylation level. (c) Similarly, in tumor necrosis
factor (TNF) signaling the nuclear factor NF − κB is produced after receptor binding to TNF. NF − κB modulates the
encoding of the zinc-finger protein A20, which closes the feedback loop by inhibiting the receptor complex. (d) In olfactory
sensing, odorant binding induces the activation of adenylyl cyclase (AC). AC stimulates a calcium flux, eventually producing
phosphorylase calmodulin kinase II (CAMKII) which phosphorylates and deactivates AC. (e) In neural response, multiple
mechanisms may take place at different scales. In zebrafish larvae, visual stimulation is projected along the visual stream from
the retina to the cortex, a coarse-grained realization of the R-U dynamics. Inhibitory populations and molecular mechanisms,
such as short-term synaptic depotentiation, are responsible for an adapted response upon repeated stimulation.

reducing internal dissipation. This twofold advantage ap-
pears in a narrow optimal region of parameters character-
ized by an information-dissipation trade-off, constraining
the range of operations of any biological system. We fi-
nally test our ideas at the mesoscopic scale of neural re-
sponses of zebrafish larvae subjected to repeated visual
stimuli, hinting at a possible functional role of the ob-
served adaptive behavior in real-world scenarios.

I. ARCHETYPAL MODEL FOR SENSING IN
BIOLOGICAL SYSTEMS

We describe a receptor R that can be either active (r = 1)
or passive (r = 0), with the two states separated by an
energetic barrier ∆E = EA − EP > 0 (Figure 1a). The
receptor undergoes spontaneous transitions between the
passive and active states and it is stimulated by an exter-
nal signal h(t), the input to be encoded by the system.
The environment, described by a time-dependent prob-
ability distribution pH(h, t), acts as a non-equilibrium
energetic driving that favors activation. Conversely, in-
hibition takes place through a negative feedback process
mediated by the concentration of a chemical population
S. Its role is to store information about the external sig-
nal and use it to limit further activation of the sensing

network.
Activation triggered by the environmental signal acts

along a “sensing pathway” (superscript H), while the
inhibition mechanism affects the “internal pathway” (su-
perscript I) between the receptor’s states. This choice
represents a coarse-grained description of the different
chemical networks that realize these two processes. Re-
action rates follow the standard Arrhenius’ law:

Γ
(H)
P→A = eβ(h−∆E)Γ0

H Γ
(H)
A→P = Γ0

H (1)

Γ
(I)
P→A = e−β∆EΓ0

I Γ
(I)
A→P = Γ0

Ie
βz(s/NS)

where Γ0
H and Γ0

I set the timescales of the two pathways.

Inhibition of the receptor, Γ
(I)
A→P , depends on the concen-

tration of S at a given time through a function z(s/NS),
where NS is the maximum number of storage molecules
available. Crucially, the presence of two different transi-
tion pathways creates an internal non-equilibrium cycle
in receptor dynamics (see Appendix A).
The receptor actively drives the production of a read-

out population U , which represents the direct response of
the system to external environmental signals. As such,
we consider it to be the observable that characterizes
adaptive behaviors. It may describe, at different scales,
phosphate molecules for chemotactic response [9, 27], the
nuclear factor in TNF signaling networks [12, 13], calcium
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for olfactory sensing mechanisms [14, 15], or photorecep-
tors for visual sensing [16–18] (Figures 1b-e). In full gen-
erality, we model the dynamics of both readout and stor-
age populations with birth-and-death master equations.
In particular, the dynamics of U is given by:

∅U → U U → ∅U (2)

Γu→u+1 = e−β(V−cr)Γ0
U Γu+1→u = (u+ 1)Γ0

U

where u denotes the number of molecules, V is the energy
needed to produce a readout unit, c the receptor-induced
driving, and Γ0

U sets the process timescale. Hence, ac-
tive receptors transduce the environmental energy into
an active pumping on the readout node, allowing readout
molecules to encode information on the external signal.

In turn, readout units catalyze the production of a
storage population S, whose number of molecules s is
described by:

U +∅S → U + S S → ∅S (3)

Γs→s+1 = ue−βσΓ0
S Γs+1→s = (s+ 1)Γ0

S

where σ is the energetic cost of a storage unit, Γ0
S sets

its timescale, and s = NS is a reflective boundary. A de-
pletion of readout molecules by storage production will
not change the results, since, as we will see, the dynam-
ics of U is the fastest one. S may model phosphorylated
methylesterase (CheB-P) in chemotactic networks [27],
the zinc-finger protein in TNF signaling [12], memory
molecules sensitive to calcium activity [38], and synaptic
depotentiation, or, at a more coarse-grained scale, neu-
ral populations that regulate neuronal response (Figure
1b-e). Storage molecules, as we will see, are responsi-
ble for encoding the readout response and play the role
of a finite-time memory. For simplicity, in Eq. (1) we
choose z(s/NS) = κσs/NS , where κ is a proportionality
constant that sets the inhibition strength.

In the complete architecture (Figure 1a), four different
timescales are at play, one for receptors, τR, one for the
readout, τU , one for the storage, τS , and another for the
environment, τH . We employ the biologically plausible
assumption that U undergoes the fastest evolution, while
S and H are the slowest degrees of freedom [27, 47], i.e.,
τU ≪ τR ≪ τS ∼ τH . Importantly, this model can be
declined to analyze systems at very different scales. The
chemically consistent structure of its rates allows us to
directly describe reactions taking place at the molecular
scale of biochemical networks (Figure 1b-d). However,
we may as well assume that the dynamics of receptors,
readout, and storage represent a coarse-grained, macro-
scopic description without specific biological details in
mind (Figure 1e). Thus, on the one hand, this mini-
mal model contains the microscopic ingredients needed
to implement dissipative effects, negative feedback, and
storage mechanisms. On the other hand, it allows us to
tackle the general features shared across biological scales,
and in particular to understand under which conditions
the system is able to adapt to external changes in the
environment H.

II. ADAPTATION AS AN
INFORMATION-DISSIPATION TRADE-OFF

A. Optimal responses in a constant environment

The system dynamics is governed by four different oper-
ators, ŴX , with X = R,U, S,H, one for each chemical
species, and one for the external field. The resulting mas-
ter equation is:

∂tP =

[
ŴR(s, h)

τR
+

ŴU (r)

τU
+

ŴS(u)

τS
+

ŴH

τH

]
P , (4)

where P denotes, in general, the joint propagator
P (u, r, s, h, t|u0, r0, s0, h0, t0), with u0, r0, s0 and h0 ini-
tial conditions at time t0. The intrinsic timescale sepa-
ration, i.e., the biologically plausible assumption that in
our model one must take

Γ0
S ≪ Γ0

I ≈ Γ0
H ≪ Γ0

U ,

allows us to find an exact self-consistent solution to
Eq. (4) at all times t (see Appendix B and Supple-
mentary Information). To maintain analytical tractabil-
ity, we choose an exponentially distributed environment
pH(h, t) ∼ exp [−h/ ⟨H⟩ (t)], where ⟨H⟩ is the possibly
time-dependent average environmental signal.
To show that adaption is a spontaneously emerging

feature, we first need to characterize the information-
thermodynamic properties of the system as a function of
its parameters. It is crucial to note that, in the presence
of an external signal H, the receptor is necessarily driven
out of equilibrium. The energy dissipation per unit tem-
perature is given by

δQR(t) =

〈
log

(
Γ
(H)
P→AΓ

(I)
A→P

Γ
(H)
A→PΓ

(I)
P→A

)〉

= β

(
⟨H⟩ (t) + κσ

⟨S⟩ (t)
NS

)
. (5)

Further, we must quantify how much information on en-
vironmental changes the system is able to capture when
responding to the stimuli. The system’s response is cod-
ified by the readout population U , with distribution pU .
Formally, we are interested in the mutual information
between U and H at time t:

IU,H(t) = H[pU ](t)−
∫ ∞

0

dh pH(h, t)H[pU |H ](t) (6)

where H[p](t) is the Shannon entropy of the probability
distribution p, and pU |H denotes the conditional proba-
bility distribution of U given H. In principle, any infor-
mation processing system needs to both maximize IU,H

and minimize δQR.
Throughout this work, we focus on the two most rele-

vant parameters: β, which quantifies the strength of the
internal noise of the system, and σ, the energetic cost of
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FIG. 2. Adaptation emerges as an information-dissipation trade-off. (a) Pareto front (black line) in the features space that
minimizes receptor dissipation, δQR, and maximizes encoded information on the signal H by the readout U , IU,H . Below the
front, the system exploits the available energy suboptimally, reaching lower values of information. In contrast, the region above
the front is physically inaccessible. (b-c) Contour plots of IU,H (blue) and δQR (red) in the parameters space (β, σ), with the
optimal front projected in the same space (dashed black line). Notice that in the (β, σ) plane all points are, by construction,
physically accessible. (d) Above optimality, high dissipation triggers strong responses without adaptation, since σ is too high
and the storage is ineffective. (e) At optimality, the trade-off between information and dissipation leads to a balance between
σ and β and, in turn, to an adaptive behavior. (f) Below optimality, the storage is effective and the response is weak, but low
values of β make the noise and the signal almost indistinguishable.

building storage. By taking advantage of the exact so-
lution of the model, we seek the optimal values of (β, σ)
that minimize δQR while maximizing IU,H at a constant
⟨H⟩ (see Appendix C). Since we expect β to be fixed
by the noise level, this constrained optimization process
should be interpreted as the system tuning its internal
parameters - i.e., σ - to achieve optimality. The result is
a Pareto front in the (δQR, IU,H) space, shown in Figure
2a. At a given amount of (unavoidable) dissipation in
the receptors, the Pareto front represents the maximum
amount of information between its readout and the exter-
nal input that the system can encode. The region below
the front is therefore suboptimal, although physically ac-
cessible. In contrast, the points above the front are not
accessible, as higher values of IU,H cannot be attained
without increasing δQR. Hence, by definition, any bio-
logical system should tune to the Pareto front to achieve
optimality.

By plotting the Pareto-like front in the parameter
space, we obtain an optimal curve of operation for the
system (see Figures 2b-c). In the high-noise regime (small
β), optimal sensing is found at a large energetic cost σ, as
the creation of storage molecules due to strong thermal
fluctuations has to be prevented. In this case, informa-

tion processing is not particularly effective, i.e., mutual
information is small, and the system operates in close-to-
equilibrium conditions. Conversely, the low-noise regime
(large β) is characterized by far-from-equilibrium sens-
ing. As thermal fluctuations are almost negligible, a
small energetic cost of storage allows the system to be
more sensitive to the external signal, and IU,H reaches
higher values.

B. Adaptation emerges at the optimal front

Biological systems are usually exposed to dynamic
stimuli. Although we derived the Pareto front max-
imizing information and minimizing dissipation in the
presence of a static environment, we will now show that
there is an intimate connection between this optimality
and adaptation, which intrinsically is a dynamical quan-
tity. In particular, we now turn to the case of a time-
dependent signal ⟨H⟩ (t), focusing on the case in which
⟨H⟩ (t) is a square wave switching between two values
⟨H⟩max - an active signal - and ⟨H⟩min - an inactive one.
In this way, the strength of the inputs changes, but their
statistic does not.
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Surprisingly enough, we find that adaptive responses
exclusively emerge close to the Pareto-like surface asso-
ciated with the value of the active signal, ⟨H⟩max (Fig-
ure 2d-e-f) Above optimality, the response of the system
is strong but constant in time. Further, this stronger
response comes at the price of high energy dissipation
(Figure 2d). On the other hand, below optimality, the
system is not able to distinguish external signals from
noise. Thus, its readout population is only weakly acti-
vated and information is low (Figure 2f). Instead, op-
timal sensing coincides with the emergence of adaptive
responses, where the average readout population, ⟨U⟩,
decreases in time as the system adapts to the repeated
inputs from the environment (Figure 2e).

Thus, our first result is that adaptation fosters the en-
coding of external information in the system response,
while at the same time minimizing the unavoidable en-
ergy dissipation in the receptor due to the sensing pro-
cess. Such information-dissipation trade-off emerges in a
narrow region of parameters space close to the optimal
front to which any system that shows adaptive responses
must be tuned. In the Supplementary Information, we
check the robustness of our observations, testing different
choices for the dynamics of the environmental input.

As we have seen, negative feedback is a common in-
gredient in a multitude of adaptive systems [28–31] and,
in our minimal model, is mediated by the storage popu-
lation S. We expect adaptation to crucially depend on
S. To quantify its effect, we estimate the increase of
information due to the presence of the storage as

∆If = I(U,S),H − IU,H (7)

which we refer to as the feedback information. The first
term quantifies how much information the system’s inter-
nal populations, U and S, have about the environment
H at once. Thus, Eq. (7) represents how much the pres-
ence of the feedback increases (∆If > 0) or decreases
(∆If < 0) the overall information that the system is
able to capture. We show in the Supplementary Infor-
mation that, by enforcing the simultaneous maximization
of all information-theoretic quantities, i.e., IU,H and ∆If ,
while minimizing δQR, a Pareto-like surface emerges, en-
larging the optimal from in Figure 2a, but the results
remain qualitatively unchanged. The system can now
operate in a (narrow) optimal region where more vari-
ability is allowed in internal model parameters. On one
hand, this finding entitles the feedback information to
be a relevant information-theoretic quantity on par with
the mutual information; on the other, it opens the av-
enue for future investigations on the connection between
feedback, storage, and other sources of dissipation in real-
world biological systems, to further constraint the region
of parameter space in which they can effectively operate.

III. INFORMATION THERMODYNAMICS OF
ADAPTIVE RESPONSES

A. Adaptation dynamically maximizes information
and reduces internal dissipation

We have shown above that adaptive responses emerge in
a narrow optimal region corresponding to a Pareto front
that maximizes information and minimizes receptors dis-
sipation. Although unexpected, this observation does not
say anything about how relevant information-theoretic
quantities dynamically behave during adaptation. To in-
vestigate this aspect and shed light on the information-
thermodynamic advantages of adaptation, we now tune
the parameters to the Pareto front, and study in detail
the behavior of the system under a periodic switching
signal.
In Figure 3a we show that, as expected, ⟨U⟩ decreases

in time, adapting the response of the system to a repeated
statistically identical input. This is a direct consequence
of the increase of the average storage population, ⟨S⟩,
which inhibits receptor activation (Figure 3b). We stress
here that, due to the timescale separation regime, each
point ⟨U⟩ (t) and ⟨S⟩ (t) plotted over time represents a
steady-state of the system with respect to the fastest
species, hence these dynamical features cannot be inter-
preted as a mere transient relaxation phenomenon. A
mean-field relation between ⟨U⟩ and ρ̄S = ⟨S⟩ /NS holds:

⟨U⟩ − ⟨U⟩r=1

⟨U⟩r=1 − ⟨U⟩r=0
= f0(ρ̄S) , (8)

where f0(x) is a complex analytical function of its ar-
gument (see Supplementary Information), and r = 1(0)
indicates that the receptor is active (passive). Eq. (8)
allows us to consider only the percentage of storage
molecules as the relevant parameter.
Figure 3c shows that the mutual information between

U and H, IU,H , is not only in the optimal region, but
it also increases in time. Although this result may seem
surprising, we can understand it as a decrease in time of
the Shannon entropy of the readout population due to
repeated measurements of the signal. In fact,

∆SU = kB
(
HU |H −HU

)
= −kBIU,H (9)

where HX is the Shannon entropy of X. This behavior is
tightly related to the storage S, which acts as an informa-
tion reservoir for the system. Indeed, if we consider that
also S contains information about the signal, we have
that ∆SU,S < ∆SU and thus the feedback information
is positive, ∆If = I(U,S),H − IU,H > 0. Crucially, in the
optimal region ∆If is maximized and increases in time as
well (Figure 3d), signaling that adaptation amounts to a
net gain of information when we consider both U and S
together. See Supplementary Information for a detailed
information-theoretic analysis.
These features come along with another intriguing re-

sult. When adaptation takes place, the concentrations
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the model at optimality under a switching external field H(t). (a) The observed response is quantified
by the average readout concentration ⟨U⟩ (orange) which decreases with the number of repetitions, adapting to the switching
environment. For each time t, the fastest degrees of freedom reach a steady-state, hence the evolution of ⟨U⟩ cannot be
interpreted as a relaxation dynamics. (b) Observed adaption can be seen as a consequence of the negative feedback from the
storage population, whose average ⟨S⟩ (green) increases in time. At large times, the system reaches a periodic steady-state.
(c) The information encoded on H through the readout, IU,H (blue), increases in time during adaptation. (d) Simultaneously,
adaptation also maximizes feedback information, ∆If (teal), indicating that the storage mechanism favors information in

the system. (e) The dissipation rate to produce both readout and storage, Σ̇int, decreases in time, highlighting the twofold
information-thermodynamic advantage of adaptation. Model parameters in this figure are β = 2.5, σ = 0.5 (in the unit measure
of the energy, for simplicity), and as specified in Appendix A.

of the internal species U and S change in time. It is
therefore natural to ask how much energy is required
to support these processes. We then introduce the rate
of dissipation into the environment due to the internal
mechanisms associated with the production of U and S
(see Appendix D):

Σ̇int =
∑
u,s

(
Γs→s+1pU,S(u, s, h, t) + (10)

−Γs+1→spU,S(u, s+ 1, h, t)

)
log

Γs→s+1

Γs+1→s

where pU,S is the joint probability distribution of U and S
with all variables on which it depends written explicitly.
We refer to Σ̇int as the internal dissipation of the sys-
tem and, in Figure 3e, we show that it decreases in time
during the adaptive response. This highlights a funda-
mental thermodynamic advantage of adaptation. After
a large enough number of repetitions, the system has en-
coded the maximum amount of information on the envi-
ronment and reaches a time-periodic steady-state, char-
acterized by adapted readout and storage concentration.
Such an adapted state lives close to the optimal parame-
ter space in terms of information-dissipation trade-off.
Additionally, the adaptive response that leads to this
time-periodic state exhibits a dynamical maximization of
all information features involving readout, storage, and
external input increases, i.e., IU,H and ∆If . As a syner-
gistic effect, it also allows the system to tune the concen-
trations of internal species (U and S) during its evolution

so as to reduce the internal dissipation rate, Σ̇int.

B. Information gain is optimal close to the
information-dissipation trade-off

We have unraveled the intrinsic information-
thermodynamic advantage of adaptive response emerging
close to the optimal front. However, to understand how
dynamical features such as information increase and
dissipation reduction change with the model parameters,
we need to characterize the response of the system in the
whole (β, σ) plane. For the sake of simplicity, we again
focus on a large number of repetitions of a switching
signal. To quantify the net increase in the encoded
information, we introduce

∆IU,H = IU,H(tst)− IU,H(t1) (11)

as the difference between IU,H after a signal at large
times, tst, and the mutual information after the first sig-
nal, t1 (see Supplementary Information for details about
its estimation). The same quantity can be defined for
the feedback information, ∆∆If , and measures feedback

efficacy. Analogously, ∆Σ̇int quantifies the reduction of
internal dissipation and, as such, it is expected to take
negative values. Finally, the strength of adaptation is
measured in terms of how much the average readout con-
centration decreases, i.e., ∆ ⟨U⟩ ≤ 0, where the equality
holds only if adaptation is absent.
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We find that the optimal front in the space of β and
σ lies in the region in which adaption and feedback ef-
ficacies are both maximized (see Figure 4a-b). There-
fore, dynamical features of information processing peak
where the system is optimally responsive to a static field.
Furthermore, the maximum of ∆IU,H corresponds to in-
termediate values of adaptation, ∆ ⟨U⟩, and dissipation

reduction, ∆Σ̇int. In fact, in a fixed range of β we see
in Figure 4c that, in principle, a strong adaptation may
be reached for large values of σ, for which the internal
dissipation is small as well. However, this corresponds
to a loss of sensitivity to the external signal, as ∆IU,H

drastically decreases. The optimal surface corresponds
both to intermediate values of ∆ ⟨U⟩ and ∆Σ̇int. Impor-
tantly, far away from the optimal front, we find either
no reduction of dissipation during adaptation (top-right
corner of Figures 4a-b) or detrimental feedback (lower
dashed region of Figures 4a-b). These findings point to
a deeper connection between the Pareto optimality high-
lighted in the previous analysis and the dynamical behav-
ior of the system. In particular, the advantage in terms
of information-processing capabilities during adaptation
is dynamically optimal close to the region of parameters
defined by the intrinsic information-dissipation trade-off.

Analyses of different signal and pause durations reveal
a non-trivial interplay between the timescales of informa-
tion storage and environmental dynamics. In particular,
the more the system is exposed to the external signal,
the more information it will store and use to adapt, up
to the optimal encoding defined by the static picture (see
Supplementary Information).

IV. THE ROLE OF INFORMATION STORAGE

A. A slow storage mechanism mediating feedback
is necessary to drive adaptation

All the results obtained so far are connected to the pro-
posed three-component archetypal model for sensing that
encompasses a receptor, a readout, and a storage popu-
lation. Therefore, one might ask whether the existence
of a more minimal model, with a less complex structure,
might lead to similar features. Here, we show that, in
line with experimental and theoretical observations, the
presence of a slow storage mechanism that mediates the
negative feedback is crucial in driving adaptive responses
in any biological system.

First, consider the case of negative feedback imple-
mented directly by the readout U , bypassing the slower
timescale in the network. As expected (and demon-
strated in the Supplementary Information), since U re-
laxes instantaneously, the feedback would be instanta-
neous as well. As a consequence, any modification of the
concentration of ⟨U⟩ (the fastest component) will only af-
fect its stationary distribution at each time t, excluding
the emergence of any time-dependent effects. Since adap-
tation is intrinsically dynamic, it would be completely

FIG. 4. Optimality of information-gain close to the
information-dissipation trade-off. (a) Contour plot of ∆IU,H

in the (β, σ) plane. In the vicinity of the Pareto front (black
dashed line), the information gained during the adaptive re-
sponse is optimal. (b) The contour plot of ∆∆If in the (β, σ)
plane shows that the gain in the feedback information peaks
around the Pareto front as well. Dashed regions in panels (a-
b) indicate regions in which the feedback is ineffective during
adaptation (∆∆If < 0) and the internal dissipation increases

upon repeated stimulation (∆Σ̇int > 0). These areas are far
from the optimal Pareto front. (c) Projection of the contour
plot along σ for a range of values of β ∈ [3− 3.5] in the unit
measure of the energy. The gray area enclosed by the dashed
vertical lines indicates the location of the Pareto front for
these values. ∆IU,H clearly peaks at optimality, while ∆ ⟨U⟩
and ∆Σ̇int take intermediate values.

absent in this simplified model encompassing no storage
mechanism. We can conclude that a slow mechanism,
i.e., evolving on a timescale comparable to the external
input, is needed to implement the negative feedback in a
time-dependent fashion.
The second possibility to build a simpler two-

component model, then, would reside in a slow read-
out population implementing once more direct negative
feedback on the receptor. In this case, imagine to ini-
tialize the system with a low readout concentration (no
signal). Then, the dynamics induced by a switching in-
put would only be able to bring ⟨U⟩ to its steady-state,
with intervals of growing (input on) and decreasing con-
centration (input off). As a result, ⟨U⟩ would qualita-
tively behave as ⟨S⟩ in Figure 3a, ruling out the presence
of any adaptation mechanism in this simplified model.
As a consequence, our model constitutes the minimal
archetypal scheme for sensing, exhibiting a structure that
is independent of the specific biological scale. Thus, the
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FIG. 5. The role of memory in shaping adaptation. The sys-
tem response depends on the waiting time ∆Tpause between
two external signals. As ∆Tpause increases, the dynamical
storage decays and thus memory is lost (green), whereas the
adaptation of the readout population decreases (yellow). In-
sets show how dynamic memory loss and response adaptation
are computed. (e) As a consequence, the information IU,H

that the system has on the field H when the new stimulus
arrives decays as well. Model parameters for this figure are
β = 2.5, σ = 0.5 in the unit measure of the energy, and as
specified in Appendix A.

information-thermodynamic role of adaption must be a
robust feature for any biological system operating close
to optimality.

B. An emergent finite-time memory

The proposed model is fully Markovian, despite clearly
exhibiting a time-dependent behavior that depends on
the timescales of the microscopic components. In other
words, its dynamical features reveal the emergence of a
finite-time memory, which governs readout adaptation
and coincides with the storage relaxation timescale. In
Figure 5a, we show that the more ⟨S⟩ relaxes between
two consecutive signals, the less the readout population
adapts to repeated stimuli. Such a concerted behavior
ascribes to the storage population the role of an effective
memory. As a consequence, the mutual information IU,H

on the next field decreases as well, and the system needs
to activate a larger number of ⟨U⟩ upon new stimulation
(Figure 5b).

Remarkably, in the case of a chemical signaling net-
work, this effect induced by S can be indeed interpreted
as a biochemical memory, and the storage population as
a collection of molecules accountable for its implementa-
tion. In fact, all possible chemical architectures compat-
ible with an adaptation dynamics present three different
states, retracing the same building blocks of this model.
This has been seen in simple computational models [48],
olfactory sensory networks [42], molecular schemes gov-
erning cell cycle timing [41], and TNF signaling networks
[12], to cite some examples. However, although a clear
role and interpretation for each of these three components
are often not easily accessible, our work may stimulate
further quests in this direction, providing experimentally
testable predictions on their relevance.

V. ADAPTATION DYNAMICS IN THE VISUAL
SYSTEM OF ZEBRAFISH LARVAE

Adaptation in neural systems is underscored by a decay
in the neural responses upon repeated or sustained sen-
sory stimulation. This is typically measured as a progres-
sive reduction of the stimulus-driven neuronal firing rate
[44–46]. While it is generally accepted and reported that
inhibitory feedback mechanisms modulate the stimulus
weight [49], in analogy to molecular negative feedback
mechanisms, there are different theories about the actual
functional role of adaptation in controlling the informa-
tion flow, optimal processing, and sensitivity calibration
[46]. However, the results shown so far highlight a clear
information-thermodynamic advantage associated with
the emergence of adaptive responses. To test whether
our framework could capture the typical adaptation dy-
namics exhibited by the visual system of a living organ-
ism, we studied the response of zebrafish larvae to re-
peated stimulation. These widely used model organisms
show from the early days of life a robust panel of sensory-
driven behaviors, useful for linking neural circuits activ-
ity and motor outcomes [50]. We thus adopted an ex-
perimental paradigm based on volumetric multiphoton
imaging [51]. We optically recorded the neuronal activ-
ity of ≈ 55000 neurons across the whole brain in response
to the repeated presentation of visual stimulation with a
dark looming dot on a lighter background. In particu-
lar, we extract a subpopulation of ≈ 2400 neurons with
a temporal activity profile that is most correlated with
the stimulation protocol (see Appendix E). Along with a
reliable stimulus-evoked activity, the data showed a pro-
gressive decrease in response amplitudes, typical of a sen-
sory adaptation process (Figure 6a-b). A 2-dimensional
embedding of the activity profiles obtained via principal
component analysis (PCA) clearly captures the adapta-
tion dynamics (explained variance ≈ 70%). While the
evolution of the evoked neural response is described by
the first principal direction, adaptation is reflected in the
second one (Figure 6e).
To adjust our model architecture to the mesoscopic
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scale of the visual system of zebrafish larvae, we iden-
tify each readout unit with a subpopulation of neurons.
Crucially, we assume that neural activations are stochas-
tic with a given probability (see Appendix E). These
choices allow us to investigate the sole effects of the min-
imal mechanisms included in our framework, neglecting
the specific features of local and global neural dynamics.
The patterns of the model-generated raster plot are re-
markably similar to those of the fluorescence signal (see
Figure 6c-d). Moreover, a PCA of these simulated data
reveals that, while the evoked neural response is replaced
by the expected a switching dynamics, adaptation is once
more fully captured along the second principal direction,
closely resembling the experimental data (see Figure 6f).
Notably, these results are qualitatively robust with re-
spect to changes in the model parameters, as long as the
system lives in the optimal Pareto front, i.e., minimizes
receptor dissipation and maximizes readout information.

This approach unravels the essential role of the min-
imal ingredients encoded in our model to explain the
emergence of adaptation and its functional advantages.
Indeed, we are able to capture the basic features of visual
adaptation in zebrafish larvae without explicitly model-
ing the biological processes underlying neural dynamics.
This suggests that the functional advantages of adap-
tation are rooted in the interplay between energy dissi-
pation and information gain, although biological details
remain crucial in shaping the evoked neural response and
implementing these emerging features.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we introduce a minimal architecture that
serves as an archetypal description of adaptation and in-
formation storage across biological scales, from biochem-
ical networks to neural responses. It is informed by the-
oretical and experimental observations of different bio-
logical systems, and unravels the core mechanisms at the
heart of adaptive behaviors. Starting with the natural re-
quirement that any sensing mechanism has to maximize
the information encoded on the environment, while mini-
mizing the dissipation of the receptors, we find that adap-
tation spontaneously emerges at the Pareto front char-
acterized by this information-dissipation trade-off. An
analytical and numerical investigation of the dynamics
of adaptive responses also reveals a clear twofold advan-
tage of adaptation - reducing the dissipation of internal
processes and simultaneously enhancing information pro-
cessing capabilities. In fact, any adaptive system operat-
ing in the vicinity of the optimal front dynamically builds
up information, optimizing the gain of both readout and
storage populations.

Crucially, the resulting description can be consistently
declined both for biochemical networks, where readout
and storage populations have molecular counterparts,
and more coarse-grained systems, where all ingredients
have to be interpreted at a mesoscopic or macroscopic

FIG. 6. Adaptation dynamics in zebrafish larvae. (a-b) Nor-
malized neural activity profile in a zebrafish larva in response
to the repeated presentation of visual stimulation. Stimuli are
indicated with colored dots from blue to red as time increases.
(c) Raster plot of firing neurons at each time obtained from
our model with stochastic neural activation. (d) Fraction of
active neurons as a function of time. (e) PCA of experimen-
tal data reveals that adaptation is captured by the first two
principal components. Adaptation is highlighted along the
second principal direction, while features of the evoked neural
response by the first one. Different colors indicate responses
to different stimuli. (f) PCA of simulated neural activations.
Although we do not model explicitly the evoked neural re-
sponse, but rather an on/off switch of the signal, the core fea-
tures of adaptation are correctly captured along the second
principal direction. Model parameters are β = 3.5, σ = 0.1
in energy units, and as in Appendix A. Different parameters,
provided that the model is close to the optimal region shown
in Figure 2, do not qualitatively change the results.

scale. As a proof of concept, we have employed it to
describe sensory adaptation in the neural activity of a
zebrafish larva exposed to repeated visual stimuli. Adap-
tive response is consistently captured without the need
for biological details, hinting at the fact that dissipation,
negative feedback, and information storage are minimal
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and necessary building blocks to describe any sensing
mechanism. In particular, although here we studied sen-
sory adaptation, it is reasonable to think that motor and,
in general, behavioral adaptation [46] may stem from sim-
ilar physical principles. Future works might unravel these
aspects.

Extensions of these ideas are manifold. Although in
the present work we focused on adaptation to repeti-
tions of statistically identical signals, it will be inter-
esting to characterize the system’s response to diverse
environments [52]. To this end, incorporating multiple
receptors and/or storage populations may be needed to
harvest information in complex conditions. In such sce-
narios, correlations between external signals may help
reduce the encoding effort. On a general ground, un-
derstanding how this encoded information is exploited
by living systems is far more challenging and fascinat-
ing. For example, navigation in spatial environments,
both in biological [53, 54] and bio-inspired artificial sys-
tems [55, 56], is an emergent behavior governed by how
information about surroundings guides decision-making.
Moreover, living systems do not passively read and adapt
to external signals, but often act upon the environment.
Adaptation dynamics and memory will remain core in-
gredients to model and grasp the complex information
dynamics arising from this feedback mechanism. Fur-
ther, understanding how information is used at the level
of single agents will pave the way for the understanding of
how collective intelligence emerges from the interaction
of many information-processing units.

Our work serves as a fundamental framework for these
ideas. Its main advantage is to provide a archetypal de-
scription of the necessary mechanisms to support infor-
mation processing in a wide range of temporal and spa-
tial scales, at the same time being minimal enough to
allow for analytical treatments. As a consequence, we
believe it may help the experimental quest for signatures
of these physical ingredients in a variety of systems, many
of which are only described at a phenomenological level.
Ultimately, our results show how adaptation - a ubiqui-
tous phenomenon that takes place at strikingly different
biological scales - comes along with a thermodynamic and
information-based advantage, explaining its relevance for
any biological system.
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APPENDIX A: MODEL PARAMETERS

The system is driven out of equilibrium by both the
external field and the storage inhibition through the re-
ceptor dynamics, whose dissipation per unit temperature
is δQR (see Eq. (5)). The ratio g = Γ0

H/Γ0
I sets the rela-

tive timescales of the two receptor pathways (see Eq. (1)).
The energetic barrier (V − cr) fixes the average values of
the readout population both in the passive and active
state, namely ⟨U⟩P = e−βV and ⟨U⟩A = e−β(V−c) (see
Eq. (2)), and κ controls the effectiveness of the storage in
inhibiting the receptor’s activation. We assume that, on
average, the activation rate due to the field is balanced
by the feedback of a fraction α = ⟨S⟩ /NS of the storage
population,〈

log
Γ
(H)
P→A

Γ
(I)
A→P

〉
= βg (⟨H⟩ − κσα) = 0 → κ =

⟨H⟩
σα

,

so that we only need to fix α. If not otherwise specified,
we set g = 1, i.e., Γ0

H = Γ0
I ≡ Γ0

R, ∆E = 1, ⟨U⟩A = 150,
⟨U⟩P = 0.5, and α = 2/3. We remark that the emerg-
ing features of the model are independent of the specific
choice of these parameters. Furthermore, we typically
consider the average of the exponentially distributed sig-
nal to be ⟨H⟩max = 10 and ⟨H⟩min = 0.1 (see Supple-
mentary Information).
Overall, we are left with β and σ as free parameters. β

quantifies the amount of thermal noise in the system, and
at small β the thermal activation of the receptor hinders
the effect of the field and makes the system almost un-
able to process information. Conversely, if β is high, the
system must overcome large thermal inertia, increasing
the dissipative cost. In this regime of weak thermal noise,
we expect that, given a sufficient amount of energy, the
system can effectively process information.

APPENDIX B: MODEL SOLUTION

1. Timescale separation procedure

We solve our system in a timescale separation frame-
work [57, 58], where the storage evolves on a timescale
that is much slower than all the other internal ones, i.e.,

Γ0
S ≪ Γ0

I ≈ Γ0
H ≪ Γ0

U .

The fact that Γ0
S is the slowest timescale at play is crucial

to make these components act as an information reser-
voir. This assumption is also compatible with biological
examples. The main difficulty arises from the presence
of the feedback, i.e. the field influences the receptor and
thus the readout population, which in turn impacts the
storage population and finally changes the chemical rate
of the receptor - schematically, H → R → U → S → R.
In order to solve the system, we need to properly take
into account these effects.
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We start with the master equation for the propagator
P (u, r, s, h, t|u0, r0, s0, h0, t0),

∂tP =

[
ŴU (r)

τU
+

ŴR(s, h)

τR
+

ŴS(u)

τS
+

ŴH

τH

]
P,

where τU ≪ τR ≪ τS ∼ τH are the timescales of the
different processes, e.g., τU = 1/Γ0

U . We rescale the time
by τS and introduce two small parameters to control the
timescale separation analysis, ϵ = τU/τR and δ = τR/τH .
Since τS/τH = O(1), we set it to 1 without loss of gen-
erality. We then write P = P (0) + ϵP (1) and expand
the master equation to find P (0) = pstU |R(u|r)Π, with

ŴU pstU |R = 0. Similarly, Π obeys

∂tΠ =
[
δ−1ŴR(s, h) + ŴS(u) + ŴH

]
Π.

Yet again, Π = Π(0) + δΠ(1) allows us to write Π(0) =
pstR|S,H(r|s, h)F (s, h, t|s0, h0, t0) at order O(δ−1), where

ŴR pstR|S,H = 0. Expanding first in ϵ and then in δ sets a

hierarchy among timescales. Crucially, due to the feed-
back present in the system we cannot solve the next order
explicitly to find F . Indeed, after a marginalization over

r, we find ∂tF =
[
ŴH + ŴS (ū(s, h))

]
F , at order O(1),

where ū(s, h) =
∑

u,r u p
st
U |R(u|r)p

st
R|S,H(r|s, h). Hence,

the evolution operator for F depends manifestly on s,
and the equation cannot be self-consistently solved. To
tackle the problem, we first discretize time, considering
a small interval, i.e., t = t0 + ∆t with ∆t ≪ τU and
thus ū(s, h) ≈ u0. We thus find F (s, h, t|s0, h0, t0) =
P (s, t|s0, t0)PH(h, t|h0, t0) in the domain t ∈ [t0, t0+∆t],
since H evolves independently from the system (see also
Supplementary Information for analytical steps).

Iterating the procedure for multiple time steps, we end
up with a recursive equation for the joint probability
pU,R,S,H(u, r, s, h, t0 +∆t). We are interested in the fol-
lowing marginalization

pU,S(u, t+∆t) =

1∑
r=0

∫ ∞

0

dh pstU |R(u|r) p
st
R|S,H(r|h, s) pH(h, t+∆t)

NS∑
s′=0

∞∑
u′=0

P (s′, t → s, t+∆t)|u′)pU,S(u
′, s′, t) (1)

where P (s′, t → s, t +∆t) is the propagator of the stor-
age at fixed readout. This is the Chapman-Kolmogorov
equation in the timescale separation approximation. No-
tice that this solution requires the knowledge of pU,S at
the previous time-step and it has to be solved iteratively.

2. Explicit solution for the storage propagator

To find a numerical solution to our system, we first
need to compute the propagator P (s0, t0 → s, t). For-
mally, we have to solve the master equation

∂tP (s0 → s|u0) = Γ0
S

[
e−βσu0P (s0 → s′)δs′,s−1+ (2)

+ s′P (s0 → s′)δs′,s+1+

− P (s0 → s′)δs′,s
(
s′ + e−βσu0

)]

where we used the shorthand notation P (s0 → s) =
(s0, t0 → s, t). Since our formula has to be iterated for
small time-steps, i.e., t− t0 = ∆t ≪ 1, we can write the
propagator as follows

P (s0, t0 → s, t0 +∆t)|u0) = pstS|U +
∑
ν

wνa
(ν)eλν∆t (3)

where wν and λν are respectively eigenvectors and eigen-
values of the transition matrix ŴS(u0),(

ŴS(u0)
)
ij
= e−βσu0 if i = j + 1 (4)(

ŴS(u0)
)
ij
= j if i = j − 1(

ŴS(u0)
)
ij
= 0 otherwise

and the coefficients a(ν) are such that

pS|U (s0, t0 → s, t0 +∆t)|u0) = pstS|U +
∑
ν

wνa
(ν) = δs,s0 .

(5)

Since eigenvalues and eigenvectors of ŴS(u0) might be
computationally expensive to find, we employ another
simplification. As ∆t → 0, we can restrict the matrix
only to jumps to the n-th nearest neighbors of the ini-
tial state (s0, t0), assuming that all other states are left
unchanged in small time intervals.

3. Computation of mutual information

Once we have pU (u, t) (obtained marginalizing pU,S

over s) for a given pH(h, t), we can compute the mutual
information

IU,H(t) = S[pU ](t)−
∫ ∞

0

dh pH(h, t)S[pU |H ](t)
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where S is the Shannon entropy. For the sake of simplic-
ity, we consider that the external field follows an expo-
nential distribution pH(h, t) = λ(t)e−λ(t)h. Notice that,
in order to determine such quantity, we need the condi-
tional probability pU |H(u, t). In the Supplementary In-
formation, we show how all the necessary joint and con-
ditional probability distributions can be computed from
the dynamical evolution derived above.

We also highlight here that the timescale separation
implies IS,H = 0, since

pS|H(s, t|h) =
∑
u

pU,S|H(u, s, t|h)

= pS(s, t)
∑
u

∑
r

pstU |R(u|r)p
st
R|S,H(r|s, h)

= pS(s, t).

Although it may seem surprising, this is a direct con-
sequence of the fact that S is only influenced by H
through the stationary state of U . Crucially, the presence
of the feedback is still fundamental to promote adapta-
tion. Indeed, we can always write the mutual informa-
tion between the field H and both the readout U and
the storage S together as I(U,S),H = ∆If + IU,H , where
∆If = I(U,S),H − IU,H = I(U,H),S − IU,S . Hence, if we
have ∆If > 0 (as we shown in the main text), the storage
is increasing the information of the two populations to-
gether on the external field. Overall, although S and H
are independent in this limit, the feedback is paramount
in shaping how the system responds to the external field
and stores information about it.

APPENDIX C: PARETO OPTIMIZATION

We first perform a Pareto optimization at stationar-
ity in the presence of a large, but static, external field.
We seek the optimal values of (β, σ) by maximizing the
functional

L(β, σ) =γ
IU,H(β, σ)

max(IU,H)
− (1− γ)

δQR(β, σ)

max(δQR)
(6)

where γ ∈ [0, 1]. Hence, we maximize the information
between the readout and the field, simultaneously min-
imizing the dissipation of the receptor induced by both
the signal and feedback process. The values are normal-
ized since, in principle, they can span different orders of
magnitudes. Later on, we find that the optimality of the
information dynamics with a pulsating signal, in terms
of adaptation and feedback efficacy, is attained for val-
ues of β and σ lying in the vicinity of this static Pareto-
like front. In the Supplementary Information, we show
that qualitatively similar results can be obtained for a
3-d Pareto-like surface obtained by maximizing also the
feedback information, ∆If .

APPENDIX D: DISSIPATION OF INTERNAL
CHEMICAL PROCESSES

The production of readout, u, and storage, s, molecules
requires energy. The dissipation into the environment
can be quantified from the environmental contribution of
the Schnakenberg entropy production, which is also the
only one that survives at stationarity [59]. We have:

Σ̇int =
∑
u,s

(Γu→u+1pU,S(u, s, h, t)+ (7)

−Γu+1→upU,S(u+ 1, s, h, t)) log
Γu→u+1

Γu+1→u
+

+
∑
u,s

(Γs→s+1pU,S(u, s, h, t)+

−Γs+1→spU,S(u, s+ 1, h, t)) log
Γs→s+1

Γs+1→s

where we indicated all possible dependencies in the joint
probability distribution. By employing the timescale sep-
aration [57], and noting that Γu→u±1 do not depend on
s, we finally have:

Σ̇int =
∑
u,s

(Γs→s+1pU,S(u, s, h, t)+ (8)

−Γs+1→spU,S(u, s+ 1, h, t)) log
Γs→s+1

Γs+1→s

As this quantity decreases during adaptation, the system
tends to dissipate less and less into the environment to
produce the internal chemical populations that are re-
quired to encode and store the external signal.

APPENDIX E: DATA AND MODEL OF
ADAPTATION IN ZEBRAFISH LARVE

1. Recording of whole brain neuronal activity in
zebrafish larvae

Acquisitions of the zebrafish brain activity were carried
out in Elavl3:H2BGCaMP6s larvae at 5 days post fertil-
ization raised at 28◦C on a 12 h light/12 h dark cycle
according to the approval by the Ethical Committee of
the University of Padua (61/2020 dal Maschio). Larvae
were embedded in 2 percent agarose gel and their brain
activity was recorded using a multiphoton system with
a custom 3D volumetric acquisition module. Data were
acquired at 30 frames per second covering an effective
field of view of about 450 × 900um with a resolution of
512×1024 pixels. The volumetric module acquires a vol-
ume of about 180− 200um in thickness encompassing 30
planes separated by about 7um, at a rate of 1 volume per
second, sufficient to track the slow dynamics associated
with the fluorescence-based activity reporter GCaMP6s.
Visual stimulation was presented in the form of a loom-
ing stimulus with 150s intervals, centered with the fish
eye. See Supplementary Information.
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2. Data analysis

The acquired temporal series were first processed using
an automatic pipeline, including motion artifact correc-
tion, temporal filtering with a 3s rectangular window,
and automatic segmentation. The obtained dataset was
manually curated to resolve segmentation errors or to
integrate cells not detected automatically. We fit the ac-
tivity profiles of about 55000 cells with a linear regression
model using a set of base functions representing the ex-
pected responses to each stimulation event. These base
functions have been obtained by convolving the exponen-
tially decaying kernel of the GCaMP signal lifetime with
square waveforms characterizing the presentation of the
corresponding visual stimulus. The resulting score co-
efficients of the fit were used to extract the cells whose
score fell within the top 5% of the distribution, resulting
in a population of ≈ 2400 neurons whose temporal activ-
ity profile correlates most with the stimulation protocol.
The resulting fluorescence signals F (i) were processed by
removing a moving baseline to account for baseline drift-
ing and fast oscillatory noise [60]. See Supplementary
Information.

3. Model for neural activity

Here, we describe how our framework is modified to
mimic neural activity and reconstruct the raster plot in

Figure 4. Each readout molecule is interpreted as a pop-
ulation of N neurons, i.e., a region dedicated to the sens-
ing of a specific input. Storage can be implemented in
different ways, such as inhibitory neural populations or
synaptic plasticity mechanisms, and we do not seek a
detailed biological interpretation. When a readout pop-
ulation is activated at time t, each of its N neurons fires
with a probability p. We set N = 100 and p = 0.5,
but changes in their values do not alter the results pre-
sented in the main text. In this way, at each time in
which a readout unit is active, firing neurons are gen-
erally different even if we do not take into account the
underlying neural dynamics. Due to adaptation, some
of the readout units activated by the first stimulus will
not be activated by subsequent stimuli. Although the
evoked neural response cannot be captured by this ex-
tremely simple model, its archetypal ingredients (dissi-
pation, storage, and feedback) are informative enough
to reproduce the low-dimensional adaptation dynamics
found in experimental data.
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