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A bstract

A feedback m echanism thatinvolvesthe proteinsp53 and m dm 2,in-

ducescelldeath asa controled response to severe D NA dam age. A m in-

im alm odelfor this m echanism dem onstrates that the respone m ay be

dynam icand connected with thetim eneeded to translatethem dm 2 pro-

tein.The response takesplace ifthedissociation constantk between p53

and m dm 2 varies from its norm alvalue. Although it is widely believed

thatitisan increase in k thattriggerstheresponse,weshow thattheex-

perim entalbehaviourisbetterdescribed by a decreasein thedissociation

constant. The response is quite robust upon changes in the param eters

ofthesystem ,asrequired by any controlm echanism ,exceptforfew weak

points,which could be connected with the onsetofcancer.

PACS:87.16.Yc

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207236v1


1 Introduction

In healthy cells,a loopback m echanism involving the protein p53 isbelieved to

cause growth arrestand apoptosis as a response to DNA dam age [1,2,3,4].

M utationsin thesequenceofp53thatpotentially interferewith thism echanism

havebeen observed to lead to the upraiseofcancer[5,6].

Under norm alconditionsthe am ountofp53 protein in the celliskeptlow

by a genetic network built ofthe m dm 2 gene,the m dm 2 protein and the p53

protein itself. p53 isproduced ata essentially constantrate and prom otesthe

expression ofthe m dm 2 gene [7]. O n the otherhand,the m dm 2 protein binds

to p53 and prom otes its degradation [8],decreasing its concentration. W hen

DNA isdam aged,a cascadeofeventscausesphosphorylation ofseveralserines

in the p53 protein,which m odi� es its binding properties to m dm 2 [9]. As a

consequence,thecellexperiencesa sudden increasein theconcentration ofp53,

which activatesa group ofgenes(e.g.,p21,bax [10])responsible forcellcycle

arrestand apoptosis. This increase in p53 can reach valuesofthe orderof16

tim esthe basalconcentration [11].

A qualitativestudy ofthetim e dependenceoftheconcentration ofp53 and

m dm 2 hasbeen carried outin ref.[7].Approxim ately onehourafterthestress

event (i.e.,the DNA dam age which causes phosphorylation ofp53 serines),a

peak in the concentration ofp53 isobserved,lasting foraboutone hour. This

peak partially overlaps with the peak in the concentration ofm dm 2,lasting

from � 1:5 to � 2:5 hours after the stress event. Another sm allpeak in the

concentration ofp53 isobserved afterseveralhours.

The purpose ofthe present work is to provide the sim pest m athem atical

m odelwhich describes allthe known aspect of the p53{m dm 2 loop, and to

investigate how the loop isrobustto sm allvariationsto the ingredientsofthe

m odel. The "weak points" displayed by the system ,nam ely those variations

in som e param eters which cause abrupt changes in the overallbehaviour of

theloop,areworth to beinvestigated experim entally becausethey can contain

inform ationsabouthow a cellbacom estum oral.

The m odelwe suggest is described in Fig. 1. The totalnum ber ofp53

m olecules,produced atconstantrateS,isindicated with p.Theam ountofthe

com plexesbuiltofp53bound to m dm 2 iscalled pm .Thesecom plexescausethe

degradation ofp53 (through the ubiquitin pathway),ata rate a,while m dm 2

re{enterstheloop.Furtherm ore,p53 hasa spontaneousdecay rateb.Thetotal

num berofm dm 2 proteinsisindicated asm .Sincep53 activatestheexpression

ofthem dm 2 gene,theproduction rateofm dm 2 isproportional(with constant

c)to theprobability thatthecom plex p53/m dm {geneisbuilt.W eassum ethat

thecom plex p53/m dm 2{geneisatequilibrium with itscom ponents,wherekg is

thedissociation constantand only freep53 m olecules(whoseam ountisp� pm )

can participate into the com plex. The protein m dm 2 hasa decay rate d. The

constantsband d describenotonly thespontaneousdegradation oftheproteins,

butalsotheirbinding to som eotherpartofthecell,notdescribed explicitely by

them odel.Thefreeproteinsp53 and m dm 2 areconsidered to beatequilibrium

with theirbound com plex pm ,and the equilibrium constantiscalled k.

2



The dynam icsofthe system can be described by the equations

@p

@t
= S � a� pm � b� p (1)

@m

@t
= c

p(t� �)� pm (t� �)

kg + p(t� �)� pm (t� �)
� d� m

pm =
1

2

�

(p+ m + k)�
p

(p+ m + k)2 � 4p� m

�

:

In the second equation we allow a delay � in the production ofm dm 2,due to

thefactthatthetranscription and translation ofm dm 2 lastsforsom etim eafter

thatp53 hasbound to the gene.

The choiceofthe num ericparam etersissom ewhatdi� cult,dueto the lack

ofreliableexperim entaldata.Thedegradation ratethrough ubiquitin pathway

hasbeen estim ated tobea � 3� 10�2 s�1 [12],whilethespontaneousdegradation

ofp53 is� 10�4 s�1 [7]. The dissociation constantbetween p53 and m dm 2 is

k � 180 [13](expressed as num ber ofm olecules,assum ing for the nucleus a

volum e of0:6�m 3),and the dissociation constantbetween p53 and the m dm 2

geneiskg � 28 [14].In lack ofdetailed valuesforthe protein production rates,

we haveused typicalvalues,nam ely S = 1s�1 and c= 1s�1 . The degradation

rateofm dm 2 protein hasbeen chosen ofthe orderofd = 10�2 s�1 to keep the

stationary am ountofm dm 2 ofthe orderof102.

Thebehaviouroftheabovem odelisindependenton thevolum ein which we

assum ethereaction takesplace.Thatis,m ultiplyingS,c,kg and k by thesam e

constant! givesexactly the sam e dynam icsofthe rescaled quantities!p and

!m .Futherm ore,dueto thefactthatthechosen param etersputthesystem in

the saturated regim e,an increase in the producing ratesS and c with respect

to kg and k willnota� ectthe response. O n the contrary,a decrease ofS and

c with respectto kg and k can drive the system into a non{saturated regim e,

inhibiting the responsem echanism .

2 R esults w ith no delay

In the casethattheproduction ofm dm 2 can be regarded asinstantaneous(no

delay,� = 0),theconcentration ofp53 isratherinsensitiveto thechangeofthe

dissociation constant k. The stationary values ofp and m are found as � xed

pointsofthe equations1 (see Appendix)and in Table Iwe listthe stationary

valuesp� ofthe am ountofp53 m oleculesforvaluesofk spanning seven orders

ofm agnitude around the basalvalue k = 180. M oreover,transientoscillatory

behaviour upon change in the dissociation constant k is not observed. This

is supported by the fact that the eigenvalues ofthe stationary points (listed

in Table I)have negative realparts,indicating stable � xed points,and rather

sm allim aginary patsindicating absenceofoscillations.

M ore precisely, the variation � p of the stationary am ount of p53 if the

dissociation constantundergoesa change � k can be estim ated,underthe ap-
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proxim ation thatkg � p (cf.the Appendix),to be

� p =
d(S � bp)

ackg(a+ b)
� k: (2)

The factthat� p isapproxim ately linearwith � k with a proportionality con-

stantwhich isatm ostofthe orderof10�2 m akesthissystem ratherine� cient

asresponse m echanism . Furtherm ore,itdoesnotagree with the experim ental

data which show a peak ofp53 followed,after severalm inutes,by a peak in

m dm 2 [7],and notjusta shiftofthe two concentration to highervalues.

To check whetherthe choice ofthe system param etersa� ectsthe observed

behaviour,wehaverepeated allthecalculationsvarying each param eterof� ve

ordersofm agnitudearound the valuesused above.Theresults(listed in Table

II for S and kg and not shown for the other param eters) indicate the sam e

behaviouras above (negative realpartand no orsm allim aginary partin the

Eigenvalues).Consequently,the aboveresultsaboutthe dynam icsofp53 seem

not to be sensitive to the detailed choice ofparam eters (on the contrary,the

am ountofm dm 2 isquitesensitive).

3 R esults w ith delay

The dynam icschangesqualitatively ifwe introduce a nonzero delay in Eqs.1.

K eeping that the hal
 ife ofan RNA m olecule is ofthe order of1200 s [16],

we repeatthe calculationswith � = 1200. The Eqs. 1 are solved num erically,

starting from the conditions p(0) = 0 and m (0) = 0 and m aking use of a

variable{step Adam s algorithm . After the system has reached its stationary

state under basalcondition,a stress is introduced (at tim e t = 20000 s) by

changing instantaneously the dissociation constant k. In Fig. 2 we display a

casein which thestressm ultipliesk by afactor15(a),a casein which itdivides

itby a factor15 (b)and by a factor5 (c).

W hen kisincreasedbyanyfactor,theresponseisverysim ilartotheresponse

ofthe system without delay (cf. e.g. Fig. 2a). O n the contrary,when k is

decreased the system displaysan oscillatory behaviour. The height� p ofthe

responsepeak isplotted in Fig.3 asa function ofthequantity which m ultiplies

k. Ifthe m ultiplier is largerthan 0:1 the response is weak or absent. At the

value 0:1 the system has a m arked response (cf. also Figs. 2b and c). The

m axim um ofthe � rst peak takes place approxim ately 1200s after the stress,

which is consistentwith the lag{tim e observed in the experim ent [7],and the

peaksareseparated from � 2300s.

Although ithasbeen suggested thatthee� ectofthestressisto increasethe

dissociation constantbetween p53 and m dm 2 [6],our results indicate thatan

e� cientresponse take place ifk decreasesofa factor� 15 (cf. Fig. 2b). O ne

hastonoticethattheconclusionsofref.[6]havebeen reached from theanalysis

in vivo ofthe overallchange in the concentration ofp53,not from the direct

m easurem ent ofthe binding constant after phosphorylation. O ur results also

agree with the � nding that p53asp20 (a m utated form ofp53 which m im icks
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phosphorylated p53,due to the negative charge owned by aspartic acid)binds

m dm 2 in vitro m ore tightly than p53ala20 (which m im icks unphosphorylated

p53)[6].

This hypothesis is supported by m olecular energy calculations m ade with

classicalforce� elds.Even ifthiskind offorce� eldsisnotreally reliableforthe

calculation ofbinding constants,itgivesan estim ateofthesign ofthechangein

interaction am ongp53and m dm 2upon phosphorylation.W ehaveperform ed an

energym inim ization oftheconform ation ofthesystem com posed by thebinding

sitesofp53 and m dm 2,starting form the crystallographicpositionsofref.[13]

and usingtheforce� eldsm m 3[17]and m m � [18],forboth thewild{typesystem

and for the system where serine 20 ofp53 in phosphorylated. Using m m 3 we

found thatthe phosphorylated system hasan electrostatic energy 16 kcal/m ol

lowerthan the wild{type system ,while thisdi� erence is26 kcal/m olusing the

m m � force � eld. O ur calculations suggest that phopshprylated p53 is m ore

attracted by m dm 2 due to the enhanced interaction ofphosphorylated SER20

with LYS60,LYS46 and LYS70 ofm dm 2,and consequently the dissociation

constantislowered.

The robustnessofthe response m echanism with respectto the param eters

ofthe system ,which is typicalofm any biologicalsystem s (cf.,e.g.,[19,20]),

has been checked both to assess the validity ofthe m odeland to search for

weak points which could be responsible for the upraise ofthe disease. Each

param eterhasbeen varied of� veordersofm agnitudearound itsbasalquantity.

Theresultsarelisted in TableIII.O necan noticethattheresponsem echanism

isquite robustto changesin the param etersa,b and c.Forlow valuesofa or

c the system no longeroscillates,butdisplays,in any case,a rapid increase in

the am ountofp which can killthe cell. Thisistrue also forlarge valuesofd.

W hatisdangerousforthecellisa decreaseofd orofkg,which would drop the

am ountofp53 and letthe dam aged cellsurvive.Thiscorrespondseitherto an

increase ofthe a� nity between p53 and the m dm 2 gene,or to an increase of

m dm 2 half{life.

Tobenoted that,unlikethecase� = 0,thesystem with delay neverdisplays

dam ped oscillationsasa consequence ofthe variation ofthe param etersin the

rangestudied in thepresentwork.Thissharp behaviourfurthertesti� esto the

robustnessofthe response m echanism . Anyway,one hasto keep in m ind that

the oscillating response produces the death ofthe cell,and consequently the

long{tim ebehaviourisonly oftheoreticalinterest.

Them inim um valueofthedelay which givesrisetotheoscillatorybehaviour

is� � 100s.Forvaluesofthedelay largerthan thisthreshold,theam plitudeof

the response islinearwith � (cf. Fig. 4),a factwhich iscom patible with the

explanation ofthe responsem echanism ofSection IV.

The lag tim e before the p53 response is around 3000s(in accordance with

the 1h delay observed experim entally [7]and isindependenton allparam eters,

exceptc and �. The dependence ofthe lag tim e on � is approxim ately linear

up to 5000s(thelongestdelay analyzed).Increasing cthelag tim eincreasesto

8000s(forc= 104)and 25000s(forc= 105).O n the otherhand,the period of

oscillation dependsonly on the delay �,being approxim ately linearwith it.

5



W ehaverepeated thecalculationssquaring thevariablep in Eqs.1,to keep

into accountthe cooperativity induced by the factthatthe active form ofp53

isa dim erofdim ers[21].The resultsdisplay qualitativedi� erencesneitherfor

non{delayed norforthe delayed system .

4 D iscussion

Allthesefactscan berationalized by analyzing them echanism which produces

the response.The possibility to triggera rise in p53 asa dynam ic response to

an increased binding between p53 and m dm 2,relieson the factthata sudden

increase in p{m binding dim inishes the production of m dm 2, and therefore

(subsequently)dim inishestheam ountofpm .In otherwords,whilethechangein

k hasno directe� ectin the� rstofEqs.1,itdirectly reducesm dm 2 production

by subtracting p53 from the genewhich producesem dm 2.

M athem atically,the oscillations arise because the saturated nature ofthe

binding pm im ply thatpm isapproxim ately equalto the m inim um between p

and m .Each tim e the curvesassociated with p and m crosseach other(either

at a given tim e or � instants before),the system has to follow a di� erent set

ofdynam icequationsthan before,� nding itselfin a statefarfrom stationarity.

Thisgivesriseto the observed peaks.

To beprecise,thestarting condition (beforethestress)ism > p.Thestress

reducesthedissociation constantk of,atleast,oneorderofm agnitude,causing

a drop in p,which falls below m . For sm allvalues ofk (to be precise,for

k � m in(jp� m j;p;m )),one can m akethe sim pli� cation pm � m in(p;m ),and

consequently rewriteEqs.1 as

forp< m
@p

@t
= S � (a+ b)p (3)

forp(t� �)< m (t� �)
@m

@t
= � dm (4)

forp> m
@p

@t
= S � am � bp (5)

forp(t� �)> m (t� �)
@m

@t
= c

p(t� �)� m (t� �)

kg + p(t� �)� m (t� �)
� dm : (6)

Each period after the stress can be divided in four phases. In the � rst one

p < m and p(t� �)< m (t� �),so thatp staysconstantatitsstationary value

S=(a + b) � p�,while m decreases with tim e constant d�1 towards zero (not

exactly zero,since the approxim ated Equationsdo nothold form � k).In the

second phaseonehasto considerthesecond (p(t� �)< m (t� �))and thethird

(p > m )Equations(4and 5).Thenew stationaryvalueforpis(S� am )=b� S=b

which ism uch largerthan p� since b� a. Thisboosttakesplace in a tim e of

theorderofb�1 ,so ifb�1 > �,asin thepresentcase,p hasno tim eto reach the

stationary stateand endsin a lowervalue.In them eanwhile,m rem ainsin the

low valuegiven by Eq.4.Ata tim e� afterthestressEq.4 givesway to Eq.6.

Thelatteriscom posed by apositiveterm which is� cifp(t� �)� m (t� �)� kg
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and � 0 underthe opposite condition. Since p(t� �)� m (t� �)(itrefersto

the boostofp),then the new stationary value ofm isc=d � m�. The raise of

m takesplacein a tim eoftheorderofd�1 and causesthedecreaseofp,whose

production rateisruled by S � am .Thefourth phasebeginswhen p approaches

m . Now one has to keep Eqs. 3 and 6,so that p returns to the basalvalue

p�,while m staysfora period of� atthe value c=d � m� reached in the third

phase.Aftersuch period,Eq.4 substitutesEq.6 and anotherpeak takesplace.

Theheigth ofthep53peakisgiven byS=bifphastim etoreach itsstationary

state ofphase two (i.e.,ifb�1 < �),orby S=b(1� exp(� b�))ifthe passage to

the third phasetakesplacebeforeitcan reach the stationary state.Thewidth

ofthepeak is� � and thespacing am ong thepeaks� �,so thattheoscillation

period is� 2�.

The necessary conditionsforthe response m echanism to be e� ective are 1)

that s=a � c=d,that is that the stationary value ofp just after the stress is

m uch lowerthan the stationary value ofm ,2)thatb� a,in such a way that

the stationary state ofp in the second phase is m uch larger than that in the

� rstphase,in orderto display theboost,3)thatd�1 < �,otherwisem hasnot

enough tim e to decreasein phaseone and to increasein phasethree.

Thefailureoftheresponseforlow valuesofa (cf.Table3)isdueto thefall

ofcondition 2),the failure forsm allc iscaused by condition 1),the failure at

sm alland largevaluesofd isassociated with conditions3)and 1),respectively.

Atlow valuesofkg the responsedoesnottake place because the positive term

in Eq.6 isalways� c,and thusm neverdecreases.

5 C onclusions

In sum m a,wehaveshown thatthedelay isan essentialingredientofthesystem

to havea ready and robustpeak in p53 concentration asresponseto a dam age

stress.In orderto havea peak which iscom parablewith thoseobserved experi-

m entally,thedissociation constantbetween p53 and m dm 2 hasto decreaseofa

factor15.Although itiswidely believed thatphosphorylation ofp53 increases

thedissociation constant,weobservean oscillating behavioursim ilarto theex-

perim entaloneonly ifk decreases.In thiscasetheresponseisquiterobustwith

respectto theparam eters,exceptupon increaasingofthehalf{lifeofm dm 2 and

upon decreasing ofthe dissociation constantbetween p53 and the m dm 2 gene,

in which casesthere isno response to the stress. M oreover,an increase in the

production rate ofm dm 2 can delay the response and thiscan be dangerousto

thecellaswell.W ehopethatdetailed experim entalm easurem entsofthephys-

icalparam etersofthesystem willbem adesoon,in orderto im provethem odel

and to be able to m ake m ore precise predictions about the weak point ofthe

m echanism ,weak pointswhich could be intim ately connected with the upraise

ofcancer.
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Appendix

The stationary condition for Eqs. 1 without delay can be found by the

intersection ofthe curves

m (p) =
c(a+ b)p� cs

d(a+ b)p� d(S � akg
(7)

m k(p) =
(S � bp)((a+ b)p+ ak� S)

a((a+ b)p� S)
; (8)

which have been obtained by the conditions _p = _m = 0,explicitating pm from

the � rstofEqs.1 and substituting itin the second and the third,respectively.

To be noted thatm k islinearin k.

The variation � p ofthe stationary value ofp53 upon change � k in the

dissociation constantcan be found keeping that

dp

dk
=

dp

dm

dm k

dk
�

d(S � bp)

ckg(a+ b)
; (9)

wherethe approxim ation kg � p hasbeen used.Consequently,

� p =
d(S � bp)

ckg(a+ b)
� k; (10)

which assum esthelargestvaluewhen p issm allest.Using theparam eterslisted

above,the proportionality constantis,atm ost,10�2 .

Furtherm ore,keeping that pm < m in(p;m ) for any value ofp and m ,the

Eigenvaluesofthedynam icalm atrix havenegativerealpart,indicatingthatthe

stationary pointsarealwaysstable.
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Table1:Stationary valuesp� and m � fortheam ountofp53 and m dm 2,respec-

tively,calculated at� = 0.In thelastcolum n the Eigenvaluesofthe linearized

(around the � xed pointsp�,m �)dynam icalm atrix are displayed,by realand

im aginary part. The realpart ofthe Eigenvalues is always negative and the

im aginary part,when di� erentfrom zero,islowerthan therealpart,indicating

thatthe stationary valuesarealwaysstableand the dynam icsisoverdam ped.

k p� m � �1;2

0.18 47.3 33.6 -0.017� 0.013i

1.8 49.5 36.8 -0.012,-0.014

18 63.9 52.4 -0.011,-0.008

180 154.6 81.3 -0.007� 0.001i

1800 858.3 96.7 -0.009,-0.0008

18000 4287 99.3 -0.009,-0.0002

180000 8632 99.6 -0.009,-0.0001

Figure1:A sketch oftheloopback m echanism which controltheam ountofp53

in the cell. The grey crosses indicate that the associated m olecule leaves the

system .
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Table 2: Sam e asin Table I,varying som e ofthe param eterswhich de� ne the

system of� ve ordersofm agnitude. In each cellitisindicated the quantity at

k = 18,k = 180 (basalvalue)and k = 1800.

p� m � �1;2

S = 0:01 1.6 4.6 � 0:02� 0:006i

4.6 13.6 -0.007,-0.005

15.1 34.6 -0.009,-0.001

S = 0:1 8.3 15.1 � 0:01� 0:008i

20.2 37.8 � 0:007� 0:001i

81.1 73.6 -0.009,-0.001

S = 1 63.9 52.4 � 0:01� 0:008i

154.6 81.3 � 0:007� 0:001i

858 96.7 -0.009,-0.0008

S = 10 70019 99:9 -0.009,-10�4

70088 99:9 -0.009,-10�4

70756 99:9 -0.009,-10�4

S = 100 970000 99:9 -0.01,-10�4

970000 99:9 -0.01,-10�4

970000 99:9 -0.01,-10�4

kg = 0:28 42.5 97.0 -0.02,-0.01

121.7 99.6 -0.009,-0.006

824.1 99.9 -0.009,-0.006

kg = 2:8 45.5 81.5 � 0:01� 0:003i

125.2 97.0 -0.009,-0.006

827.3 99.6 -0.009,-0.008

kg = 28 63.9 52.4 � 0:01� 0:008i

154.6 81.3 � 0:007� 0:001i

858 96.7 -0.009,-0.0008

kg = 280 192.7 36.3 � 0:006� 0:0003i

331.1 51.6 -0.008,-0.003

1104.1 79.3 -0.009,-0.007

kg = 2800 1214 29.0 -0.009,-0.0006

1380 32.5 -0.009,-0.0006

2345 45.3 -0.009,-0.0006
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Table3:Thevalueof� p=p when theparam etersa,b,c,d and kg arescaled of

the quantity listed in the � rstcolum n. (1)indicatesthatthe system doesnot

oscillateand preachesastationary valuem uch largerthan beforethestress.(2)

indicatesthatthesystem doesnotdisplay any responseto thestressordisplays

a negative response. The starindicatesthatthe peak appearsafter4000s(for

c= 104)and 25000s(forc= 105).

scale a b c d kg

10�2 (1) 3:43 (1) (2) (2)

10�1 (1) 3:46 (1) (2) (2)

1 3:2 3:2 3.2 3.2 3.2

10 11:1 2:14 9.2* (1) 3.2

100 2:1 (2) 1.4* (1) (2)
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15000 20000 25000 30000 35000
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0

500

1000
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1000
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Figure2:Theresponsein theconcentrationofp53(solid line)andm dm 2(dotted

line)upon variation ofthedissociation constantk.Attim e20000stheconstant

k ism ultiplied by 15 (a),divided by 15 (b)and divided by 5 (c).
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Figure3:Theheightoftheresponsepeak � p with respectto thequantity that

m ultiplies k,m im icking the stress. The dotted line indicates that the system

doesnotdisplay oscillatory behaviour.
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Figure 4: The dependence ofthe heightofthe response peak � p on the delay

�.
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