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A bstract

W e investigate the sensitivity of production rates (activities) of the

regulatory proteins CI(repressor)and Cro at the right operator (O R) of

bacteriophage lam bda. The DNA binding energies ofCI,Cro,and RNA

polym erase are perturbed to check the uncertainty ofthe activity,due to

theexperim entalerror,by m eansofacom putationalscatteringm ethod ac-

cordingtowhich thebindingenergiesaresim ultaneously chosen atrandom

around theliteraturevalues,with awidth correspondingtotheexperim en-

talerror.In agrand canonicalensem ble,with therandom lydrawn protein-

DNA binding energies asinput,we calculate the corresponding activities

ofthe prom oters PR M and PR . By repeating this procedure we obtain a

m ean value ofthe activity thatroughly correspondsto wild-type (unper-

turbed) activity. The standard deviation em erging from this schem e,a

m easure ofthe sensitivity due to experim entalerror,is signi� cant (typi-

cally > 20% relativeto wild-typeactivity),butstilltheprom oteractivities

are su� ciently separated to m ake the switch feasible. W e also suggest a

new com pactway ofpresenting repressorand Cro data.

Dedicated to Joshua Jortneron theoccasion ofhis70th birthday.

Introduction

The situation issim ple: we know the genes,butwe do notknow how they are

regulated ortranscribed precisely. To understand how genetic networksbehave
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appearsa m ajorchallenge in the\postgenom ic" era.1 An exam ple ofa classof

sm allgenetic networks,often suitable fortheoreticalm odeling,aretheso-called

genetic switches. Shortly explained,a genetic (regulatory) switch is a system

consisting ofa DNA region (operator)and regulatory protein(s)thatareableto

bindtothisoperatorinordertofosterorinhibitthetranscription ofacertaingene

ofthe DNA.2 Severalgenetic switching system s have been studied extensively,

e.g.,thetryptophanrepressorandthelacOperoninE.coli(procaryoticsystem s),3

and regulation ofthegalgenesin yeast4 (eucaryoticsystem s).{

In thiswork we wantto study thesensitivity upon variationsoftheprotein-

DNA bindingenergiesoftherightoperator(O R)ofbacteriophagelam bda(phage

�)in respect to experim entalerror. This operatorisin generaldescribed else-

where,e.g.,by Ptashne.5 In brief,O R isregulating two im portantgenestoeither

side;cIand crowhich in turn actasatem platefortheregulatoryproteinsCIand

Cro,respectively.Upon injection ofDNA from phage�intoan E.colibacterium ,

O R is crucially im portant to decide the fate ofthe bacterium . I.e.,the switch

funnelsentry into the dorm antlysogenic state,orinto the lytic state leading to

the form ation ofnew �-phagesby help ofthe facilities ofthe E.colicell,and,

ultim ately to the death ofthe E.colicell. Partially overlapping the switch are

the prom oterregionsPR M ,thatinitiatescItranscription,and PR,thatinitiates

cro transcription.

W e presenta new m ethod foranalyzing the sensitivity ofthe activity atthe

two prom otersofO R,taking into accountthe experim entalerrorin the experi-

m entsused to determ ine the Gibbsfree energies(GFEs)ofthe regulatory pro-

teinsand RNA polym erase (RNAP),by sim ultaneous random perturbationsof

theGFEs.A new way ofpresenting repressordata,whereCro data isim plicitly

given,isalso discussed.

M odeling the system

A fundam entalassum ption in this work is the widely accepted view that the

protein-DNA binding/unbinding ratesofCI,Cro,and RNAP arein equilibrium ,

i.e.,protein associationswith DNA arem uch faster(fractionsofa second)com -

pared with relevant tim e-scales for protein production and thus activity (sec-

onds).6,7,8 In equilibrium ,theprotein-DNA associationsofCIdim ers(CI2),Cro

dim ers (Cro2),and RNAP to O R ofphage � occur in,presently identi�ed,40

experim entally distinguishable states. The associated probability fs for�nding

thesystem in oneofthe40 statess is9,6

fs =
exp(� �G(s)=(RT))[CI2]is [Cro2]js [RNAP]ks

P

s
exp(� �G(s)=(RT))[CI2]is [Cro2]js [RNAP]ks

; (1)

{Nom enclature: genes are denoted with italicized letters and their protein products with

Rom an letters(�rstlettercapitalized).
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where R = 8:31 J/(m olK) is the gas constant, T = 310 K is the absolute

tem perature (37�C),and �G(s)isthe GFE di�erence between state s and the

unoccupied state,i.e.,protein-DNA bindingenergy.Allconcentrations([X])refer

to the unbound state in solution. is,js,and ks are the num bers ofCIdim ers,

Cro dim ers,and RNAP bound to O R in states,respectively.

Thedi�erent�G(s)in Eq.(1)arein generala sum ofGFE originating from

the individualand cooperative bindings ofthe proteins at the three di�erent

binding sites ofO R (for details, e.g., see Figure 1 ofShea and Ackers7). In

thiswork we apply GFE data ofCIfrom Koblan and Ackers,10 Cro data from

Darling etal.,11 and RNAP data from Ackersetal.6 These binding energiesare

sum m arized in Table1.

Table1:Protein-DNA bindingenergies(GFEs)forCIfrom Koblan and Ackers,10

Cro from Darling et al.,11 and RNAP from Ackers et al.6 AllGFEs are given

in kcal/m oland lim its(�)correspond to 67% con�ndence intervals.�G 1 isthe

GFE associated with thebindingbetween CIandoperatorsiteO R1,etc.(see,e.g.,

Ptashne5 foran explanation/illustration ofthedi�erentoperatorsites).�G 12 is

the GFE associated with coopertaive binding between CIatO R1 and O R2,etc.

GFEswith a prim e(e.g.,�G 10)correspond to Cro data,otherwise analogousto

CInotation.�G R M and �G R areGFEsassociated with bindingofRNAP toPR M
and PR,respectively. Experim entaldata are obtained in vitro in 200 m M KCl,

resem bling \physiological" conditions.12,6 CIand Cro areboth assum ed to obey

a m onom er-dim erequilibrium in solution wherethefreeenergiesofdim erization

are �11:0 kcal/m ol13 and �8:7 kcal/m ol,14 respectively. In lack ofCro data at

37�C,at which tem perature CIand RNAP data are m easured,these data are

obtained at20�C.
C I �G 1 -12.5 � 0.3

�G 2 -10.5 � 0.2

�G 3 -9.5 � 0.2

�G 12 -2.7 � 0.3

�G 23 -2.9 � 0.5

C ro �G 10 -12.0 � 0.1

�G 20 -10.8 � 0.1

�G 30 -13.4 � 0.1

�G 120 -1.0 � 0.2

�G 230 -0.6 � 0.2

�G 1230 -0.9 � 0.2

R N A P �G R M -11.5 � 0.5

�G R -12.5 � 0.5

In Table2 welistthecorresponding 40 di�erentstatesofprotein-DNA asso-

ciations. Throughoutthiswork we have forsim plicity assum ed a constantfree
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Table 2: Gibbsfree energies(GFEs)ofthe di�erentprotein associationsto O R

ofphage � (in state s)ofCIdim ers (R),10 Cro dim ers(C),11 and RNAP.6 \0":

em pty site,\ ! ": cooperative interaction,and \Term s": GFE term s due to

Table 1. GFEsare m easured in kcal/m olrelative to the unbound state ofzero

GFE (Referencestate;s= 1).

s O R 3 O R 2 O R 1 Term s G FE

1 0 0 0 Referencestate 0

2 0 0 R �G 1 -12.5

3 0 R 0 �G 2 -10.5

4 R 0 0 �G 3 -9.5

5 0 0 C �G 10 -12.0

6 0 C 0 �G 20 -10.8

7 C 0 0 �G 30 -13.4

8 RNAP 0 0 �G R M -11.5

9 0 RNAP �G R -12.5

10 0 R  ! R �G 1 + �G 2 + �G 12 -25.7

11 R 0 R �G 1 + �G 3 -22.0

12 R  ! R 0 �G 2 + �G 3 + �G 23 -22.9

13 0 C  ! C �G 10 + �G 20 + �G 120 -23.8

14 C 0 C �G 10 + �G 30 -25.4

15 C  ! C 0 �G 20 + �G 30 + �G 230 -24.8

16 RNAP RNAP �G R M + �G R -24.0

17 0 C R �G 1 + �G 20 -23.3

18 0 R C �G 10 + �G 2 -22.5

19 R 0 C �G 10 + �G 3 -21.5

20 C 0 R �G 1 + �G 30 -25.9

21 R C 0 �G 20 + �G 3 -20.3

22 C R 0 �G 2 + �G 30 -23.9

23 R RNAP �G R + �G 3 -22.0

24 RNAP R 0 �G 2 + �G R M -22.0

25 RNAP 0 R �G 1 + �G R M -24.0

26 C RNAP �G R + �G 30 -25.9

27 RNAP C 0 �G 20 + �G R M -22.3

28 RNAP 0 C �G 10 + �G R M -23.5

29 R R  ! R �G 1 + �G 2 + �G 3 + �G 12 -35.2

30 C  ! C  ! C �G 10 + �G 20 + �G 30 + �G 1230 -37.1

31 C R  ! R �G 1 + �G 2 + �G 30 + �G 12 -39.1

32 R C R �G 1 + �G 20 + �G 3 -32.8

33 R  ! R C �G 10 + �G 2 + �G 3 + �G 23 -34.9

34 R C  ! C �G 10 + �G 20 + �G 3 + �G 120 -33.3

35 C R C �G 10 + �G 2 + �G 30 -35.9

36 C  ! C R �G 1 + �G 20 + �G 30 + �G 230 -37.3

37 RNAP R  ! R �G 1 + �G 2 + �G R M + �G 12 -37.2

38 RNAP C  ! C �G 10 + �G 20 + �G R M + �G 120 -35.3

39 RNAP C R �G 1 + �G 20 + �G R M -34.8

40 RNAP R C �G 10 + �G 2 + �G R M -34.0
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RNAP concentration of30 nM .7 Notethatin lack ofCro data at37�C,atwhich

tem perature CIand RNAP data are taken,the Cro data used in the following

were obtained at20�C.Itisassum ed thatthe latterdata provide a reasonable

estim atefortheprocessat37�C.

Them ain purposeofthispaperisto study thesensitivity ofproduction rates

(activities)with respectto theexperim entalerroroftheGFEs.To thisend,we

assum e thatthe transcription initiation (isom erization rate)isthe rate-lim iting

step in protein synthesis.15,16 Accordingly,activity willbede�ned astheproduct

ofisom erization ratetim estheprobability ofRNAP occupancy oftheprom oter.

The latterprobability isa sum ofthefs in Eq.(1).In whatfollows,we use the

sam erateconstantsasShea and Ackersin enum erating theseactivities.7

R esults and discussion

In a previousstudy weanalyzed thesensitivity ofO R through a system aticone-

by-one perturbation schem e ofthe GFEs,with a data set without m onom er-

dim erequilibrium forCro.17 Each individualGFE (correspondstothosein Table

1) was perturbed �1 kcal/m ol,one-by-one,whereupon the change in activity

com pared to wild-type (unperturbed)activity wascalculated. Bakk etal.show

in thiswork thatfora lysogen thesensitivity oftheactivity islow (upon CIand

Cro perturbations),whilethissensitivity isincreasing forprotein concentrations

around induction where the �-switch is turning over from the lysogenic to the

lyticpathway.

The distinct novelfeature in this work is thatwe perform a com putational

scattering m ethod,wherethedi�erentGFEsarerandom ly chosen in theparam -

eterhyperspace and applied in the m odelsim ultaneously. Thisim pliesthatfor

each GFE (seeTable1),wedraw from aGaussian distribution with standard de-

viation equaltotheexperim entaluncertainty (indicated by� in Table1).k Then,

13 new valuesfortheGFE areobtained and theactivitiesatboth prom otersare

then evaluated.Thisprocedure isperform ed 103 tim es,which we checked to be

signi�cant to ensure reliable statistics,whereupon the m ean value (m ean) and

standard deviation (SD)arecalculated from thisset.Thelattervaluewillre
ect

typicaluncertainty ofthe activitiesdue to the experim entalerrorofthe GFEs.

Here we de�ne the sensitivity ofthe activity asthe ratio between the standard

deviation ensuing thecom putationalscattering and wild-type(unperturbed)ac-

tivity.

Figure1a showshow theparam eter�G 1 isscattered around them ean value

-12.5 kcal/m ol,with SD of0.3 kcal/m olasgiven in Table1,for1000 realizations

(random draws).Figure1bgiveacorrespondingexam pleofhow activityisspread

duetovariationsofallGFEsinthesam erun.Noteinthisparticularexam plethat

k67% con�denceintervalcorrespondstoaG aussian distribution around them ean valuewith

standard deviation equalto the experim entaluncertainty.
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Figure1:a)Scatteringoftheprotein-DNA bindingenergy �G 1 random ly drawn

from a Gaussian distribution with m ean of-12.5 kcal/m ol(horizontalline)and

SD of0.3kcal/m ol(seeTable1).Thelattervaluecorrespondsto67% con�dence

intervalsin theexperim ents.b)Corresponding scattering oftheactivity,dueto
variationsofallGFEsin thesam erun,atprom oterPR M for[CIt]= 200 nM and

zero Cro concentration (typicalfora lysogen).Continoushorizontalline

(| | | )correspondstowild typeactivity (0.0081s�1 )and scattered horizontal

line(-----)correspondstothem ean activity ofthe1000scattered valuesin this
plot(0.0077 s�1 ).\Event# " refersto thenum berin theseriesoftherandom ly

drawn binding energiesoutof1000 realizations.
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som eofthescattered data pointsareshifted toward very low valuesleading to a

m ean valueofthescattered activitieswhich islower(0.0077s�1 )com pared tothe

wild-typeactivity (0.0081s�1 ).However,asalso discussed below,skewness,here

and in theothersim ulations,isnotvery pronounced.Theobtained m ean values
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Figure 2: Prom oteractivity versustotalCIconcentration for[Crot]� 0. PR M
correspondstocIactivity and PR correspondstocroactivity.Fully drawn curves

(\wild-type")correspond to experim entalGFE data listed in Table 1,where CI

data are from Koblan and Ackers,10 Cro data from Darling etal.,11 and RNAP

datafrom Ackersetal.6 Prom oteractivity correspondstothenum berofRNAP-

DNA com plexesthatbecom estranscriptionally active persecond. \Scattering"

(� )arem ean valuesoftheactivitiesobtained from thecom putationalscattering

(described in m ain text)associated with standard deviations(only indicated for

deviations> 0:3� 10�3 s�1 ).Thin verticallineindicateslysogenicconcentration

(� 200 nM ).Abscissa isdrawn on logarithm ic(decadic)scale.

arevery closeto thewild-typevalues.Thisisnota prioriobvious,becausethese

valuesoriginatefrom random drawsinaGaussiandistributionoftheGFEs,which

in turn entersexponentsin thegrand canonicalpartition function (Eq.(1))that

m ightproduceaskewnessin thedistribution oftheactivitiesaround them ean.A

generalfeatureisthattheSD relativetothewild-typeactivity,i.e.,thesensitivity,

is large and that the sensitivity is largest fora com bination ofm oderate/large
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repressorconcentrationsand low activity. On the otherhand,itisknown from

experim entsthattherobustnessupon perturbations,in particularofthelysogenic

state,ishigh.18,19,8 Thus,in lightoftheselatterm entioned studies,and despite

theresulting largeuncertainty oftheactivitiesdueto theexperim entalerror,as

found here,a lysogen rem ainsstabledueto theperturbations.

In order to study the sensitivity ofthe activity around induction, i.e., at

concentrationswhere CIproduction isreplaced by Cro production,we perform

an analogousscattered com putation asin Figure 2,butthistim e the totalCro

concentration ([Crot]) is 50 nM .The latter value m ay represent a typicalCro

concentration around induction.7,17 Com pared with [Crot]� 0 thesensitivity of

theactivity ishigherin thisconcentration regim e(seeFigure3).Accordingly,the
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Figure 3: Prom oteractivity versustotalCIconcentration for[Crot]� 50 nM .

Seealso �gurecaption ofFigure2.

activitiesofboth PR M and PR are also reduced,which isreasonable because an

increased Cro concentration im pliesincreased Cro occupancy atboth prom oters

and transcription occurslessfrequently. W e also testthe case [Crot]� 200 nM

(typicallyticconcentration),thatleadsto sm alleractivity than thetwo previous

cases.Dueto thesm allactivities,thesensitivity ishigh in thiscase.

Figures2 and 3 presentthesensitivity oftheactivity,fora given Cro concen-

tration,versusCIconcentration.However,thism ightbedonein am orecom pact
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way as shown in the following. The rate ofCro production m ay be written as

(used to produceFigure4)7,8

d[Crot]

dt
= 10�9 S R pR �

[Crot]

�dil
�
[Crot]

�deg
; (2)

where[Crot]isthetotalCro concentration in nM .S � 20 istheaveragenum ber

ofCro m adefrom each transcriptand R � 2:5� 10�2 s�1 istherateoftranscript

initiation,both estim ated by Aurelletal.8 pR istheprobability ofRNAP occu-

pancy ofprom oterPR calculated from Eq.(1),�dil � 34 m in isthe life tim e of

a cellgeneration,19 and �deg � 2600 sisthe in vivo half-life tim e ofCro due to

degradation.20 Theprefactor10�9 issim ply a conversion factorwhen going from

num bers(ofproteins)to concentrations,assum ing an averagecellularvolum eof

2� 10�15 liters.

W e now assum e Cro production to be in equilibrium ,i.e.,d[Crot]=dt= 0 in

Eq.(2),which isa reasonableassum ption becausetheCro production occurson

tim escaleofseconds,while,forinstance,a cellgeneration isoftheorderofhalf

an hour.3 Thus,fora given repressorconcentration wearenow ableto estim ate

the Cro concentration (see Figure 4a). One should note thatthe param etersin

Eq.(2)are associated with large uncertainty (� 20% ),however,thism ethod is

a valuablesupplem entto thepresentation in Figures2 and 3.

Above we investigated the sensitivity ofthe activity ofthe prom otersby as-

sum ing a �xed Cro concentration (Figures2 and 3). In Figure 4b we show the

sensitivity oftheactivity oftheprom otersby applyingtheself-consistentm ethod

thatcorrespondsto Figure4a.The activity atPR isreduced for[CIt]< 10 nM ,

com pared with thesituation in Figures2 and 3.Thism akessense,because due

to Figure 4a [Crot]� 150 nM for [CIt]< 10 nM resulting in a self-repression

ofCro. PR M isalso repressed by Cro in thisconcentration regim e,leading to a

zero activity. W e �nd thatthe sensitivity ofthe activity isatthe sam e levelas

in thepreviousanalysis,with a standard deviation oftheactivity relativeto the

wild-typeactivity > 20% .

Finally,we im plem ent the com putationalscattering m ethod with a 
atdis-

tribution in an interval�1:5�SD,where SD isthe standard deviation in Table

1,which correspondsto 67% con�denceintervals.E.g.,�G 2 isdrawn atrandom

in the intervalfrom �10:8 kcal/m olto �10:2 kcal/m ol. Thisresultsin a m ean

valueoftheactivity sim ilarto thewild-type and a sensitivity ofthesam e order

as obtained in the Gaussian scattering presented. Thus,the random scatter-

ing m ethod seem sto be ratherinsensitive to the functionalform ofthe random

drawing distribution function.
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Figure 4: a) TotalCro concentration vs.totalrepressor concentration (loga-

rithm ic scale) where Cro concentration is determ ined self-consistently via the

equilibrium ansatz d[Crot]=dt= 0 in Eq.(2).b) Prom oteractivity versustotal
CIconcentration where Cro concentration isdeterm ined self-consistently. Note

that the rise ofthe PR M curve (around 50 nM ) is m uch sharper com pared to

thesituation in Figures2 and 3,indicating a largercooperativity when the Cro

concentration isdeterm ined in theself-consistentway (feedback).
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Sum m ary and conclusion

The m ain purpose ofthis work was to study the sensitivity ofthe production

rates (activities) ofthe regulatory proteins CI and Cro associated with O R (a

genetic switch)in phage�.The bindingsofthese regulatory proteinsand RNA

polym erase to DNA are assum ed to be in equilibrium . Thus, by applying a

grand canonicalapproach (statisticalopen system as presented in Eq.(1))9,6

we are able to �nd the probability ofbinding to O R,whereupon we calculate

the ratesofCIand Cro production (activities). W e perform the com putational

scatteringduringwhich each ofthe13di�erentprotein-DNA bindingenergiesare

random ly drawn from aGaussian distribution with m ean equivalentto wild-type

GFE and standard deviation corresponding to experim entalerror. Then,the

corresponding activities associated with prom otersPR M and PR are calculated.

Thisisperform ed 103 tim es,whereupon them ean and standard deviation ofthe

resulting activitiesareevaluated.

The m ean value em erging from this com putationalscattering schem e is in

generalclose to wild-type activity,where the latter is calculated from the ex-

perim entally (wild-type) given values. The relative sensitivity ofthe activity,

de�ned astheratiobetween thestandard deviation ensuing the\scattering" and

wild-type (unperturbed)activity,isin m ostcases> 20% .The sensitivity ofthe

PR M activity fora lysogen,where CIconcentration typically isaround 200 nM

while Cro concentration is zero,isaround 20% . Thus,according to Bailone et

al.,18 perturbationsoftheactivitiesofthesizeasperform ed in thiswork (0.1-0.5

kcal/m ol)arenotenough to destabilizea lysogen.ThePR activity fora lysogen

ishighly sensitive,howeveroneshould notethatwild-typeactivity ofPR ishere

negligible.Around induction,whereboth CIand Cro concentrationsareatcom -

parable levels (25-50 nM ) the sensitivity ofthe activity is high (> 50% ). The

latterisalso the case in the lytic regim e where Cro isdom inating. Despite the

relatively large error,the activities ofthe two prom oters seem to be separated

within theerror(seeFigures2,3,and 4)m aking theswitch feasible.

W e note that the perturbations perform ed here (and conclusions) m ay to

som e extenttake into accountcell-to-cellvariationsofthe concentrationsofthe

proteins,i.e.,noise,which e�ectively m ay beviewed asvariationsin thebinding

energies.However,in ordertostudy noisesystem atically oneshould,in thesam e

m anner as we scattered GFEs random ly,choose the protein concentrations at

random .21,8

W ealsom akean equilibrium ansatzforCroproduction,by which weareable

to calculate,fora given Cro concentration,the corresponding repressorconcen-

tration. Thism ethod leadsto a m ore \com pact" presentation ofdata,because

then only the CIconcentration is a realvariable due to the fact that the Cro

concentration isim plicitly given,orvice versa.Thesensitivity oftheactivity of

thetwo prom oters,dueto thelatterm ethod,isofthesam esizeaswepreviously

obtained in thiswork with �xed Cro concentrations.
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