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Abstract

We have developed a mathematical model of regulation ofessipwn of theescherichia coli lamperon,
and have investigated bistability in its steady-state @tidn behavior in the absence of external glucose.
Numerical analysis of equations describing regulationti§ical inducers revealed two natural bistability
parameters that can be used to control the range of induoeentrations over which the model exhibits
bistability. By tuning these bistability parameters, ward a family of biophysically reasonable systems
that are consistent with an experimentally determine@bistregion for induction by thio-methylgalactoside
(Ozbudak et al. Nature 427:737, 2004). The model predietshtistability can be abolished when passive
transport or permease export becomes sufficiently largefattmer case is especially relevant to induction
by isopropyl$, D-thiogalactopyranoside. To model regulation by lactese developed similar equations
in which allolactose, a metabolic intermediate in lactosstabolism and a natural inducer lat, is the
inducer. For biophysically reasonable parameter valuesset equations yield no bistability in response
to induction by lactose; however, systems with an unphilgicmall permease-dependent export effect
can exhibit small amounts of bistability for limited rangafsparameter values. These results cast doubt
on the relevance of bistability in tHac operon within the natural context &. coli, and help shed light
on the controversy among existing theoretical studiesalbldtess this issue. The results also suggest an
experimental approach to address the relevance of bisgahithe lac operon within the natural context of

E. coli.
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INTRODUCTION

In 1957, Novick and Weiner discovered ttegcherichia colican exhibit discontinuous switch-
ing in expression of th&ac operon, with some cells expressing a large amoumntgélactosidase
(6-gal), other cells expressing a small amount, and an infgtgnit number of cells expressing an
intermediate amount|[1]. Recently, this effect was furtttearacterized using single-cell assays of
fluorescence levels in a population®fcoli cells carrying dac::gfp reporter[2]. The population
exhibited a bimodal distribution, with induced cells hayiover 100 times the fluorescence level
of uninduced cells. These observations have been attdhatihe existence of two steady states,
i.e., bistability, in the induction dfc in E. coli.

Recent modeling studies have emphasized the importanegarinining whether bistability in
expression ofac is relevant within a natural context [3, 14,!5,.6, 7]. This digsremains open
because experimental studies have focused on the respdasegpression to artificial inducers,
such as thio-methylgalactoside (TMG) and isopropybB-thiogalactopyranoside (IPTG), rather
than the natural inducer, allolactose. This differenceriiscal because artificial inducers (also
known as gratuitous inducers) are not metabolized by theced enzyme, whereas the natural
inducer is a metabolic intermediate in lactose degradatirich is catalyzed by the induced
enzyme.

Savageau |3] found important differences between indodfolPTG vs. lactose in his theoret-
ical treatment of bistability in thiac operon. In Savageau’s model, because production and decay
of allolactose are both proportional to thegal concentration, bistability is forbidden. Expression
of lac in response to lactose was therefore predicted not to exbigtability. This prediction
agreed with the absence stieady-statdistability in an experimental study of populationskf
coli cells exposed to lactose, described in the Supplementatgribof Ref. [2]—in that study,
only transientbimodal distributions of green fluorescence levels amonig eeere observed at
some glucose concentrations. It was later noted that med#isoperon-independent decay of
lactose (e.g., due to dilution by cell growth) could exhitmitability [7]. Several studies using
such models found either a bistable or graded responsettségaepending on parameter values
or external glucose levels [5,16,/7,.8, 9], and in agreemettit thie model of Savageau, a model of
van Hoek & Hogewed [7] was explicitly shown to exhibit no listlity in the absence of operon-
independent decay of allolactose. However, these studiagrme in their assessment of whether

bistability is present |5,/ 6, 9] or absent [7, 8] in expressidlac amongE. coli cells in a natural



context.

In addition to predicting whethdac induction exhibits bistability, some studies have addrdss
the question of whether bistability might enhance or hirtlerperformance dk. colicells. Both
Savageau [4] and van Hoek & Hogeweg [8] found that bistabifitreases the time required to
respond to sudden increases in environmental lactosehwhitbe a disadvantage in competition
for nutrients. These results argue against the naturalamete of bistability ifac expression.

Another important question that has not yet been addresselather the experimental obser-
vations of bistability in Ref..[2] are consistent with indament biophysical data that characterize
processes relevant to regulationla expression. Although phenomenological models were de-
veloped to reproduce the steady-state behavior [2] andxiberienentally characterized dynamics
of switching between stable steady states [10], these odkse not constrained by independent
biophysical data. For example, it is unclear whether thenpheenological models are consistent
with independently measured permease transport kinédieshe other hand, studies of bistability
using more detailed, biophysical modeldaxd induction were either only partially constrained [7]
or did not consider the response to artificial inducers|[8]6,

Here we analyze bistability in an ordinary differential atjon (ODE) model ofac induction.
We use ODEs because we restrict our analysis to steadyksthéeiors, and because the protein
concentrations in fully induced cells are 10f) per cell (see Parameter Values section) and have
negligible fluctuations. Similar equations describe irtthrcby lactose or artificial inducers. We
first use the model to gain insight into key determinants sifdtility oflac expression in response
to artificial inducers, and to understand how charactessif bistability are controlled by model
parameters. We then use the resulting insight to tune thearpeters of the model to match the
bistable behavior observed by Ozbudak etlal. [2], and toigreskchanisms by which bistability
might be abolished. Finally, like previous modeling stsdiee use the model to address the
guestion of whethdac expression might be bistable in a natural context, continiguo resolution

of what is now a long-standing controversy.

MODEL

In our model oflac induction (Fig[1a), the following set of coupled ordinaifferential equa-

tions relate the internal lactose concentratindllactose concentration), and3-galactosidase
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FIG. 1: Circuitry for models oflac induction. a) Model for induction by lactose (Eqggl (1)), limting

the following processes: (1) proportional production ofrpease (LacY) and-gal (LacZ); (2) permease-
mediated transport of lactose; (3) dilution of intracealuspecies by cell growth; (4)-gal catalyzed degra-
dation of lactose, producing both the metabolic intermedilolactose, and the ultimate products of degra-
dation, glucose and galactose; and (5Qal catalyzed degradation of allolactose, producing agecand
galactose. b) Model for induction by artificial inducers $E{)), including: (1) proportional production of
permease (LacY) ang-gal (LacZ); (2) permease-mediated transport of indu@rci{ution of intracellular
species by cell growth and (6) passive transport of inducer.
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In Egs. [1),a and ¢« are the rate constants for permease-dependent lactoset iamabexport,

respectivelyK; is the Michaelis constant for permease-dependent lactassport (assumed to



be the same for import and export),and K,,,; are the rate constant and Michaelis constant for
lactose degradatiom, is the branching fraction of lactose degradation to alkolse,é and K, ,

are the rate constant and Michaelis constant for allolactiegradationy is the rate of dilution
due to cell growth¢y andey are the basal and inducible ratesifjalactosidase productiofy,, is

the allactose concentration at half-maximal inductiorsafalactosidase production, ands the

Hill number for lactose induction gf-galactosidase production.

The metabolic fluxes in Eq9.](1) include the effects of coritipet between allolactose and
lactose for access t6-galactosidase ando terms). Because shuttling of galactosides across
membranes occurs through a single permease channel [113)seeconsider the influence of
competition between external and internal lactose foregttepermease@nde terms); however,
as a simplification, we do not consider transitions amongrdisinternal states of the permease
[11].

To focus on the operating conditions of the system that ais retevant to lactose utilization by
E. coli, we only consider regulation in the absence of glucose. fhigiss is appropriate because,
in the presence of glucoskac is not essential for growth, and inducgejalactosidase levels are
low [12].

Similarly, the model of artificial induction déc (Fig.[1b) is given by

. eyl B
zZ=cy+ Koo vz. (2b)

In Egs. [(2), variables and parameters have the same measiigEgs. [(1), except and [*
correspond to the level of internal and external artifigidlicer (e.g., IPTG or TMG), respectively,
andqy is the rate constant for leakage across the membrane.

In Egs. 1) and Eqs.(2), protein expression is lumped wittegexpression, and the dependence
of promoter activity on the level of signal (IPTG, TMG, oraHctose) is modeled using a simple
Hill function, which is significantly simpler than other meld [5,(6) 7| 8,9, 13, 14]. On the other
hand, Eqgs.[{l1) considers the effects of competition amobgtsates in permease transport and
metabolic processes, unlike other modelsoinduction [2, 3} 4, 5,6,/7/8, 9, 13,15]. Compared to
the model of Savageau |3, 4], Edsl (1) considers operorpamttent decay of allolactose, without
which bistability in response to lactose is impossible [3/]4as discussed above. Overall, Egs. (1)
and Eqgs.[(R) are less detailed than keinduction models used in Refs. [13], [5], [6], [7]. [8],
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and [9], and are more detailed than those used in Refs.| [B]i28], and [2], and they therefore
constitute intermediate complexity equations descritt@egnduction. Compared to the simpler
models, the intermediate level of detail provides incrdasmtact between model parameters and
biophysical measurements, and compared to more detaile@lsat facilitates analysis of the

equations and interpretation of the results.

PARAMETER VALUES

We used the parameter values and ranges listed in Mlable atpzarbistability in Eqs[{1) and

Egs. [2). The values in the table were obtained as follows:

e 7. We assume the generation time under the conditions in Refs B0-60 min. We note,
however, that this time might be very different ércoligrowing under stress in the gut; this

represents a source of uncertainty concerning the biabgetevance of our predictions.

e . We assume that, = 0 except for the case of IPTG, where we explore a range consiste
with that considered in Ref.|[8].

e o. An approximate range of 1-100 'sfor sugar transport turnover numbers was obtained
from the review by Wright et al. [16]. The range is broadentheeasured values [17] because
measurements were made at@%ather than at the physiological temperature 6fG3h
the host environment of the gut that we are focusing on hegkaawhich measurements in
Ref. [2] were performed. The nominal value 600 min~' was estimated from Ref. [17]
assuming the production rate of permease is the same ad floatctonal 5-gal. Because
permease is a monomer whitegal is a tetramer, this assumption entails a four-fold nal
production rate for permease. This seems possible, as [4¢tgaide acetyltransferase
(GATase) monomer synthesis is eight-fold smaller thagal monomer synthesis; (2) due to
incomplete operon transcription and the order of genesdrofieron lacZYA, the amount
of MRNA transcribed from the GATase geracA) and permease gentagy) is smaller
than that from the3-gal gene lac2); (3) there is some evidence that permease is made in
smaller amounts thast-gal [18].

e ¢. We assume no export flux through permease in the artificialation model, and then

examine the consequences of introducing such a flux on bistaBuided by Ref.[11], for



the lactose model, we use a nominal efflux rate constant ¢f half the value of the influx

rate constant, and allow the value to decrease in the search for bistalpiditons.

K. For simplicity, we assume the same Michaelis constantdangase import and export—
a nominal value of).5 mM was obtained from Ref. [17]. The range was applied asper

and encompasses measured values [17, 19, 20].

(. A total lactose turnover number fg-galactosidase df.85 x 10* min~! is estimated
from a measured value df,,. = 61.3 umol min~* mg~! in Ref. [21]. This estimate is
an order of magnitude greater than the vatuex 10* min—! given in Ref. [22], but the
two estimates agree closely when one considersiugtl converts about half of its lactose
substrate to glucose and galactose, rather than allogaod that the enzyme is composed
of four monomeric catalytic subunits. The estimate givefRaf. [22] is appropriate for
total turnover of lactose on a per monomer basis. Likenfobecause measurements were
performed at 30C, we consider a range of values ten times lower to ten tinggdsehithan

the nominal value.

K,,;. The nominal value was obtained directly from Ref.|[23]. As B, because of
temperature considerations, we use a range from ten times to ten times higher than the

nominal value.

v. The valuer = 0.468 was calculated from the total rate @fgal degradation of lactose and
the partial flux from lactose to allolactose reported in f2&f]. We take it to be a constant
because the ratio of reaction products was found to be iiisen® temperature changes
betweergs0°C and0°C.

5. An allolactose turnover number férgal 0f2.3 x 10* min~! is estimated from a measured
value ofV,,,, = 49.6 1 mol min~* mg~! in Ref. [23]. As for3, because of temperature
considerations, we use a range from ten times lower to teestinigher than the nominal

value.

K,... The nominal value was obtained directly from Ref.|[23]. As B, because of
temperature considerations, we use a range from ten times to ten times higher than the

nominal value.



e c. Using a production rate of B-gal tetramers per cell per second for a 48 min generation
time [24], 14,400 molecules are produced during a generatidull induction—this is the
number of molecules in the cell after doubling (supportingahoice of a noiseless model).
Assuming a 1um?® mean cell volumel[25] and linear volume increase in time ,[26¢

volume after doubling is approximately Quzn?, leading to a concentration of 34,2881.

e c. This value is derived from, assuming a 1000-fold increase frgalactosidase levels

upon inductionl|[27].

e K andn. These values are estimated from IPTG induction data in @assknockout cells
both from Ref. [28], Fig. 15 and from data compiled in Ref.J[2Bigs. 1 and 2. The
nominal valuen = 2 was estimated from the slopes of the curves in the figures,/and
was determined by estimating from the figures the conceottraf IPTG at half-maximal
induction. The nominal value df)®> nM was estimated from data compiled in Ref./[29]. To
determine the range, an approximate lower valug¢0éfnM was obtained from Ref. [28],
and we allowed for an upper value tf° nM to account for potential differences between
induction by IPTG and TMG or lactose.

RESULTS

We first used Egsl {2) to determine how parameter valuesaldistability in the steady-state
response ofac expression to artificial inducers. To detect and charazdyistability for a given
set of parameter values, we solved f@f) and/*(/) as rational functions of. Bistability in lac
expression exists when the line describing steady-statéslefz vs. [* adopts a characteristic “S”
shape, as shown in Figl 2. Within the bistable rangé& athe highest and lowest levels ofare
stable steady-state solutions and the intermediate |éveisoan unstable steady-state solution of
Egs. [1). The bistable range is defined by the love( L) and upperif = U) turning points, as
illustrated in FigL2. An analogous signature of bistapitian be seen in examining steady-state
levels ofl vs. I* (not shown). For a model with given parameter valdueandU can be located by
finding the roots of eithedl* /dz or di* /dl using an eigenvalue solver.

We analyzed Eqd.]2) for systems with sets of parameter sdiasvn from the ranges in Talle |,

takingay = 0, ¢ = 0, andn = 2. Sets of 100 values each féf; and K, were obtained using



TABLE |: Parameter values.

ParamDescription Nominal Range
v |growth rate - 0.0116 min~" —0.0231 min "
ap |passive transport 0 0—1.35 min*
rate constant
a |permease import 600 min ™" 6 x 10" min~' —
turnover number 6 x 10% min~!
¢ |ratio of permease |0 (artificial inducers 0-0.5
export to import or 0.5 (lactose)
turnover numbers
K; |permease Michaelis 5 x 10° nM 5 x 10" nM —
constant 5 x 10 nM
(-gal lactose 2.85 x 10*min~" 2.85 x 10 min~' —
turnover number 2.85 x 10° min™*
v |lactose~ allolactose 0.468 -
[-gal branching
fraction
K, |5-gal lactose 2.53 mM 0.253 mM —25.3 mM
Michaelis constant
5 |p-gal allolactose 2.30 x 10*min~"! 2.30 x 10 min~' —
turnover number 2.30 x 10° min™*
K, . |B-0al allolactose 1.2 mM 0.12 mM —12.0 mM
Michaelis constant
e |fully induced 34285 nM -
B-gal level
¢ |basalg-gal level 34.3 nM -
K. |signallevel at 10° nM 10* nM —10° nM
half-maximal
lac induction
n  |Hill number for 2 -
signal-dependent
lac induction

logarithmically even sampling over their allowed rangesc&use the steady-state solutions of
Egs. [2) only depend om and~ through the ratiav/~, rather than sampling and~ individually,
we obtained 100 values of/~ using logarithmically even sampling between the upper anet
bound computed from Tablé |. This sampling scheme vyield#dx 100 x 100 = 10° systems
with different values of /7, K, K.,).

We found that alll0® systems exhibited some degree of bistability in responggdiaction by
artificial inducers. The dependence of the range of bistalmih model parameters was further

analyzed using two measures that we introduce here: tleelfafi, and the produdt/ L. We used
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FIG. 2: An example of a system from Eqfsl (2) with the up@éy &nd lower ) turning points consistent
with the results inl[2]. The parameter values qre .0231 min~!, & = 60 min~!, K, = 123, 285 nM and
K; =1,077,217 nM.

these measures to estimate the percentage of systems ébrhvigtiability might be observable in an
experiment like that in Ref. [2]. By inspecting the measueatrerrors in Ref.[2], we estimate that
systems witil//L > 1.1 andU L > 0.01 uM? exhibit bistability that is favorable for experimental
observation (i.e., difficult to detect), and that systemthwitherU/L < 1.1 or UL < 0.01 puM?
exhibit bistability that is unfavorable for experimentakervation. Among systems with parameter
values sampled as described above, by these criteria, wiptieat experimental observation of
bistability would be favorable fa85% of systems, and unfavorable f85% of systems.

Increasing eithety, or ¢ above zero tends to reduce or abolish bistability in aréfiginduced
systems. Asy is increased (Fid.l3), firdt’ begins shifting to lower values df, then L begins
shifting to higher values df', leading to an asymptotic behavior in which bistability iashed.
Like changes iny,, as¢ is increased (Fid.l4), shifts to higher values df; however, by contrast,
U does not initially show a significant change. A increased further, the entire induction curve
begins to shift to higher levels &f.

To compare Eqs[{2) to the data in Rel. [2], we first selectedleset of systems for which
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FIG. 3: Effects of variations in thag > 0 parameter on an artificially induced system wjth= 0 min~—*
andag = 107" min~!, £ = 0,...,4. The other parameters are givenhy= 2, v = .0231 min~!, € =
34286 nM, ¢ = 34.3nM, K; = 5 x 10 nM, K, = 10* nM anda = 60 min~".

the bistable region is in the same neighborhood as that in[Beffrom 3 ©M to 30 uM TMG.
Considering this range, out of tH8° systems sampled, we selected 187,108 systems for which
L>1puMandU < 100 uM for further analysis. Interestingly, we found that all bése systems
collapse to a single curve when displayed in the spadegf(U/L) vs. log(K;/K.) (Fig.[8),
indicating thatl// L can be precisely tuned using the paraméfer K;/K .. As shown in FiglB,

the dependence was accurately modeled using the equation

(i K.) ™ 1

(KJK)® 1 (2% 10=" (3)

log,o(U/L) ~

Next, we found that, at a given value &f = K;/K,, without changing the value df/L, UL
could be tuned precisely using the paraméter K,;K,v/a. As shown in FiglB, this dependence

was accurately modeled using the equation

logo(UL) = Co(X) + C1(X)log(Y). (4)

Figure[T shows theX-dependence of the parametérg X)) and C,(X), obtained numerically
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FIG. 4: Effects of variations in the > 0 parameter on an artificially induced system with= 10~* min "
and¢ = 0 and10~* min~!, k = 1, ..., 4. All of the scales are ipM. The other parameter values are as in

Figure[3.

using systems with similar values af. For the range of systems considered here, we found that
Co(X) could be fit using a third order polynomial log,,(X ), and thatC, (X') could be taken as
a constant.

The above phenomenological results provide a prescriftiotuning the range of bistability
exhibited by an artificially induced system. First, the weatd U/ L. can be specified by choosing a
value of the parametef = K; /K, using Eq.[(B). Then, using this value &f the value of/ L can
be specified by choosing a value of the paramgter K, K;«/~ using Eq.[(#) and the empirically
determined’ (X)) andC (X)) (Fig.[4). We used this prescription to obtain a family of syss that
are consistent with the parameter values in Table | and @b a range of bistability consistent
with that observed in Refl [2], witlbg,,(U/L) ~ .86 andlog,,(UL) ~ 1.92. An example of the
steady-state behavior of one such system is illustratecyumél2.

We used similar methods to analyze E@s. (1) which descrihgcition by lactose. No bistability

was present in the system with nominal parameter valuesTadte] (Fig[8) with¢ = 0.5, which
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is consistent with the theory of Savageau [3] and the Supghéany Material of Ref.[2]. However,
guided by the results for artificial inducers in Hig. 4, wermkaed systems witkh = 0. Although
the system with nominal parameter values and 0 did not exhibit bistability, other systems that
have parameter values consistent with the ranges in Maldeekéiibit bistability. We then located
the system that exhibits the largest value$/@f. andU L; for this caseq, 3, § and K, assume
their lowest values in Tablé | whitg, K,,,;, K, . andK; assume their highest values (Higy. 9). The
curve in Fig.[9 illustrating bistability characteristiosrfthis system closely resembles a similar
curve shown in van Hoek & Hogeweg [7], Fig. 2B. Thus, althonghmodel is less detailed than
theirs, it can exhibit comparable steady-state behavior.

To estimate the distribution of systems exhibiting theeatiéht qualitative behaviors, as for the
case of artificial inducers, we analyze@* systems with randomly sampled parameter values,
all with ¢ = 0. We predict99.87% of these systems to exhibit no bistabilityp05% to exhibit
bistability favorable for observatior/(L > 1.1 andUL > 0.01 pM?), and0.08% to exhibit
bistability that is unfavorable for observatioff (L. < 1.1 or UL < 0.01 uM?). However, as
observed for Egs[{2), increasiago even a small fraction of its nominal value rapidly abodish

bistability for all combinations of other parameter valie&gs. [1) (Fig[1D).
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FIG. 6: Using theC, and C; in Figure[T results in a linear relation between the cehigy,(UL) and
log (K K,/ o).

CONCLUSIONS

For the equations describing induction by artificial indg¢gve found that the range of external
inducer concentrations over which systems exhibit biitglis precisely controllable by two
rational combinations of model parameters. By adjustireg¢hparameters, we were able to
demonstrate agreement with the bistable range for TMG inaluérom Ref. [2]. However, in
achieving this agreement, we assumed that permease-agypesitiux of artificial inducers is
negligible ¢ = 0). We have not found independent biophysical data to canstings parameter
for artificial inducers, and therefore predict that it hasalue much less than the value of roughly
0.5 that has been measured for lactose.

To achieve agreement with the bistable range of roughip to 30 M in Ref. [2], c ande
in Egs. [2) were tuned to exhibit a 1000-fold induction oftein expression. While this value
is reasonable based on previous studies, it does disagtieeheiroughly 100-fold induction of
GFP expression reported in Refl [2]. We did analyze systeitis alternative values of and

e that yield 100-fold induction; however, none of them extabibistable ranges that agree with
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FIG. 7: Dependence of the coefficients in the regression haideq. (4) onX = K, /K z.

the range reported in Ref.|[2]. Further studies will be reeplito understand why Eqs$. (2) does
not simultaneously agree with both the bistable range andma@d induction of the experimental
lac :: g fp reporter system. In addition to model refinement, it wouldrbiful to seek systematic
differences between expression from chromosdataind the plasmid-basddc :: g fp reporter
system used in Rel.|[2].

The lack of bistability observed for induction by lactosesss with modeling studies concluding
that bistabity inac expression is irrelevant . coliin a natural context [3/ 4, 7, 8]. Thus, although
bistable behavior itacis now well-documented [1] 2, 30], because it has only bepam@xentally
observed using artificial inducers, its relevance withia tlatural context oE. coli is doubtful.
Indeed, itis surprising that thac operon has been considered to be a paradigm of bistabiljgne
regulation, considering the gaps in understanding thaanemifter so many careful experimental
and theoretical studies.

The present results predict that bistable behavior candragted by (1) hindering the kinetics
of permease transport ( K;) and/s-gal catalysis§, 9, K., 1, K. .); (2) lowering the required level
of allolactose for half-maximahc expression k.); and (3) accelerating cell growth), These

predictions suggest genetic targets for enginedgingoli strains that exhibit a clear signature of
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FIG. 8: Allolactose system with all of the parameters givgriieir nominal values in Tablé I.

bistability. Experiments to compare the behavior of suchiss with wild-type cells would help

to clarify whether bistability ifac expression is relevant in a natural context.
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FIG. 9: Bistability in thep = 0 lactose-induced system with /3, 6 and K, at their lowest values in Tab[e |
and~, K., 1, K, . andK; at their highest values. This is the system that exhibitdaigest values of/ /L
andU L within the allowed ranges of parameter values.
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