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Abstract

Understanding how homochirality emerged remains a challenge for the researchers interested in the origin of life. During the
last decades, stable non-racemic steady states of non-equilibrium chemical systems have been discussed as a possible response to
this problem. More recently, the description of recycled systems was provided, in which stable products can be activated back to
reactive compounds, leading to the continuous maintaining of unidirectional reaction loops. The previous models were based on
irreversible reaction. As a consequence, the question of the relevance of such systems in the presence of real microreversible reac-
tions has been addressed. To face this skepticism, a full thermodynamic study of recycled systems based on only microreversible
reactions is presented here. We argue that what really matters is the way the energy is transferred and distributed through the
system and the subsequent production on entropy. As a consequence, the kinetics and thermodynamics of the systems will be
carefully introduced and detailed in this paper. Recycled non-equilibrium systems appear to be interesting instances of self orga-
nized systems through the consumption of external sources of chemical energy. More than simple providers of hypothetical new
materials for the early emergence of homochirality, such protometabolic systems are important paths towards the self-organizing
systems underlying the origin of life.
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Introduction

The early origin of life can be described as the self-organization
of chemical networks™? in which the emergence of network au-
tocatalysis becomes of fundamental importance.® Such chemi-
cal networks are especially interesting to understand the emer-
gence of properties like homochirality, as they may result from
a competition between enantiomers amplification processes and
eventually the destabilization of the racemic state.?

The emergence of homochirality can be construed as a sym-
metry breaking phenomenon occurring in a non-equilibrium au-
tocatalytic systems and leading to stable non-racemic steady
states.’ Recent developments are aiming at the description of
recycled systems®® rather than open-flow systems.? In the re-
cycled systems, there is a constant number of chiral subunits
that are driven away from the equilibrium state by an active
process allowing to transform low-potential chiral subunits to
high-potential ones.! While the traditional systems are totally
open, the energy input being brought by fluxes of the chiral
subunits themselves, the recycled system is closed to the chi-
ral subunits, but rather coupled to a flux of energetic com-
pounds. Some criticisms about the thermodynamic relevance
of that kind of models, including recycling mechanisms, have
been raised.'® They are grounded on the idea that such systems
should only be based on non-microreversible mechanisms, made
possible by physical® or photochemical processes.'’ It has been
discussed how this point of view is reductive, as microreversible
chemical exchanges can perfectly play similar roles.'?

Actually, several studies of kinetic systems neglect the mi-
croreversibility of reaction, describing irreversible unidirec-
tional cycle of reaction and arguing that this is justified by the
non-equilibrium state of the system.'3"!5 Of course, such stud-
ies have to comply with the thermodynamic constraints that
prevent the kinetic parameters to be chosen independently of
the thermodynamic parameters. Caution must be taken when
dealing with theoretical models since, as this article explains,
failing to respect the relationships between thermodynamics
and kinetics amounts to hide some implicit energy source in-
side the system.

However, a totally microreversible system must not be re-
jected as a effective non-equilibrium system. Coupling a sys-
tem with a chemical source of energy is a valuable if not the
favorite option for self-organization of prebiotic chemical net-
works. Such coupling are actually ubiquitous in actual biosys-
tems, where many endergonic biochemical reactions are cou-
pled to the hydrolysis of ATP. Some non-equilibrium abiotic
systems also function on the basis of chemical energy transfer.
The classical Belousov-Zhabotinskii reaction® is the most fa-
mous example. In this system, closed reaction loops based on
the reaction of different cerium cations are maintained by the
continuous consumption of bromide and malonic acid. All these
non-equilibrium systems are characterized by a closed system
of given chemical compounds, performing unidirectional loops
through the consumption of an excess (or clamped) of “fuel”
molecule. Their kinetics can turn out to be rather sophis-
ticated, showing oscillations or bifurcation between multiple
steady states.

The question can be separated in two distinct parts. First,
how can we transfer chemical energy to a system, while keep-
ing microreversibility? Then, how can such a system lead to
the emergence of non-racemic stable steady states. In order
to tackle these two sub-questions, the thermodynamic analy-
sis of a general chemical reaction communicating with its sur-
rounding will first be performed. The purpose is to understand
how chemical dynamic systems can be built still obeying the
thermodynamic laws. Our conceptual framework will put an

important emphasis on the entropic exchanges.'” Departing
from that, a non-equilibrium Onsager’s triangle of reactions®
will be analyzed, in order to point out how chemical energy
can be transferred into a chemical system. This will lead to
the description of non-equilibrium systems in terms of the re-
action flux (that is the dynamic of the systems), rather than
the concentration (that is their static parameters). Finally,
the APED system (Activation-Polymerization-Epimerization-
Depolymerization system’) will be analyzed, showing how a
recycled system of chiral subunits can be maintained in a non-
racemic state by consuming chemical energy. An energetic and
entropic analysis will show how this source of energy can be
consumed and efficiently used in such a system.

Theoretical

Single Chemical Reaction

Description: Let us consider a system constituted by one
chemical reaction j between n compounds X;. When this reac-
tion is embedded inside a reaction network, n fluxes of matter
fi in each compound X; can be established with the rest of the
reaction network and its surrounding:
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The global stoichiometric coefficient is

Vij V::j — VZ'—’]'A (3)

If v, = 0 and v ; # 0, X; is a reactant of the reaction j.
+ - _ s - _

If vf; # 0 and v;; = 0, X; is a product. If v, = v, # 0,

X; is a catalyst. If I/;Fj #0, v;; #0and v;; # 0, X; is an

autocatalyst. If v, , = u;fj = 0, X; does not participate in the

reaction j.

Kinetic Relationship. The system exchanges matter with
its surrounding. The variation in concentration due to external
exchanges is:
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Internal transformations occur through the chemical process.
The variation in concentration due to the internal transforma-
tions is:
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The total variation in concentration is thus given by:
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Thermodynamic Relationship. A given state of this sys-
tem is characterized by the chemical affinity A;:
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K is the thermodynamic equilibrium constant. The relation-
ship with the standard Gibbs energies of formation A¢GY, or
the related constant of formation Kt ;, can be established:
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We have from Eq. [0 and Eq. [4}
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This relation is directly related to the chemical potential by:
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Link Between Kinetic and Thermodynamic Properties.
When f; =i; = 0, the system is at equilibrium, so that:
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Zieq are the concentrations at the equilibrium state.

As i; = 0, Eq. [0 and Eq. link the thermodynamic and
kinetic parameters by:
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R; is a characteristic parameter of the reaction, combining ki-
netic and thermodynamic properties. The expression of i; given

in Eq. [0 can then be expressed as:
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In this equation, the parameters relative to the reaction (R;i;)
have been separated from the parameters relative to reac-

tants (Viui'j) and from the parameters relative to the prod-

i
ucts (V, 7). This equation is analogous to a “Ohm’s law”, in
which the intensity of a reaction (i;) becomes a function of
the potential between reactants and products (V; parameters).
This expression is exact in all cases, even in non steady states.
Similar laws are given in the literature, but the relationship is
sometimes given as a function of chemical potential p; rather
than the V; parameters, in which case this law becomes true
only close to equilibrium.'® The description we are giving here
is true even in non-equilibrium states, and is rather similar to
the description of Peusner et al.,?° except that the V; potentials
are calculated relatively to the standard state — thus the in-
troduction of the K;; — rather than relatively to one arbitrary
node. The advantage of this description is to be totally sym-
metric for all compounds, not depending on any numbering,
and is thus more general.

In this context, in order to totally describe a thermodynami-
cally consistent system, there is the need for one characteristic
parameter per element: the “chemical resistance” R; of each re-
action, and the constant of formation Kt ; for each compound.
A given state of the system is totally described by one vari-
able for each element: the intensity i; for the reaction and the
potential V; for each compound, these variable being linked by
Eq.

Energetic Analysis. The system will continuously dissipate
energy, through the chemical reaction. The variation of the
extent of reaction ¢; relative to the chemical transformation j
is:
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= 5.

As a consequence, the instant quantity of free energy dissipated
as a function of time is :
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Entropic Analysis.
o; is equal to:

The entropy production by unit of time
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It can be noted that whatever the sign of i;, in accordance with
the second principle, o; is always positive (zero in the limit case
i; = 0).

At the same time, the system exchanges entropy through
matter exchange with the surrounding:
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The entropy balance can be computed by:
Obal = Oec— 0j. (40)

The global energy exchange being ¢ = T'opq;. When opar >
0, the system consumes energy. When o4, < 0, the system
releases energy.

At equilibrium Pj, 0, 0. and ope are all zero. An equilib-
rium state does not exchange anything with its surrounding,
nor produce entropy.

Steady State. A steady state corresponds to:

dl’i
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which leads to, because of Eq.
fi = —viji; (42)

The exchanges with the surrounding can compensate an unbal-
ance of the reaction, maintaining a continuous flux of reaction
;. The equilibrium state is just a special case of steady state
with ¢; = 0 and f; = 0, in which case the absence of exchanges
leads to detailed balance.

The exchange of entropy thus becomes, according to Eq.

1 & _
Oe = _? gluiyi’jlj (43)
= gj. (45)
In this case, opq; = 0. The system exactly dissipates what it

receives, maintaining constant its internal state. The main-
taining of this state is active, and is different from the unique
equilibrium state. The matter flux f; implies a continuous cre-
ation of entropy during the transformation. The matter flux
maintains the reaction, allowing a continuous reaction being
performed.

Non-Equilibrium Onsager’s Triangle

Description of the System. The onset of unidirectional re-
action loops is extremely interesting, as a source of network au-
tocatalysis."*® As shown by Onsager'® a reaction loop can’t be
subject to an unidirectional flux of reactions at equilibrium. In
order to understand what happens in a non-equilibrium steady
state, let us consider the following system:
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A flux of X and Y forces the reaction from C to A, and thus
maintains the system {A, B, C} out of equilibrium. The whole
network is represented in fig. [[JA.

Figure 1: A: Schematic representation of the reaction network
relative to a non-equilibrium Onsager triangle. B: Steady state
potential of the system. a, spontaneous transformation from A
to C'; b, activated transformation from C' to A; c, spontaneous
transformation from X to Y, coupled to the activated transfor-
mation b, the process c forcing the process b to compensate the
process a. C: Detailed distribution of the entropic fluxes inside
the whole network. D: Simplified description of the system, em-
phasizing the coupling between the external compounds X,Y
and the internal compounds A,B,C.

The reaction fluxes can be expressed as:

Raia ViV — VaV, (47)
Riin = Va-Vi (48)
Roiz = Vi—Ve (49)
Rsis = V.—Va. (50)



Steady State. In the steady state, we have:
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We can note that this comes down to apply the equivalent of
the Kirchoff law for a steady state chemical system.?!
The relationship between the several fluxes is thus:

(Ri+ R2)i =Va — Ve (E3) + ED) (54)
Rsis = —(R1 + R2)i (B = —@EA) (55)
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From these relations, we can see that for a positive exchange
flux i., i is positive and i3 is negative. There is a net contin-
uous transformation around the cycle, initiated from A to B,
transmitted from B to C and from C to A. i5 = i. + i3 is the
effective flux induced in the cycle. i3 is a “leak” of the activa-
tion flux. We can find i5 ~ i. when Rz > R; + Ra, that is
when the kinetic of the reaction 3 can be neglected compared
to reactions 1 and 2.

At equilibrium, all the V; are equal. In this non-equilibrium
steady state, the exchange of chemical energy allows to main-
tain Vo, >V, (Eq.@8), Vi, > Vo (Eq.E9), Vo > V. (Eq. [B0), and
VeV > VoV, (Eq. E8) which comes down to:

Ve _ Va

v, > . >0
and thus V, > V. It is important to note here that despite the
fact that A is of higher potential than C|, there is a net conver-
sion from C to A as i, + i3 = % > 0. The transfer of chemical
energy allows the recycling of low potential compound C back
to high potential compound A, counteracting the spontaneous
evolution in the opposite direction (see fig. IB).

(57)

Entropic Analysis. The different entropy produced or ex-

changed during the processes are:

ce = Ricln % (58)
0a = Ri.ln g‘;y (59)
o1 = Riln % (60)
o2 = Riln % (61)
o3 = R(ice—1i)ln % (62)

These exchanges are represented in fig. [IIC.

Simplified Description. If we focus on the {A, B,C} sys-
tem, we can see that there is a global transformation from A
to B at the rate i. + i3 = i. The system can then just be seen
as in fig. [[ID. Globally, there is an unidirectional loop of trans-
formations from A to B, then to C, and back to A, performed
at a constant rate i. {A, B,C} act as a closed system, main-
tained in a non-equilibrium activity thanks to its coupling with
the open-flow system {X,Y}. The incoming chemical energy
To. is transferred from {X,Y} to {A, B, C}, and dissipated by
continuous entropy creation:

Otot = Oaq+ 01+ 02+ 03

= Oe.

If the system { X, Y} is such as the concentrations z and y can
be considered as constant (e.g. in the case of a large reservoir
of energy compared to a small system {A, B,C}), the system
{A, B, C} is mathematically equivalent to a closed system, in
which we have first order reactions in A, B and C. The corre-
sponding apparent kinetic rates would seem not to respect the
microreversibility, as they implicitly depend on the concentra-
tions = and y. Each time such theoretical chemical network is
built, it is fundamental to realize that there is a hidden source
of energy in the system. This result is similar to what Peusner
et al. described as the necessity to introduce “independent flow
or force sources” into the network to allow the possibility of
obtaining a non-equilibrium steady state in such systems.?°

Time Evolution. Numerical integration of the several sub-
set of the system were performed using Xppaut,>? with ki =
ko = ks = 1 s %, ko = 10 s™!. The reverse kinetic rates
were calculated using the thermodynamics data K; = 26?‘; =2,

ngZZ—Z:2andKa:z’TZ:10,sothatwehave:

ko K1 K2

ko = T (65)

ki = e (66)
_ kQ

ko = e (67)

ks = kaKy Ko (68)

Initial conditions were ap = 3 M, bp = 2 M, ¢o = 2 M. z and
y = 107° M were maintained constant. The parameter x was
kept as a variable, allowing to tune the quantity of incoming
energy.
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Figure 2: Time evolution of a non-equilibrium reaction loop.
AandB:z=0M,Cand D: x =0.01 M, Eand F: x =05 M

Three kind of different evolutions can be observed (see
Fig. )):

Equilibrium (z = 0): There is no energy source. The system
initially dissipates its excess of energy, to evolve sponta-
neously towards the equilibrium state (a =1 M, b =2 M,



¢ = 4 M) where the entropy production is zero (i.e. the
system reaches a maximum of entropy). As only spon-
taneous reactions are possible in absence of coupling, the
reaction is observed from A to B and from B to C (i1 > 0,
iz > 0) and from A to C (i3 < 0). When the equilibrium
is reached, all the fluxes are zero: all reactions are detailed
balanced.

Close to equilibrium (z = 0.01): There is a weak source of
energy. The evolution is very similar, the system evolves
towards a steady state that is very close to the equilbrium
state (¢ = 1.07 M, b = 2.01 M, ¢ = 3.92 M). The major
difference is observed after some time. The entropy pro-
duction does not go to zero, but diminishes until reaching
the incoming entropy, so that the incoming energy is to-
tally dissipated. The system thus reaches a minimum of
entropy production. The fluxes also follow a similar evo-
lution as previously (i1 > 0, i2 > 0, i35 < 0), except that
they now reach a non zero positive flux i, 75 reversing its
direction when approaching the steady state.

Far from equilibrium (z = 0.5): There is a strong source of
energy. This time, the entropy production increases be-
fore the decrease towards the steady state (a = 2.6 M,
b =24 M, ¢ = 2.0 M). During all the evolution, the en-
tropy production remains actually quite close to the incom-
ing entropy. An unidirectional cycle of reaction is almost
instantaneously obtained in the system, (i1 > 0, i2 > 0,
i5 > 0). The far-from-equilibrium system is almost only
ruled by the energy flow.

The repartition of the fluxes for different values of z is given
in Tab.[[l The incoming entropy grows with the availability of
the energy source X. It can be seen that the great majority
of the energy is dissipated by the activation reaction, only a
small fraction of energy being transmitted to the cycle (from
1% to 16% in the performed experiments). In accordance with
Eq. B0l it can be checked that the forced circular flux ¢ always
represent 14% of the XY exchange flux i., whatever the value
of the incoming flux.

The APED Model

Energy Diagram

The APED model describes a system based on the activation
of monomers (that can typically be amino acids), the polymer-
ization of activated monomers with unactivated monomers or
polymers, the epimerization of one end-residue of the polymers,
and the depolymerization of the polymers.*” All these reac-
tions take place at the same time, in a system that is closed in
terms of amino acids residues (none never enters nor leaves the
system). The activation reaction is coupled to the consumption
of chemical energy, maintaining the system in a non-equilibrium
state. It was shown that such a system can lead to a stable non-
racemic steady, but with the approximation that most of the
reaction are irreversible.”

Let us analyze the behavior of the APED system, limited to
dimers for sake of simplicity, taking into account the microre-
versibility of all the reactions. In order to keep the new system
close to the irreversible system, it will be necessary to choose
correctly the parameters so that the previously irreversible re-
action remains at least quasi-irreversible; the previously ne-
glected reverse reactions must be slow compared to the direct
reactions reactions. As a consequence, these reactions must
have a very negative A, G°. This corresponds to a huge differ-
ence of energy between amino acids and activated amino acids,

between activated amino acids and dipeptides, and between
dipeptides and amino acids. The diagram of Fig. [B]summarizes
the energetic profile of the system.
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Figure 3: Thermodynamic diagram of the different compounds
engaged in the APED system.

A simple source of energy is now explicitly introduced to
show the origin and repartition of fluxes inside the system.
In that scope, we have to take into account an activating
agent X that allows the transformation of amino acid into ac-
tivated amino acid. The activation reaction will thus become
L+ X & L”, in majority displaced to the right. Additionally,
the spontaneous deactivation of the activated amino acid will
release a low potential molecule Y as a waste. This can be done
either via a direct deactivation back to amino acid L* = L+Y,
or an indirect one through polymerization L* + L < LL+Y,
these two reactions being in majority displaced to the right. A
huge difference of energy must exists between X and Y to guar-
antee the quasi-irreversibility of the reactions. The transfer of
energy is globally brought by the transformation of X into Y,
as a result of the activation/deactivation process.

This kind of activation can correspond — as stated in the
original articles®” — to the activation of amino acids into
NCA (N-carboxyanhydride of a-amino acids). Several activat-
ing agent X can be used. In this scope, carbonyldiimidazole
(CDI) is a commonly used compound, but not a prebiotic one.??
Other prebiotic agents are also often cited in the literature,
like activation by isocyanate and nitrogen oxides,>® or carbon
monoxides in conjunction with sulfide compounds.??® When
the activation leads to NCA formation, the waste compound Y
resulting from the spontaneous hydrolysis of NCA is CO2. As
required, all these X compounds are very reactive (i.e. they
possess a high formation potential), while Y is a very stable
compound (i.e. it possess a low formation potential).27

One could focus on the phenomenon that leads to the pres-
ence and maintaining of X compounds on prebiotic Earth (like
maintaining non-equilibrium concentrations of nitrogen oxides
or carbon monoxide in the atmosphere,?®?° or the production
of sulfides by geochemical processes®®). As long as these ex-
ternal phenomenon are present, a chemical source of energy is
present, maintaining the chemical system of amino acids in an
active non-equilibrium state.

It is of course necessary to introduce a source of energy in-
side the system to be able to reach a non-equilibrium system,
and this must be kept in mind when introducing the microre-
versibility. The model described by Blackmond et al.*® fails in
this process, as they also remove the energy source, by confus-



Table 1: Entropy production at the steady state in non-equilibrium Onsager triangle for different incoming flux.

T e o1 o2 o3 Oa 7 e a b c
M) @K LS () (%) (%) (%) (MsTH  (MsTh (M) (M) (M)

0 0 — — — 0 0 1 2 4
0.01 30 0.08 0.04 0.8 99.1 0.056 0.392 1.07 2.01 3.92
0.1 318 0.5 0.3 4.6 94.6 0.475 3.32 1.6 2.1 3.3
0.5 1080 0.8 1.0 10.8 87.3 1.41 9.90 2.6 2.4 2.0

1 1511 0.9 1.40 14.0 &83.6 1.88 13.15 3.1 2.5 1.3

ing the activation reaction with the microreversible inverse of
the reaction of deactivation.!?> Obviously, the resulting isolated
system can thus only lead to a racemization process.

All the further relations will be written as a function of the
following parameters:

Kf L*
Koot = ——— 1
t KL < (69)
K
Kaim —Ié‘ff; <1 (70)
Ky ip
Kepi = —F— = 1
po= L (™

Kgyct depends on the difference of energy between L™ and L.
Kim depends on the difference of energy between L and LL.
Kepi depends on the difference of energy between LD and DD.
All these values are of course totally symmetrical with respect
to interchanges between L and D. The ensemble of kinetic
parameters relative to all the chemical reactions involved in
the system are given in Tab.

The system can thus be totally characterized, while remain-
ing perfectly compatible with thermodynamic and kinetic rela-
tions, by the following independent parameters:

e Thermodynamic: Kact, Kaim, ¥
e Kinetic: ka, ku, kp, kp, kg, kr, a, 0
e External conditions: V;, Vj,

e Internal conditions: I, d, I*, d*, ll, Id, dl and dd

The system being closed for amino acid residues, the internal
concentrations are linked by the mass conservation equation:

Cot =l+d+1"+d" +2-U+2-ld+2-dl+2-dd (72)

By choosing the parameters so that all the back reactions
are negligible comparing to the direct reaction, the system de-
scribed in the previous study” will be the correct approximation
of the complete reversible framework described here. We thus
need, in accordance with the first assumption of energy levels:

1
Ve 73
> Kact ( )
Koct ' Vy < Kaim <1 (74)

This corresponds to a huge difference of energy between amino
acids and dipeptides, a yet larger difference between amino
acids and activated amino acids, and a very high poten-
tial of the activating agent X. Assuming that z and y are
constant — maintained by external phenomenon, or present
in a large excess — the reactions involving X and Y com-
pounds corresponds correctly to pseudo first order reaction in
monomers or dimers. Mathematically, the system is equiva-
lent to a closed system in amino acid derivatives, maintained
in a non-equilibrium state by a continuous flux of chemical en-
ergy brought by the spontaneous reaction from X to Y, these
compounds being maintained by other external processes.

The system is subject to a continuous flux of chemicals:

l + dey
T Mz Hy dt
In the steady state, the incoming flux of X is equal to the
outgoing flux of Y, so that:

dex
dt

Oe

(75)

dex dey
— 76
dt dt (76)
It will be compensated by the consumption rate of X:
dex dix
— 7
dt dt (77)
= ka(l+d)—k_a(l"+d) (78)

As a consequence, the steady-state incoming energy flux is:

* * Vz
(" +d ))lnv

Yy

Oe¢ =

(79)

Rka <(l+d)f AT
actVax

Analysis of the System

Simulations were performed with cior = 2 M , ka = 1 s7%,

kg =1 S_l7 kp =1 S_l.l\/[_l7 kp =1 S_l, ke =1 S_l7 kr =
0.0001 s, a =01, 3=01,7=0.1, Keet = 1075, Kgimn =
1073 M, Kf, =107° M and V, = 1. The parameter = was
kept as a variable, indicating the distance from equilibrium.
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Figure 4: Entropy production of APED systems during the
early evolution. A,z =0M; B,z =2.10"* M; C, z = 1073 M;
D,2=10"2M; E, z = 0.5 M; F, 2 = 10 M. See text for the
other parameter values.



Table 2: Kinetic and thermodynamic parameters of the reactions of the APED system. Kinetic parameters of reaction involving
X or Y compounds are apparent kinetic rates, assuming constant concentration x and y. The exact symmetrical of each of these
reaction is also included in the whole network, with of course exactly the same parameters.

Reaction ki K; k_; F
Activation:
k
X+L 2L |k M Py Fall = gerkpy - 1) In Sasetal
_A T act Ve act Va
Deactivation:
k .
L* & L+Y ki o kit KactVy kit (I = KaetVyl) In =i
—H
Polymerization:
k .
L'+L & LL+Y | kp  Sfpfo Kooy pp (117 — Bgettugp) Iy Kasml Do
—P1
. kpa Kaim K KactV, v KaatV, K gimd-l*
L"+D ki 2 LD+Y akp dKactf,y P% Kd:my akp (d = ”/Kdt'm!: ld) In WKadcl:?/yld
Depolymerization:
kp,1
LL = L+1L kp i kep K dim kp (Il = Kaim - 1) In =244
k_p,1 dim dim
kp 2
LD . = L+D Bkp ,YK}“m BvkpKaim  Bkp(ld — vKaim - 1 - d)In W
_D,2
Epimerization:
k
DL & LL ki L vkp ks (dl - 11) In 4
k_g
Racemization:
k
LD kr 1 kr kr(l—d)nt
k—Rr

Fig. @ represents the early evolution of the system reaching
quickly the racemic steady state, from an initial state composed
exclusively by a quasi-racemic mixture of amino acids (initial
enantiomeric excess 107°):

e Fig.[A: there is no energy source, the system reaches the
equilibrium state. The entropy production decreases to-
wards zero. This system is temporarily dissipative, before
reaching the isolated equilibrium state.

e Fig.[AB: there is a weak energy source, so that the system
remains close to the equilibrium state. The evolution is
very similar to the preceding one, except that the entropy
production decreases until a minimal value, so that the
system continuously dissipates the incoming energy.

e Fig. [dIC and [@D: while the energy source is increasing, the
evolution of the entropy production becomes more com-
plex. Previously, the entropy production was only decreas-
ing monotonously towards the value of the incoming en-
tropy, so that the balance is always negative or zero (i.e.
the system is only dissipative, or at the limit isolated).
Now, the entropy production quickly crosses the incom-
ing entropy, so that the balance becomes quickly positive.
The system is thus stocking chemical energy (by acquiring
high concentrations of high potential compounds), before
reaching the steady state.

e Fig.ME anddF: when the system is very far from the equi-
librium state, the incoming energy is also decreasing as
a function of time. This is related to the fact that the
more stable compounds, the unactivated monomers, are
consumed in a large part, so that they are less to react with
the available incoming X, as it can be seen in Eq.[[9 The
balance is now always positive, the system always stocking
energy.

Following a longer period, we observe the bifurcation for
some values of x (see Fig.[Bl). The enantiomeric excess abruptly

changes to a non-zero value, reaching a stable non-racemic
state. This transition is followed by a decrease of entropy pro-
duction. The system switches from the unstable racemic branch
towards the stable non-racemic branch. A similar behavior was

observed through a bifurcation of a Frank model."”
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Figure 5: Decrease of the entropy production during the bifur-
cation, in the case x = 0.5 M.

A New Bifurcation Pattern

General Observations. The same system was studied in
details for different values of z, ranging from 10~ M to 10 M.
The details of the evolutions are given in Fig. A different
bifurcation pattern that the one usually met is then observed:

e For lower values of x, the system remains racemic. As
expected, this corresponds to a state where the system re-
mains close to the equilibrium, when not sufficiently energy
is available.

e Then, from a critical value of x = 0.0105 M, a bifurcation
point is observed. The system switches to a non racemic
branch, a far-from-equilibrium state that becomes more
stable than the close-to-equilibrium one. This corresponds
to the expected behavior, corresponding to the classical



description, happening when sufficiently energy is avail-
able.

e However for the value x = 0.15 M, the enantiomeric excess
actually reaches a maximum, and then decreases back to a
second bifurcation point at x = 2.11 M. The system then
switches back to the racemic branch as the only remaining
stable steady state.
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Figure 6: Enantiomeric excess and entropy production in the
steady states as a function of the incoming flux of energy in
APED systems (see text for parameters).

Variation of Entropy Production during the Bifurca-
tion. A monotonous increase of the incoming energy To. as
a function of z is observed. In the non racemic stable state —
when it exists — the system consumes up to 2% less energy
than on the racemic branch. This corresponds to the decrease
of the total entropy production during the bifurcation. This
decrease is mostly due to a decrease of entropy production by
activation/deactivation reactions, and by the epimerization re-
actions. These decreases are low in absolute value, but the
relative variation of entropy production is very important for
the epimerization reactions (up to 60%).

We thus observe a low change on the global energy/entropy
of the system, that allows a very high local change centered in
the epimerization reaction — the motor of the deracemization
process — and a local increase of the entropy production by the
polymerization/depolymerization processes — that is a redirec-
tion a larger part of the energy fluxes towards the autocatalytic
loops. Globally, the switch to the far-from-equilibrium branch
allows the use of the incoming energy to both produce more
peptides, and to spontaneously evolve to a stable non-racemic
state.

Evolution of the Entropy Production with the Energy
Flux. The global entropy production follows the global en-
ergy consumption, and thus also monotonously increases as
a function of z. For all systems, the energy is mostly dis-
sipated by the activation and deactivation reactions. More
interestingly, the entropies produced by the polymerization,
depolymerization and epimerization reactions are actually in-
creasing when stable non-racemic steady states exists, but de-
crease to zero after the second bifurcation point. That is, after
the second bifurcation point, the activation/polymerization/
epimerization/depolymerization loops disappear, giving place
to only activation/deactivation loops.

Interpretation. When more and more energy is introduced
inside the system, more and more compounds will be main-
tained in high level of energy. As the key compounds (i.e.
the peptides, as they allow differences of energy between the
diastereoisomers) are of intermediate level of energy, the der-
acemization will only be able to occur for an interval of energy
flux. Too low energy can not produce enough peptides, to much
energy destroys the peptides in favor of activated monomers.

Before the first bifurcation, the system is very close to the
equilibrium, the most populated states being the lower energy
states (i.e. the free amino acids). There is just not enough
energy to be directed towards the autocatalytic cycles.

After the second bifurcation point, the situation is reversed.
The high flow of energy is almost only directed to the acti-
vation/deactivation loops. The most populated states are the
higher energy states. This is characterized by a saturation phe-
nomenon, most of the amino acids being maintained in the ac-
tivated form rather than in peptides or free monomers. Only
a small amount of energy is directed towards the autocatalytic
loops.

It is only between the two bifurcation points that the au-
tocatalytic loops can be efficiently performed. A substantial
quantity of dipeptides is maintained, so that the epimerization
reaction can effectively be performed. The energy is thus effi-
ciently used to generate homochirality.

Conclusion

The full thermodynamic study of the APED system emphasizes
the great importance of the problem of the energy transfer. En-
ergy must flow into the system, in order to stabilize the non
racemic state. But the only consumption of energy is not suffi-
cient: energy must be used efficiently. Energy must be directed
towards the interesting elements of the reaction network, that
is the autocatalytic loops, able to induce feedbacks inside the
system.

This redirection of some part of the free energy that is avail-
able in the environment (here, the difference of chemical poten-
tials maintained between X and Y compounds) towards some
“mechanisms” (here, the chiral autocatalytic cycles) is one of
the major key allowing the emergence of non-equilibrium prop-
erty (here, a non-racemic steady state). Such processes should
have been natural at the origin of life, and played a fundamen-
tal role for its emergence. Real chemical systems are generally
away from the equilibrium state, as they are continuously com-
municating with their surrounding. Several abiotic systems can
be found, in very different environments that can be space,®!
planet crust®® or atmosphere.?®?? Available free energy can
be maintained in lots of environments: external energy sources
can maintain non-equilibrium concentrations of activated com-
pounds.

In this scope, the challenge in the origin of life is to under-
stand how this available energy can be passed down to other
chemical system and used in a way leading to self-organization,
in a similar way that it is performed by metabolisms. This
corresponds to understanding the emergence of protometabolic
systems.?? When a chemical system is connected to chem-
ical source of energies, internal reaction loops can be main-
tained,®® potentially leading to the emergence of autocatalytic
behaviors. Such non-equilibrium chemical systems are prone
to self-organization and self-maintaining."*** Understanding
the transition of such protometabolic systems towards replica-
tive systems can be seen as a process of spontaneous self-
organization under energetic pressures. Rather than opposing
self-organization and natural selection,? it leads to understand
how natural selection emerges from self-organization.*® Avoid-



ing a vitalist idea of biochemical systems behaving on a funda-
mental different way than abiotic chemical systems, it leads to
the description of general chemical systems with similar under-
lying principles.
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