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Abstrat

Understanding how homohirality emerged remains a hallenge for the researhers interested in the origin of life. During the

last deades, stable non-raemi steady states of non-equilibrium hemial systems have been disussed as a possible response to

this problem. More reently, the desription of reyled systems was provided, in whih stable produts an be ativated bak to

reative ompounds, leading to the ontinuous maintaining of unidiretional reation loops. The previous models were based on

irreversible reation. As a onsequene, the question of the relevane of suh systems in the presene of real miroreversible rea-

tions has been addressed. To fae this skeptiism, a full thermodynami study of reyled systems based on only miroreversible

reations is presented here. We argue that what really matters is the way the energy is transferred and distributed through the

system and the subsequent prodution on entropy. As a onsequene, the kinetis and thermodynamis of the systems will be

arefully introdued and detailed in this paper. Reyled non-equilibrium systems appear to be interesting instanes of self orga-

nized systems through the onsumption of external soures of hemial energy. More than simple providers of hypothetial new

materials for the early emergene of homohirality, suh protometaboli systems are important paths towards the self-organizing

systems underlying the origin of life.
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Introdution

The early origin of life an be desribed as the self-organization

of hemial networks

1,2

in whih the emergene of network au-

toatalysis beomes of fundamental importane.

3

Suh hemi-

al networks are espeially interesting to understand the emer-

gene of properties like homohirality, as they may result from

a ompetition between enantiomers ampli�ation proesses and

eventually the destabilization of the raemi state.

4

The emergene of homohirality an be onstrued as a sym-

metry breaking phenomenon ourring in a non-equilibrium au-

toatalyti systems and leading to stable non-raemi steady

states.

5

Reent developments are aiming at the desription of

reyled systems

6�8

rather than open-�ow systems.

9

In the re-

yled systems, there is a onstant number of hiral subunits

that are driven away from the equilibrium state by an ative

proess allowing to transform low-potential hiral subunits to

high-potential ones.

4

While the traditional systems are totally

open, the energy input being brought by �uxes of the hiral

subunits themselves, the reyled system is losed to the hi-

ral subunits, but rather oupled to a �ux of energeti om-

pounds. Some ritiisms about the thermodynami relevane

of that kind of models, inluding reyling mehanisms, have

been raised.

10

They are grounded on the idea that suh systems

should only be based on non-miroreversible mehanisms, made

possible by physial

8

or photohemial proesses.

11

It has been

disussed how this point of view is redutive, as miroreversible

hemial exhanges an perfetly play similar roles.

12

Atually, several studies of kineti systems neglet the mi-

roreversibility of reation, desribing irreversible unidire-

tional yle of reation and arguing that this is justi�ed by the

non-equilibrium state of the system.

13�15

Of ourse, suh stud-

ies have to omply with the thermodynami onstraints that

prevent the kineti parameters to be hosen independently of

the thermodynami parameters. Caution must be taken when

dealing with theoretial models sine, as this artile explains,

failing to respet the relationships between thermodynamis

and kinetis amounts to hide some impliit energy soure in-

side the system.

However, a totally miroreversible system must not be re-

jeted as a e�etive non-equilibrium system. Coupling a sys-

tem with a hemial soure of energy is a valuable if not the

favorite option for self-organization of prebioti hemial net-

works. Suh oupling are atually ubiquitous in atual biosys-

tems, where many endergoni biohemial reations are ou-

pled to the hydrolysis of ATP. Some non-equilibrium abioti

systems also funtion on the basis of hemial energy transfer.

The lassial Belousov-Zhabotinskii reation

16

is the most fa-

mous example. In this system, losed reation loops based on

the reation of di�erent erium ations are maintained by the

ontinuous onsumption of bromide and maloni aid. All these

non-equilibrium systems are haraterized by a losed system

of given hemial ompounds, performing unidiretional loops

through the onsumption of an exess (or lamped) of �fuel�

moleule. Their kinetis an turn out to be rather sophis-

tiated, showing osillations or bifuration between multiple

steady states.

The question an be separated in two distint parts. First,

how an we transfer hemial energy to a system, while keep-

ing miroreversibility? Then, how an suh a system lead to

the emergene of non-raemi stable steady states. In order

to takle these two sub-questions, the thermodynami analy-

sis of a general hemial reation ommuniating with its sur-

rounding will �rst be performed. The purpose is to understand

how hemial dynami systems an be built still obeying the

thermodynami laws. Our oneptual framework will put an

important emphasis on the entropi exhanges.

17

Departing

from that, a non-equilibrium Onsager's triangle of reations

18

will be analyzed, in order to point out how hemial energy

an be transferred into a hemial system. This will lead to

the desription of non-equilibrium systems in terms of the re-

ation �ux (that is the dynami of the systems), rather than

the onentration (that is their stati parameters). Finally,

the APED system (Ativation-Polymerization-Epimerization-

Depolymerization system

7

) will be analyzed, showing how a

reyled system of hiral subunits an be maintained in a non-

raemi state by onsuming hemial energy. An energeti and

entropi analysis will show how this soure of energy an be

onsumed and e�iently used in suh a system.

Theoretial

Single Chemial Reation

Desription: Let us onsider a system onstituted by one

hemial reation j between n ompounds Xi. When this rea-

tion is embedded inside a reation network, n �uxes of matter

fi in eah ompound Xi an be established with the rest of the

reation network and its surrounding:

fi→ Xi (1)

n
X

i=1

ν
−

i,jXi

kj
⇀↽

k
−j

n
X

i=1

ν
+

i,jXi. (2)

The global stoihiometri oe�ient is

νi,j = ν
+

i,j − ν
−

i,j . (3)

If ν+
i,j = 0 and ν−

i,j 6= 0, Xi is a reatant of the reation j.

If ν+

i,j 6= 0 and ν−

i,j = 0, Xi is a produt. If ν−

i,j = ν+

i,j 6= 0,

Xi is a atalyst. If ν+
i,j 6= 0, ν−

i,j 6= 0 and νi,j 6= 0, Xi is an

autoatalyst. If ν−

i,j = ν+
i,j = 0, Xi does not partiipate in the

reation j.

Kineti Relationship. The system exhanges matter with

its surrounding. The variation in onentration due to external

exhanges is:

dexi

dt
= fi. (4)

Internal transformations our through the hemial proess.

The variation in onentration due to the internal transforma-

tions is:

i
+
j = kj

n
Y

i=1

x
ν
−

i,j

i (5)

i
−

j = k−j

n
Y

i=1

x
ν
+
i,j

i (6)

ij = i
+

j − i
−

j (7)

dixi

dt
= νi,jij . (8)

The total variation in onentration is thus given by:

dxi

dt
=

dexi

dt
+

dixi

dt
. (9)
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Thermodynami Relationship. A given state of this sys-

tem is haraterized by the hemial a�nity Aj :

Aj = −RT ln

 

Qn

i=1
x

νi,j

i

Kj

!

. (10)

Kj is the thermodynami equilibrium onstant. The relation-

ship with the standard Gibbs energies of formation ∆fG
0
i , or

the related onstant of formation Kf,i, an be established:

RT ln(Kj) = −∆rG
0
j (11)

= −

n
X

i=1

νi,j∆fG
0
i (12)

RT ln(Kf,i) = −∆fG
0
i (13)

Kj =

n
Y

i=1

K
νi,j

f,i . (14)

We have from Eq. 10 and Eq. 14:

Aj = −RT ln

0

B

B

B

B

@

n
Y

i=1

x
νi,j

i

n
Y

i=1

K
νi,j

f,i

1

C

C

C

C

A

(15)

= −RT

n
X

i=1

νi,j ln
xi

Kf,i

. (16)

This relation is diretly related to the hemial potential by:

µi = RT ln
xi

Kf,i

(17)

Aj = −

n
X

i=1

νi,jµi. (18)

Link Between Kineti and Thermodynami Properties.

When fi = ij = 0, the system is at equilibrium, so that:

Kj =

n
Y

i=1

x
νi,j

i,eq (19)

Aj = 0 (20)

xi,eq are the onentrations at the equilibrium state.

As ij = 0, Eq. 7 and Eq. 19 link the thermodynami and

kineti parameters by:

kj

n
Y

i=1

x
ν
−

i,j

i = k−j

n
Y

i=1

x
ν
+
i,j

i (21)

Kj =
kj

k−j

. (22)

Combining Eq. 14 and Eq. 22 gives:

kj

k−j

=

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
+
i,j

f,i

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
−

i,j

f,i

(23)

1

k−j

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
+
i,j

f,i

=
1

kj

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
−

i,j

f,i

= Rj . (24)

Rj is a harateristi parameter of the reation, ombining ki-

neti and thermodynami properties. The expression of ij given

in Eq. 7 an then be expressed as:

ij = kj

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
−

i,j

f,i ·

n
Y

i=1

x
ν
−

i,j

i

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
−

i,j

f,i

− k−j

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
+
i,j

f,i ·

n
Y

i=1

x
ν
+
i,j

i

n
Y

i=1

K
ν
+
i,j

f,i

(25)

Rjij =
n
Y

i=1

V
ν
−

i,j

i −
n
Y

i=1

V
ν
+
i,j

i , (26)

eah Vi being equal to:

Vi =
xi

Kf,i

(27)

= e
µi
RT . (28)

In this equation, the parameters relative to the reation (Rjij)

have been separated from the parameters relative to rea-

tants (V
ν
−

i,j

i ) and from the parameters relative to the prod-

uts (V
ν
+
i,j

i ). This equation is analogous to a �Ohm's law�, in

whih the intensity of a reation (ij) beomes a funtion of

the potential between reatants and produts (Vi parameters).

This expression is exat in all ases, even in non steady states.

Similar laws are given in the literature, but the relationship is

sometimes given as a funtion of hemial potential µi rather

than the Vi parameters, in whih ase this law beomes true

only lose to equilibrium.

19

The desription we are giving here

is true even in non-equilibrium states, and is rather similar to

the desription of Peusner et al.,

20

exept that the Vi potentials

are alulated relatively to the standard state � thus the in-

trodution of the Kf,i � rather than relatively to one arbitrary

node. The advantage of this desription is to be totally sym-

metri for all ompounds, not depending on any numbering,

and is thus more general.

In this ontext, in order to totally desribe a thermodynami-

ally onsistent system, there is the need for one harateristi

parameter per element: the �hemial resistane� Rj of eah re-

ation, and the onstant of formation Kf,i for eah ompound.

A given state of the system is totally desribed by one vari-

able for eah element: the intensity ij for the reation and the

potential Vi for eah ompound, these variable being linked by

Eq. 26.

Energeti Analysis. The system will ontinuously dissipate

energy, through the hemial reation. The variation of the

extent of reation ξj relative to the hemial transformation j

is:

dξj

dt
=

1

νi,j

dixi

dt
(29)

= ij . (30)

As a onsequene, the instant quantity of free energy dissipated

as a funtion of time is :

„

∂Gj

∂t

«

P,T

=

„

∂Gj

∂ξj

«

P,T

„

∂ξj

∂t

«

P,T

(31)

Pj = −Aj · ij . (32)
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Entropi Analysis. The entropy prodution by unit of time

σj is equal to:

σj =

„

∂iSj

∂t

«

P,T

(33)

= −
1

T

„

∂Gj

∂t

«

P,T

(34)

= ij
Aj

T
(35)

= −Rij ln

 

n
Y

i=1

V
νi,j

i

!

(36)

= R(i+j − i
−

j ) ln
i+j

i−j
. (37)

It an be noted that whatever the sign of ij , in aordane with

the seond priniple, σj is always positive (zero in the limit ase

ij = 0).
At the same time, the system exhanges entropy through

matter exhange with the surrounding:

σe =
1

T

n
X

i=1

µi
dexi

dt
(38)

=
1

T

n
X

i=1

µifi. (39)

The entropy balane an be omputed by:

σbal = σe − σj . (40)

The global energy exhange being ε = Tσbal. When σbal >

0, the system onsumes energy. When σbal < 0, the system

releases energy.

At equilibrium Pj , σj , σe and σbal are all zero. An equilib-

rium state does not exhange anything with its surrounding,

nor produe entropy.

Steady State. A steady state orresponds to:

dxi

dt
= 0 (41)

whih leads to, beause of Eq. 9:

fi = −νi,jij (42)

The exhanges with the surrounding an ompensate an unbal-

ane of the reation, maintaining a ontinuous �ux of reation

ij . The equilibrium state is just a speial ase of steady state

with ij = 0 and fi = 0, in whih ase the absene of exhanges

leads to detailed balane.

The exhange of entropy thus beomes, aording to Eq. 39:

σe = −
1

T

n
X

i=1

µiνi,jij (43)

=
ijAj

T
(44)

= σj . (45)

In this ase, σbal = 0. The system exatly dissipates what it

reeives, maintaining onstant its internal state. The main-

taining of this state is ative, and is di�erent from the unique

equilibrium state. The matter �ux fi implies a ontinuous re-

ation of entropy during the transformation. The matter �ux

maintains the reation, allowing a ontinuous reation being

performed.

Non-Equilibrium Onsager's Triangle

Desription of the System. The onset of unidiretional re-

ation loops is extremely interesting, as a soure of network au-

toatalysis.

1,3

As shown by Onsager

18

a reation loop an't be

subjet to an unidiretional �ux of reations at equilibrium. In

order to understand what happens in a non-equilibrium steady

state, let us onsider the following system:

ie→ X ; ie

C + X
ka
⇀↽

k
−a

A + Y ; ia

Y
ie→ ; ie

A
k1
⇀↽

k
−1

B ; i1

B
k2
⇀↽

k
−2

C ; i2

C
k3
⇀↽

k
−3

A ; i3

(46)

A �ux of X and Y fores the reation from C to A, and thus

maintains the system {A, B, C} out of equilibrium. The whole

network is represented in �g. 1A.

Figure 1: A: Shemati representation of the reation network

relative to a non-equilibrium Onsager triangle. B: Steady state

potential of the system. a, spontaneous transformation from A

to C; b, ativated transformation from C to A; , spontaneous

transformation from X to Y , oupled to the ativated transfor-

mation b, the proess  foring the proess b to ompensate the

proess a. C: Detailed distribution of the entropi �uxes inside

the whole network. D: Simpli�ed desription of the system, em-

phasizing the oupling between the external ompounds X,Y

and the internal ompounds A,B,C.

The reation �uxes an be expressed as:

Raia = VcVx − VaVy (47)

R1i1 = Va − Vb (48)

R2i2 = Vb − Vc (49)

R3i3 = Vc − Va. (50)
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Steady State. In the steady state, we have:

db

dt
= 0 ⇒ i1 = i2 = i (51)

dx

dt
=

dy

dt
= 0 ⇒ ia = ie (52)

dc

dt
=

da

dt
= 0 ⇒ ie + i3 = i (53)

We an note that this omes down to apply the equivalent of

the Kirho� law for a steady state hemial system.

21

The relationship between the several �uxes is thus:

(R1 + R2)i = Va − Vc ((48) + (49)) (54)

R3i3 = −(R1 + R2)i ((50) = −(54)) (55)

i =
R3

R1 + R2 + R3

ie ((53)&(55)) (56)

From these relations, we an see that for a positive exhange

�ux ie, i is positive and i3 is negative. There is a net ontin-

uous transformation around the yle, initiated from A to B,

transmitted from B to C and from C to A. i′3 = ie + i3 is the

e�etive �ux indued in the yle. i3 is a �leak� of the ativa-

tion �ux. We an �nd i′3 ≃ ie when R3 ≫ R1 + R2, that is

when the kineti of the reation 3 an be negleted ompared

to reations 1 and 2.

At equilibrium, all the Vi are equal. In this non-equilibrium

steady state, the exhange of hemial energy allows to main-

tain Va > Vb (Eq. 48), Vb > Vc (Eq. 49), Va > Vc (Eq. 50), and

VcVx > VaVy (Eq. 48) whih omes down to:

Vx

Vy

>
Va

Vc

> 0 (57)

and thus Vx > Vy. It is important to note here that despite the

fat that A is of higher potential than C, there is a net onver-

sion from C to A as ia + i3 = i > 0. The transfer of hemial

energy allows the reyling of low potential ompound C bak

to high potential ompound A, ounterating the spontaneous

evolution in the opposite diretion (see �g. 1B).

Entropi Analysis. The di�erent entropy produed or ex-

hanged during the proesses are:

σe = Rie ln
Vx

Vy

(58)

σa = Rie ln
VcVx

VaVy

(59)

σ1 = Ri ln
Va

Vb

(60)

σ2 = Ri ln
Vb

Vc

(61)

σ3 = R(ie − i) ln
Va

Vc

(62)

These exhanges are represented in �g. 1C.

Simpli�ed Desription. If we fous on the {A, B, C} sys-

tem, we an see that there is a global transformation from A

to B at the rate ie + i3 = i. The system an then just be seen

as in �g. 1D. Globally, there is an unidiretional loop of trans-

formations from A to B, then to C, and bak to A, performed

at a onstant rate i. {A, B, C} at as a losed system, main-

tained in a non-equilibrium ativity thanks to its oupling with

the open-�ow system {X, Y }. The inoming hemial energy

Tσe is transferred from {X, Y } to {A, B, C}, and dissipated by

ontinuous entropy reation:

σtot = σa + σ1 + σ2 + σ3 (63)

= σe. (64)

If the system {X, Y } is suh as the onentrations x and y an

be onsidered as onstant (e.g. in the ase of a large reservoir

of energy ompared to a small system {A, B, C}), the system
{A, B, C} is mathematially equivalent to a losed system, in

whih we have �rst order reations in A, B and C. The orre-

sponding apparent kineti rates would seem not to respet the

miroreversibility, as they impliitly depend on the onentra-

tions x and y. Eah time suh theoretial hemial network is

built, it is fundamental to realize that there is a hidden soure

of energy in the system. This result is similar to what Peusner

et al. desribed as the neessity to introdue �independent �ow

or fore soures� into the network to allow the possibility of

obtaining a non-equilibrium steady state in suh systems.

20

Time Evolution. Numerial integration of the several sub-

set of the system were performed using Xppaut,

22

with k1 =
k2 = k3 = 1 s

−1
, ka = 10 s

−1
. The reverse kineti rates

were alulated using the thermodynamis data K1 =
beq

aeq
= 2,

K2 =
ceq

beq
= 2 and Ka =

yeq

xeq
= 10 , so that we have:

k−a =
kaK1K2

Ka

(65)

k−1 =
k1

K1

(66)

k−2 =
k2

K2

(67)

k−3 = k3K1K2 (68)

Initial onditions were a0 = 3 M, b0 = 2 M, c0 = 2 M. x and

y = 10−5
M were maintained onstant. The parameter x was

kept as a variable, allowing to tune the quantity of inoming

energy.

Figure 2: Time evolution of a non-equilibrium reation loop.

A and B: x = 0 M, C and D: x = 0.01 M, E and F: x = 0.5 M

Three kind of di�erent evolutions an be observed (see

Fig. 2):

Equilibrium (x = 0): There is no energy soure. The system

initially dissipates its exess of energy, to evolve sponta-

neously towards the equilibrium state (a = 1 M, b = 2 M,
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c = 4 M) where the entropy prodution is zero (i.e. the

system reahes a maximum of entropy). As only spon-

taneous reations are possible in absene of oupling, the

reation is observed from A to B and from B to C (i1 > 0,
i2 > 0) and from A to C (i′3 < 0). When the equilibrium

is reahed, all the �uxes are zero: all reations are detailed

balaned.

Close to equilibrium (x = 0.01): There is a weak soure of

energy. The evolution is very similar, the system evolves

towards a steady state that is very lose to the equilbrium

state (a = 1.07 M, b = 2.01 M, c = 3.92 M). The major

di�erene is observed after some time. The entropy pro-

dution does not go to zero, but diminishes until reahing

the inoming entropy, so that the inoming energy is to-

tally dissipated. The system thus reahes a minimum of

entropy prodution. The �uxes also follow a similar evo-

lution as previously (i1 > 0, i2 > 0, i′3 < 0), exept that
they now reah a non zero positive �ux i, i′3 reversing its

diretion when approahing the steady state.

Far from equilibrium (x = 0.5): There is a strong soure of
energy. This time, the entropy prodution inreases be-

fore the derease towards the steady state (a = 2.6 M,

b = 2.4 M, c = 2.0 M). During all the evolution, the en-

tropy prodution remains atually quite lose to the inom-

ing entropy. An unidiretional yle of reation is almost

instantaneously obtained in the system, (i1 > 0, i2 > 0,
i′3 > 0). The far-from-equilibrium system is almost only

ruled by the energy �ow.

The repartition of the �uxes for di�erent values of x is given

in Tab. 1. The inoming entropy grows with the availability of

the energy soure X. It an be seen that the great majority

of the energy is dissipated by the ativation reation, only a

small fration of energy being transmitted to the yle (from

1% to 16% in the performed experiments). In aordane with

Eq. 56, it an be heked that the fored irular �ux i always

represent 14% of the XY exhange �ux ie, whatever the value

of the inoming �ux.

The APED Model

Energy Diagram

The APED model desribes a system based on the ativation

of monomers (that an typially be amino aids), the polymer-

ization of ativated monomers with unativated monomers or

polymers, the epimerization of one end-residue of the polymers,

and the depolymerization of the polymers.

4,7

All these rea-

tions take plae at the same time, in a system that is losed in

terms of amino aids residues (none never enters nor leaves the

system). The ativation reation is oupled to the onsumption

of hemial energy, maintaining the system in a non-equilibrium

state. It was shown that suh a system an lead to a stable non-

raemi steady, but with the approximation that most of the

reation are irreversible.

7

Let us analyze the behavior of the APED system, limited to

dimers for sake of simpliity, taking into aount the mirore-

versibility of all the reations. In order to keep the new system

lose to the irreversible system, it will be neessary to hoose

orretly the parameters so that the previously irreversible re-

ation remains at least quasi-irreversible; the previously ne-

gleted reverse reations must be slow ompared to the diret

reations reations. As a onsequene, these reations must

have a very negative ∆rG
0
. This orresponds to a huge di�er-

ene of energy between amino aids and ativated amino aids,

between ativated amino aids and dipeptides, and between

dipeptides and amino aids. The diagram of Fig. 3 summarizes

the energeti pro�le of the system.

Figure 3: Thermodynami diagram of the di�erent ompounds

engaged in the APED system.

A simple soure of energy is now expliitly introdued to

show the origin and repartition of �uxes inside the system.

In that sope, we have to take into aount an ativating

agent X that allows the transformation of amino aid into a-

tivated amino aid. The ativation reation will thus beome

L + X ⇀↽ L∗
, in majority displaed to the right. Additionally,

the spontaneous deativation of the ativated amino aid will

release a low potential moleule Y as a waste. This an be done

either via a diret deativation bak to amino aid L∗ ⇀↽ L+Y ,

or an indiret one through polymerization L∗ + L ⇀↽ LL + Y ,

these two reations being in majority displaed to the right. A

huge di�erene of energy must exists between X and Y to guar-

antee the quasi-irreversibility of the reations. The transfer of

energy is globally brought by the transformation of X into Y ,

as a result of the ativation/deativation proess.

This kind of ativation an orrespond � as stated in the

original artiles

4,7

� to the ativation of amino aids into

NCA (N-arboxyanhydride of α-amino aids). Several ativat-

ing agent X an be used. In this sope, arbonyldiimidazole

(CDI) is a ommonly used ompound, but not a prebioti one.

23

Other prebioti agents are also often ited in the literature,

like ativation by isoyanate and nitrogen oxides,

24

or arbon

monoxides in onjuntion with sul�de ompounds.

25,26

When

the ativation leads to NCA formation, the waste ompound Y

resulting from the spontaneous hydrolysis of NCA is CO2. As

required, all these X ompounds are very reative (i.e. they

possess a high formation potential), while Y is a very stable

ompound (i.e. it possess a low formation potential).

27

One ould fous on the phenomenon that leads to the pres-

ene and maintaining of X ompounds on prebioti Earth (like

maintaining non-equilibrium onentrations of nitrogen oxides

or arbon monoxide in the atmosphere,

28,29

or the prodution

of sul�des by geohemial proesses

30

). As long as these ex-

ternal phenomenon are present, a hemial soure of energy is

present, maintaining the hemial system of amino aids in an

ative non-equilibrium state.

It is of ourse neessary to introdue a soure of energy in-

side the system to be able to reah a non-equilibrium system,

and this must be kept in mind when introduing the mirore-

versibility. The model desribed by Blakmond et al.

10

fails in

this proess, as they also remove the energy soure, by onfus-
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Table 1: Entropy prodution at the steady state in non-equilibrium Onsager triangle for di�erent inoming �ux.

x σe σ1 σ2 σ3 σa i ie a b c

(M) (J.K

−1
.s

−1
.l

−1
) (%) (%) (%) (%) (M.s

−1
) (M.s

−1
) (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 ativation reation with the miroreversible inverse of

the reation of deativation.

12

Obviously, the resulting isolated

system an thus only lead to a raemization proess.

All the further relations will be written as a funtion of the

following parameters:

Kact =
Kf,L∗

Kf,L

≪ 1 (69)

Kdim =
Kf,LL

K2
f,L

≪ 1 (70)

Kepi =
Kf,LD

Kf,LL

= γ (71)

Kact depends on the di�erene of energy between L∗
and L.

Kdim depends on the di�erene of energy between L and LL.

Kepi depends on the di�erene of energy between LD and DD.

All these values are of ourse totally symmetrial with respet

to interhanges between L and D. The ensemble of kineti

parameters relative to all the hemial reations involved in

the system are given in Tab. 2.

The system an thus be totally haraterized, while remain-

ing perfetly ompatible with thermodynami and kineti rela-

tions, by the following independent parameters:

• Thermodynami: Kact, Kdim, γ

• Kineti: kA, kH , kP , kD, kE , kR, α, β

• External onditions: Vx, Vy

• Internal onditions: l, d, l∗, d∗
, ll, ld, dl and dd

The system being losed for amino aid residues, the internal

onentrations are linked by the mass onservation equation:

ctot = l + d + l
∗ + d

∗ + 2 · ll + 2 · ld + 2 · dl + 2 · dd (72)

By hoosing the parameters so that all the bak reations

are negligible omparing to the diret reation, the system de-

sribed in the previous study

7

will be the orret approximation

of the omplete reversible framework desribed here. We thus

need, in aordane with the �rst assumption of energy levels:

Vx ≫
1

Kact

(73)

Kact · Vy ≪ Kdim ≪ 1 (74)

This orresponds to a huge di�erene of energy between amino

aids and dipeptides, a yet larger di�erene between amino

aids and ativated amino aids, and a very high poten-

tial of the ativating agent X. Assuming that x and y are

onstant � maintained by external phenomenon, or present

in a large exess � the reations involving X and Y om-

pounds orresponds orretly to pseudo �rst order reation in

monomers or dimers. Mathematially, the system is equiva-

lent to a losed system in amino aid derivatives, maintained

in a non-equilibrium state by a ontinuous �ux of hemial en-

ergy brought by the spontaneous reation from X to Y , these

ompounds being maintained by other external proesses.

The system is subjet to a ontinuous �ux of hemials:

σe =
1

T

„

µx
dex

dt
+ µy

dey

dt

«

(75)

In the steady state, the inoming �ux of X is equal to the

outgoing �ux of Y , so that:

dex

dt
= −

dey

dt
(76)

It will be ompensated by the onsumption rate of X:

dex

dt
= −

dix

dt
(77)

= kA(l + d) − k−A(l∗ + d
∗) (78)

As a onsequene, the steady-state inoming energy �ux is:

σe = RkA

„

(l + d) −
1

KactVx

(l∗ + d
∗)

«

ln
Vx

Vy

. (79)

Analysis of the System

Simulations were performed with ctot = 2 M , kA = 1 s

−1
,

kH = 1 s

−1
, kP = 1 s

−1
.M

−1
, kD = 1 s

−1
, kE = 1 s

−1
, kR =

0.0001 s

−1
, α = 0.1, β = 0.1, γ = 0.1, Kact = 10−6

, Kdim =
10−3

M

−1
, Kf,x = 10−9

M and Vy = 1. The parameter x was

kept as a variable, indiating the distane from equilibrium.
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Figure 4: Entropy prodution of APED systems during the

early evolution. A, x = 0 M; B, x = 2.10−4
M; C, x = 10−3

M;

D, x = 10−2
M; E, x = 0.5 M; F, x = 10 M. See text for the

other parameter values.
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Table 2: Kineti and thermodynami parameters of the reations of the APED system. Kineti parameters of reation involving

X or Y ompounds are apparent kineti rates, assuming onstant onentration x and y. The exat symmetrial of eah of these

reation is also inluded in the whole network, with of ourse exatly the same parameters.

Reation ki Ki k−i
σi
R

Ativation:

X + L
kA
⇀↽

k
−A

L∗ kA
Kact

Kf,x

kA

KactVx
kA(l − 1

KactVx
· l∗) ln KactVxl

l∗

Deativation:

L∗
kH
⇀↽

k
−H

L + Y kH
Kf,y

Kact
kHKactVy kH(l∗ − KactVyl) ln l∗

KactVyl

Polymerization:

L∗ + L
kP,1
⇀↽

k
−P,1

LL + Y kP
KdimKf,y

Kact
kP

KactVy

Kdim
kP (l · l∗ −

KactVy

Kdim
ll) ln Kdiml·l∗

KactVyll

L∗ + D
kP,2
⇀↽

k
−P,2

LD + Y αkP γ
KdimKf,y

Kact
kP

α
γ

KactVy

Kdim
αkP (d · l∗ −

KactVy

γKdim
ld) ln γKdimd·l∗

KactVy ld

Depolymerization:

LL
kD,1
⇀↽

k
−D,1

L + L kD
1

Kdim
kDKdim kD(ll − Kdim · l2) ln ll

Kdiml2

LD
kD,2
⇀↽

k
−D,2

L + D βkD
1

γKdim
βγkDKdim βkD(ld − γKdim · l · d) ln ld

γKdiml·d

Epimerization:

DL
kE
⇀↽

k
−E

LL kE
1

γ
γkE kE(dl − γ · ll) ln dl

γll

Raemization:

L
kR
⇀↽

k
−R

D kR 1 kR kR(l − d) ln l
d

Fig. 4 represents the early evolution of the system reahing

quikly the raemi steady state, from an initial state omposed

exlusively by a quasi-raemi mixture of amino aids (initial

enantiomeri exess 10−5
):

• Fig. 4A: there is no energy soure, the system reahes the

equilibrium state. The entropy prodution dereases to-

wards zero. This system is temporarily dissipative, before

reahing the isolated equilibrium state.

• Fig. 4B: there is a weak energy soure, so that the system

remains lose to the equilibrium state. The evolution is

very similar to the preeding one, exept that the entropy

prodution dereases until a minimal value, so that the

system ontinuously dissipates the inoming energy.

• Fig. 4C and 4D: while the energy soure is inreasing, the

evolution of the entropy prodution beomes more om-

plex. Previously, the entropy prodution was only dereas-

ing monotonously towards the value of the inoming en-

tropy, so that the balane is always negative or zero (i.e.

the system is only dissipative, or at the limit isolated).

Now, the entropy prodution quikly rosses the inom-

ing entropy, so that the balane beomes quikly positive.

The system is thus stoking hemial energy (by aquiring

high onentrations of high potential ompounds), before

reahing the steady state.

• Fig. 4E and 4F: when the system is very far from the equi-

librium state, the inoming energy is also dereasing as

a funtion of time. This is related to the fat that the

more stable ompounds, the unativated monomers, are

onsumed in a large part, so that they are less to reat with

the available inoming X, as it an be seen in Eq. 79. The

balane is now always positive, the system always stoking

energy.

Following a longer period, we observe the bifuration for

some values of x (see Fig. 5). The enantiomeri exess abruptly

hanges to a non-zero value, reahing a stable non-raemi

state. This transition is followed by a derease of entropy pro-

dution. The system swithes from the unstable raemi branh

towards the stable non-raemi branh. A similar behavior was

observed through a bifuration of a Frank model.

17
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Figure 5: Derease of the entropy prodution during the bifur-

ation, in the ase x = 0.5 M.

A New Bifuration Pattern

General Observations. The same system was studied in

details for di�erent values of x, ranging from 10−3
M to 103

M.

The details of the evolutions are given in Fig. 6. A di�erent

bifuration pattern that the one usually met is then observed:

• For lower values of x, the system remains raemi. As

expeted, this orresponds to a state where the system re-

mains lose to the equilibrium, when not su�iently energy

is available.

• Then, from a ritial value of x = 0.0105 M, a bifuration

point is observed. The system swithes to a non raemi

branh, a far-from-equilibrium state that beomes more

stable than the lose-to-equilibrium one. This orresponds

to the expeted behavior, orresponding to the lassial
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desription, happening when su�iently energy is avail-

able.

• However for the value x = 0.15 M, the enantiomeri exess

atually reahes a maximum, and then dereases bak to a

seond bifuration point at x = 2.11 M. The system then

swithes bak to the raemi branh as the only remaining

stable steady state.
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Figure 6: Enantiomeri exess and entropy prodution in the

steady states as a funtion of the inoming �ux of energy in

APED systems (see text for parameters).

Variation of Entropy Prodution during the Bifura-

tion. A monotonous inrease of the inoming energy Tσe as

a funtion of x is observed. In the non raemi stable state �

when it exists � the system onsumes up to 2% less energy

than on the raemi branh. This orresponds to the derease

of the total entropy prodution during the bifuration. This

derease is mostly due to a derease of entropy prodution by

ativation/deativation reations, and by the epimerization re-

ations. These dereases are low in absolute value, but the

relative variation of entropy prodution is very important for

the epimerization reations (up to 60%).

We thus observe a low hange on the global energy/entropy

of the system, that allows a very high loal hange entered in

the epimerization reation � the motor of the deraemization

proess � and a loal inrease of the entropy prodution by the

polymerization/depolymerization proesses � that is a redire-

tion a larger part of the energy �uxes towards the autoatalyti

loops. Globally, the swith to the far-from-equilibrium branh

allows the use of the inoming energy to both produe more

peptides, and to spontaneously evolve to a stable non-raemi

state.

Evolution of the Entropy Prodution with the Energy

Flux. The global entropy prodution follows the global en-

ergy onsumption, and thus also monotonously inreases as

a funtion of x. For all systems, the energy is mostly dis-

sipated by the ativation and deativation reations. More

interestingly, the entropies produed by the polymerization,

depolymerization and epimerization reations are atually in-

reasing when stable non-raemi steady states exists, but de-

rease to zero after the seond bifuration point. That is, after

the seond bifuration point, the ativation/polymerization/

epimerization/depolymerization loops disappear, giving plae

to only ativation/deativation loops.

Interpretation. When more and more energy is introdued

inside the system, more and more ompounds will be main-

tained in high level of energy. As the key ompounds (i.e.

the peptides, as they allow di�erenes of energy between the

diastereoisomers) are of intermediate level of energy, the der-

aemization will only be able to our for an interval of energy

�ux. Too low energy an not produe enough peptides, to muh

energy destroys the peptides in favor of ativated monomers.

Before the �rst bifuration, the system is very lose to the

equilibrium, the most populated states being the lower energy

states (i.e. the free amino aids). There is just not enough

energy to be direted towards the autoatalyti yles.

After the seond bifuration point, the situation is reversed.

The high �ow of energy is almost only direted to the ati-

vation/deativation loops. The most populated states are the

higher energy states. This is haraterized by a saturation phe-

nomenon, most of the amino aids being maintained in the a-

tivated form rather than in peptides or free monomers. Only

a small amount of energy is direted towards the autoatalyti

loops.

It is only between the two bifuration points that the au-

toatalyti loops an be e�iently performed. A substantial

quantity of dipeptides is maintained, so that the epimerization

reation an e�etively be performed. The energy is thus e�-

iently used to generate homohirality.

Conlusion

The full thermodynami study of the APED system emphasizes

the great importane of the problem of the energy transfer. En-

ergy must �ow into the system, in order to stabilize the non

raemi state. But the only onsumption of energy is not su�-

ient: energy must be used e�iently. Energy must be direted

towards the interesting elements of the reation network, that

is the autoatalyti loops, able to indue feedbaks inside the

system.

This rediretion of some part of the free energy that is avail-

able in the environment (here, the di�erene of hemial poten-

tials maintained between X and Y ompounds) towards some

�mehanisms� (here, the hiral autoatalyti yles) is one of

the major key allowing the emergene of non-equilibrium prop-

erty (here, a non-raemi steady state). Suh proesses should

have been natural at the origin of life, and played a fundamen-

tal role for its emergene. Real hemial systems are generally

away from the equilibrium state, as they are ontinuously om-

muniating with their surrounding. Several abioti systems an

be found, in very di�erent environments that an be spae,

31

planet rust

30

or atmosphere.

28,29

Available free energy an

be maintained in lots of environments: external energy soures

an maintain non-equilibrium onentrations of ativated om-

pounds.

In this sope, the hallenge in the origin of life is to under-

stand how this available energy an be passed down to other

hemial system and used in a way leading to self-organization,

in a similar way that it is performed by metabolisms. This

orresponds to understanding the emergene of protometaboli

systems.

32

When a hemial system is onneted to hem-

ial soure of energies, internal reation loops an be main-

tained,

33

potentially leading to the emergene of autoatalyti

behaviors. Suh non-equilibrium hemial systems are prone

to self-organization and self-maintaining.

1,3,34

Understanding

the transition of suh protometaboli systems towards replia-

tive systems an be seen as a proess of spontaneous self-

organization under energeti pressures. Rather than opposing

self-organization and natural seletion,

35

it leads to understand

how natural seletion emerges from self-organization.

36

Avoid-
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ing a vitalist idea of biohemial systems behaving on a funda-

mental di�erent way than abioti hemial systems, it leads to

the desription of general hemial systems with similar under-

lying priniples.
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