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Various biological sensory systems exhibit a response to a relative change of the stimulus, often
referred to as fold-change detection. In the last few years fold-change detecting mechanisms, based
on transcriptional networks, have been proposed. Here we present fold-change detecting mechanism,
based on protein-protein interactions, consisting of two interacting proteins. This mechanism, in
contrast to previously proposed mechanisms, does not consume chemical energy and is not subject
to transcriptional and translational noise. We show by analytical and numerical calculations, that
the mechanism can have a fast, precise and efficient response for parameters that are relevant to
eukaryotic cells.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple biological sensory systems, such as vision
and hearing, can detect relative changes in signals—a
phenomenon referred to as fold-change detection (FCD)
[1, 2]. Consider time-dependent input X(t), given by

X =

{

X0 (t < t0)

α×X0 (t ≥ t0)
, (1)

where X0 is a constant indicating the initial input signal
value, α is its fold-change and t0 is the time at which
the input signal changes. The output of a fold-change
detecting mechanism to such an input is independent of
X0. FCD can be useful in systems with wide relevant
range of an input signal and/or multiple inputs [3]. Re-
cent studies find evidences of FCD mechanisms in E. coli

[4–6] and Xenopus laevis embryos [7].
It has been demonstrated that fold-changes theoreti-

cally can be detected using transcriptional networks. In
particular, the incoherent feedforward loop [8, 9] and the
two-state protein [10] can provide FCD in the appropri-
ate parameters regime. In order to function, FCD mech-
anisms, based on a transcriptional network, require con-
tinues protein production and degradation. As a conse-
quence, this type of mechanisms is subject to transcrip-
tional and translational noise [11], continues consumption
of chemical energy and lower limit for the FCD response
time. The last can be especially significant in mammalian
cells (∼ 20min) [6, 12, 13].

Here we describe a FCD mechanism, based purely on
protein-ligand and protein-protein interactions. It does
not consume chemical energy and is not subject to in-
trinsic transcriptional and translational noise, but only
to the variation of the total protein numbers. We ana-
lyze the importance of the last quantity in Sec. III and
show that it is not expected to affect significantly the
detection efficiency for eukaryotic cells. Moreover, the
characteristic response timescales are set by the rates of
protein interactions, which have a much broader range
and can be much faster than the transcription and trans-
lation rates [14–17]. We conclude that FCD, based on
protein-protein interactions, can be more effective than
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FIG. 1. A schematic representation of the FCD mechanism, as
described in this paper. The cursive k-terms indicate the reac-
tion rates, corresponding to the reaction equations, as shown
both horizontally and vertically. The ligand S and protein-
ligand synthesis product YS serve as the input and output,
respectively. For clarity, the two copies of Y are grouped by
a box.

the one, based on transitional networks.

This paper contains three sections. Sec. II describes
the mechanism and shows formally that the mechanism
can provide FCD. In Sec. III, the action of the mecha-
nism is demonstrated by numerical simulation. In this
section, it is shown that the mechanism can be precise,
robust and efficient for parameters that are relevant for
eukaryotic cells. Sec. IV provides a discussion of the
results.
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II. THE MECHANISM

The FCD mechanism, described in this paper, is con-
structed out of two proteins (denoted by X and Y ) and
one ligand (denoted by S). Fig. 1 gives a schematic
overview of the reactions and the corresponding reac-
tion rates that are involved. In this Section we, firstly,
indicate the parameters requirements for proper FCD.
Secondly, it is shown formally that the mechanism can
provide FCD. Finally, the response of the mechanism is
characterized quantitatively.

A. Mechanism description

First, consider the reaction S + X ⇄ XS , where S
serves as the input signal, and XS is the complex of S
and X . Given the association rate kon

XS
and dissociation

rate koff

XS
, the mean-field dynamics is described by

˙[XS ] = [X ][S] kon

XS
− [XS ] k

off

XS
. (2)

The idea behind the mechanism is to find a parameter
regime for which [S]/[XS ] remains invariant under fold-
changes in [S]. Then, an output signal, with a concentra-
tion proportional to [S]/[XS], is generated, by involving
the reactions S + Y ⇄ YS and XS + Y ⇄ XSY . For a
negligible small concentration of Y proteins (unbound or
bound), the steady-state value of [S]/[XS] is given by

[S]

[XS ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

t→∞

=
koff

XS
+ [S] kon

XS

[X ]0 kon

XS

, (3)

where [X ]0 is the total concentration of X proteins. One
can see that, in equilibrium this ratio is invariant under
fold-changes in [S] if koff

XS
≫ [S] kon

XS
. For a summary of

the FCD conditions, see the end of this Subsection.
The second step is to design a mechanism providing an

output proportional to [S]/[XS]. Consider the reactions
S + Y ⇄ YS with association rate kon

YS
and dissociation

rate koff

YS
, and XS + Y ⇄ XSY , with association rate

kon

XSY
and dissociation rate koff

XSY
, where the total con-

centrations of Y protein molecules is given by by [Y ]0.
For the schematics of the reactions involved, see Fig. 1.
Furthermore, assume that both reactions equilibrate fast,
compared to the reaction X + S ⇄ XS . In the limit
[Y ]0 ≪ [XS ], such that the reactions involving Y do not
alter the dynamics of Eq. (2), the dynamics of [YS ] and
[XSY ] is described by

˙[YS ] ≈ [S][Y ] kon

YS
− [YS ] k

off

YS
, (4)

and

˙[XSY ] ≈ [XS ][Y ] kon

XSY − [XSY ] koff

XSY , (5)

where [XS] satisfies Eq. (2). By substituting [Y ] from
the steady-state of Eq. (5) in the steady-state of Eq. (4),

one gets

[YS ]

[XSY ]
=

[S] kon

YS
koff

XSY

[XS ] kon

XSY
koff

YS

. (6)

We use [YS ] as the output of the FCD mechanism.
In order to provide FCD, [YS ] has to be proportional
to [S]/[XS]. Under the conditions [Y ] ≪ [YS ] + [XSY ]
and [YS ] ≪ [Y ]0 (which is equivalent with [XS ] k

on

XSY
≫

koff

XSY
, [XS ] k

on

XSY
≫ [S] kon

YS
, and koff

XSY
≪ koff

YS
), Eq. (6)

can be approximated by

[YS ]

[XSY ]
≈

[YS ]

[Y ]0
. (7)

By substituting Eq. (7) in Eq. (6), it follows that [YS ] is
proportional to [S]/[XS ]. Thus, the mechanism provides
FCD under the conditions mentioned in this Section.

In short, the presented mechanism provides FCD if

a. koff

XS
≫ [S] kon

XS
, such that [S]/[XS] remains invariant

under fold-changes in [S];

b. [Y ]0 ≪ [XS ], such that X + S ⇄ XS is unaffected by
the reactions involving Y ;

c. reactions involving Y equilibrate fast compared to X+
S ⇄ XS , such that the dynamics of the output are
determined totally by S +X ⇄ XS ;

d. [XS] kon

XSY
≫ koff

XSY
, [XS ] kon

XSY
≫ [S] kon

YS
and

koff

XSY
≪ koff

YS
, such that [YS ]/[XSY ] is proportional

to [S]/[XS].

B. Conditions for FCD

In order to show that the mechanism can provide FCD
when the conditions (a-d) are satisfied, the mechanism
properties are checked against the conditions that are
sufficient for FCD [9]. A mechanism, with input u, inter-
nal variable x and output y, described by

ẋ = f(x, y, u), (8)

ẏ = g(x, y, u), (9)

provides FCD if

f(px, y, pu) = p f(x, y, u), (10)

g(px, y, pu) = g(x, y, u), (11)

for any p > 0. The dynamics of the mechanism, as
described in this paper, can be described in terms of
[S], [YS ] and [XS ]. In the FCD regime [X ] is given
by [X ]0 − [XS ], by condition (b). By condition (d),
[Y ] ≪ [YS ], [XSY ] and hence [XSY ] = [Y ]0 − [YS ]. Con-
sider the substitutions

u → [S], (12)

y → [YS ], (13)

x → [XS ], (14)
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FIG. 2. Mean-field concentrations for initial conditions [S] =
10nM, [X]0 = 1µM, [Y ]0 = 10nM, kon

XS
= 106M−1s−1,

koff

XS
= 1s−1, kon

YS
= 1010M−1s−1, koff

YS
= 100s−1, kon

XSY =

1010M−1s−1, and koff

XSY = 5s−1 as a function of time. Con-
centrations that are not mentioned are zero initially. The sys-
tem is equilibrated before t = 0s. The input S fold-changes at
t0 = 5s and t0 = 10s by a factor α = 3. Note the logarithmic
scale in the upper plot.

such that f → ˙[XS ] and g → ˙[YS ]. From (2) and condi-
tion (a), it follows that, in the FCD limit,

˙[XS ] = [S][X ]0 k
on

XS
− [XS ]k

off

XS
, (15)

which satisfies condition (10). By substituting Eq. (7)
in Eq. (6) and using that reactions involving Y are in a
quasi-equilibrium, it follows that

˙[YS ] ∼
d

dt

(

[S]

[XS ]

)

, (16)

which satisfies condition (11). Since both conditions (10)
and (11) are satisfied in the FCD regime (conditions (a-
b)), it follows that the mechanism can provide FCD.

C. Mean-field FCD

What is the response of the mechanism to a fold-
change? Let the input concentration [S] be given by

[S] =

{

[S]0 (t < t0),

α× [S]0 (t ≥ t0),
(17)

where [S]0 is the initial concentration, α is the fold-
change, and t0 the time at which the input fold-changes.
By substituting Eq. (7) in Eq. (6) and using Eq. (3),
one can see that the equilibrium value of [YS ], denoted

by ˜[YS ], is given by

˜[YS ] =
[Y ]0 koff

XS
kon

YS
koff

XSY

[X ]0 kon

XS
kon

XSY
koff

YS

, (18)

and that the amplitude of the response, max([YS ]− ˜[YS ]),

for a fold-change by a factor α is given by (α− 1)× ˜[YS ].
The response is characterized by a raising and a decay

timescale. By evaluating ˙[XS ] at t = t0, one can show
that the decay timescale τd is given by

τd =
[

(α− 1) koff

XS

]

−1
, (19)

which can take values less than a second for biologically
relevant parameters, as discussed in the next Section.
The raising timescale is, by condition (c), much smaller
than the decay timescale.

Fig. 2 shows an example of mean-field values [S], [X ],
[XS ], [Y ], [YS ], and [XSY ] as a function of time for an
input given by Eq. (17) with two fold-changes with α = 3
at t0 = 5s and t0 = 10s. The mechanism parameters are
given in the caption; the system is equilibrated before
t = 0s. One can see that the response, [YS ], does not
depend on the absolute value of the input, [S]. For this
set of parameters, conditions (a-d) are satisfied approxi-
mately, and therefore the mechanism provides FCD. Note
that the steady-state output concentration is slightly dif-
ferent before and after the fold-changes since condition
(b) is satisfied only approximately. The relevance of the
parameter values to biological systems and the robust-
ness to noise are discussed in the next Section.

III. EXAMPLES AND BIOLOGICAL

RELEVANCE

It is shown above that the FCD mechanism requires
scale separation both for protein-protein and protein-
ligand association and dissociation rates and protein con-
centrations. Affinity constants of protein-protein and
ligand-receptor interactions span, over six orders of mag-
nitude the range 10−12 − 10−6M, association and disso-
ciation rates are typically in the 103 − 1010M−1s−1 and
10−4 − 104s−1 range, respectively [14–17]. Protein con-
centrations typically vary in the range 1− 103nM, corre-
sponding to 103−106 proteins for eukaryotes and 1−103
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FIG. 3. Mean-field solution (blue) and simulation (gray) re-
sults of [YS ] as a function of time for the parameters used
in Fig. 2. The simulation results in the upper and lower
plot correspond to prokaryotes and eukaryotes, respectively.
For prokaryotes, 1nM corresponds to 1 protein per cell. The
lower plot shows the same result for eukaryotes, where 1nM
corresponds to 103 proteins per cell.

proteins for prokatyotes per cell [18]. In Fig. 2 it is
shown that such a large range of biochemical parameters
enables fulfilment of the FCD conditions, still leaving a
lot of freedom. This freedom, in principle, can be used
to tune the timescale of the detection response.

In order to demonstrate the relevance of the mecha-
nism to biological systems with a finite numbers of pro-
tein molecules, we performed a simulation based on the
Gillepsie algorithm [19]. Fig. 3 shows the simulation re-
sults for the parameters, used in Fig. 2. The results are
presented for prokaryotes and eukaryotes. For prokary-
otes 1M is roughly equivalent to 109 molecules per cell;
for eukaryotes 1M is roughly equivalent to 1012 molecules
per cell. As one can see in Fig. 2(a), for prokaryotic cells

the response is too noisy for effective FCD due to finite
number statistics. For eukaryotes, the output signal is
nearly unaffected by the noise due to large protein num-
bers, as demonstrated in Fig. 2(b). In this example, the
timescales of the initial response is less than a tenth of a
second; the decay timescale is approximately 1s.

IV. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we describe a new FCD mechanism,
based purely on protein-protein and ligand-protein in-
teractions. The mechanism, in contrast to previously
proposed mechanisms [8, 10], does not require contin-
uous transcription, translation and degradation of pro-
teins. The mechanism avoids transcriptional bursts and
other noise sources due to small number bottleneck pro-
cesses [11], and benefits from typically large numbers of
proteins in eukaryotic cells.

We find that for eukaryotes, the noise due to finite
number statistics does not play a significant role. How-
ever, for prokaryotes, the typical protein number is not
sufficient for a precise FCD on a single cell level. Pre-
viously proposed mechanisms are relatively consuming,
since the number of proteins has to be large and their life-
time has to be short in order to reduce detection noise
and enable a fast response. From this perspective, the
mechanism proposed here is advantageous, since it is act-
ing in detailed balance before and well after the transient
detection response [20].

We showed that the mechanism is characterized by a
response timescale τd given by Eq. (19). The value of τd,
in principle, is limited only by diffusion of proteins [15].
Thus, as shown in the example, presented in Fig. 3, it
can be smaller than a second for a biologically relevant
set of parameters.

We expect that the proposed mechanism is only a sin-
gle example of a large class of biochemical fold-change
detectors, based purely on ligand-protein and protein-
protein interactions.
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