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Noise in gene expression may be a choice of cellular system
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Abstract

Gene expression and its regulation is a nonequilibrium stochastic process. Different molecules are
involved in several biochemical steps in this process. It is observed that the stochasticity in biochemical
processes is mainly due to the low copy number of the molecules present in the system. Several studies
also show that the nonequilibrium biochemical processes require energy cost. But cellular system has
developed itself through natural evolution by minimizing energy cost for optimum output. Here we
study the origin of stochasticity qualitatively in a network of two genes using stochastic simulation
method and argued that stochasticity in gene expression may be a choice of cellular system for optimum
output with minimum energy cost.
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1 Introduction

Gene expression (GE) is a basic cellular process whereby proteins are synthesized according to the nu-
cleotide sequences in the gene. Gene expression involved several biochemical reactions, the kinetics of
which determine how the number of participating biomolecules changes as a function of time. There are
two major steps in gene expression, transcription and translation. In the process of transcription mRNAs
are synthesized. During the process of translation, the sequence of mRNA molecule is translated into the
proteins [I]. Regulation is ubiquitous in complex living system. Gene expression is a regulatory process
which can takes place either at transcription, translation or degradation levels. Many regulatory molecules
are involved in the gene expression process. There are two major types of regulatory molecules: activator
and repressor. Both the regulatory molecules are also proteins and therefor synthesized from some other

gene. The regulatory molecule which regulates the transcription process is called the transcription factor
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(TF). They bind the specific binding site/sites on the gene and drive the gene into a state called the “ON”
state. The unbound state is called the “OFF” state. Therefore, under the regulation by transcription
factor, the gene can be either in the ON or OFF state depending on whether the TF/TFs are bound to
the gene or not [I]. If the gene is in the ON state then only the transcription process can takes place
and mRNAs are synthesized. From the newly born transcripts/mRNAs, proteins are synthesized and the
process is called the translation. In the synthesis of proteins ribosomes play the important roles. There
are specific binding sites on the newly born mRNAs where ribosomes can bind and synthesizes proteins.
Newly born proteins have a specific degradation rate and the molecules called RNAse do that job. Each
and every biomolecules do not exist forever to work rather they have a specific degradation rate. They
do die after completing their specific job. It is widely accepted that the biochemical events are proba-
bilistic in nature [2], 3 14} [ 6], [7, 8]. This is due to the low copy number of biomolecules taking part in
the biochemical processes of protein synthesis. Due to their low copy number, the time evolution is not
deterministic, rather probabilistic [2, [3]. That is, the timing of the biochemical events, cannot be predicted
with certainty. This probabilistic nature of the biochemical reactions may be ignored in the limit of large
numbers of biomolecules. The probabilistic or more appropriately, stochastic nature of biochemical events
leads to the fluctuations in mRNA and protein levels about a mean value. That fluctuation is called the
noise in mRNA /protein level. Generally, the term noise is used to specify an unwanted part of a signal and
therefore undesirable. The presence of noise or fluctuation in protein level gives rise to different phenomena
in biological system and therefore created a lot of curiosity to the science community [3, 4]. Proteins are
the functional molecules in the cells, i.e., they do everything in biological system. The protein level has to
stay above a critical level to complete its specific job. So, there is a chance that the protein level may fall
below the critical level because of the noise present in it. Then it may not work properly and problems
may arise into the cellular system.

The biological system or rather living system is basically a non-equilibrium system. To maintain the
state of non-equilibrium in such system, they need to intake energy from external sources. That is, for
the formation of complex cellular structure and to maintain its activity, living cell has a cost [9, 10, 1T,
12 13, [14] 15, [16]. It is also expected that living system tries to optimize its function by minimizing
the cellular cost through evolution and natural selection [12) 13, 14]. The important cellular process
like gene expression consists of several biochemical events e.g., gene activation-inactivation, transcription,
translation, degradation etc., which is not equilibrium rather nonequilibrium process [10] [I7]. Therefore,
cells need energy to maintain or to run such nonequilibrium process. It is obvious that the cellular system
must developed some way to carryout the nonequilibrium process with minimum cost of energy. In this
work, we qualitatively study the origin of stochasticity in cellular functions on the basis of minimization of
energy cost in protein synthesis. We consider a stochastic model of a simple network with two genes and
study the time evolution of protein’s number from each gene. We argued that cellular system may reduce
the cost of energy consumption by creating noisy gene expression rather than the constant protein level.
It is obvious to consider that the stochasticity or noise has a detrimental role in cellular functions as in

the electronic system. But in this study we find that the stochasticity can play the beneficial role in the
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of gene network consisting of two genes: TF gene and Functional gene, Protein
S (TF) from TF gene is regulating the synthesis of functional protein P from functional gene.

cellular functions by saving energy and therefore, may be a choice of cellular system.

2 Stochastic model and simulation

In the stochastic model, we consider a simple gene regulatory network consisting of two genes: transcription
factor (TF) gene and functional gene (Fig. 1). The proteins from the TF gene activate the protein synthesis
from the functional gene [7]. The proteins from the functional gene do some important function in the
cell. Each gene of the network has some basic biochemical events. Genes make random transitions between
the inactive and active states with specific rate constants. The protein synthesis takes place from, active
and inactive, both the states of the gene with different rate constants. Here we lumped the transcription
and translation process into a single step. The steps are shown in equations [Il and 2] along with the rate
constant for the respective reaction. The proteins from each gene also have some specific degradation rate.
The gene activation is a complex process and needs many molecules to accommodate on the promoter site
to get activated before transcription [8]. We assumed that the gene activation process of functional gene is
modulated by TF's through a regulation function f which is considered to be a hill function as in ref. [7].

The biochemical reactions are considered as follows:

For TF gene:

Gr 25 G, Gy 25 Gr, Gr 258, G I8 s 5 T (1)

For Functional gene:

|
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The genes can be in two possible states : Inactive (G;) or Active (G}) (i = Tor F). Protein synthesis
takes place from the active state of the gene with higher rate (Jp;) than that from the inactive state (Jy;).
Both the proteins have some degradation rate constant k,;. kc/L 7 (kar) and kqp (kqr) are the activation and
deactivation rate constants respectively for the functional gene (TF gene). The activation rate constant

for the functional gene is modulated by the relation k! o = kar f, where f is the regulation function and
(S/K)™

T+(S/K)"

n is the Hill coefficient of the regulation function. The activation of the functional gene by TF proteins is

is given by f = . S is the TF protein number and at K = S, the regulation function is f = 0.5,

actually occurred by multiple steps and when that multiple steps are converted to an approximate single
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Fig. 2. With fast TF activation and deactivation. For (a), the rate constants are k,r = 80.0, kqyr = 80.0,
JpT = 5000, J()T = 500, k‘pT = 10, n = 4, kaF = 80, de = 40, JpF = 50, J()F = 05, k‘pF = 0.005. For
(b) kor = 4.0, kgr = 4.0, remaining are same. The solid (dashed) line is the variation of TF (Functional)
protein numbers with time.

step, the activation rate constant then comes out to be a Hill function [7].

We simulate the biochemical processes of gene expression using Gillespie algorithm [I8]. The rate
constants of different biochemical steps determine the dynamics of gene expression. Basically, the dynamics
of gene expression is determined by the dynamics of gene activation-deactivation, protein synthesis and
degradation dynamics. Again, fast gene activation-deactivation with respect to the degradation rate gives
rise to a less noisy protein level for a fixed protein synthesis rate [6][Appendix|. For the functional gene,
we choose fast gene activation-deactivation rate constants and low degradation rate constant. The rate
constant for protein synthesis determines the mean protein level and therefore chosen appropriately. The
rate constants for the functional gene are chosen as follows:k:éF =kor [, K = Shecan, kar = 8.0, kqp = 4.0,
Jpor = 5.0, Jop = 0.5, k,p = 0.005. We assume the rate constant k,p = 2kgr to realize the maximum
fluctuation effect of TF proteins on functional gene [7]. The value of that rate constants for functional
gene are kept fixed throughout the study. Therefore the mean functional protein level is approximately
550. We assume the critical value for the functional protein level is 330 (60% of the steady state mean
value) for our study. That is, to complete its specific function properly, the protein level must stay above
that critical level for most of the time.

The activation rate constant of the functional gene is modulated by the TF protein level through the
relation k(/lF = kor f. Therefore, the critical or threshold protein level from functional gene depends also
on the dynamics of TF proteins along with the rate constants of its own gene expression dynamics. We
consider the fixed rate constants for the protein synthesis and degradation for the TF gene and varied
only the rate constants of gene activation and deactivation for our study. Because, the gene activation and
deactivation plays the crucial role in generating noise in protein level [Appendix]. We assume the protein
synthesis and degradation dynamics is fast (J,r = 500.0, Jor = 50.0, k,r = 1.0) for TF gene. We counted
the number of transitions nr (np ) take place at steady state (¢ > 500) between the inactive and active state
of TF (Functional) gene for different rate constants. This is shown in Table 1 and 2 for two different values
of hill coefficient. Since, for each transition from inactive to active state, many molecules are needed to be
accommodate at the promoter sites one by one and that requires an energy cost [10]. Again, to maintain a

average protein level cell also has a cost of energy. The energy cost increases with the number of transitions



umbf‘

H’ n’ ,4 1 m ’ | ‘ ‘ \{ d [ “

@ o
Fig. 3. With moderate TF activation and deactivation. For (a), the rate constants are k,r = 0.8, kqr = 0.8,
JpT = 5000, J()T = 500, k‘pT = 10, n = 4, kaF = 80, de = 40, JpF = 50, J()F = 05, k‘pF = 0.005. For
(b) kor = 0.2, kgr = 0.4 remaining rate constants are the same. The solid (dashed) line is the variation of
TF (Functional) protein numbers with time.
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and higher steady protein level [10]. Now we look into the different possible expression profile from the two
genes with the different activation and deactivation rate constants of the TF gene. The different responses
of the TF gene produces different functional gene responses. We separate the different gene expression
responses into four different categories and call them as cellular 'Strategy’. The interesting fact is that
the distribution of protein levels from both the genes can be unimodal or bimodal responses depending on
the relative values of the activation and deactivation rate constants with respect to the degradation rate
constants [6] [Appendix]. That is, the gene expression response does not depend on the absolute value of
the rate constants rather depends only on the relative values. That help us to choose the strategies and
rate constants for our simulation.

STRATEGY 1: The random transitions between active and inactive state of the TF gene is very fast
with respect to TF degradation rate (k.- = 80.0, kg = 80.0). Protein level from TF gene is now unimodal
in nature with less noisy expression level (Fig. 2a). Because of the less noisy level of regulatory molecules,
very low fluctuating functional protein level (with the steady state average value =540) arises from the
functional gene and that lies always above the critical level (330). We also found that the number of
transitions between inactive to active state np is 59924 (np = 2958). Let us consider that the energy
cost for each transition from inactive to active state of both the genes is approximately H units. Let
us also assume that the approximate average energy cost to produce per unit mean protein level from
functional gene is K units. Therefore, for the fast transition between the states of TF gene and also due
to high functional protein level the total energy cost in Strategy 1 is Ej1= A + (np4np)H +< p > K
= A 4 62882H + 540K. Here, A is the average energy cost for all other processes in protein synthesis of
the two genes network and < p > is the average functional protein level at the steady state. For k,7 = 4.0,
kar = 4.0 (Fig. 2b), we got the lower value of ny (2981) (np = 2712) with low fluctuating functional protein
level (with the steady state average value =510). The total energy consumption is Eyy = A+5693H+510K.
It is seen E1; > F45 because of the lower number of transitions to active states of TF gene and a bit low
value of mean protein level from functional gene. The mean TF protein level remains same (275) in both
the figures (Fig. 2a and 2b). In Fig. 2b, the noise in TF protein level is greater than that in Fig. 2a.

STRATEGY 2: Here we consider that the random transition rate constants between the active and
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Fig. 4. With slow TF gene activation and deactivation. For (a), the rate constants are k,r = 0.08,
kar = 0.08, Jyp = 500.0, Jop = 50.0, kyr = 1.0, n = 4, kop = 8.0, kap = 4.0, Jyp = 5.0, Jop = 0.5,
k,p = 0.005. For (b) k., = 0.08, kgr = 0.1 and remaining are same. The solid (dashed) line is the
variation of TF (Functional) protein numbers with time.
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inactive state of TF gene is moderate with respect to the degradation rate and lies between 0.1 and 1
(0.1<(korand kqr) < 1,) i.e., not so fast like Strategy 1 or not too slow. The protein level from TF gene is
now bimodal in nature [6]. The steady state protein level from the functional gene fluctuates about a mean
value 442 (Fig. 3a). The number of transitions between inactive to active state ny is 588 (np = 2364).
The average approximate energy cost of protein synthesis is Fo; = A+ 2952H + 442K . Because of the less
number of transitions between the active and inactive states of TF gene and lower mean protein level of
functional gene the amount of energy cost Ey; is lower than the F1; and Ej5. The number of transitions np
become lower here than that in Strategy 1 mainly due to the bimodal nature of protein level of TF gene.
In Fig. 3b, we assume k,r = 0.2, kg7 = 0.4 and other rate constants are remaining the same value as in
Fig. 3a. Here we got ny = 198 (nr = 1878) with fluctuating functional protein level (with the steady state
average value =395). The average approximate energy cost of protein synthesis is Fyy = A+2076H +395K.
It is seen that Foy < Foy < Ej9 < Ej; mainly because of the decrease in the number of transitions from
inactive to active states of TF gene due to gradual decrease in the values of k,r and k4r. The mean TF
protein level remains same (275) in both the figures but now the protein level fluctuates between the mean
value 50 and 550 the (Fig. 3a and 3b). In this Strategy, the functional protein level always lies above the
critical value.

STRATEGY 3: Here we further lowered the random transitions rate constants between the active and
inactive state of TF gene (0.01<(k,r and kgr) <0.1). At the steady state, the functional protein level is
now fluctuating between 300 and 480 with a mean protein level 395 and therefore lies above the critical
level at the steady state (Fig. 4a). The protein level from TF gene is now sharply bimodal in nature. The
stochastic ON and OFF periods of the TF gene are comparatively greater than that in Strategy 2. Because
of the much lower number of transitions between the inactive and active states (ny = 53, np = 1956) of the
TF gene the amount of energy cost (F3; = A+2009H + 395K ) becomes much lower than that in Strategies
2 and 1. In the Fig. 4b, we assume k,7 = 0.08, k4r = 0.1 and with other rate constants are remaining the
same value as in Fig. 4a. Here we got nr is 66 (np = 1932) a fluctuating functional protein level between
325 and 480 with a mean level 395. The average cost of energy is F3; = A + 1998H + 395K. It is seen

that, the protein level from TF gene is sharply bimodal for the rate constants considered here. Therefore,
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Fig. 5. With slow TF activation and deactivation. For (a), the rate constants are k,r = 0.01, k47 = 0.01,
Jor = 500.0, Jop = 50.0,kyr = 1.0, n = 4, kap = 8.0, kap = 4.0, Jyp = 5.0, Jop = 0.5, kyp = 0.005.
For (b) k,r = 0.004, kgr = 0.004 and remaining are same. The solid (dashed) line is the variation of TF
(Functional) protein numbers with time.

‘ kot ‘ kar ‘ nr ‘ ng ‘ Mean FP (steady state) ‘ TF Response H Strategy

80 80 | 59924 | 2958 540 Unimodal 1
4 4 2981 | 2712 510 Unomodal 1
0.8 0.8 5986 | 2364 430 Bimodal 2
0.2 0.4 198 | 1878 395 Bimodal 2
0.08 | 0.08 93 | 1956 395 Bimodal 3
0.08 | 0.1 66 | 1932 395 Bimodal 3
0.01 | 0.01 7 1962 390 Bimodal 4
0.004 | 0.004 1 1950 320 Bimodal 4

Table 1: Data in that table shows number of transitions from inactivate to activate state for TF gene with
different values of k,7 and kgr. The hill coefficient is set at n = 4. The counting is started from ¢ = 500.
ny is the number of transitions from the inactive to active state for the TF gene. ng is the number of
transitions from inactive state to active state for the functional gene. The mean functional protein (FP)
level for the different Strategy is gradually decreasing.

the gene regulation function is not always ON for the activation of the functional gene. The strategy of the
TF gene is similar to the strategy of the modern refrigerator where it automatically switches off its activity
whenever not required. In this Strategy, the functional protein level may touches or sometimes come down
the critical level but does not stay their long. The energy consumption in Strategy 3 is lowered than that
in Strategy 2 but a slight functional risk comes into play due to fluctuation in functional protein level.

STRATEGY 4: Here we consider that the random transitions rate between the active and inactive
state of TF gene is much lower (0.001<(k,r and kqr) <0.01). The average cost of energy is Fy =
A+ 1969H + 395Kand F; = A+ 1951H + 320K. In Fig. 5a and 5b, the value of ny is lowest but here
the fluctuations in protein level from functional gene is too high and therefore may fall below the critical
value and may also stay there for longer time. This should be avoided in cellular processes. Therefore, the
Strategy 4 is energetically suitable but functionally unsuitable.

We counted the number of transitions from inactive to active state of both the genes with different
values of k,r and kgr for the hill coefficient n = 4 (Table 1) and n = 2 (Table 2). We found that bimodal

level of TF proteins with moderate transition rates are suitable to keep the protein level from functional



‘ kot ‘ kar ‘ nr ‘ ng ‘ Mean FP (steady state) ‘ TF Response H Strategy

80 80 | 60105 | 2950 950 Unimodal 1
4 4 2980 | 2895 525 Unimodal 1
0.8 0.8 588 | 2597 450 Bimodal 2
0.2 0.4 200 | 2275 460 Bimodal 2
0.08 | 0.08 53 | 2084 400 Bimodal 3
0.08 | 0.1 64 | 2175 400 Bimodal 3
0.01 | 0.01 7 2032 350 Bimodal 4
0.004 | 0.004 1 1149 275 Bimodal 4

Table 2: Data in that table are for the hill coefficient n = 2. Other parameters are kept at the same value.
The counting is started from ¢ = 500. ny is the number of transitions from the inactive to active state for
the TF gene. ng is the number of transitions from inactive state to active state for the functional gene.

gene above a critical value with minimum consumption of energy. We observe from the above figures that
as we gradually decrease the value of k,7 and k47, the mean TF protein level does not change but the
fluctuation and dynamics changes. The simulation results shown here only for few parameters though the
results will remain same over a wide region of parameter values. The independence of a gene expression

response on the absolute value of the rate constants made our study easier.

3 Conclusion

The cell has a energy cost for the synthesis of proteins from a gene [10] 111, 12| [13]. The cost has different
values for the different steps depending on the complexity of the steps [10]. It is shown by Huang et al.
[T0] that the gene activation and deactivation is costlier also. Therefore, the energy input is necessary and
important to maintain or carryout each step of the GE process. It is also known to us that the cellular
system has evolved itself in such a way so that it can minimize the energy cost for its activity and maximize
the outcome. That is, the strategy of optimization is followed in cells to carryout its functional activity.
It is therefore expected that the cell should choose or adjust the reaction rate constants to save energy
expenses during protein synthesis and works reliably.

We studied a simple case of gene regulatory network with two genes qualitatively. One is the tran-
scription factor (TF) gene and the other one is the functional gene. The functional gene is regulated by
the proteins from the TF gene. Different expression and noise level of proteins (different strategies) are
possible depending on the rate constants of different steps of gene expression of the two genes. We observed
the dependence of noisy expression level on the fluctuations of TF proteins. We consider four strategies
depending on low to high fluctuations in TF proteins. In the Strategy 1 (Fig. 2a and 2b), we see that low
noise level in TF protein gives rise to low noise and high mean protein level from functional gene. This
behaviour is the utmost beneficial for the functioning of the network though that requires maximum energy
cost. In Strategy 2 (Fig. 3a and 3b), we observe that the fluctuation in functional protein level increases
due to bimodal response in TF protein’s level and the mean functional protein level decreases. That gives

rise to lower energy cost of the cell. Though the functional protein level is fluctuating but always lies



well above the critical level. So, the regulatory molecules need not to be present always at the higher
level to maintain the functional protein level above the threshold value. That became possible due to the
assumption of very low degradation rate constant of the proteins from the functional gene. The protein
level from functional gene does not come down to lower level as gene makes transition to the inactive state
because of the low degradation rate constant. In Strategy 3 (Fig. 4a and 4b), the fluctuation in functional
protein level further increases. Though the mean protein level is higher than the critical value but the
fluctuation about mean level produces a chance to come down below the threshold. The energy cost for
protein synthesis using this Strategy is lowered than the Strategies 1 and 2. The Strategy 4 (Fig. 5a and
5b) is not suitable for the cellular function as the protein level from functional gene goes down below the
threshold level and stays there for longer time due to long time inactivity of the TF gene. In Strategies 2
and 3, it is assumed that the TF proteins satisfy the condition of bimodal responses with slower activation
and deactivation rate constants compared to the TF protein’s degradation rate constants [4], [ [6, 19].
The scenario in Strategy 2 and 3 are similar like that of the modern day’s refrigerator. The refrigerator
automatically switches off its power supply when not required, thereby reducing the power consumption.
In gene expression and regulation processes, the transcription factors are shared by multiple genes for their
regulation and that kind of sharing also creates noise in mRNA and protein level [20]. The involvement or
binding of some TF's for the regulation of one gene means their unavailability for the regulation of some
others genes. This is also a kind of ’switch-off” condition of the regulation function of the gene to whom
that TFs are essential for its regulation. Employing two different kind of regulatory molecules of opposite
nature (activator and repressor) the noise and mean level of functional molecules can also be controlled
[21], 22]. Therefore, our important observation is that, the cellular system can make fluctuating protein
level well above the critical value employing fluctuating regulatory molecules with minimum consumption
of energy. We have studied the problem over the wide region of parameter space. Though the results
presented here only for few parameter sets but we observed the similar results in other parameter regions
also. Though the confirmation of the idea presented here through the simulation result for a simple gene
regulatory network system need experimental verification with actual system.

The cellular system achieved a complex structure by evolution and different kinds of molecules are
present there. Therefore one can raise the question that why cellular system has created low copy number
of regulatory molecules in the cells? The strategy of energy saving may be the reason. The cell can adjust
the protein level from functional gene above the critical level by adjusting the synthesis and degradation
rate constants as well as the number or noise in regulatory molecules. By properly adjusting the rate
constants for different steps and fluctuation or noise level of TF, the cellular system may have adjusted
the fluctuating protein levels from functional gene to have always above the critical or threshold level with
the constraint of minimum cost of energy. The cellular system may adopt the optimization (maximum
output with minimum consumption of energy) strategy by creating fluctuating protein level with the help

of different regulatory mechanism through evolution.
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APPENDIX

Exact solution for the probability distribution of protein num-

bers for a single gene

A gene can be in two possible states. Let k, and k4 are the activation and deactivation rate constants for
the gene. In the active (inactive) state, protein production and degradation occurs with the rate constants
Jp(Jo) and k, respectively. Here transcription and translation are lumped together into a single step [11 2, 3].
Let pi(n,t) (po(n,t)) be the probability that at time ¢, gene is in the active (inactive) state G*(G) and the
number of protein molecules is n. The rate of change of probability with respect to the time is given by

the Master equation

% = kapo(n,t) = kapr(n,t) + jp[p1(n — 1,8) = pr(n, )] + kp[(n + Dpr(n + 1, 1) —npr(n, 1)) (3)
8]3052, t) _ kap1(n,t) — kapo(n, t) + jolpo(n — 1,t) — po(n, t)] + ky[(n + V)po(n + 1,t) — npo(n,t)]  (4)

For each rate constant, there is a gain term which adds to the probability and a loss term which subtracts
from the probability. The Master Equation is a rate equation in which probability replaces concentration

as the relevant variable.

We now use the standard approach in the theory of stochastic processes to determine the average

number proteins < n > in the steady state and the variances thereof. Define the generating function

Fo(z, t) = z"po(n,t), Fi(z t) =Y 2"pi(n,t), and F(z,t) = Y 2" p(n,t) (5)

n n n

where
F(z,t) = Fo(z,t) + Fi(z,t) (©)
p(n,t) = po(n,t) + pi(n,t)
where F(z,t) and p(n,t) are the total generating function and total probability density function re-
spectively.

In terms of the generating functions (H), the Master equations ([B]) and (] can be written as

% = kqF1(2,t) — ko Fo(2,t) + jo(z — 1) (2, t) + kp(1 — 2)% ™)
% = koFo(z,t) — kaFi(2,t) + jp(z — 1) Fi(2,t) + ky(1 — 2)% )

11
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In the steady state (88—15 =0 and % =0)), adding equations () and (§) we get
OF (z,t
JpFi(2,t) + joFo(z,t) = ky a(z ) (9)
Solving equations (@) and () we get
k, OF(z,t)  joF(z,t)
F =2z ~L - ’ 1
JpF(z,t)  k,OF(z,t)
F = 4 11

where J = j, — Jo.

Now, using equations (I0) and (II), equation (@) can be written as in the steady state

(a2 + o) F'(2) + (a12 + b)) F (2) + (agz + by) F(2) = 0 (12)

where a9 = 1, bg = —1, a = —(7“3—|—’f’4), bl = (7“1 + 719+ 13 —|—’l“4), ag = T3Ta, b() = —(7’17’3 —l—’l“27“4—|—’f’3’l“4),
ka kd .jp jo
r=-—,ryo=—,r3=>-and ry = 4>.
k, k, k, kp

The exact solution of equation (I2) is given by

Z JR—
F(z) = N eX7 P (ag; bs; (T“)) (13)
where u = —b2/a2, K = @T;“, D = a® — 4apay, az = by K 22_2255_'_60 by = (aghy — ayby)ay’
and \ = 2 1F1(a;b; 2) is the confluent hypergeometric function and N is the normalization
2 CI,QK + aq

constant. NN is determined from the condition /(1) = 1 and is given by N = {ef Fj(az; bs; (52))} 1

Differentiating equations (B) and (I3) n times w.r.t. z at z = 0 and then comparing both sides we have

the total probability density function

NZ Ko 1/A ['(az +m) I'(bs) 1 Fi(ag +m; by +m; —(1/X)) (14)

m)!m! T (a3) T'(bs +m)

Now with zero basal rate constants (jo = 0) the equation (I4]) reduces to

(r3)™T'(az +m) '(bs)

) = N ST + ) Tm + 1)

1F1(a3 + m; bg + m; —7’3) (15)

12
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Fig. Al. Unimodal responses. In Fig. (a) the rate constants are k, = 80.0, kg = 80.0, J, = 100.0,

Jo = 10.0,k, = 1.0. In Fig. (b) k, = 4.0, k4 = 4.0 and remaining are the same. As the value of rate
constantsk, and k; decreases the width of the distribution increases.
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Fig. A2. Bimodal responses. In Fig. (a) the rate constants are k, = 0.4, ks = 0.4, J, = 100.0,
Jo = 10.0,k, = 1.0. In Fig. (b) k, = 0.04, k; = 0.04 and remaining are the same. For the bimodal
response, the protein level fluctuate between low and high level among with the noise due to random birth
and death of the proteins.

Equation (), a special case of equation (I4]). Fig. A1l (a) shows the distribution of protein p(n) versus
n plot for r3 = 100, r4 = 10 and for r1,r5 > 1. Fig. Al(b) shows the same plot but with different values
of r1 and rowith r1,7r, < 1.

Using equation (I2]) one can easily derive the expression for mean (< n >) and variance (var) and are
given by

T T
<n>= ! r3 + 2 T4 (16)
L+ T T+ T

7“17’2(7’3—7“4)2

(7’1 + 7”2)(7”1 + D) + 1)(7”17’3 + 7”27”4))
In equation (I7) the first term appears due to the random birth and death of proteins and the second

term appears due to the random transitions between the active and inactive states of the gene. The

var =<n > (1+

(17)

important point is that as r4 approaches r3 the variance due to random gene activation-deactivation process
decreases. Thus the variance can be minimum by making (rs — r4) minimum.

The conditions of unimodal (1, 7o > 1) and bimodal (r, 72 < 1) responses are actually given in
Ref.[2] with approximate solution of probability distribution function for protein numbers. The bimodal
distribution of protein levels is also known as all-or-none phenomena in cellular system and can be observed
without any feedback processes also[4, B]. Figures shows that the gene expression response depends on the
relative values of the parameters rather than the absolute values.
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