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Biochemical oscillations, regulating the timing of life processes, need consume energy to achieve
good performance on crucial functions, such as high accuracy of phase period and high sensitivity
to external signals. However, it is a great challenge to precisely estimate the energy dissipation in
such systems. Here, based on the stochastic normal form theory (SNFT), we calculate the Pearson
correlation coefficient between the oscillatory amplitude and phase, and a trade-off relation between
transport efficiency and phase sensitivity can then be derived, which serves as a tighter form than the
estimator resulting from the conventional thermodynamic uncertainty relation (TUR). Our findings
demonstrate that a more precise energy dissipation estimation can be obtained by enhancing the
sensitivity of the biochemical oscillations. Moreover, the internal noise and amplitude power effects

have also been discovered.

PACS numbers: 05.40.-a, 05.70.Ln, 02.50.Ey

I. INTRODUCTION

To achieve good performance of certain functions, liv-
ing systems are inherently nonequilibrium and dissipa-
tive. Recently, the relationship between biochemical
functions and nonequilibrium thermodynamics has been
an active area in statistical physics community [IH20].
For instance, Lan et al. have revealed a powerful trade-off
relation between energy dissipation rate, adaption speed
and the maximum adaption accuracy underlying many
sensory systems [3, 4]. Lang et al. have investigated
the fundamental thermodynamic constraints on statis-
tical inference and learning of biochemical signaling net-
works [0]. Particularly, for biochemical oscillations which
are essential in regulating the timing of life processes,
such as the cell cycle, circadian clocks, and glycolysis,
both accuracy of the period and sensitivity to external
cues can be ensured by dissipative processes simultane-
ously [2IH26]. Therefore, it is important to measure the
free energy dissipation in biochemical oscillation systems
that maintains the cyclic dynamics. However, in actual
experiments, how to infer the energy dissipation is of
great challenge [27] 2§].

Recent progress in this topic is the thermodynamic un-
certainty relation (TUR) [29H37], quantifying the trade-
off between energy dissipation AW, the average (R) and
variance Var (R) = ((R — (R))?) of a time-integrated
current observable R in nonequilibrium steady states
(here 8 = kpT, T is the temperature of the environment
and kp is the Boltzmann constant):

2(R)’ <1 (1)

) = s AW = b

where 7(R) is the transport efficiency to properly quan-
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tify the performance of living systems working with high
accuracy, but low energy dissipation [34]. Directly, TUR
yields that the magnitude of current fluctuation provides
a lower bound of energy dissipation as AW > AWrygr =
2ksT (R)® /Var(R) with 1 (R) = AWrpur/AW. If n(R)
is close to 1, the TUR acts as a powerful tool for energy
dissipation inference [38H44]. For instance, recently Li et
al. have showed that the fluctuations in nonequilibrium
currents can be utilized to infer the dissipation rate for
the bead-spring model [38]. Otsubo et al. have developed
a framework for dissipation estimation by using the TUR
along with machine learning techniques [41], to list just
a few.

However, since the TUR is an inequality, only a rough
bound can be provided in many cases. For instance, it
has been revealed by Hwang and Hyeon that the TUR is
generally not tight for several types of molecular motors
[45]. Jack et al. have found that the TUR only yields
a weak bound for molecular-scale energy conversion [46].
Also, in our recent work [47], we have established the
TUR for general biochemical oscillations by calculating
the transport efficiency n(0) = 2 (8)* /BVar(§)AW < 1,
where the observable oscillatory phase 6() = [ O(t)dt is
the current observable. Both the analytical and numeri-
cal results have shown that the TUR is far from tight for
models of chemical oscillators (1(6) = 0.4 for the Brusse-
lator as an example), providing typically lower estimation
on energy dissipation than the actual value. Therefore,
how to obtain a qualified estimation than the conven-
tional TUR for biochemical oscillation systems is still a
open question.

In the presented paper, we try to address this ques-
tion by revealing a trade-off relation between transport
efficiency and phase sensitivity [9, 48, 49]. The basic
idea is to improve the conventional TUR by consider-
ing the Pearson correlations between the chosen cur-
rent and another state-dependent observable, based on
a strategy proposed by Dechant and Sasa very recently
[50). For practical purpose in biochemical oscillation



systems, we choose the time integral of the oscillatory
amplitude r as the state-dependent observable, which
reads Q2(7) = [, r*(t)dt. By using the stochastic nor-
mal form theory (SNFT) we established before [51H54],
explicit theoretical expressions of the Pearson correla-
tions between Q2 and 6 can be derived, which allows us
to obtain the efficiency-sensitivity trade-off relation as
n(0) < 1—2ax? with k the phase sensitivity characteriz-
ing the ability for biochemical circuits to respond to ex-
ternal signals and a > 0 the control parameter denoting
the distance to the bifurcation point. Remarkably, this
trade-off relation provides a tighter dissipation estimator
for biochemical oscillations than the conventional TUR,
and the precision of this estimator can be further im-
proved by enhancing the sensitivity. Finally, we demon-
strate our statements by detailed numerical simulations
in a circadian clock model.

II. IMPROVED ESTIMATION OF THE
ENERGY DISSIPATION

A. Stochastic Normal Form Theory (SNFT)

We consider a general biochemical system of size V'
including N well-stirred species and M reactions as
(R1,...,Ran). Generally, the reaction R, can be writ-
ten as:

X—=X+v,

where X = (X1,Xs,...,Xy) with X; the number of
species j, and v, = (v}, v2,...,v})) with v] the stoichio-
metric change of species j in R,. In a mesoscopic sys-
tem wherein intrinsic noise cannot be neglected, with the
assumption of existence of a “macro-infinitesimal” time
scale [52, 55], the system’s dynamics can be described by

the chemical Langevin equations (CLEs) as
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= D@+ g Do @ (0,5 = 1 N
(2)

where = (z1,...,2x5)T = X/V denotes the concentra-
tion vector, w,(x) is the reaction rate of R, as a func-
tion of the concentrations @, and £(t) = (£1,...,&60) 7 is
a vector of independent Gaussian white noises with zero
means and correlations (£,(¢)€,(s)) = ,,/0(t — 5).

In the thermodynamic limit with V' — oo, the noise
term disappears and the dynamics is described by the

deterministic equation

M .
> viw, (x) (3)

p=1

i; = Fj(z)

Generally, to the occurrence of biochemical oscillation,
we assume that the system undergoes a supercritical Hopf
bifurcation (HB) with the change of a certain control pa-
rameter pu. Eq. has a unique stable point x; with

F(xs) =0, which loses stability at the HB point u = g,
in the way that the Jacobian matrix J with components
Jij = (0fi/0%;) |a=2, has a pair of conjugate eigenval-
ues Ay = a(p) £ iw with a(p.) = 0. In the so-called
supercritical region g > p. (@ > 0), the deterministic
system shows a stable oscillation with frequency given
by w and amplitude growing from zero. In the subcriti-
cal region with p < p. (o < 0), no deterministic oscilla-
tion can be observed. In the case where the system size
is not large such that the internal noise term in Eq.(2)
can not be ignored, such as for intracellular biochemical
oscillation systems considered here, an interesting phe-
nomenon known as noise induced oscillations (NIOs) has
been observed even in the subcritical region where a < 0,
demonstrating the constructive role of internal noise in
mesoscopic chemical oscillation systems [56]. In addition,
an optimal system size exists where the NIO shows best
performance, knows as internal noise coherence resonance
(INCR) [57H59).

In our previous works [51H54], we have developed a
stochastic normal form theory (SNFT) to successfully
elucidate the mechanism underlying NIO and INCR.
When the system locates near the HB, the motion of
the oscillatory mode is much slower than the other N —2
stable modes due to time-scale separation. Hence, the
system’s dynamics will be dominated by the oscillatory
motion on a 2D center manifold. According to SNFT,
the stochastic dynamics governing the evolution of the
oscillation amplitude r and and phase angle 6 can be
described by (see Appendix A for details)

2
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7 =ar+ Cr° + Vr + 7V17T(t), (4)

0 =w+ Cir2 + ——ny(t) (5)
rvV

wherein C,. < 0 and C; > 0 are system-dependent con-
stants determined by the nonlinear terms of F' (x) at the
stable point, 7, and 7y are independent Gaussian white
noises with zero mean and unit variance, € denotes an ef-
fective noise intensity determined by the details of F ().
According to Eqs. and , the steady-state (SS) dis-
tribution of r reads

pss (1) = N, exp {4‘/2 (2(17’2 + C’Tr4) +1n 7’} (6)
€

and 6 is uniformly distributed with [0,27]. Therefore,
the system exhibits a stochastic oscillation with most-
probable amplitude given by

a? —2Ce?/V+a 2
T'm = <_ 20, > (7)

satisfying dpss (1) /O]y, = 0.

Clearly, in the deterministic limit (V — o0), 7, =
\/—a/C,. corresponding to a stable limit cycle and fre-
quency ws, = w + Cir2, = w + «|C;/C,|, which only




exists for a« > 0 in the supercritical region. If the sys-
tem size is finite, however, the internal term 2C,.2/V in
the square-root will take effect and r,, is not zero even
for @ < 0 (subcritical region), corresponding to the oc-
currence of NIO. In the case |a| > 2C,c?/V, one has
for NIO r,, ~ ¢/v/—2aV which scales as V~/2 and
the frequency is approximately ws~w + C;e?/ (2 |a| V) .
Therefore,

_Jw+alC/Cy (> 0) (8)

P lw+Cie?/(2]alV) (a<0)

B. Transport Efficiency and Phase Sensitivity

The purpose of the present work is to figure out a
way to improve the estimation of energy dissipation (or
entropy production) related to the stochastic oscilla-
tions. As mentioned in the introduction, one usually
uses the thermodynamic uncertain relation (TUR) a
an inference of the real energy dissipation via AW >
AWrur = 2kpT (R)? /Var(R) wherein R is some well-
defined current variable, and Var (R) = (R?) — (R)?
denotes the variance of R. Correspondingly, the trans-
port efficiency for R reads n(R) = AWpyr/AW =
2ksT (R)® /Var(R) < 1. For the oscillatory dynam-
ics considered here, it is convenient to choose R as the
change of phase angle Within a given time interval (0,7) ,
ie., R(T) fo t) dt. By simply rewriting and
settlng kBT = 1 from now on, the transport efficiency
can be expressed as n(f) = 2k3T<¢9> /[Var(0)AW] =
’Ue/DQW where vg = hmtnoo< ) /t is the phase speed,
Dy = limy_,0o((6?) — (0 ))/2t is the phase diffusion con-

stant, and W = lim; o, AW/t is the dissipation rate.
By usmg the SNFT, the mean and variance of the
phase 6(7) = [ Odt can be calculated as (0(t)) ~ wst
and <(€( ) — (0(t)))?) ~ €%t/VrZ,. Hence the velocity vy
is simply w, and the phase diffusion constant is given by
Dg ~ £2/2V7r2,. Tt is also possible to obtain the theoret-
ical expression for W by using the SNFT, which is after
some manipulation given by W ~ (L — Lay) Vw?r2,,
where L5 and Lo; are model-dependent parameters de-
termined by the linear transformation of F'(x) at the
fixed point x; (see Appendix A for more details), and
being independent of the control parameter « and sys-
tem size. Consequently, the transport efficiency reads

Ws W+« |C7/CT|
No ~ — == 9)

€2 (L2 — La21)  €*(Liz — La21)
and the TUR asserts that 79 < 1. Although the expres-
sion of 19, Eq.(9), gives no hint that the TUR holds,
we indeed demonstrate numerically in our previous work
that for the well-known Brusselator, 79 ~ 0.4 which is
far below the upper bound 1.0 in the vicinity of the Hopf

bifurcation.

For oscillation systems, another important quantity is
the phase sensitivity quantifying the ability of the bio-
chemical circuits to respond to external signal [48] [49].
Instead of dealing with the entire system, we employ
the phase reduction method [60} 61] to reduce the whole
state space to a single phase variable ¢ characterizing
the timing of oscillation, and the phase sensitivity x can
be obtained by comparing the phase shift after pertur-
bations. The phase ¢ in Eq.@ is defined on the limit
cycle of the unperturbed oscillations, and the definition
can be expanded into the entire x-space by introducing
the isochron (the two states are assigned the same phase
if trajectories originated from two states converge onto
the limit cycle at the same time). Following this def-
inition, the deterministic phase evolution equation can
be expressed as ¢ = Q = V,¢ - F(x). For a weak ex-
ternal signal 3(t), the deterministic term reads F,(x) =
F(x)+kB(t) with k the control parameter, and the phase
shift incurred by a parametric perturbation k — k + 0k
can be obtained as ¢ = Q + 0k [Vg¢ - B(t)]. Then, the
global phase sensitivity parameter x can be defined as
the normalized value of signal-independent factor V¢
along the limit cycle with » = r,,. For oscillations near
the Hopf bifurcation with 1/—2C,e?/V < |a| < |C,/C4],
the phase sensitivity x can be approximately calculated
as Kk ~ Ows/Oa [9, A7), i.e. (see Eq[8)

Cle” <0
k=9 2V 00 (10)
Cr

C. Pearson Correlation Coefficient

Here, we investigate the formulation of a scheme
for the characterization of correlations between the
oscillatory amplitude and phase based on a statisti-
cal measure known as the Pearson correlation coeffi-
cient, which has been commonly used in the context
of quantum entanglement [62H64] and filtering theorem
[65, 66]. The Pearson correlation coefficient for any
two random variables R and Q is defined as x(R,Q) =
Cov(R,Q)/+/Var(R)Var(Q) with Cov(R,Q) = (RQ) —
(R) (Q) the covariance. The values of Pearson correla-
tion coefficient lie between —1 and 1.

Then, we start to calculate the Pearson correlation
coefﬁcient Xn =X ( ,0) between the two observables
R(7) fo t)dt and Q,.,, = fo t) dt, where
the exponent n quantlﬁeb the order of correlatlon be-
tween the oscillatory amplitude and phase. By using the
SNFE, we find that the change rate of the covariance be-
tween oscillatory phase and amplitude is related to the
higher-order moment of the amplitude as
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Particularly, we choose n = 2 to calculate the covari-
ance between oscillatory phase and amplitude. Accord-
ing to Eq.@, the change rate of covariance is (see Ap-
pendix B for detailed derivation)

20,C,rt &2
lim lCov(r2,9;7’) = {_ a?V a>0 (12)
t—oo T 0 a<0

Here, we need to emphasize that our theoretical expres-
sion for normal oscillations (o > 0) holds in the re-
gion near the Hopf bifurcation where /—2C,.e2/V <
a < |C./C;]. It can be found that the phase and
amplitude are highly decoupled with the covariance
limy_yoo Cov(r™,0;7)/7 = 0 in the subcritical region
(e < 0). The highly decoupling feature is also the
reason why the sensitivity for noise-induced oscillations
(k ~ V9§ = —1) is typically smaller than the normal
oscillations (k ~ V6 = 0), i.e., the oscillatory ampli-
tude’s adaptation to phase shift incurred by perturbation
in the subcritical region is much slower in the subcritical
region.

Then, we start to calculate the Pearson correlation co-
efficient x2 = x?(r?,0), which reads as

2 [Cov(r2,9)]2
X2 = Var(r2)Var(9)

(9. = 2]

Dq

From Eqgs. and , the Pearson correlation coeffi-
cient x2 for normal oscillations (« > 0) can be obtained

as

o2
~ (13)

Cr
0 a<0

X%: Qa(c"’)z a>0. (14)

which is independent of the system size V. The Pearson
correlation coefficient x2 = x2(r",0) for n # 2 can be
calculated numerically.

D. Improved TUR

Recently, it was proposed by Dechant and Sasa that
increasing the number of observables will achieve tighter

(

bounds than the conventional TUR [50, [67]. To be pre-
cise, they defined a generalized transport efficiency as
n(R,Q) = n(R) + x*(R,Q), where Q = [ dtq(x,t) is
the time-integral of a state-dependent (non-current) ob-
servable ¢q(z,t), and x(R,Q) is the Pearson correlation
coefficient between ) and the current observable R. In-
terestingly, they found that the generalized transport ef-
ficiency, n(R, Q), is also smaller than 1 just like the con-
ventional one, n(R). Therefore, the generalized transport
efficiency n(R, Q) > n(R) provides an improved estima-
tor for energy dissipation than the conventional one,

2
B 2kpT (R)’
= A= Va® - & Q)]
< AW. (15)

It can be found that how much the estimation can be
improved is directly related to the value of Pearson cor-
relation coefficient between the chosen observables, and
the two observables we chose above, the oscillatory am-
plitude and oscillatory phase, meet the conditions of use.

Based on Eq. and , the explicit expression for
the generalized transport efficiency can be obtained as
n(r?2,0) = n(0) + 2a(C;/C,)?> < 1 when a > 0. There-
fore, we eventually get an efficiency-sensitivity trade-off
relation for normal oscillations,

2
n(0) + 2ak* = DZieW +2ak? < 1, (16)

which is the main result of our paper, showing that both
phase accuracy Dy ! and phase sensitivity x can be im-
proved simultaneously only by increasing the energy dis-
sipation rate W without sacrificing the phase speed vy
[15]. More importantly, such trade-off relation provides
an improved estimator for the dissipation rate,

2ksT (6)*

A =t
Wiz Var(0)(1 — x3)’

(17)

than the conventional TUR, and the improvement of it
is

AW W 1

Lz L2 >1 (18)
AWrur Wrur 1—2ax?




(a Circadian clock

0.2+

0.14

0.0

2002 000 002 004
o

Slope = 2.28o 5 5
~ o o
S Slope = 2.14
= 5§ 0o
— o @ o a=0.02
O «a=0.04
In(IC/C,)

FIG. 1: (a) Pearson correlations x3 as a function of the control
parameter o for the circadian clock model. The value of x?2
changes sharply near the critical point @« = 0, due to the
bifurcation phenomenon. Line: theory. Dots: simulation.
(b) The Pearson correlations x3 as a function of the phase
sensitivity k = |C;/Cy| (green and pink dots). The slopes v
for x3 o< k” have been calculated from fitting the numerical
data. The system size V = 1.6 x 10°.

with the TUR estimator Wryr = lim,— oo AWryr/T
and the improved estimator WLQ = lim, 0o AW;o/7T.
Several conclusions can be obtained as follows. Firstly,
according to the trade-off relation Eq., it can be
found that the precision of dissipation inference will be
further improved by enhancing the phase sensitivity of
biochemical oscillations. In actual experimental design,
a feasible strategy to achieve a higher phase sensitiv-
ity of the networks is to enhance the phase-amplitude
coupling strength C; by maximizing the net flux of the
phase-advancing pathway relative to that of the phase-
retreating pathway [9]. Thus, we believe that our analy-
ses provide realizable guidelines for improving the preci-
sion of dissipation estimation for biochemical oscillations.

Secondly, we find that the generalized transport effi-
ciency n(r?,0) = n(0) + 2a(C;/C,)? is independent of
the system size V. Since the magnitude of the internal
noise is proportional to V=12 it can be revealed that
our improved scheme is not negatively affected by the
internal noise in the system.

Thirdly, since the phase and amplitude are highly de-
coupled in subcritical region (a < 0), such scheme cannot
be applied to improve the estimation of the energy dissi-
pation for noise-induced oscillations.
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FIG. 2: (a) Estimations of the dissipation rate as a function of
the exact dissipation rate. It can observed that the improved
estimator Wi o outperforms the TUR estimator Wryr. (b)
The improvement of the tighter bound WI,Q / WTUR as a func-
tion of the phase sensitivity k = |C;/Cr|. The numerical
results (dots) verify our analytical expressions (lines). The
system size V = 1.6 x 105.

IIT. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we illustrate the formal analytical re-
sults of the above section within numerical simulations
of the circadian clock model [57], describing how living
systems keep an internal sense of time. The circadian
clock model considered here incorporates the transcrip-
tion of the gene (G) involved in the biochemical clock
and transport of the mRNA (R) into the cytosol where
it is translated into clock proteins (P¢) and degraded.
The protein can be degraded or transported into the nu-
cleus (Py) where it exerts a negative regulation on the
expression of its gene. For the parameters we examine
(see Appendix C for details), the Hopf bifurcation point
locates at vs ~ 0.25725. In addition, parameter values
used in the stochastic normal form theory can be calcu-
lated from simulations as C. ~ —0.3474, C; ~ 0.5722 and
€2 ~ 0.3556. By adjusting the transition rates, the values
of C; and C). will change, and can also be obtained.

By using the Euler methods, we numerically calcu-
late Eqs.(d) and with a time step of 0.002. Gener-
ally, after a long time, 2 x 10° trajectories are used to
get the Pearson correlation coefficient, x2 = x2(r", 6) =



[Cov(r™,0)]* /Var(r™)Var(0) for Q.,, = Jo ™ (t) dt with
n > 0 the power, which yields the correspondmg im-
proved estimator as

2%kpT (0)
Var(0)(1 - x2)
Then, the TUR estimator WTUR = lim; 00 AWryRr/T
and the improved estimator Wy ,, = lim,_, o AW}, /7 can

be obtained numerically. The corresponding improve-
ment reads as

AWry, =

Win 1 N
B 1- X2(7«n, 9)

Wrur

On the other hand, the exact dissipation rate W is ob-
tained from the simulation data of Eq. (see Appendix
A for details).

In Flgl(a the dependence of the Pearson correla-
tions x2 (n = 1,2,3) on the control parameter a are
depicted for the circadian clock model. The value range
of the control parameter a ensures the establishment of
the SNFT. For noise-induced oscillations in the subcriti-
cal region(a < 0), the Pearson correlation coefficients are
almost zero, and they increase significantly after the con-
trol parameter crossing the critical point o = 0 to reach
the supercritical region for normal oscillations (a > 0).
Those results verify our prediction that the correlation
between oscillatory phase and amplitude is highly de-
coupled and not sufficient to improve the estimation of
energy dissipation for noise-induced oscillations. In addi-
tion, we notice that numerical results (dots) of the Pear-
son correlations are in good agreement with our theo-
retical predictions, Eq. . (line). Further in Flgl(b
we plot the Pearson correlatlons X3 as a functlon of the
phase sensitivity x = |C;/C,|. The scaling behaviors are
consistent with our analytical result x3 oc 2, further
confirming our theory. It can be found that the slope v
for x3 o k" is closer to the analytical prediction v = 2
for smaller «, showing that our theory is more accurate
for near Hopf bifurcation region. .

In Fig(a), we show both the TUR estimator Wyygr
and the improved estimator W for the circadian clock
model to demonstrate how much the estimation of en-
ergy dissipation can be improved. The conventional
TUR, while a commonly used dissipation estimator, only
provides a trivial bound, and the improved estimator
W1 is much closer to the exact value. On the other
hand, it can be found that W > Wp, which verifies
the efficiency-sensitivity trade-off relation we proposed
[Eq.]. In Figb), we show the relationship between
the improvement of the tighter bound WI / WTUR and
phase sensitivity x = |C; /C |. The theoretical predic-
tions Wi/Wrur = W are in good agreement
with the numerical results, which demonstrates that the
estimation of the dissipation can be improved by enhanc-
ing the phase sensitivity of biochemical oscillations.

In Fig (a), we have shown that the improvements of
the dissipation estimation WLH / WTUR change little with
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FIG. 3: (a) The improvements of the dissipation estimation
WI/WTUR (n=1,2,3) as a function of the system size V for
the circadian clock model in normal oscillation region (o >
0). The control parameter o = 0.05. (b) The improvements
of the dissipation estimation WI/WTUR as a function of the
power of the amplitude, n, for the circadian clock model. The
values are independent of the power. Each thick line’s width is
comparable to the average standard deviation in simulations.
The system size V = 1.6 x 10°.

the system size V' in normal oscillations (a > 0). More-
over, we numerically test whether the power of ampli-
tude observables n aﬂect the improvement Wi,/ Wrugr
in details. In Flgl ), it can be observed that values
of WI n/ Wrur change little for different ch01ces of the
power of the amplitude observable Q. (1) = [, 7" (t)dt.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we proposed an improved estimation for
the energy dissipation of biochemical oscillations by using
the Pearson correlations between oscillatory phase and
amplitude, which are easily accessible in experimental
observations. Both the analytical and numerical results
demonstrate that such scheme can be further improved
by enhancing the phase sensitivity of systems. In addi-
tion, it has been revealed by us that the validity of our
scheme is independent of the system size and the power
of oscillatory amplitude.

In our previous work [47], we have found that the dissi-
pation rate W ~ V7, with v = 1 for supercritical region
(o > 0), v = 1/2 for the critical point (a = 0) and
~v = 0 for subcritical region (o < 0), showing that bio-
chemical oscillations have a much lower energy dissipa-
tion for noise-induced oscillation. Intuitively, one might
think that less dissipation will lead to a easier estima-
tion, however, the estimator AWr,, introduced by us is
not applicable for improving the estimation of dissipation
due to the highly decoupling of the phase and amplitude,
which is deserved for further study. As stochastic nor-
mal form equations can be extended to other oscillatory
systems related to other types of bifurcations, such as
relaxation oscillations, we believe that our scheme may
have a wider range of applications.
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Supplementary information
Appendix A: Stochastic normal form theory

In this section, we introduce the derivation of the stochastic normal form equation and the calculation of the
conventional transport efficiency for self-consistency.

1. Stochastic normal form theory

Firstly, we assume that the deterministic form of the chemical Langevin equation, Eq., has a unique stable point
s with F(xs) = 0, which loses stability at the supercritical HB p = p., where p is the control parameter. Based
on the Hopf theorem [68], the Jacobian matrix J, whose components J;; = (0f;/0%;) |z==,, has a pair of conjugate
eigenvalues Ay = a(u)+iw with a(p.) = 0. The other N —2 eigenvalues of J, —);(>3), all have negative real parts with
absolute values considerably larger than 0. Performing the variable transformation u = T~ (x —x,), the linear part of
Eq. can be transformed to Jordan form as . = Au+O(u?)+ ﬁn (t) ,where A = ( 3 —ao.) ) @diag(—A1, ..., —An)
and 1 = T'((z,t) with ((z,t) = >, v)\/wy(x)&,(t). The variances of i are (n;(t)n;(s)) = 2D;;0(t — s) with
D = T7'G(T™1)T. When the system locates near the HB (Ja| < 1), the emotion of the oscillatory mode related
to (u1,us) is much slower than the other N — 2 stable modes due to the time-scale separation. Hence, the system’s
dynamics will be dominated by the slow motion on a 2D center manifold spanned by the eigenvectors of A. The
oscillatory mode are ruled by a normal form equation involving the time evolution of a complex variable Z = w1 +ius,

or a pair of coupled equations for the oscillation amplitude r and phase § via Z = re’®. We follow the standard
procedure to get the normal form,

dzZ . . 1 .
O (@) 2+ (0 +iC) 2P 24 = Y (8, + ihy) e (A1)
p
where v;-p = (T’lv)jp, ie.,
dr 1
i (ar+Crr3) + W;XWOSP, (A2)
do 1
e R R S (A3)
at W2
with
Xrp = (0], co88 + v, sin6) \/w,, Xop = % (=0, sinf + vh;, cos ) \/w,. (A4)

By using the “stochastic averaging” method [69], the following equation can be obtained

dr 3 K(r) er
= =ar+Cpr° + % + ﬁvfm (A5)
and
K
B ropr s BO) L = €. (A6)

dt \%4 VvV



Here,
1 27 1 27
K(T) = % Z / do (XTPGTXTP + X9pa9XTp) ) K(@) = g Z / do (eraTXGp + Xepaemp) 5 (A7)
P o P o

which is related to the coupling effects between amplitude and phase. €2 = 5= >, J. 02” dox?, apd 2 = % >, I 02# d6y2
are the averaged noise intensities. Further, by expanding the reaction rates, w, = ZZ_]-:O wy (rcos0)*(rsinf)?, K ()
is zero [51]. Thus, the averaged noise intensities read as

2=ch =2 3 [(0h) + ()7 i (A8)

p

near the Hopf bifurcation point, i.e., the stochastic normal form equation can be obtained as

2
9
i =ar+ Cpr® +W+\/‘7”’"(t)’ (A9)

9—w+CT +

. \Fﬂe( ), (A10)

where the 7 + j > 2 terms are neglected.

2. Steady state dissipation rate and conventional transport efficiency

In order to obtain the transport efficiency, we start to calculate the steady state dissipation rate W. Based on
the framework of stochastic thermodynamics [f0H74], the entropy balance equation reads as $:ot(7) = 8, (7) + $(7),
where s¢0¢(7) s(7) is the Shannon entropy and s, (7) is the entropy flux. As s(7) = —Inp (x,7), the change rate of
the Shannon entropy is

2V
S(T) = —an(:n,T) + pi(a: 7_) Zfiij\m(T)x'i — VZHZ'.’I'%‘, (All)
’ 1,J i

where H; = 23, Tjrfi (T = G™!') with fe = fr—1/2V) > (GGkJ)/(ax]) Then, the entropy production rate
and entropy flux rate can be identified as $;0(7) = —0,p(x, 7) + p(m 3 > L) lo(ry®i and 8, (1) =V 3, Hy®y. As
$(7) = limy_ o (As) /t vanishes in the steady state, the averaged entropy production rate can be obtained as

Sior = Jim (Asp) /t = VZ (Hii;)) (A12)

with ((-)),, denotes the average over time and steady state [54]. Egq.({A14) allows us to numerically calculate the
entropy productzon rate, i.e, the dissipation rate. By using the variable transform the theoretical expression of the

entropy production rate can be calculated in terms of w, which reads Spor = 2V << fTI‘Ta':>> . By approximating

SS

f(:c) ~ JTu, the entropy production reads

Siot =2V ((u"Lu)) =2V Z Lijhi; (A13)
1]
with hy; = ((uit;)),,. L =TTJTTTT are model-dependent parameters taken the value at the stable point x,. Note
that in the steady state, 4 ((u;u;)),, = 0, thus we have h;; = —hj;. Then, we have that

d .
his = —ho] = <<r cosea (r sm9)>>ss

2m o)
2i 0 cos® 0df - / 2pes (r) dr ~ lws (r?), (A14)
T 0 2
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where the time average is substituted by averaging over § due to dominant oscillatory mode. ws = w + C;72, is the
effective phase angular velocity. Meanwhile, for j > 2,we have hy; = ((rcosfu;)) . ~ 0 and hy; = ({rsindi;)) =~ 0.
For i,j > 2, one can obtain that h;; = ((ust;)),, = (A — Aj)Di;/[(Mi + A;)V]. Therefore, the averaged entropy
production rate is

) A — A\
Stot =V (L2 — Loy ) ws (r?) +2 LijDijﬁ. (A15)
1,5>2 v

Here, r, is the most probable value of the amplitude in the steady state with 0, Pss () |,=r,, = 0. Based on the
framework of stochastic thermodynamics, the steady state dissipation rate (here we set kg7 = 1)

W = kT Sy ~ V (Lis — Lot ) wer?, (A16)

Now, we start to calculate the transport efficiency 7. The mean and variance of the phase (1) = foT fdt can be
calculated as (0(t)) ~ wst and ((6(t) — (0(¢)))?) ~ €*t/Vr2,, and the phase diffusion constant is given by Dy =

m?

limy o0 ((B(t) — (0(1)))?) /2t =~ €2 /2VrZ,. The transport efficiency reads as

vy 2ws
DgW €2 (Ly2 — Loy) '

Mo (A17)

Appendix B: Pearson correlation coefficient

In this section, we calculate the Pearson correlation coefficient x*(R, Q) between the phase R (1) = 0 (1) = [ 0 () dt

T

and the amplitude Q (1) = [; 72 (t) dt. The change rate of the covariance, C (r%,0) = limy—,0c 2Cov,2 ¢ (7), of these
two variables can be calculated as

() =((),, = ((#),, (0.,
|

/27T do - d'l"""zépss (T):| - (w + C7 <T2>55) <T2>ss
0 0

7r
~ 4 2\2

~ G (), = ()2)
Note that the integrals (averages) we are going to calculate all take the form I,, = [;° r?" exp[Ve (%1% + Gerh)dr? =

JS amexp[Ve (4o + Cex?)dx. By setting y = p(z/A —1) = /—Y5(z + &) with p = a/2/-C,e*/V and
A= —a/C. =72 (for a > 0), we have

(B1)

(oo}
L, = exp (p?) (2, /p)""" / (y+p)" e dy. (B2)

-p
For o > 0, integrals f: Pn (V) e v’ (pn (y) are polynomials of degree n) can be obtained by simple Gaussian integrals

ffooo n (Y) e‘yz, for @ = 0 integrals read fooo pr (y) e ¥ and for a < 0 integrals are approximately zero. For o > 0,
the covariance reads

1 2 .C, 4 .2
C(r2,9) ~ Cz |:7";ln <]. + 2p2> — (7'7271)2:| = *70(5;‘?;716 . (B3)

We need to emphasize that such equation holds in the region where \/—2C,.e2/V < a < |C,/C;| due the above

approximation. Thus, for normal oscillation region (a > 0) , the Pearson correlation coefficient x? (1"2,0) can be
calculated as

X2 (7“2,9) ~ 2a(C;/C)? < 1, (B4)

which means that such scheme works well for oscillators with high value of C;/C,. (independent of the system size).



10

Generally, for Q,, = fOT r™ (t) dt with n the power of oscillatory amplitude, the change rate of the covariance

between oscillatory phase and amplitude is related to the higher-order moment of amplitude as

lim lCov(r", 0;7)

Jim 7 (79)),, = {0)), e

1 2m o) .
= — d@/ drr™0Pss(r)
2'IT 0 0

—(w+Ci (r*) ) (r™)
=~ Ci(<7"n+2>ss - <rn>ss <T2>ss)'

and the Pearson correlation coefficient x2 = x2(r", ) can be calculated as

o Com
" Var(r™)Var(0)
- C?(<Tn+2>ss — ), <r2>ss)2.

Dy((r>),, — (r)?2,)

Appendix C: Circadian clock model

(B5)

Here, we set © = (x1,x2,x3) to stand for the concentrations of (R,Pc,Py). The transcription rate of mRNA is
chosen as the control parameter, represented by vs. The the deterministic reaction equations for the current model

reads with w the transition rates

dxl

— = W1 — W2,

dt 1 2
dl’g +
— = W3 — W4 — W We,
dt 3 4 5 6

diCz

— = W5 — Wg.

dt 5 6

The descriptions of the reaction channels and values of parameters are listed in Table I.

TABLE I: Descriptions of the circadian clock model

| | Reaction || Transition rate I Biochemical function

1[G =R + G [Jwy = vek? (k7 +25) " Transcription

2 R — w2 = V@2 (km + 1) R degradation

3|R — R + P¢ w3 = ks Translation

4 Po — wg = vaxa (kqa + m)fl Degradation of P¢

5|| Pc — Pr ws = k12 Transport of P¢ into the nucleus
6| Py — Pc we = ko3 Transport of Pn out of the nucleus

kr=20n0M,n=4,v, =03nMh ', k, =02nM, ks =20h ', vy=15nMh ", kg =01nM, ky =k =02h""
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