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Abstract

Circadian rhythms are biological rhythms of approximately 24 h that persist
even under constant conditions without environmental daily cues. The molecular
circadian clock machinery generates the physiological rhythms, which can be
transmitted into the downstream output system. Owing to the stochastic nature
of the biochemical reactions, the oscillation period of circadian rhythms exhibited
by individual organisms or cells is not constant on a daily basis with variations as
high as 10 % in terms of the coefficient of variation. Although the fluctuations in
circadian rhythm is measured through a reporter such as bioluminescence or
fluorescence, experimentally confirming whether the fluctuations found in the
reporter system are the same as those in the clock itself is challenging. This study
numerically and analytically investigated a coupled system of a circadian clock and
its output system, and then compared the fluctuations in the oscillation period of
the two systems. We found that the amount of fluctuation in the output system is
smaller than that in the circadian clock when the degradation rate of the
molecules responsible for the output system was at typical values. The results
obtained imply that the output system improves the accuracy of the circadian
rhythm without the need for any special denoising processes.

Author summary

Animals, plants, and bacteria have approximately 24-hour cycles in their bodies,
known as the circadian rhythm. The circadian clock, a molecular machinery
generating daily rhythm, outputs a signal to peripherals that allows organisms to
maintain their daily activities even when they are placed in a room that is isolated
from time related information. The oscillation period of circadian rhythms are not
constant, and varies slightly from day to day. However, the origin of fluctuation in
circadian rhythm remains unknown because it is technically difficult to directly
observe the dynamics of circadian clock and its signal transduction to output
system in a single cell. Therefore, we theoretically examined the fluctuation in the
system consisting of a central circadian clock and its output system. The numerical
and analytical calculations showed that the circadian clock and its output system
may exhibit different accuracies. Furthermore, the signal transduction from
circadian clock to output system can reduce the fluctuations that circadian clocks
originally possess. Thus, this study refers to a design principle that outputs the
circadian rhythms of organisms in a more accurate manner.

Introduction

Circadian rhythms are physiological phenomena that repeat approximately every
24 hours. The one prominent property of circadian rhythm is self-sustainability,
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that is, organisms can maintain their internal circadian oscillations under constant
conditions [1]. Recent single-cell observations have revealed that the individual
cells show self-sustained circadian oscillation even if they are uncoupled, such as a
dissociation culture. Moreover, the single-cellular rhythms show fluctuations, that
is, the period of circadian rhythm is irregular with a deviation [2]. Such
fluctuation in rhythms can be quantified using the coefficient of variation (CV),
which is the standard deviation (SD) of the cycle-to-cycle periods divided by the
average of those periods. For example, the oscillation period of mammalian
fibroblast cell populations is 24.38 hours on average and fluctuates with SD of 1.12
hours [3], thus, CV ∼ 0.05. The single-cell measurements for the Arabidpsis
seedlings revealed CV ∼ 0.1 [4], which is close to mammalian cells. The circadian
rhythm of prokaryote cyanobacteria is more accurate, with a period of 24.2 hours
and SD of 0.12 hours, thus CV ∼ 0.005 [5].

The fluctuations in the circadian rhythms are partly because of fluctuations
produced by the circadian molecular machinery [6]. The circadian clock system of
any organism involves a transcription-translation feedback loop [7]. Thus, the
feedback loop in the circadian clock system contains a transcriptional noise, which
causes the dispersion of circadian period [8, 9]. In fact, the administration of a
drug enhancing the transcriptional noise reduced the regularity of circadian
oscillation [3].

The precision of circadian rhythms including the above mentioned examples
have been observed using a reporter system with bioluminescence or fluorescence.
For example, Li et al. [3] used a reporter system wherein the clock-controlled Per2
promoter drove the expression of luciferase gene, resulting in daily rhythms of
bioluminescence. Technically, fluctuations observed via these reporter systems are
fluctuations of the output system. Certain theoretical studies state that the signal
transduction can amplify fluctuations [10,11]. However, the association of
fluctuations between the central circadian clock generating the circadian rhythms
and the output system has been not addressed till date. This is because directly
observing fluctuations of the central clock is difficult. Instead of experimental
elucidation, we here theoretically addressed the question of whether the precision
of circadian clock is improved or worsened by the downstream of the clock.

Several studies on the fluctuation in the oscillation periods have ever been
performed theoretically. The CV in the period of synchronized coupled phase
oscillators was analytically and numerically analyzed [12,13]. Conversely, the
coupling strength can be inferred based on the deviation of the period [14].
Moreover, Mori & Mikhailov derived a formula describing period variability in
general N -dimensional oscillatory systems. The authors revealed that the accuracy
of rhythm depends on the choice of output variables, suggesting that the
fluctuation in clock and output can be different [15].

This study numerically examined a several mathematical models consisting of a
noisy circadian clock and its output system. Moreover, we analytically calculated
the fluctuations in oscillation period to understand how noise sources in the clock
and output contribute to the variability in periods of the output rhythm.

Results

Precision of the oscillation period in circadian clock
with output system

We examined the fluctuations of the oscillation period in the mathematical model
for the circadian clock having its output system by employing the Goodwin
model [16, 17] as a circadian clock. This model can represent a
transcriptional-translational negative feedback loop of gene regulation underlying
circadian clock [7] and can show self-sustained oscillations. As a simple example of
output system, we assumed a reporter protein such as luciferase or fluorescent
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protein, whose expression is driven by the circadian clock. The Goodwin oscillator
with a reporter system is described as

1

T
u̇ =

1

1 + wm
− kuu+ ε

√
Duξu(t),

1

T
v̇ = u− kvv,

1

T
ẇ = v − kww,

ẋ = a+ bw − kxx+ ε
√
Dxξx(t),

(1)

where u is the amount of mRNA, v and w are the amounts of clock protein in the
cytoplasm and nucleus, respectively, x represents the amount of reporter protein,
coefficient ε� 1 is a small parameter,

√
Du and

√
Dx are the strength of noise of

gene expression in the clock and output, respectively, and ξu(t) and ξx(t) are
independent white Gaussian noise with E[ξ(t)] = 0 and E[ξ(t)ξ(t′)] = δ(t− t′),
where E represents the expectation. Further, T is a parameter to scale the
oscillation period to unity (day), m is the Hill coefficient, ku, kv, and kw are the
degradation rates of mRNA and clock proteins, a is a basal production rate of x, b
is the coupling strength between clock and output, and kx is a degradation rate of
a reporter protein.

We numerically solved Eq 1 and then measured the variation of the oscillation
periods of w and x (Fig 1A and Methods). Here, we defined the oscillation period
as a peak-to-peak interval, which is a conventional measure in circadian studies.
Consequently, based on the measured mean and SD of the oscillation periods, we
obtained CV as an index of the accuracy of rhythmicity. The numerical
simulations revealed that the degradation rate of reporter protein, kx, can modify
the precision of the output rhythm (Fig 1B). Moreover, the fluctuation of the
output system is less than that of the central circadian clock for a moderate value
of kx. The fluctuation in output period was minimized at kx ∼ 100.3.

Fig 1. Fluctuation in noisy Goodwin and phase model with output system.
(A) Schematic for the Goodwin model and a clock-driven reporter system. The
Goodwin model represents transcriptional and translational feedback loop generating
circadian rhythms. The mRNA, u and protein, v can be expressed from a clock gene
through the central dogma. A part of clock protein can move to the nucleus and then
negatively regulate its own gene expression. The nucleic clock protein w controls a
promoter that fuses a reporter gene, causing daily bioluminescence or fluorescence
rhythm. The transcriptional noise can provide fluctuations to u and x. To measure the
fluctuation of the oscillation period in circadian clock and output system, we detected
peaks of w and x, respectively. Thereafter, the coefficient variations (CV) of time
intervals between the peaks was calculated. (B) Fluctuation of the oscillation periods in
Goodwin oscillator and output systems at different degradation rates of kx. a = 1.0,
b = 1.0, ε2Du = 8.75 × 10−6, and ε2Dx = 1.0 × 10−6. The error bars denote the
standard error. (C) Schematic for the phase model and a clock-driven reporter system.
The fluctuations are measured based on the peaks of sin θ(t) and x(t). (D) Fluctuation
of the oscillation periods in the phase oscillator and output systems at different
degradation rates of kx. ε2Dθ = 3.0 × 10−2 and ω = 2π. The values of the other
parameters are the same as Fig 1A.

Precision of the oscillation period in a phase oscillator
with output system

To check the generality of the enhanced precision in the output system, we
adopted a phase oscillator for the model for circadian clock (Fig 1C), which can be
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described by

θ̇ = ω + ε
√
Dθξθ(t),

ẋ = a+ b sin θ − kxx+ ε
√
Dxξx(t),

(2)

where θ(t) is the phase of the circadian clock modulo 2π, ω is the angular
frequency of the circadian clock,

√
Dθ and

√
Dx are the strengths of noise in the

clock and output system, respectively, and ξθ(t) and ξx(t) are independent white
Gaussian noise applied for the circadian clock and output system, respectively.

The numerical simulation reproduced the qualitatively similar results to the
Goodwin model (Fig 1D). The CV of the oscillation period in the output system
depended on the degradation rate kx and can be smaller than that for circadian
clock. The minimum value of CV was given at kx ∼ 100.8, which is of the same
order as that of Goodwin model. The fact that the signal transduction can
enhance the precision of rhythm regardless of choice of model suggests this
property is universal.

Moreover, a study showed the actual half-life of proteins in a living human cell
ranged between 45 min to 22.5 hours with mean 9.0 hours [18]. The half-life of 9.0
hours corresponds to 1.8 in the degradation rate. Taking into account that the
enhancement of precision occurred when kx ∼ 1 to 10 in our models, the
abundance of the protein with a typical degradation rate can oscillate more
precisely than circadian clock.

Analytical calculation for the fluctuation in oscillation
periods confirmed the enhancement of precision

To understand the mechanism of precision enhancement of circadian oscillation, we
performed analytical calculations based on the theory developed by Mori and
Mikhailov [15]. This study analytically derived the oscillation precision for the
general N -dimensional model, which includes Eq 1 and Eq 2. The theory in [15]
focuses on the fluctuations in oscillation periods defined by checkpoints (See
Methods). The theory considers the deviation of oscillation phase, δΘ and
amplitude, δh of the entire system during a single cycle (Fig 2). Thus, the CV of
the oscillation period can be divided into three components:

CV =
ε

τ

√
RΘΘ +Rhh + 2RΘh +O(ε2), (3)

where RΘΘ is collective-phase diffusion, Rhh is the auto-correlation of amplitude
deviation, and RΘh is cross correlation between the collective-phase shift and
amplitude deviation.

Fig 2. Phase and amplitude of the phase oscillator with a reporter. The

sample path of x(t) ≡
[
θ(t)
x(t)

]
is shown in (θ, x) phase plane. p(t) is the limit cycle

under noise-less conditions, where Dθ = 0 and Dx = 0. The deviance during a single
cycle, x (tcp + τ) − x(tcp) are decomposed towards two directions εδΘṗ (tcp) and εδh
referred to as corrective phase shift and amplitude deviation of the entire system,

respectively. For the considering system, Eq 2, the direction of δh is P (tcp)φ1 =

[
0
1

]
( [15] and Method).

As Eq 2 is a specific case of this general model and analytically tractable one,
the CV values for both the clock and output systems can be obtained (details in
Methods). We can decompose the CV of clock and output with respective noise
source into six components using Eq 3:

CV = ε

√
Dθ
(
R

(θ)
ΘΘ +R

(θ)
hh + 2R

(θ)
Θh

)
+Dx

(
R

(x)
ΘΘ +R

(x)
hh + 2R

(x)
Θh

)
, (4)
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where R
(θ)
∗∗ and R

(x)
∗∗ denote the fluctuation in period caused by noise in clock and

output system, respectively. It should be noted that the noise in clock and output
contribute the CV in the form of a sum.

We first calculated the fluctuation in the period of circadian central clock,
CVclock. The components in Eq 4 are expressed as

R
(θ)
ΘΘ =

τ2

2πω
, R

(θ)
hh, R

(θ)
Θh, R

(x)
ΘΘ, R

(x)
Θh, R

(x)
hh = 0. (5)

This result is understandable from Fig 2; δh is orthogonal to θ, which implies
no contribution of δh. Thus, we get

CVclock = ε

√
Dθ
2πω

. (6)

The fact that CVclock negatively depends on ω is reasonable because more
frequent oscillator receives less noise during one cycle. Further, Eq 6 can be
trivially derived without the theory by Mori & Mikhailov. The SD of phase after a
single oscillation is ε

√
Dθτ . By assuming (SD of oscillation period) = τ

2π
(SD of

phase) [12], the CV of a period is
ε
√
Dθτ

2π
, which is equivalent to Eq 6.

We next calculated the CV of the oscillation periods of the output system,
CVoutput. The components in Eq 4 are expressed as

R
(θ)
ΘΘ =

τ2

2πω
,

R
(θ)
hh =

τ2(1− e−κ)

2πωκ (κ2 + 4π2)
·
(
κ2 + 2πκ tan Φcp + 2π2 + 2π2 tan2 Φcp

)
,

R
(θ)
Θh = − τ2(1− e−κ)

2πωκ (κ2 + 4π2)
·
(
κ2 + 2πκ tan Φcp

)
,

R
(x)
ΘΘ = 0,

R
(x)
hh =

τ(1− e−κ)

4π2b2κ

(
κ2 + 4π2) (1 + tan2 Φcp

)
,

R
(x)
Θh = 0,

(7)

where κ is the scaled degradation rate defined as κ ≡ 2πkx/ω. Φcp is the
checkpoint for observing periods. Thus, we obtain

CVoutput =ε

{
Dθ
2πω

[
1 +

1− eκ

κ (κ2 + 4π2)

(
−κ2 − 2πκ tan Φcp + 2π2 + 2π2 tan2 Φcp

)]

+
Dx
2πω

·
(
1− e−κ

)
ω2

4π2b2κ

(
κ2 + 4π2) (1 + tan2 Φcp

)} 1
2

.

(8)

As in the numerical simulations, analytically calculated CVoutput depends on the
degradation rate κ. Interestingly, the fluctuation originated from the noise in
circadian clock, R

(θ)
∗∗ , does not depend a and b. ω determines the scale of CVoutput.

We visually checked the consistency of the analytical and numerical CV under
the fixed clock frequency, ω = 2π (rad/day). To clearly understand the
transmission of noise applied to the clock, we hereafter considered the noise-free
condition for output system, that is, Dx = 0. Both Eq 6 for CVclock and Eq 8 for
CVoutput successfully reproduced the numerical results (Fig 3A). The CVoutput has
a minimum value at kx ∼ 10 day−1, that is, κ = 2π kx

ω
∼ 10. This fact implies that

the precision of the circadian rhythms can be enhanced in the downstream if the
values of the frequency and decay rate are at the same order. When kx →∞, the
value of CVoutput approaches the value of CVclock, meaning that noise in the clock
completely transmits to the downstream under the condition of frequent turnover
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of output protein. When kx → 0, CVoutput converges to ε
√

Dθ
4πω

(3 + tan2 Φcp).

Such behaviors hold qualitatively regardless of the choice of checkpoint Φcp (right
panel in Fig 3A) although CVoutput depends on Φcp as in Eq 8.

We also visually checked the ω-dependence of CV (Fig 3B). As noted above, ω
controls the absolute values of fluctuation rather than function form of CV. For
the larger value of ω, the circadian clock and its output showed smaller
fluctuations. This result is consistent with the observation that cultured
mammalian cells with longer circadian period show less precise rhythm [3,19].

To elucidate the enhancement of oscillation precision in the downstream of the
clock, we visually decomposed CVoutput into R

(θ)
ΘΘ, R

(θ)
hh, and R

(θ)
Θh where ω = 2π

and Φcp = 0 (Fig 3C). R
(θ)
ΘΘ is positive and independent of kx because it originates

from the fluctuation of the central clock. R
(θ)
hh is also a positive and monotonically

decreasing function of kx. On the contrary, R
(θ)
Θh is negative for any kx and a

bowl-shaped function that has the minimum value at approximately kx = 10 when
Φcp = 0. We confirmed that R

(θ)
Θh is negative for a broad range of the value of Φcp

at the typical value of the protein degradation rate in human, kx = 1.8. Thus,
negative correlation of phase shift and amplitude variation can reduce output
fluctuation in actual biological clocks.

Moreover, it appears that the fluctuation numerically measured by the
peak-to-peak cycle is coincident with R

(x)
ΘΘ + 2R

(x)
Θh (Fig 3D). This agreement

suggests that peak-to-peak period can be a more precise measure than period
measured based on a checkpoint because of independence of amplitude deviation,
R

(x)
hh.

Fig 3. Analytical calculation for the fluctuation of the circadian clock and
output system. (A) Comparison of numerical and analytical calculations for the
precision of cycles. We measured the oscillation period based on two different
checkpoints, that is, we defined the two thresholds at half (Φcp = 0, left panel) and
three-fourths (Φcp = π

6 , right panel) of the oscillatory range of sin θ(t) or x(t). We
detected the times at which sin θ(t) or x(t) passed the thresholds from below to above.
The period is defined as the interval of the detected times. The parameters in Fig 3 are
set to ω = 2π and ε2Dθ = 3.0 × 10−2. (B) Dependency of the precision of cycles on ω.

(C) The three component of CV, R
(θ)
ΘΘ, R

(θ)
hh, and R

(θ)
Θh. (D) Numerically-calculated

fluctuations of peak-to-peak cycles and analytical calculations, ε
τ

√
Dθ

(
R

(θ)
ΘΘ + 2R

(θ)
Θh

)
for the precision of peak-to-peak cycles in output system. Φcp = 0.

Discussion

We numerically showed that the circadian clock consisting of
transcriptional-translational feedback loop and its downstream output differ in the
amount of fluctuations of the oscillation period. Moreover, the degradation rate of
the molecules in the output system controlled the amount of fluctuation. In a
range of the degradation rate, fluctuations in output system was smaller than
those of the circadian clock generating the rhythm. Furthermore, this reduction in
fluctuation was also reproduced by a phase model and was consistent with the
analytical results. The analytical calculations decomposed the amount of
fluctuation into six components based on the noise sources and the directions on
the phase plane the whole system. One of the components, the negative
cross-correlation between the phase and amplitude of the fluctuations originated
from the noise applied to the central clock, R

(θ)
Θh, contributed to the reduction of

fluctuation in output. When the component cancel out the other terms, the
output system became more precise than the central circadian clock (Fig 4).
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Fig 4. Fluctuations in circadian system driven by noise
Schematic for contributions of noise in circadian clock and output system to fluctuations.
Noise applied to circadian clock, Dθξθ, provides the fluctuation in the circadian clock,

DθR
(θ)
ΘΘ. This fluctuation is transmitted to output system and further yields the fluctua-

tions, DθR
(θ)
ΘΘ, 2DθR

(θ)
Θh and DθR

(θ)
hh. In addition, noise applied to the output system,

Dxξx directly provides the fluctuation in output system, DxR
(x)
hh. Thus, the fluctuation

in the output system consists of the four contributions while that in the circadian clock
has only Dθξθ. However, the output system can show smaller fluctuation than the

circadian clock because 2DθR
(θ)
Θh originating from the circadian clock, is negative under

proper values of kx and Φcp.Thus, the transmission of time information can reduces the
fluctuations in the downstream system.

These results indicate that the output system transmits the time information
to the physiological level and embeds the function of controlling the amount of
fluctuation. This provides a new perspective of the output system in circadian
molecular machinery. The circadian clock controls numerous physiological
functions [20]. Our theoretical finding implicitly suggests that different
physiological rhythms have different precision of rhythms. The rate constants in
output system can be optimized if the output requires precise time regulations.

Conversely, the circadian machinery in a cell can be noisier than the output
system. The dynamics of the clock proteins at a single cell level has never been
observed without reporter system. However, if this is possible, the heart of
circadian machinery would be more fragile than expected. For example, KaiC
phosphorylation in cyanobacteria is considered as a central circadian oscillator [21].
If the level of KaiC phosphorylation in a cell could be measured non-invasively,
such as fluorescence correlation spectroscopy [22], the intact clock dynamics may
exhibit noisy behaviour.

Among the parameters in the output system, only kx was involved in the
fluctuations transmitted from noisy circadian clock. This theoretical finding
suggests that protein degradation controls the precision of the rhythm rather than
protein synthesis. Moreover, we showed the optimized degradation rate kx exists
in a range of 1 to 10, which corresponds to 1.7 to 17 hours in half-life. This range
overlaps the actual half-life of proteins in a living human cell [18], suggesting that
certain proteins can contribute to the enhancement of precision in human
circadian rhythm.

We considered a model consisting of two factors: the clock and the output
system. A three-factor model, in which an additional factor is connected to the
downstream of this model, may result in smaller fluctuations. This is because the
signal transduction, which is the key to reducing fluctuations, occurs twice. In real
circadian systems, there are many factors connecting the clock and the
physiological output [23,24]. Such a multistep and complex biological network may
have been optimizely constructed through evolution to obtain more accurate
rhythms.

This study was performed from a theoretical perspective. Our conclusion that
the output system can contribute to the precision of rhythmic period needs
experimental validations. In fact, we can experimentally control the value of
degradation rate, kx, by the addition of degradation tag to the reporter
protein [25] or introduction of an inducible protein degradation system [26]. In
addition, dilution due to cell division can also be an alternative parameter of kx
because it is involved in the turnover of a fluorescent protein in a cell and can
effectively control the degradation rate. Furthermore, nutritional or thermal
conditions also might control the precision of circadian rhythms through alteration
of cell division rate.

Moreover, although we have treated Eq 2 as the model describing circadian
rhythms till now, this abstract model can be regarded as a representative for other
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biological rhythm, such as rhythmic firing of neurons and compression of
cardiomyocytes. These oscillations would require more precision for proper
biological functions. Therefore, the mechanism of output systems that make
rhythms more precise could be discovered in another biological oscillators other
than circadian rhythms. In addition, the concept of output-enhanced precision can
be applied for synthetic oscillatory genetic circuits [27]. A more accurate
synthesized biological clock can be realized by optimizing output system. Thus,
this study provides a design principle for accurate oscillating biological circuits.

Acknowledgments

We thank I. Mihalcescu (Universtite Grenoble Alpes) for a fruitful discussion. This
work was supported in part by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science
KAKENHI Grants JP18H05474 (H.I.), JP19K03663 (F. M.) and JP22K03453 (F.
M.).

Author Contributions

Conceptualization: Hiroshi Ito, Fumito Mori.
Analytic Calculation: Hotaka Kaji, Fumito Mori, Hiroshi Ito.
Numerical simulation: Hotaka Kaji.
Writing – original draft: Hotaka Kaji, Fumito Mori, Hiroshi Ito.

References

1. Johnson C, Elliott J, Foster R, Honma K, Kronauer R. Fundamental
properties of circadian rhythms. In: Dunlap J, Loros J, DeCoursey P,
editors. Chronobiology: biological timekeeping. Sunderland, MA: Sinauer
Associates; 2004. p. 67–105.

2. Micklem CN, Locke JCW. Cut the noise or couple up: Coordinating
circadian and synthetic clocks. iScience. 2021;24(9):103051.
doi:10.1016/j.isci.2021.103051.

3. Li Y, Shan Y, Desai RV, Cox KH, Weinberger LS, Takahashi JS.
Noise-driven cellular heterogeneity in circadian periodicity. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America.
2020;117(19):10350–10356. doi:10.1073/pnas.1922388117.

4. Gould PD, Domijan M, Greenwood M, Tokuda IT, Rees H, Kozma-Bognar
L, et al. Coordination of robust single cell rhythms in the Arabidopsis
circadian clock via spatial waves of gene expression. eLife. 2018;7:e31700.
doi:10.7554/elife.31700.

5. Mihalcescu I, Hsing W, Leibler S. Resilient circadian oscillator revealed in
individual cyanobacteria. Nature. 2004;430(6995):81.
doi:10.1038/nature02533.

6. Chabot JR, Pedraza JM, Luitel P, Oudenaarden Av. Stochastic gene
expression out-of-steady-state in the cyanobacterial circadian clock. Nature.
2007;450(7173):1249. doi:10.1038/nature06395.

7. Nobel Prize Outreach AB. Discoveries of molecular mechanisms controlling
the circadian rhythm;. https:

//www.nobelprize.org/prizes/medicine/2017/advanced-information/.

8. Gonze D, Halloy J, Goldbeter A. Robustness of circadian rhythms with
respect to molecular noise. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences. 2002;99(2):673–678. doi:10.1073/pnas.022628299.

October 5, 2022 8/17

https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/medicine/2017/advanced-information/
https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/medicine/2017/advanced-information/


9. Nishino R, Sakaue T, Nakanishi H. Transcription Fluctuation Effects on
Biochemical Oscillations. PLoS ONE. 2013;8(4):e60938.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0060938.

10. Shibata T. Amplification of noise in a cascade chemical reaction. Physical
Review E. 2004;69(5):056218. doi:10.1103/physreve.69.056218.

11. Shibata T, Fujimoto K. Noisy signal amplification in ultrasensitive signal
transduction. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the
United States of America. 2005;102(2):331–336.
doi:10.1073/pnas.0403350102.

12. Kori H, Kawamura Y, Masuda N. Structure of cell networks critically
determines oscillation regularity. Journal of Theoretical Biology.
2012;297:61–72. doi:10.1016/j.jtbi.2011.12.007.

13. Mori F, Kori H. Period variability of coupled noisy oscillators. Physical
Review E. 2013;87(3):030901. doi:10.1103/physreve.87.030901.

14. Mori F, Kori H. Noninvasive inference methods for interaction and noise
intensities of coupled oscillators using only spike time data. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences. 2022;119(6):e2113620119.
doi:10.1073/pnas.2113620119.

15. Mori F, Mikhailov AS. Precision of collective oscillations in complex
dynamical systems with noise. Physical Review E. 2016;93(6):062206.
doi:10.1103/physreve.93.062206.

16. Goodwin BC. Oscillatory behavior in enzymatic control processes. Advances
in Enzyme Regulation. 1965;3:425–437. doi:10.1016/0065-2571(65)90067-1.

17. Kurosawa G, Mochizuki A, Iwasa Y. Comparative Study of Circadian Clock
Models, in Search of Processes Promoting Oscillation. Journal of
Theoretical Biology. 2002;216(2):193–208. doi:10.1006/jtbi.2002.2546.

18. Eden E, Geva-Zatorsky N, Issaeva I, Cohen A, Dekel E, Danon T, et al.
Proteome Half-Life Dynamics in Living Human Cells. Science.
2011;331(6018):764–768. doi:10.1126/science.1199784.

19. Nikhil KL, Korge S, Kramer A. Heritable gene expression variability and
stochasticity govern clonal heterogeneity in circadian period. PLoS Biology.
2020;18(8):e3000792. doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.3000792.

20. Johnson CH. Precise circadian clocks in prokaryotic cyanobacteria. Curr
Issues Mol Biol. 2004;6(2):103–110. doi:10.21775/cimb.006.103.

21. Nakajima M, Imai K, Ito H, Nishiwaki T, Murayama Y, Iwasaki H, et al.
Reconstitution of Circadian Oscillation of Cyanobacterial KaiC
Phosphorylation in Vitro. Science. 2005;308(5720):414–415.
doi:10.1126/science.1108451.

22. Goda K, Ito H, Kondo T, Oyama T. Fluorescence Correlation Spectroscopy
to Monitor Kai Protein-based Circadian Oscillations in Real Time*. Journal
of Biological Chemistry. 2012;287(5):3241–3248.
doi:10.1074/jbc.m111.265777.

23. Dibner C, Schibler U, Albrecht U. The mammalian circadian timing system:
organization and coordination of central and peripheral clocks. Annual
review of physiology. 2010;72:517–549.

24. Bell-Pedersen D, Cassone VM, Earnest DJ, Golden SS, Hardin PE, Thomas
TL, et al. Circadian rhythms from multiple oscillators: lessons from diverse
organisms. Nature Reviews Genetics. 2005;6(7):544–556.

25. Andersen JB, Sternberg C, Poulsen LK, Bjørn SP, Givskov M, Molin S.
New Unstable Variants of Green Fluorescent Protein for Studies of
Transient Gene Expression in Bacteria. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology. 1998;64(6):2240–2246. doi:10.1128/aem.64.6.2240-2246.1998.

October 5, 2022 9/17



26. Daniel K, Icha J, Horenburg C, Müller D, Norden C, Mansfeld J.
Conditional control of fluorescent protein degradation by an
auxin-dependent nanobody. Nature Communications. 2018;9(1):3297.
doi:10.1038/s41467-018-05855-5.

27. Purcell O, Savery NJ, Grierson CS, Bernardo Md. A comparative analysis
of synthetic genetic oscillators. Journal of The Royal Society Interface.
2010;7(52):1503–1524. doi:10.1098/rsif.2010.0183.

28. Coddington EA, Carlson R. Linear ordinary differential equations, Society
for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (SIAM), Philadelphia, PA, 1997.
MR1450591, Zbl;1326.

Methods

Analytical calculation for the precision of circadian
rhythms

Based on the theory developed by Mori & Mikhailov [15], we analytically derived
the fluctuation in the oscillation period of the model Eq 2. The authors considered
a general N -dimensional system in the presence of noise expressed as

dx

dt
= f [x(t)] + εG[x(t)]ξ(t),

where x(t) is a vector with N elements, f represents the N -dimensional oscillatory
system that generates a limit-cycle solution with period τ = 2π/ω under noise-less
conditions, coefficient ε� 1 is a small parameter, G[x(t)] is a N ×N diagonal
matrix, and ξ(t) represents a vector of additive noise which holds E[ξi] = 0 and
E[ξi(t1)ξj(t2)] = δijδ(t1 − t2).

where f [x(t)] =

[
fθ(θ, x)
fx(θ, x)

]
=

[
ω

a+ b sin θ − kxx

]
,

G[x(t)] =

[ √
Dθ 0
0

√
Dx

]
, and ξ(t) =

[
ξθ(t)
ξx(t)

]
. The solution for Eq 2 without

noise (ε = 0) is

θ(t) = ωt+ θ(0) mod 2π,

x(t) =
a

kx
+

b

k2
x + ω2

[kx sin(ωt+ θ(0))− ω cos(ωt+ θ(0))]

+

[
x(0)− a

kx
− b

k2
x + ω2

(kx sin θ(0)− ω cos θ(0))

]
e−kxt.

Thus, if the initial condition is set to (θ(0), x(0)) =
(

0, a
kx
− bω

k2x+ω2

)
, a limit cycle

solution p(t) is obtained as

p(t) =

[
ωt mod 2π

aτ
κ

+ bτ√
κ2+4π2

sin
(
ωt− tan−1

(
2π
κ

)) ] , (9)

where κ = 2πkx/ω. Note that p(t) satisfies p(t) = p(t+ τ), where the oscillation
period without noise is τ = 2π/ω.

Suppose that x(t) is located near the limit cycle, that is, x(t) can be written as

x(t) = p(t) + εz(t) +O(ε2),

where ||z|| � ε−1. Then, z(t) obeys the linearized equation

dz

dt
= Γ(t)z(t) +G[p(t)]ξ(t),
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where the Jacobian matrix Γ(t) is expressed as

Γ(t) =

[
∂fθ
∂θ

∂fθ
∂x

∂fx
∂θ

∂fx
∂x

]
x(t)=p(t)

=

[
0 0

b cosωt −κ
τ

]
.

Then, we considered the unperturbed system

dz

dt
= Γ(t)z(t) =

[
0 0

b cosωt −κ
τ

] [
z1(t)
z2(t)

]
. (10)

Eq 10 can be solved with the initial value of z(0) as

z(t) =

[
1 0

bτ
κ2+4π2

{√
κ2 + 4π2 cos

(
ωt− tan−1

(
2π
κ

))
− κe−

κ
τ
t
}

e−
κ
τ
t

][
z1(0)
z2(0)

]
.

Moreover, we can rewrite z(t) as

z(t) = U(t)U(0)−1z(0),

where U(t) is called a fundamental matrix solution, defined as

U(t) =

[
1 0

bτ
κ2+4π2

{√
κ2 + 4π2 cos

(
ωt− tan−1

(
2π
κ

))
− κe−

κ
τ
t
}

e−
κ
τ
t

]
.

Here, the constant matrix B and a periodic matrix function P (t) are introduced.
They are defined as

exp(τB) ≡ U(0)−1U(τ),

P (t) ≡ U(t)e−tB .

For our model, B and P (t) are

B =

[
0 0
bκ2

κ2+4π2 −κ
τ

]
,

P (t) =

[
1 0

bτ
κ2+4π2

{√
κ2 + 4π2 cos

(
ωt− tan−1

(
2π
κ

))
− κ
}

1

]
.

Thus, we obtain the right and left eigenvector of B, φ and tψ, respectively, where
the superscript t implies the transposition. According to the Floquet theory [28],
the eigenvalues of B are referred to as Floquet exponents, and one of the Floquet
components should be zero because we consider the model showing the limit cycle
oscillations. In fact, if the eigenvalues of B are λ0 = 0, and λ1 = −κ/τ . For
λ0 = 0, we obtain

φ0 =

[
ω

2πbκ
κ2+4π2

]
, ψ0 =

[
1
ω

0

]
.

For λ1 = −κ/τ , we obtain

φ1 =

[
0
1

]
, ψ1 =

[ −bτκ
κ2+4π2

1

]
.

According to [15], the CV of the oscillation periods can be calculated based on
the three components,

CV =
ε

τ

√
RΘΘ +Rhh + 2RΘh +O(ε2), (11)

where Rθθ,Rhh, and Rθh correspond to collective-phase diffusion, the
auto-correlation of amplitude deviation, and cross correlation between the
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collective-phase shift and the amplitude deviation, respectively. These components
can be expressed using P (t), φ0,1, and ψ0,1, as following,

RΘΘ =

∫ τ

0

tψ0P (t)−1G[p(t)]2 tP (t)−1ψ0dt,

Rhh =

N−1∑
j=1

N−1∑
k=1

[2− exp(λjτ)− exp(λkτ)]
[P (tcp)φj ]l[P (tcp)φk]l

[ṗ(tcp)]2l
exp[(λj + λk)tcp]

×
{∫ tcp

0

exp[−(λj + λk)t] tψjP (t)−1G[p(t)]2 tP (t)−1ψkdt

+
exp[(λj + λk)τ ]

1− exp[(λj + λk)τ ]

∫ τ

0

exp[−(λj + λk)t] tψjP (t)−1G[p(t)]2 tP (t)−1ψkdt

}
,

RΘh =

N−1∑
j=1

exp(λjτ)
[P (tcp)φj ]l

[ṗ(tcp)]l

×
∫ τ

0

exp(−λjt) tψ0P (tcp + t)−1G[p(t+ tcp)]2 tP (tcp + t)−1ψjdt,

(12)

where N = 2 is the dimension of the considered systems, [x]l denotes the lth
element of the vector x, tcp is the time determined based on choice of checkpoint,
which is defined at the subsection of ”Measurement of fluctuation in peak-to-peak
periods”.

To understand the extent to which each noise source contributes to CV, we
decompose G[p(t)]2 as follows,

G[p(t)]2 = Dθ

[
1 0
0 0

]
+Dx

[
0 0
0 1

]
. (13)

The first and second terms of RHS of Eq 13 represent the noise strength applied to
θ and x, respectively. Considering the linearity of Eq 12, we can rewrite Eq 11 as

CV =
ε

τ

√
DθR

(θ)
ΘΘ +DxR

(x)
ΘΘ +DθR

(θ)
hh +DxR

(x)
hh + 2DθR

(θ)
Θh + 2DxR

(x)
Θh, (14)

where the values of R
(θ)
∗∗ and R

(x)
∗∗ are calculated under G[p(t)]2 =

[
1 0
0 0

]
and[

0 0
0 1

]
, respectively, which is equivalent to Eq 4. Using Eq 12 and setting l = 1

or l = 2 for the CV of the circadian clock or the output system, we obtain Eq 5
and Eq 7.

Numerical Simulation

Equation(1) and (2) were numerically solved for 1000 cycles with Euler’s method
where ∆t = 1.0× 10−4. For Eq(1), the initial value of (u(0), v(0), w(0), x(0)) was
set to (0, 0, 0, 0). Whereas, for Eq (2), the initial value of (θ(0), x(0)) was(

0, 1
kx
− 2π

k2x+4π2

)
, which is on the limit cycle, Eq 9. We numerically obtained the

CV in the simulation, and repeated it 100 times to obtain the average of the CV
values in Fig 1, and 10 times in Fig 3.

Measurement of fluctuation in peak-to-peak periods

For Fig 1B, we measured the fluctuations in the peak-to-peak periods of the clock
and the output. We detected the peaks of sin θ(t) and x(t) using the function in
the module of Python3, scipy.signal.argrelmax.
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Measurement of fluctuation in periods determined by a
checkpoint

For Fig 3A, we set two different checkpoints to measure the oscillation periods of
sin θ(t) and x(t). The limit cycle for our model under noise-free conditions, Eq 9,
can be rewritten as

sin θ(t) = sinωt,

x(t) =
aτ

κ
+

bτ√
κ2 + 4π2

sin

(
ωt− tan−1

(
2π

κ

))
,

or,

sin θ(t) = sin Φclock(t),

x(t) =
aτ

κ
+

bτ√
κ2 + 4π2

sin Φoutput(t),

by introducing the apparent phase on the limit cycle, Φclock(t) ≡ ωt and
Φoutput(t) ≡ ωt− tan−1 (2π/κ). Note that Φoutput(t) is dependent on the values of
ω and κ, that is, kx(= κω/2π).

Then, we employed the two checkpoints: Φcp = 0π and π
6

. In other words, we
provided the two thresholds, which are at the half and three-fourths value points
of the oscillatory range of sin Φclock(t) and sin Φoutput(t), respectively.

To perform the numerical analysis, we recorded the times at which sin θ(t) and
x(t) passed the thresholds, sin Φcp and aτ

κ
+ bτ√

κ2+4π2
sin Φcp, from below to

above, respectively. Subsequently, we calculated the value of CV based on the time
intervals. For large noise cases, x(t) may not exceed these thresholds. In our
simulations, when x(t) did not exceed the threshold during each cycle even once,
the entire time series was discarded. The Python code for this procedure is
provided through the website in Github below:
https://github.com/hito1979/outputnoise.

For analytical calculation of Eq 5 and Eq 7, we used Eq 12, which contains the
parameter tcp. tclock

cp and toutput
cp were determined using common Φcp:

tclock
cp =

Φcp

ω
,

toutput
cp =

tan−1( 2π
κ

) + Φcp

ω
.
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