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Signal in the noise: temporal variation in
exponentially growing populations
Eric W. Jonesa,1, Joshua Derrickb, Roger M. Nisbetc, Will Ludingtonb,d, and David A. Sivaka

In exponential population growth, variability in the timing of individual division events and
environmental factors (including stochastic inoculation) compound to produce variable
growth trajectories. In several stochastic models of exponential growth we show power-
law relationships that relate variability in the time required to reach a threshold population
size to growth rate and inoculum size. Population-growth experiments in E. coli and S. aureus
with inoculum sizes ranging between 1 and 100 are consistent with these relationships. We
quantify how noise accumulates over time, finding that it encodes—and can be used to
deduce—information about the early growth rate of a population.
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Bacteria divide, viruses replicate, and yeast cells bud, leading (if unimpeded) to
exponential growth. Since division events are generally not evenly separated in

time, even identically prepared systems will give rise to variable growth trajectories.
Unconstrained environmental factors like stochastic inoculation further amplify this
variability. Traditionally, the study of noisy population growth has maintained
a focus on population abundance, for example quantifying a population’s noise
by the coefficient of variation of the abundance (1, 2). In this paper we offer
an alternative approach by characterizing noisy population growth in terms of a
population’s temporal variation, specifically the temporal standard deviation (TSD),
the standard deviation of the distribution of times at which a growing population
first hits a threshold number. We apply stochastic models of exponential growth to
relate the TSD at large thresholds to the inoculum size and growth rate, deriving
power-law relationships that match direct experimental tests in Escherichia coli
and Staphylococcus aureus.

The processes of bacterial growth and division have been extensively modeled (3–
9) and empirically characterized (10, 11) over the past century. Especially over the
last 15 years, experiments that enable the high-throughput, long-term observation
of bacteria (12, 13) have advanced the fine-grained modeling of bacterial division
(14–16). In this paper, we propose that temporal variation is a natural lens for
examining and quantifying the noisy growth of replicate bacterial populations.

We first analyze two analytically tractable models of exponential growth: (i)
the simple birth process, perhaps the most basic stochastic model of exponential
growth, which assumes that each individual divides according to a Poisson process;
and (ii) a model in which inoculum sizes are drawn from a Poisson distribution
and growth dynamics are deterministic. Identical power-law relationships between
TSD, inoculum size, and growth rate are derived for these two models. Then, we
numerically examine age-structured population-growth models that account for an
organism’s age. Last, we present bacterial growth experiments that complement
and empirically ground these power-law relationships, demonstrating that statistics
reporting on the temporal variation provide practical biological insights.

As a tangible example, consider milk spoilage (17–19). Milk spoilage occurs when
the exponential growth of a contaminant bacteria reaches some threshold population
density. In a refrigerator at 5°C, the common bacterial contaminant Listeria
monocytogenes divides every ∼17 hours (20). It is straightforward to measure the
distribution of times at which a number of identically prepared containers of milk
spoil: if properly refrigerated, pasteurized milk has a shelf life (time to reach a
bacterial concentration of 20,000 CFU/mL (21)) ranging from 10 to 21 days post
processing (22). Figure 1 shows simulated abundance trajectories for the simple
birth process modeling the growth of L. monocytogenes, which indicate that a liter
of milk inoculated by a single bacterium has a shelf life of roughly 17 days with a 3.7-
day range, while a liter of milk inoculated by 100 bacteria has a shelf life of 12 days
with a 0.3-day range. Nearly 4 days of the variation in the timing of milk spoilage
can be accounted for by the simple birth process. The remaining variation must be
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Fig. 1. Intrinsic variability contributes to the reported 11-day variation in the
shelf life of milk. Abundance trajectories from a simple birth process modeling the
growth of L. monocytogenes, a common milk contaminant that divides roughly every
17 hours, inoculated with a single individual (black) or 100 individuals (gray). The
measured 10-21 day shelf life of milk is reported in (22).

generated by other environmental factors. Food-processing
engineers that decompose noise into its constitutive processes
might learn whether variability is inevitable or whether it
can be mitigated.

Results

Models of exponential growth.

Simple birth process. First, consider a simple birth process in
which each individual divides according to a Poisson process
with rate µ. This model was first solved in 1939 to describe
the exponential growth of neutrons in nuclear fission (23, 24),
then subsequently used as a model of bacterial growth (3).
This analytically tractable model permits direct calculation of
statistics that report on the population’s temporal variation,
namely the temporal variance σ2

t and the temporal standard
deviation σt (TSD).

For a population of n individuals, the probability Bn per
unit time that an individual will divide (conventionally the
“birth rate” in Markov-process literature (25)) is

Bn = µn. [1]

The probability Pt(n | n0) that the population consists of n
individuals at time t, given an inoculum of n0 individuals, is
governed by the master equation

d
dt

Pt(n | n0) = µ(n − 1)Pt(n − 1 | n0) − µnPt(n | n0). [2]

In Pt(n | n0), n is the random variable with normalization∑∞
n=0 Pt(n | n0) = 1. Using generating functions (3, 23), the

solution is

Pt(n | n0) =
(

n − 1
n0 − 1

)
e−µn0t(1 − e−µt)n−n0 , [3]

for binomial coefficient
(

i
j

)
≡ i!/j!(i − j)!. The first two

cumulants are the average abundance
⟨n⟩ = n0eµt, [4]

which grows exponentially, and the variance
⟨(n − ⟨n⟩)2⟩ = n0eµt(eµt − 1). [5]

The first-passage-time distribution P FP
Ω (t | n0) is the dis-

tribution of times at which a population with inoculum size
n0 first reaches Ω individuals (26). Since the simple birth
process yields monotonic abundance trajectories, the reaction
probability RΩ(t | n0) that at time t the population size is
greater than or equal to population threshold Ω is related to
the first-passage-time probability P FP

Ω (t | n0):

RΩ(t | n0) = 1 −
Ω−1∑
i=n0

Pt(i | n0) =
∫ t

0
P FP

Ω (τ | n0) dτ. [6]

Therefore,

P FP
Ω (t | n0) = −

Ω−1∑
i=n0

dPt(i | n0)
dt

, [7]

yielding (Supplementary Information, Section A)

P FP
Ω (t | n0) = µ(Ω − n0)

(
Ω − 1
n0 − 1

)
× (e−µt)n0 (1 − e−µt)Ω−n0−1. [8]

The mean first-passage time ⟨t⟩Ω | n0 to reach threshold Ω
starting from n0 individuals is (SI, Section B)

⟨t⟩Ω | n0 = 1
µ

( 1
n0

+ 1
n0 + 1 + · · · + 1

Ω − 1

)
, [9a]

≈ ln Ω
µ

− ln n0

µ
for large Ω ≫ n0. [9b]

The temporal variance σ2
t ≡

〈
(t − ⟨t⟩)2〉

Ω | n0
is (SI, Section

B)

σ2
t = 1

µ2

[
1

n2
0

+ 1
(n0 + 1)2 + · · · + 1

(Ω − 1)2

]
, [10]

and therefore the temporal standard deviation is

σt = 1
µ

[
1

n2
0

+ 1
(n0 + 1)2 + · · · + 1

(Ω − 1)2

]1/2

[11a]

≈ 1
µn

1/2
0

for large Ω ≫ n0. [11b]

This exact relationship between TSD, growth rate, and
inoculum size for the simple birth process is plotted in Fig. 2
(red curve). Later we will show that this relationship is
in complete accordance with bacterial population-growth
experiments.

The mean first-passage time (9a) and the temporal
variance (10) can alternatively be solved by leveraging the
Markovianity of the simple birth process: a population
of size n experiences an exponentially distributed waiting
time with mean 1/µn before an individual in the population
divides, and the variance of this waiting-time distribution
is 1/(µn)2. Waiting times are independent, so moments of
the first-passage-time distribution are simply the sum of the
moments of the waiting-time distributions. However, this
approach does not immediately provide the first-passage-time
distribution Eq. (8).

2 — Jones et al.
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Fig. 2. Temporal standard deviation (TSD) scales inversely with the square
root of inoculum size for five models of stochastic exponential growth. For
each model, inocula are either exact or Poisson-distributed, and growth either obeys
the simple birth process (SBP), deterministic exponential growth, or age-structured
growth. The growth rate µ for the simple birth process and deterministic growth is
1.66/hr, corresponding to a 25-minute division time. The division-time distribution
for the age-structured population-growth model has a 25-minute mean division time
and a 22% coefficient of variation (Fig. S1). At least n = 2, 000 replicates were
simulated for each model and inoculum size. Error bars, which are typically smaller
than the corresponding symbol, show 95% confidence intervals (Methods). For
Poisson-distributed inocula, the x-axis reports the zero-truncated mean inoculum
size. Lines are a guide to the eye.

Poisson-distributed inocula undergoing deterministic exponential
growth. Departing from the assumption that populations are
initialized with exactly n0 individuals, we next consider
populations with Poisson-distributed inocula that grow
deterministically. This scenario is relevant because bacterial
inoculation in our experiments—performed by pipetting a
fixed volume of a dilute solution of bacteria—resulted in
Poisson-distributed inocula (Fig. S2). Populations with
Poisson-distributed inocula are more variable than popu-
lations that are exactly inoculated, as variability in the
inoculum size propagates through the growth dynamics.

As before, replicate populations give rise to a distribution
of abundance trajectories. We exclusively consider trajecto-
ries with nonzero inoculum sizes such that the probability
Pn0 (k) of starting with k individuals is

Pn0 (k) = e−n0 nk
0

k!(1 − e−n0 ) , [12]

corresponding to mean inoculum size n0/(1 − e−n0 ) for
Poisson shape parameter n0.

We consider deterministic population growth

n(t) = keµt, [13]

a simplifying assumption that implies the abundance n(t)
takes on non-integer values. The random variable

T (M) ≡ 1
µ

ln(Ω/M) [14]

is the first-passage time at a threshold Ω given that the
inoculum size is a random variable M . The temporal standard
deviation can be computed exactly, albeit opaquely:

√
⟨T (M)2⟩ − ⟨T (M)⟩2 =

{
e−n0

µ2(1 − e−n0 )

×

[
∞∑

k=1

(log k)2 nk
0

k! −

(
∞∑

k=1

nk
0 log k

k!

)2
e−n0

1 − e−n0

]}1/2

.

[15]

This temporal standard deviation is plotted as a function of
mean inoculum size in Fig. 2 (blue circles).

To obtain the TSD at large n0, first note that for large
n0 the Poisson distribution Eq. (12) is well-approximated by
a normal distribution with mean n0 and variance n0, and
the quantity 1 − e−n0 is well-approximated by 1. Then, the
“delta method” (27, 28) gives access to the mean and variance
of the random variable T (M) in terms of cumulants of M :

⟨T (M)⟩ = T (⟨M⟩) + T ′′(⟨M⟩)
2

(
⟨M2⟩ − ⟨M⟩2)

+ higher-order terms [16a]

= log(Ω/n0)
µ

+ 1
2µn0

+ O

(
1

n2
0

)
, [16b]

and

⟨T (M)2⟩ − ⟨T (M)⟩2 = [T ′(⟨M⟩)]2
(
⟨M2⟩ − ⟨M⟩2)

+ higher-order terms [17a]

= 1
µ2n0

+ O

(
1

n2
0

)
, [17b]

where the higher-order terms depend on third and higher
cumulants of M that vanish when M is normally distributed.

Therefore, for large n0, TSD and inoculum size are related
by: √

⟨T (M)2⟩ − ⟨T (M)⟩2 ≈ 1
µn

1/2
0

. [18]

This is the same relationship between TSD, inoculum size,
and growth rate as for the simple birth process with exact
inoculation, Eq. (11b).

Age-structured population growth . Organismal division is care-
fully choreographed, and we next turn to models that
resolve some of the structure of individual division events.
We performed agent-based simulations of age-structured
population growth in which division-time distributions fully
describe the timing of division events (Methods). To be
precise, this model is a type of Bellman-Harris stochastic
branching process (29). We used an approximately normal
division-time distribution with 25-minute mean and 22%
coefficient of variation (3). Inoculated individuals were
assumed to be at a random time along their division cycle.

From these simulated abundance trajectories, TSDs were
evaluated at a threshold of 500 individuals and are plotted as
gold stars in Fig. 2. While the more complicated structure of
this population-growth model prevents analytic examination,
the scaling of TSD with inoculum size visually follows the
-1/2 power law predicted by the simple birth process and by
Poisson-distributed inocula with exponential growth.

Jones et al. PNAS — August 9, 2023 — vol. XXX — no. XX — 3
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Comparing models of population growth. Last, we simulated
models for every combination of inoculation (exact or Poisson-
distributed) and population growth (simple birth process,
deterministic, or age-structured) (Methods). Figure 2 shows
numerically calculated TSDs for Poisson-distributed inocula
obeying the simple birth process (purple diamonds), and for
Poisson-distributed inocula undergoing age-structured growth
(green triangles).

The models showcased in Fig. 2 ostensibly describe the
same organism, but differ in their biological assumptions
about inoculation and growth. The relationships between
TSD and inoculum size quantify the effects of these assump-
tions on observed temporal variation. In particular, we found
that the relationship between TSD and inoculum size for
a biologically faithful model that captured stochasticity in
inoculation and growth (green triangles) was similar to the
relationship for the simple birth process (red line).

The mean trajectories of the different stochastic growth
models—unlike the temporal variation—are nearly indis-
tinguishable for a given inoculum size, highlighting an
advantage of noise-based analyses. For example, TSDs for
age-structured growth are ∼5 times smaller than for the
simple birth process, a consequence of the fact that tighter
division-time distributions give rise to less variable growth
trajectories (3). Especially for organisms with constrained
division-time distributions, the noise from Poisson inoculation
dominates the noise due to growth, which explains why the
blue circles and green triangles are so similar in Fig. 2. For
exactly inoculated populations, broadening the age-structured
division-time distribution from 22% coefficient of variation
to 100% interpolates between the gold stars and red line;
similarly, for Poisson-distributed inocula, it interpolates
between the green triangles and purple diamonds.

Temporal variances approximately add: the temporal
variance of populations with Poisson-distributed inocula that
follow the simple birth process is roughly the sum of the
temporal variance of exactly inoculated populations growing
according to the simple birth process and the temporal
variance of populations with Poisson-distributed inocula and
deterministic growth.

We have used mathematical models of varying resolution
to describe population growth, trading off biological realism
for analytic tractability. For example, the simple birth process
assumes that a bacterium’s age is irrelevant to its division,
but it can be solved exactly. Going forward, we focus on
the relationship Eq. (11a) between TSD and inoculum size
for the simple birth process (red line), but emphasize that
we would reach similar conclusions—at the price of analytic
tractability—if we instead used the relationship for Poisson-
distributed inocula and age-structured population growth
(green triangles).

Bacterial growth experiments. To empirically test the relation-
ship between TSD and inoculum size, we measured the growth
of E. coli and S. aureus. At least 30 biological replicates
were prepared for each inoculum size and grown over one
or two days. Inoculum sizes were set by pipetting a dilute
solution of bacteria growing in mid-log phase into a 96-well
plate. Spot plating the same volume of this dilute solution
established mean inoculum sizes and confirmed that inoculum
sizes were Poisson distributed (Fig. S2). Bacterial abundance

Fig. 3. Empirical analyses of bacterial growth trajectories. (a, b) Measured
abundance trajectories in E. coli and S. aureus as functions of time for different
mean inoculum sizes. (c) Distribution of log-phase growth rates pooled across
replicates and inoculum sizes, evaluated at an optical density of 0.03 (Methods). (d)
Temporal standard deviations as functions of threshold optical density for different
mean inoculum sizes.

was inferred by measuring the optical density of each well
every 2 minutes.

Figures 3a and 3b show representative subsets of abun-
dance trajectories for E. coli and S. aureus, respectively.
Bacteria grow exponentially until they reach an optical
density of ∼0.2, then grow more slowly until they reach
carrying capacity. During the exponential-growth phase, each
individual’s growth rate is ∼2/hour (∼20-30-minute division
times). Figure 3c shows the distribution of growth rates across
replicates, calculated as the slope of the log-transformed
optical-density time series evaluated at a threshold optical
density of 0.03 (Methods). Measuring the growth rate µ at
an optical density of 0.02 increases its value by 15%, while
evaluating it at 0.05 decreases its value by 10%.

Lag phase, the time period during which bacteria do
not divide after being transferred to a new environment,
could in principle affect the temporal variation of a growing
population (30–32). However, we expect lag phase did not
significantly impact our experiments: in our setup, bacteria
in log phase (exponential growth) were back-diluted into
fresh and otherwise-identical media so that their growth
never halts (Methods). To check this expectation, for each
inoculum size in Fig. 3a we calculated that the time required
to reach an OD threshold of 0.03 (∼107 CFUs) assuming
deterministic exponential growth with 1.8/hr growth rate
and no lag phase exceeded the average empirically observed
times by 30–60 minutes (Methods). A significant lag phase,
by comparison, would imply that the first-passage time for
the deterministic model without lag phase is shorter than the
empirically observed time.

Equation Eq. (11a) predicts that the temporal standard
deviation for the first-passage time to threshold Ω asymptotes
to a constant value for Ω ≳ 50. Figure 3d confirms this
prediction: the TSD is approximately the same for threshold
optical densities 0.01–0.3 (corresponding to millions to tens
of millions of bacteria).

4 — Jones et al.
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Fig. 4. Temporal standard deviation scales inversely with the square root of
the inoculum size in bacterial growth experiments. Temporal standard deviations
for a total of 35 inoculum sizes in E. coli and S. aureus, in units of division times (at
least 15 replicates per inoculum size, average 40). (inset) TSDs plotted in units of
hours. The theoretical TSD for a given inoculum size [red line, Eq. (11a)] derived
for the simple birth process lies under every experimental measurement (not a fit).
Population-growth experiments were noisier than the limit of the simple birth process.
Error bars indicate 68% confidence intervals of the mean (Methods). (inset) Red
lines from top to bottom calculated with growth rates from E. coli at 25°C, E. coli at
37°C, and S. aureus at 37°C.

Bacterial growth experiments were performed for 35
inoculum sizes, yielding 1,381 total growth curves. Figure 4
shows how TSDs depend on inoculum size in units of hours
(inset) and in units of division times (main figure). An
organism’s division time is defined as ln(2)/µ for growth
rate µ: at 37°C, E. coli and S. aureus have division times of
∼22 minutes, and at 25°C E. coli has a division time of ∼50
minutes (Methods). Presenting the data in terms of division
times rather than hours collapses the TSDs of E. coli at 25°C
onto the TSDs of E. coli at 37°C in Fig. 4.

In the stochastic growth models considered in Fig. 2, noise
in abundance trajectories is generated either by variability
in the timing of division events or by variability in inoculum
size. Since additional extrinsic sources of noise (like differing
media conditions, temperature fluctuations, or lag phase)
are not included in this accounting, we hypothesized that
Eq. (11a) would underestimate the noise in the empirical
measurements. This hypothesis is borne out by the data:
in Fig. 4 the temporal standard deviation predicted by the
simple birth process (red line) lies below all 35 experimentally
tested inoculum sizes (colorful symbols). This, our main
empirical result, provides strong experimental support for the
relationship (11a) as a lower bound to the temporal variation
of an exponentially growing population.

Accumulation of temporal variation. For the simple birth
process, contributions to the temporal variance [Eq. (10)] fall
off as the inverse square of the population size. This inverse-
square trend is also numerically observed in exactly inoculated
age-structured population-growth models (Fig. S3). For
populations with Poisson-distributed inocula the stochastic

process of inoculation spontaneously generates temporal
variation. Thus, the largest contributions to temporal
variation occur at small population sizes, which means that
the growth rate at small population sizes should be made
manifest in the noise.

Changing perspective from small population sizes to
early times, we next quantify the time scale over which
temporal variance accumulates in a growing population. We
consider a two-step growth process. First, a population
with inoculum size n0 grows until a time t according to
the simple birth process, yielding a distribution Pt(n | n0)
over abundances N(t). Second, at time t population growth
becomes deterministic and exponential (and hence this stage
of growth does not contribute to the temporal variance). We
define the random variable T [N(t)] to be the first-passage
time for such deterministic exponential growth to reach a
threshold Ω given that the inoculum size is a random variable
N(t),

T [N(t)] = 1
µ

ln [Ω/N(t)] , [19]

where we assume the threshold Ω is much larger than any
abundance N(t) before deterministic growth begins.

The mean ⟨N(t)⟩ and variance ⟨N(t)2⟩ − ⟨N(t)⟩2 of
the simple birth process are known [Eqs. (4) and (5)], so
the variance of this first-passage-time distribution may be
computed with the delta method (17a), yielding

⟨T [N(t)]2⟩−⟨T [N(t)]⟩2 = 1
µ2n0

(
1 − e−µt

)
+O

(
1

n2
0

)
. [20]

For t ≫ 1/µ, this recovers to leading order the relationship
Eq. (11b) for the simple birth process between temporal
standard deviation and inoculum size. Strikingly, comparing
Eq. (20) to Eq. (10) (which was derived for growth that
exclusively obeys the simple birth process), after a single
division time ln(2)/µ the temporal variance reaches half of its
asympotic value. Temporal variation is rapidly accumulated
at early times (while populations are still small).

Growth-rate inference. Rearranging Eq. (11a), for a given
inoculum size n0 and experimentally measured TSD σt at
large threshold Ω, either there are no other sources of noise
and the growth rate is

µLB = 1
σt

[
1

n2
0

+ 1
(n0 + 1)2 + · · · + 1

(Ω − 1)2

]1/2

, [21]

or there are other sources of noise and the growth rate exceeds
µLB. In general then, µLB is a lower bound for the growth
rate, so long as measurements are taken before abundance
trajectories focus and decrease the noise (e.g., when they
approach carrying capacity, as in Fig. 3ab).

Figure 5a compares inferred growth-rate lower bounds µLB
for each organism, growth condition, and inoculum size to the
measured growth rate of each organism and growth condition.
The measured rate exceeded the greatest of the lower bounds
by 19% in E. coli at 37°C, 51% in E. coli at 25°C, and 71% in
S. aureus at 37°C. To probe how confidence in the estimation
of µLB depends on the number of replicate growth trajectories,
we bootstrap resampled a set of 47 abundance trajectories
with mean inoculum size 2.8 in Fig. 5b.

Since most noise accumulates at small population sizes,
the inferred growth-rate lower bound should be dominated

Jones et al. PNAS — August 9, 2023 — vol. XXX — no. XX — 5
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Fig. 5. Noise-based inference of growth-rate lower bounds. (a) Growth-rate
lower bounds µLB, inferred for each organism, growth condition, and inoculum size,
are plotted as red dots. Measured growth rates (black points, as in Fig. 3c) are
calculated as the slopes of log-transformed abundance trajectories. (b) Precision
of growth-rate lower-bound inference, calculated by bootstrapping the abundance
trajectories for E. coli at 37°C with mean inoculum size 2.8 [blue star in (a)]. Error bars
for measured growth rates (a) and inferred lower bounds (b) show 68% confidence
intervals from n=5,000 bootstrap resamples per data point.

by the growth rate at small population sizes. This meets an
important need in microbial ecology experiments, which is to
measure the growth rate of strains before they significantly
change the media. Contemporary approaches quantify growth
rates in small bacterial populations by directly observing the
spatiotemporal dynamics of bacteria at sub-100nm spatial
resolution, requiring cutting-edge microscopy and analysis
methods (33, 34). By comparison, µLB depends exclusively on
quantities that are straightforward to measure with standard
microbiology lab equipment (namely, microplate readers and
materials for colony-forming-unit counting assays). Future
bacterial growth experiments with dynamic growth rates
could test this method’s capacity to infer past growth rates
from the noise at later times.

Desynchronization of division times. Finally we sought to
understand when age-structured population growth becomes
indistinguishable from the simple birth process, a crossover
that helps to explain why TSDs of the two models have
the same scaling behavior for large inoculum sizes in Fig. 4.
This crossover occurs when growth-rate oscillations in the
age-structured model (corresponding to initially synchronized
division events) desynchronize, at which point the population
grows at a constant exponential rate (35).

In Supplementary Information Section C, we consider a
deterministic age-structured population-growth model and
apply Laplace-transform methods to determine the decay rate
of growth-rate oscillations. For a division-time distribution
with 25-minute mean and 22% coefficient of variation, the
growth dynamics of a single inoculum asymptote to pure
exponential growth after ∼3 division cycles (Fig. S1). Our
bacterial optical-density measurements have a resolution of
0.001 (∼3 × 105 CFUs, corresponding to ∼18 division cycles),
which suggests that such measurements cannot resolve any
abundance oscillations predicted by age-structured growth
models. Said another way, after a few division cycles one may
approximate the growth dynamics of age-structured growth
by a simple birth process.

We note that the deterministic age-structured model we
consider ignores correlations between mother and daughter

generation times, which have been empirically observed
in bacteria (36). Models that include cell-size control
can extend the predicted persistence time of growth-rate
oscillations (37). In the future, time-lapse microscopy of
entire bacterial populations could be used to directly observe
the desynchronization of populations with small inoculum
sizes.

Discussion

Stochastic population growth, by its nature, produces a
distribution of abundance trajectories over time (38). For
exponentially growing populations, the mean trajectory of
this distribution contains information about the population
growth rate, given by the slope of the log-transformed
trajectory. We demonstrated in this paper that the temporal
standard deviation is a second statistic that reports on the
population growth rate. Temporal variation is especially
informative when the birth rate is much larger than the death
rate; temporal variation is less meaningful when populations
fluctuate about a steady-state abundance or go extinct (25).

Traditionally it has been difficult to measure the growth
rate of bacteria at small population sizes without expensive
microscopy equipment, since conventional optical-density
measurements are unable to resolve growth at small scales
(33, 34, 39, 40). Addressing this need, our noise-based infer-
ence method suggests that the temporal standard deviation
at a large population threshold (easily calculated with optical-
density measurements) can be related to the growth rate at
small population sizes.

The difference between the directly measured growth rate
and the noise-inferred growth rate is proportional to the
extrinsic noise that is not accounted for by the stochastic
growth model. Candidate extrinsic noise sources include
variability in media conditions, the duration of lag phase,
and environmental conditions. Future experiments that
deliberately vary the strength of a single noise source could
isolate that noise source’s contribution to temporal variation.

Temporal variation is a natural and useful description
of noisy population growth. It does not depend on the
conversion factor between optical density and CFUs, saving
experimental effort. The population dynamics of colonizing
species during microbiome assembly are stochastic (41) and
could be characterized in terms of temporal variation. The
lower bound for the noise in S. aureus growth suggests a lower
bound on the variation in times at which patients develop
symptoms from the virulent hospital pathogen methycillin-
resistant S. aureus (MRSA) following exposure (42).

In an era of high-throughput biological experiments, noise-
based analyses are becoming increasingly valuable. In this
paper we found a signal in the noise that relates growth
rate, inoculum size, and temporal standard deviation in ex-
ponentially growing systems. Leveraging this relationship, in
well-controlled bacterial growth experiments we demonstrated
a proof of concept for the noise-based inference of population
growth rate, setting the stage for future statistical analyses
of noisy population growth.

Materials and Methods

Bacterial growth experiments. Either E. coli strain MG1655 or
S. aureus strain NCTC 8532 was grown overnight in lysogeny
broth (LB), then back diluted 1:1000 and grown to a 600nm optical
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density (OD600) of 0.5. At this optical density bacterial growth
is in mid-log phase. Serial dilutions were performed to obtain
a culture with cell concentrations between 1 and 150 CFU per
2µL. This cell culture was subsequently used to inoculate bacterial
growth experiments (e.g., those in Fig. 3a,b) by pipetting 2µL of
cell culture into 198 µL of LB media. Pipetting was performed
with the Rainin Pipet-Lite Multi Pipette L8-20XLS+, accurate
to ±0.2µL. For each cell-culture concentration, 42 replicates were
inoculated on the same 96-well plate to reduce variation, with 6
wells left as blank controls; each 96-well plate was inoculated with
two sets of bacterial growth experiments. Plates were sealed with
a “breathe-easy” with small holes poked in it to increase oxygen.
Preparation and inoculation of 96-well plates was performed at
24.6°C (room temperature). Preparing each batch of experiments
(consisting of three 96-well plates) took ∼15 minutes from start
to finish, with inoculations for each inoculum size spanning ∼3
minutes from start to finish.

Plates were grown in a Biotek Epoch 2 plate reader for 24 hours
at 37°C (or 25°C) with continuous orbital shaking. Optical-density
readings at OD600 were taken every two or three minutes. When
E. coli was grown at 25°C, the time in the plate reader was extended
to 48 hours. By the Beer-Lambert law, bacterial population size
and OD600 are linearly correlated in the sensitivity range of the
plate reader (>0.01 OD) (43). Optical-density measurements
therefore serve as a proxy for bacterial population size.

Measurement of inoculum size. For each concentration of cell
culture, the distribution of the number of bacteria pipetted into
each well of the 96-well plate (i.e., the inoculum size) was inferred
by spot plating identical volumes of cell culture on LB-agar plates
(44). Colonies were counted after 16 hours of growth. For each
concentration of cell culture, the inoculum size is roughly Poisson-
distributed (Fig. S2). The mean n0 of nonzero inoculum sizes is
utilized in Figs. 3 and 4.

Lag phase. For the three inoculum sizes in Fig. 3a we do not find
evidence of a significant lag phase: the calculated time for a model
of deterministic exponential growth with no lag phase to reach
an optical density of 0.03 (∼1.4 × 107 CFUs) exceeded the mean
observed time by 30 min for n0 = 80.7; by 36 min for n0 = 16.1;
and by 59 min for n0 = 1.8.

This analysis required a standard curve to convert optical
density measurements to CFUs, measured by spot plating following
serial dilution (45). For this standard curve, measured optical
densities spanned from 0.01 to 0.6, and measured CFUs spanned
from 6 × 106 to 2 × 108. For each cell-culture concentration,
measurements were performed for 7 biological replicates. Based on
linear regression, an OD of 0.03 corresponds to ∼1.4 × 107 CFUs.

Bacterial strains. The MG1655 strain of E. coli (ATCC 700926)
was obtained from the Broderick lab at Johns Hopkins University.
The NCTC 8532 strain of S. aureus (ATCC 12600) was obtained
from the Saleh lab at Johns Hopkins University. Cultures were
obtained by streaking from glycerol stocks onto LB-agar plates
and grown for 16 hours at 37°C.

Criteria for omission of growth curves. Bacterial growth curves were
omitted from analysis if: (i) a well was missing an air puncture,
causing anerobic growth (3/1439 replicates omitted), (ii) a well was
contaminated (2/1439 replicates omitted), or (iii) raw OD600 after
1 hour of growth was above 0.125, indicating initial condensation
or measurement error (47/1439 replicates omitted). In total, these
exclusion criteria led to the omission of 4% (52/1439) of growth
trajectories. Figure S4 shows all raw growth curves, with omitted
curves in red.

Removing optical-density background. The measurement
background—corresponding to the light occluded by solution (not
bacteria) in a well—was subtracted from each optical-density
time-series. The background was calculated as the mean optical
density at time 0 for each 96-well plate, and ranged from an optical
density of 0.099 to 0.121. Figures 3a and 3b show representative
background-subtracted optical-density measurements. For
reference, empty dry wells yield optical-density measurements of
0.005.

Growth-rate calculation. For a particular bacterial growth curve,
the growth rate µ is determined by linearly regressing the
log-transformed background-subtracted optical-density trajectory.
Operationally, the growth rate at a given time t0 is calculated as
the slope of the best-fit line for the 30-minute window centered
at t0. A single growth rate was calculated for each organism
and growth condition, defined as the average growth rate across
replicates and inoculum sizes evaluated at times t0 when optical-
density trajectories reach threshold optical density 0.03: E. coli
at 37°C grows at µ = 1.8/hr, E. coli at 25°C grows at µ = 0.8/hr,
and S. aureus at 37°C grows at µ = 2.0/hr. The growth rate is
relevant for plotting TSDs in units of division time in Fig. 4, since
an organism’s division time is defined as ln(2)/µ.

Population-growth models. For each population-growth model
plotted in Fig. 2, a set of integer inoculum sizes ranging from
1 to 30 were simulated. Models with Poisson-distributed inocula
used this integer inoculum size as the Poisson shape parameter; the
subsequent zero-truncated Poisson distribution has a larger mean
inoculum size, giving rise to non-integer mean inoculum sizes. The
simple birth process with exact inoculation (red) and deterministic
exponential growth with Poisson-distributed inocula (blue) were
computed exactly with Eqs. (10a) and (S26), respectively.

The age-structured population-growth model with exact inocu-
lation (gold) was simulated in an agent-based manner. Inoculated
individuals were assumed to be at a random point along their
division cycle, so their first division event was set to a random
time uniformly drawn from [0, (ln 2)/µ]. Thereafter, after each
division event, the two resulting individuals each randomly drew
their next division time from a division-time distribution that is
determined by a 20-stage growth process (in which reaching the
next stage of development is a Poisson process with constant rate):
specifically, this growth process yields a division-time distribution
given by a chi-squared distribution χ2(40) (3), linearly rescaled
so the mean division time was 25 minutes. Simulated TSDs were
calculated at a threshold of 500 individuals.

Lastly, simple-birth-process simulations with Poisson-
distributed inocula (purple) were performed by drawing 2,000
inoculum sizes from an appropriate Poisson distribution, then
performing stochastic simulations using the Python function
birdepy.simulate.discrete. For each set of simulations (gold,
green, purple), 95% confidence intervals were computed by
bootstrapping using the Python function scipy.stats.bootstrap.

Deterministic model of age-structured growth. Simulations of
the deterministic age-structured population-growth model dis-
played in Fig. S1 were performed using the Mathematica
functions TransferFunctionModel, TransferFunctionPoles, and
NInverseLaplaceTransform.

Data and software availability. Raw data from bacterial
growth experiments and software that can recreate
main text figures are available online at GitHub:
https://github.com/erijones/intrinsic variation. Analyses
were performed with Python (version 3.9.7) and Mathematica
(version 12.1.0.0).
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Supplementary Information

Section A: First-passage-time distribution of the simple birth process

For a simple birth process with with probability Pt(n | n0) of a population consisting of n individuals at time t given an inoculum size of
n0, the reaction probability RΩ(t | n0) that at time t the population size is greater than or equal to population threshold Ω is

RΩ(t | n0) = 1 −
Ω−1∑
i=n0

Pt(i | n0). [S1]

Since abundance trajectories are monotonic, the reaction probability is also related to the first-passage-time probability P FP
Ω (t | n0) of

times t at which an abundance trajectory first reaches Ω individuals,

RΩ(t | n0) =
∫ t

0
P FP

Ω (τ | n0) dτ. [S2]

By the fundamental theorem of calculus, the first-passage-time distribution P FP
Ω (t | n0) is related to the solution Pt(n | n0) of the simple

birth process:

P FP
n (t | n0) = −

n−1∑
i=n0

dPt(i | n0)
dt

[S3a]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
)

e−µn0t(1 − e−µt)n−n0−1. [S3b]

Next, we prove that Eqs. (S3a) and (S3b) are equal. Recall that

Pt(n | n0) = (n − 1)!
(n0 − 1)!(n − n0)!

e−µn0t(1 − e−µt)n−n0 , [S4]

so by Eq. (S3a),

P FP
n (t | n0) = d

dt

[
−e−µn0t(1 − e−µt)−n0

n−1∑
i=n0

( i − 1
n0 − 1

)
(1 − e−µt)i

]
[S5a]

= µe−µn0t(1 − e−µt)−n0−1

×

[
n−1∑
i=n0

( i − 1
n0 − 1

)
(n0 − ie−µt)(1 − e−µt)i

]
[S5b]

= µe−µn0t(1 − e−µt)−n0−1

×
1

(n0 − 1)!

[
n−1∑
i=n0

(i − 1)!
(i − n0)!

(n0 − ie−µt)(1 − e−µt)i

]
. [S5c]

To evaluate the quantity in square brackets, we proceed by induction. Define

ai ≡
( i − 1

n0 − 1
)

(n0 − ie−µt)(1 − e−µt)i. [S6]

We will show that

Sn0,n ≡
n−1∑
i=n0

ai =
( n − 1

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n(n − n0). [S7]

First, the base case is satisfied:

Sn0,n0+1 = an0 = n0(1 − e−µt)n0+1. [S8]

Next we assume

Sn0,n−1 =
( n − 2

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n−1(n − 1 − n0) [S9]

and prove the inductive step

Sn0,n =
( n − 1

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n(n − n0). [S10]
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We find
Sn0,n = Sn0,n−1 + an−1 [S11a]

=
( n − 2

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n−1(n − 1 − n0) +
( n − 2

n0 − 1
)

(n0 − (n − 1)e−µt)(1 − e−µt)n0−1 [S11b]

=
( n − 2

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n−1
[
(n − 1 − n0) + (n0 − (n − 1)e−µt)

]
[S11c]

=
( n − 2

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n−1
[
n − 1 − ne−µt + e−µt

]
[S11d]

=
( n − 2

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n(n − 1) [S11e]

=
( n − 1

n0 − 1
)

(1 − e−µt)n(n − n0), [S11f]

as required. Therefore,

P FP
n (t | n0) = µe−µn0t(1 − e−µt)−n0−1Sn0,n [S12a]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
)

e−µn0t(1 − e−µt)n−n0−1, [S12b]

in agreement with Eq. (S3b).
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Section B: Mean and variance of the first-passage-time distribution for the simple birth process

The mean first-passage time is

⟨t⟩n | n0 =
∫ ∞

0
t P FP

n (t | n0) dt [S13a]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
)∫ ∞

0
te−µn0t(1 − e−µt)n−n0−1 dt [S13b]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
) n−n0−1∑

k=0

(n − n0 − 1
k

)
(−1)k

∫ ∞

0
te−µ(n0+k)t dt [S13c]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
) n−n0−1∑

k=0

(n − n0 − 1
k

)
(−1)k

[
−e−µ(n0+k)t(1 + µ(n0 + k)t)

µ2(n0 + k)2

]∞

0

[S13d]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
) n−n0−1∑

k=0

(n − n0 − 1
k

) (−1)k

µ2(n0 + k)2 [S13e]

= 1
µ

( 1
n0

+ 1
n0 + 1

+ · · · + 1
n − 1

)
, [S13f]

where the last equality follows from the identity Eq. (S17b). Similarly,

⟨t2⟩n | n0 =
∫ ∞

0
t2 P FP

n (t | n0) dt [S14a]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
) n−n0−1∑

k=0

(n − n0 − 1
k

)
(−1)k

∫ ∞

0
t2e−µ(n0+k)t dt [S14b]

= µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
) n−n0−1∑

k=0

(n − n0 − 1
k

)
(−1)k

[
−e−µ(n0+k)t(2 + 2µ(n0 + k)t + µ2(n0 + k)2t2)

µ3(n0 + k)3

]∞

0

[S14c]

= 2µ(n − n0)
( n − 1

n0 − 1
) n−n0−1∑

k=0

(n − n0 − 1
k

) (−1)k

µ3(n0 + k)3 [S14d]

= 1
µ2

[( 1
n0

+ 1
n0 + 1

+ · · · + 1
n − 1

)2
+
(

1
n2

0
+ 1

(n0 + 1)2 + · · · + 1
(n − 1)2

)]
, [S14e]

where the last equality follows from the identity Eq. (S18c). Thus, the temporal variance σ2
t ≡ ⟨t2⟩ − ⟨t⟩2 is

σ2
t = 1

µ2

(
1

n2
0

+ 1
(n0 + 1)2 + · · · + 1

(n − 1)2

)
. [S15]

To derive the identities Eqs.(S17b) and (S18c), start from the identify (46)
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

) (−1)k

k + x
=
[

x

(
n + x

n

)]−1
. [S16]

Differentiating with respect to x yields
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

) (−1)k

(k + x)2 = −
d

dx

[
n!

x(x + 1) · · · (x + n)

]
[S17a]

= n!
x(x + 1) · · · (x + n)

( 1
x

+ 1
x + 1

+ · · · + 1
x + n

)
. [S17b]

Differentiating the identity Eq. (S17b) again gives

2
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

) (−1)k

(k + x)3 = d2

dx2

[
n!

x(x + 1) · · · (x + n)

]
[S18a]

= n!
x(x + 1) · · · (x + n)

( 1
x

+ 1
x + 1

+ · · · + 1
x + n

)2
[S18b]

+ n!
x · · · (x + n)

( 1
x2 + 1

(x + 1)2 + · · · + 1
(x + n)2

)
. [S18c]

These two identities provide the simplifications needed for Eqs. (S13f) and (S14e)
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Fig. S1. Characterization of age-structured population growth. (a) Division-time distribution for a 20-stage population-growth model given by a chi-squared distribution
χ2(2k) with k = 20 (22% coefficient of variation), linearly rescaled such that the mean division time is 25 minutes. (b) Recruitment rate R(t) contains transient oscillations
that decay after a few division times. (c) Poles of the Laplace transformed recruitment rate R̂(s) in an age-structured population-growth model, plotted in the complex plane.
The pole with the largest real part has a positive real part and determines the long-run population-growth rate; the complex-conjugate pairs contribute to transient oscillations.
The location of the three poles nearest the right-hand edge are used to compute the coherence number Eq. (S31).

Section C: Deterministic age-structured population growth

Organismal division is intricately choreographed and can often be broken down into discrete stages (47). Here we examine deterministic
age-structured population growth models in which division-time distributions describe the timing of division events. In particular, with
Laplace-transform methods we characterize the desynchronization of initially synchronized division events.

Let n(a, t) da be the number of individuals aged between a and a + da at time t (where age is defined as elapsed time since previous
division), and assume individuals divide with propensity β(a). Population dynamics are governed by the PDE (35, 47)

∂n

∂t
+ ∂n

∂a
+ β(a)n = 0, [S19]

together with the renewal condition that describes how individuals divide,

R(t) ≡ n(0, t) = 2

∞∫
0

β(a)n(a, t)da, [S20]

and the initial condition
n(a, 0) = n0(a), [S21]

where R(t) is the recruitment rate of newly divided individuals at time t (i.e., the rate at which age 0 individuals enter the population, or
roughly twice the growth rate of the simple birth process).

A formal solution to Eq. (S19) is

n(a, t) =
{

R(t − a)S(a) for t > a

n0(a − t)S̃(a, t) for t ≤ a
, [S22]

where the “survival” function S(a) ≡ exp
[
−
∫ a

0 β(u) du
]

is the proportion of individuals that survive to age a before dividing, and the

modified survival function S̃(a, t) ≡ exp
[

−
∫ a

a−t
β(u) du

]
is the proportion of individuals that survive to age a before dividing given that

they existed and were undivided at age a − t. It is also convenient to define a normalized division-time distribution PDT(a) ≡ β(a)S(a).
Provided no deaths occur, these functions are related according to

S(a) = 1 −
∫ a

0
PDT(u) du. [S23]
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From Eqs. (S20) and (S22),

R(t) = 2
∫ t

0
R(t − a)β(a)S(a) da︸ ︷︷ ︸

created after t=0

+2
∫ ∞

t

n0(a − t)β(a)S̃(a, t) da︸ ︷︷ ︸
from inoculum

= 2
∫ t

0
R(t − a)PDT(a) da + F (t), [S24]

with F (t) ≡ 2
∫∞

t
n0(a − t)β(a)S̃(a, t) da giving contributions to the recruitment rate from individuals that have not divided since

inoculation.
In the special case where the inoculum consists of N0 newly divided cells, n0(a) = N0δ(a) for Dirac delta function δ(a), and

F (t) = 2N0PDT(t). From Eqs. (S20) and (S24), the total population size is

N(t) =
∫ ∞

0
n(a, t) da =

∫ t

0
R(t − a)S(a) da︸ ︷︷ ︸

created after t=0

+
∫ ∞

t

n0(a − t)S̃(a, t) da︸ ︷︷ ︸
from inoculum

, [S25]

which in this special case simplifies to

N(t) =
∫ t

0
R(t − a)S(a) da + N0S(t). [S26]

The dynamics of this age-structured population therefore depend entirely on the division propensity β(a), by way of the survival
function S(a) and the division-time distribution PDT(a).

Laplace transforming Eq. (S24) yields
R̂(s) = 2R̂(s)P̂DT(s) + F̂ (s), [S27]

implying that
R̂(s) = T (s)F̂ (s), [S28]

with T (s) ≡ 1/[1 − 2P̂DT(s)]. The transfer function T (s) describes the mapping in the complex s-plane from both the initial distribution
of ages in the population and the division-time distribution to the solution of the dynamical system. The explicit time series for a specified
initial condition is obtained by inverse Laplace transformation, a task slightly simplified in the special case where the initial population
consists of newly divided cells, for which F̂ (s)= 2N0P̂DT(s).

Following Kendall’s 1948 seminal work (3), we consider a class of age-structured models in which the division-time distribution for a
k-stage population-growth model is given by a chi-squared distribution with 2k degrees of freedom, PDT(a) = χ2(2k). The solution has
the form

R(t) =
∑

all poles i

ci exp(sit), [S29]

where the coefficients ci depend on the initial age distribution, and the exponents si are the locations in the complex s-plane of the poles
of the transfer function. The pole s0 with the largest real part determines the long-run population-growth rate:

R(t) = c0 exp(s0t)

(
1 +
∑
i ̸=0

ci

c0
exp[(si − s0)t]

)
, [S30]

where the expression in parentheses approaches 1 as t → ∞. The subdominant poles s1,2 are typically a complex-conjugate pair and
characterize the approach to asymptotic exponential growth. Defining s1,2 ≡ σ ± iω for real σ, the leading terms in the summation in
Eq. (S30) are proportional to exp[(σ − s0)t] cos(ωt − ϕ), where ϕ sets the phase of any transient oscillations. The period of any transient
oscillations is 2π/ω. For all cases we explored, this period is very close to the mean division time.

The transient decays by a factor of e over a time interval 1/(s0 − σ). We define the coherence number nc as the number of oscillations
before the transient decays by a factor of e,

nc ≡
ω

2π(s0 − σ)
. [S31]

The coherence number measures the rate at which intrinsic variability desynchronizes initially synchronized division events, and therefore
informs the point at which detailed non-Markovian models may be approximated by coarse-grained Markovian models like the simple
birth process. Accordingly, it takes loge10 × nc ≈ 2.3nc oscillations in order for the transient to drop to 10% of its original magnitude.

Figure S1 illustrates these concepts for the “deterministic skeleton” (48) of the stochastic age-structured model used in Fig. 2, which
describes the deterministic and incremental development of individuals until division. It shows the division-time distribution for a 20-stage
population-growth model with a mean division time of 25 minutes (Fig. S1a), the growth rate over time (Fig. S1b), and the leading poles
(i.e., those with largest real part) of the transfer function (and equivalently of R(s)) (Fig. S1c). The coherence number for this system is
nc = 1.01, implying that the approach to exponential growth (when the transients have dropped to 10% of their original magnitude)
requires ∼2.3 cell division cycles.

We conclude that the dynamics of the 20-stage model (with initially oscillatory growth rates) approach the dynamics of the simple
birth process (with growth rates proportional to population size) after a few division cycles.
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Fig. S2. Inoculum sizes are roughly Poisson-distributed. Distribution of inoculum sizes (filled histogram), measured by spot plating, for 20 cell cultures of varying
concentrations (Methods). Black: theoretical Poisson distribution for the measured mean inoculum size. Spot-plating experiments were performed for each organism and
growth condition, as indicated by the legend. For each distribution we report the zero-truncated mean abundance n0, plotted in Figure 4.

Jones et al. PNAS — August 9, 2023 — vol. XXX — no. XX — 13



DRAFT100 101

population size n

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1
σ

2 t,
A

S
(Ω
|n

)
−
σ

2 t,
A

S
(Ω
|n

+
1)

1-stage (SBP scaling)

20-stage (SBP scaling)

1-stage (simulation)

20-stage (simulation)

Fig. S3. Contributions to the temporal variance across population sizes for age-structured population models. Difference in asymptotic (large-Ω) temporal variance
σ2

t,AS(Ω | n0) between inoculum sizes n and n + 1 (i.e., the reduction in the asymptotic temporal variance by starting with one more individual) for age-structured population
growth. Points are from 1-stage and 20-stage stochastic age-structured population models (Methods) with 20,000 trajectories. Temporal variances are evaluated at a threshold
population size Ω = 500. 95% confidence intervals are smaller than symbols. In the simple birth process, the temporal variance [Eq. (10)] is a sum with summands that scale
as 1/n2. Solid lines depict this 1/n2 scaling, starting from the contribution to the asymptotic temporal variance of a single individual (graphically, a 1/n2 power law starting
from the n = 1 data point). Thin lines are a guide to the eye.
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Fig. S4. Raw optical-density measurements from all 1434 bacterial growth experiments, with 47 excluded growth curves shown in red. Growth curves with a raw
optical density (i.e., before the background has been subtracted) greater than 0.125 at 1 hour post inoculation (indicated by the blue star and line) were omitted from subsequent
analysis, and are indicated in red. Including every growth curve marginally increases TSDs (e.g., in Fig. 4), as outliers inflate trajectory spread. (inset) Histogram of raw optical
density at 1 hour post inoculation; the circled red bins indicate the ∼4% of trajectories that were excluded from subsequent analysis.
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20. JM Membré, M Kubaczka, J Dubois, C Chèné, Temperature effect on Listeria monocytogenes growth in the event of contamination of cooked pork products. J. Food Prot. 67, 463–469 (2004).
21. Food and Drug Administration, Grade “A” Pasteurized Milk Ordinance 229. (US Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service, Food and Drug Administration), (1995).
22. KJ Boor, Fluid dairy product quality and safety: looking to the future. J. Dairy Sci. 84, 1–11 (2001).
23. W Feller, Die grundlagen der volterraschen theorie des kampfes ums dasein in wahrscheinlichkeitstheoretischer behandlung. Acta Biotheor. 5, 11–40 (1939).
24. W Feller, An Introduction to Probability Theory and Its Applications. (Wiley) Vol. 1, (1968).
25. N Richter-Dyn, NS Goel, On the extinction of a colonizing species. Theor. Popul. Biol. 3, 406–433 (1972).
26. S Redner, A Guide to First-Passage Processes. (Cambridge University Press), (2001).

Jones et al. PNAS — August 9, 2023 — vol. XXX — no. XX — 15



DRAFT

27. GW Oehlert, A note on the delta method. The Am. Stat. 46, 27–29 (1992).
28. JMV Hoef, Who invented the delta method? The Am. Stat. 66, 124–127 (2012).
29. R Bellman, TE Harris, On the theory of age-dependent stochastic branching processes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 34, 601–604 (1948).
30. MD Rolfe, et al., Lag phase is a distinct growth phase that prepares bacteria for exponential growth and involves transient metal accumulation. J. Bacteriol. 194, 686–701 (2012).
31. RL Bertrand, Lag phase is a dynamic, organized, adaptive, and evolvable period that prepares bacteria for cell division. J. Bacteriol. 201, 10.1128/jb.00697–18 (2019).
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