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Cells continuously sense their surroundings to detect modifications and generate responses. Very
often changes in extracellular concentrations initiate signaling cascades that eventually result in
changes in gene expression. Increasing stimulus strengths can be encoded in increasing concentration
amplitudes or increasing activation frequencies of intermediaries of the pathway. In this Letter we
show how the different way in which amplitude and frequency encoding map environmental changes
impact on the cell’s information transmission capabilities. While amplitude encoding is optimal for a
limited range of stimuli strengths around a finite value, frequency encoding information transmission
can improve or remain relatively flat as the stimulus strength increases. The apparently redundant
combination of both mechanisms in some cell types may then serve the purpose of expanding the
range over which stimulus strengths can be reliably discriminated. In this Letter we also discuss a
possible example of this mechanism.

Cells continuously sense their surroundings to detect
modifications and generate appropriate responses. En-
vironmental changes are often due to changes in con-
centrations which induce further changes in intracellular
components producing a signaling cascade. There are dif-
ferent strategies that cells use to “interpret” and react to
environmental changes. On occasions, the intensity of the
external stimulus is encoded in the amplitude of the con-
centration of active molecules in the following steps of the
signaling pathway [1–3]. In others, it is encoded in the
frequency with which the molecules of one or more steps
switch between being active and inactive[4–7]. When the
end response involves modifications of gene expression
these different strategies may result in different dynam-
ics of transcription factor (TF) nuclear fractions which
can remain elevated for a certain time or display pulsatile
behavior [6–9]. The question then arises of how the two
types of encoding differ and under what circumstances
one of them could be better suited than the other [6, 10–
12]. The studies of [7, 13, 14] showed that cells may use
the same TF to modulate the expression of different genes
depending on the TF’s nuclear translocation dynamics.
Dynamics may then serve the purpose of multiplexing in-
formation transmission [15]. What matters in this case is
whether different external stimuli can be reliably encoded
in different dynamics of TF’s nuclear fractions allowing
their identification [14]. Using information theory and a
simple transcription model we found that TF’s amplitude
and frequency encodings mainly differ in their sensitiv-
ity to changes in promoter parameters [16] making fre-
quency modulation better suited for signal identification
without requiring other mediators of the transduction.
In [16] we studied the information transmission from the
TF’s nuclear fraction to mRNA production finding that
the maximum possible transmission was very similar for
amplitude and frequency encodings. In the present Let-
ter we study the differences and similarities between both

encodings when the mapping from the external stimulus
to the TF’s nuclear dynamics is included in the model.
We found that the different way in which amplitude and
frequency encoding map external stimuli results in qual-
itatively different information transmission capabilities:
while amplitude encoding is optimal for a limited range
of stimuli strengths around a finite value, frequency en-
coding information transmission improves or remains rel-
atively flat as the stimulus strength increases, provided
that the differences between the resulting frequencies are
not filtered out by the slower timescales of the subsequent
processing. The apparently redundant combination of
both mechanisms to encode a type of stimulus can then
serve to enlarge the range over which stimulus strengths
can be reliably discriminated. In this Letter we discuss
one possible such example in S. cerevisiae cells.

Expanding signaling capabilities with dynamics [17]
is characteristic of the universal second messenger cal-
cium, Ca2+, which encodes different inputs in different
spatio-temporal distributions of its free cytosolic concen-
tration [18–20] and differentially regulates gene expres-
sion depending on its dynamics [21, 22]. Interestingly,
Ca2+ is involved in various signaling pathways that result
in TF’s nuclear fractions pulsatile behaviors [6, 8, 23].
Although TF oscillations might not be a mere reflec-
tion of those of intracellular Ca2+, they share some com-
mon properties. Sequences of intracellular Ca2+ pulses
elicited by constant concentrations of external effectors
have been observed to be very stochastic in different cell
types [24–26]. It was argued [27] that this stochastic-
ity occurs because pulses arise via random Ca2+-channel
openings which yield localized Ca2+ elevations that even-
tually nucleate to produce a global increase in Ca2+. This
behavior is characteristic of spatially extended excitable
systems in which “extreme events” (Ca2+ spikes) are
triggered by noise and subsequently amplified through
space [28, 29]. Intracellular Ca2+ patterns have been as-
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sociated with excitability [30, 31], several models of Ca2+

dynamics are excitable [32, 33] and one of them [33] has
been used to study frequency encoding. We briefly re-
mind here that excitable systems are characterized by
a stable stationary state and a threshold which, if sur-
passed due to a perturbation, a long excursion in phase
space (a spike) is elicited before the system relaxes to
its stable fixed point [34]. Excitability is also charac-
teristic of some pulsatile TFs, e.g., the tumor supres-
sor, p53, whose nuclear fraction displays non-autonomous
“sequences of pulses” [35] that require an excitable net-
work structure for their occurrence [36]. Models of the
way in which the TF, Msn2, responds to different stresses
in yeast demonstrated that bursts of Msn2 nuclear local-
ization also arise from noise in the signaling pathways [37]
and noise-triggered excitable systems have been found to
describe correctly differentiation in bacteria [38]. In the
case of Ca2+ pulses, the interspike time intervals have
been observed to be the sum of a fixed component (due
to spike duration and refractoriness) and a stochastic one
of average, Tav, that decreases exponentially with the
effector’s concentration [26]. We have recently derived
this dependence [39] using a simple model of intracellu-
lar Ca2+ dynamics in the excitable regime and Kramers
law for thermally activated barrier crossing [40]. The ex-
ponential dependence is characteristic of noise-driven ex-
citable systems [41] in which the external input increases
the noise level or reduces the excitability threshold [42–
44]. Interestingly, the TF, Crz1, in yeast exhibits bursts
of nuclear localization [6] whose mean frequency can be
shown to increase exponentially with extracellular Ca2+.
Other TFs that exhibit pulsatile nuclear localization have
frequencies that are convex increasing functions of the ex-
ternal stimulus strength [7, 9] and might, in principle, de-
pend exponentially on such strength. Alhtough we have
not seen a thourough analysis of this dependence outside
Ca2+ signaling, based on this discussion, in this Letter
we assume that frequency encoding entails an exponen-
tial dependence of mean frequency with external input
strength as previously done for Ca2+ [45].

In this Letter we use the transcription model whose
dynamics reduces to [13, 16]:

Ṗ1 =
k1[TF ]n

Kn
d + [TF ]n

−
(

k1[TF ]n

Kn
d + [TF ]n

+ d1

)
P1, (1)

X = N

k2[TF ]nP1
Kn

d
+[TF ]n

−−−−−−−→ X = N + 1, X = N
d2X−−−→ X = N − 1,

(2)

where [TF ] is the nuclear TF concentration (in dimen-
sionless units), P1 represents the probability that the pro-
moter is in its active TF-bound state, X(t) is the ran-
dom number of mRNA molecules at time, t, that can
take on the values N = {0, 1, 2 · · · } and k1 = 1/min,
k2 = 10/min, n = 10, Kd = 40, d1 = 0.01/min,
d2 = 0.12/min to guarantee a relatively good informa-

tion transmission for both amplitude and frequency en-
coding [16]. In all cases, the output is:

O =

∫ T

0

dtX(t), (3)

with T the integration time. For amplitude modulation,
[TF ] is modeled as a single pulse of 10 min duration and
(dimensionless) amplitude, A = ATF + ζ, with ζ a noise
term and ATF related to the external input strength (the
dimensionless concentration of an external ligand), Iext,
by a cooperative Hill function:

ATF (Iext) = 100
Ihext

Ihext + ECh
50

, (4)

which aggregates in one step the various processes that
go from the external stimulus to the TF’s nuclear frac-
tion. For frequency modulation, [TF ] is modeled as a se-
quence of 1 min-duration square pulses of (dimensionless)
amplitude 100 plus noise, and interpulse time intervals,
τ = Tmin+η, with Tmin fixed [26] and η an exponentially
distributed random variable of rate parameter exponen-
tially dependent on Iext [45] so that TIP ≡ ⟨τ⟩ is:

TIP (Iext) = Tmin (1 + κ exp (−bIext)) , (5)

with κ, b > 0. Using an Iext distribution of compact
support, [Im, IM ], we compute numerically the mutual
information, MI, between Iext and the mRNA time in-
tegral over the 100 min duration of the simulation. We
have used Tmin = 5, 10min, various values of κ and, for
the Iext distribution either one of these expressions:

Iext = x, (6)

Iext = exp (4(x− 0.5)) (7)

with 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 Beta-distributed:

f(x) =
xα−1(1− x)β−1

B(α, β)
, (8)

and different choices of α, β > 1 s.t. α+ β ≥ 3, so to ob-
tain different values for the median and variance of Iext.
Choosing Eqs. (6) or (7) the corresponding range of Iext
values is spanned “linearly” or “logarithmically”, respec-
tively, with relatively uniform “linear” or “logarithmic”
standard deviation as a function of the median. Within
those ranges, increasing values of α + β ≥ 3 yield more
widely spread medians and standard deviations that are
closer together as illustrated in Fig. 1.
We show in Figs. 2 (a),(b) the values, MI, obtained

for amplitude encoding using the 10 Iext distributions of
Fig. 1 (a), plotting MI as a function of the corresponding
medians for different choices of h and EC50 in Eq. (4).
Qualitatively similar results were obtained for the dis-
tributions of Fig. 1 (b) and for other parameter values
that yielded more pronounced local maxima in the MI
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(a) (b) (c)

Iext(a.u.)

FIG. 1. Cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the stim-
ulus strength, Iext, obtained with Eq. (6) ((a), (c)) and
Eq. (7) (b) combined with Eq. (8) for 10 (α, β) pairs such
that α+ β = 4 ((a), (b)) and α+ β = 6 ((c)). Varying α and
β for increasing values of α+β ≥ 3 yields broader (narrower)
ranges of the Iext median (standard deviation).

vs median functions for increasing h or α + β. We ob-
serve in Figs. 2 (a)-(b) that MI is maximum at a median
Iext ≤ EC50 which approaches EC50 as h increases and
MI remains within a small percent of this maximum for a
limited range of medians. This situation is qualitatively
different from the one derived for frequency encoding pro-
vided that κ and b in Eq. (5) are such that the bulk of
the TIP distribution allows the discrimination of nearby
mean frequencies (see later) and includes values that are
not too long so that the probability of eliciting one pulse
during the finite time of the simulation (100min) is non-
negligible. These two conditions can be satisfied simul-
taneously, as illustrated in Fig. 2 (c) where we observe
that MI can remain close to its maximum value for a
broader range of external input strengths than in the
case of amplitude encoding. The ability of frequency en-
coding to distinguish a relatively large range of external
input strengths has been observed in pulses of intracel-
lular Ca2+ (e.g., distinguishable frequencies elicited in
HEK cells by extracellular concentrations of carbachol
∈ [30, 200]µM [26]) and of TF nuclear localization (dis-
tinguishable frequencies of the TF, Crz1, in yeast elicited
by extracellular [Ca2+]∈ [1, 300]mM [6]). We must recall
that the finite time of the simulations imposes a limit on
the minimum frequency that will likely lead to mRNA
production. This limitation is also relevant in physiolog-
ical situations, due to the finite turn over time of proteins
and the need of responses to be generated within a cer-
tain time frame. In fact, MI decreases with the median of
Iext if the probability of eliciting at least one pulse dur-
ing the finite observation time becomes too small. This is
the case of the examples depicted with solid symbols for
which this probability is ∼ 0.54 and ∼ 0.14 at Iext = 0.2
for the cases with b = 4 and b = 6, respectively. These
probabilities are ∼ 0.99 and ∼ 0.69 for the examples de-
picted with open symbols and ∼ 0.9 for the one with
asterisks. As explained later, the decrease of MI with
increasing Iext can be attributed to some of the slowest
timescales of the transcription model that prevent the
discrimination between very short interpulse times.

The different dependence of MI with the median of Iext
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FIG. 2. Mutual Information between O (Eq. (3)) and Iext, for
the 10 Iext distributions of Fig. 1 (a) (symbols), as a function
of the Iext medians, for amplitude (in (a), (b)) and frequency
encoding (in (c)). Eq. (4) was used with h = 8 and EC50 =
0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1 in (a) and with EC50 = 0.5 and h = 1, 2, 8
in (b). Eq. (5) was used in (c) with Tmin = 5min, b = 4, 6
and κ = exp(b) (solid symbols); with Tmin = 5min, and the
combinations b = 4, κ = 9 and b = 6, κ = e4 (open symbols)
and with Tmin = 10min, b = 4 and κ = 9 (asterisks).

for amplitude and frequency encoding is due to the differ-
ent way in which the set of external inputs is “mapped”
on the subsequent steps. While a mapping in the form
of Eq. (4) only allows to discern a relatively narrow set
of external inputs around or below EC50, Eq. (5) can
map the whole set of external inputs onto a set of dis-
cernible mean interpulse time values. Given two nearby
values, Iext and Iext +∆I , the first step of the mapping
for amplitude encoding will allow their distinction pro-
vided that the ratio, ∆A, between the difference of the
corresponding mean TF amplitudes, ATF (Eq. (4)), and
the sum of the standard deviations, 2σζ , satisfies

∆A ≡ ∆I

EC50

100h

2σζ

Ih−1
ext /ECh−1

50

(Ihext/ECh
50 + 1)2

> 1, (9)

where σζ = 10 is the standard deviation of the random
variable that is added to ATF in the simulations. In the
case of frequency encoding, the resulting interpulse times
will be distinguishable provided that the quantiles, p and
1−p, of the interpulse distributions for Iext and Iext+∆I

be further apart. This is satisfied if

∆F ≡ exp(b∆I)
log(p)

log(1− p)
> 1, (10)

for some p > 1/2 (e.g., p = 3/4 guarantees that the over-
lap of the two distributions does not exceed 1/4 of the
total probability). Eqs. (9) and (10) are qualitatively
different: ∆A is a non-monotone function of Iext, while
∆F does not depend on Iext. For h = 8, the term mul-
tiplying ∆I/EC50 in Eq. (9) attains its maximum value
at x ≡ Iext/EC50 ≈ 1 and decays by 50% at x ≈ 0.77
and x ≈ 1.20. Thus, this first step could distinguish
values, Iext, that differ among themselves by ∼ 0.2EC50

if 0.77 < Iext/EC50 < 1.20. A similar discernment is
achieved over the ranges Iext/EC50 ≤ 0.4 for h = 1 and
0.17 < Iext/EC50 < 1.4 for h = 2. Eq. (10) shows that
for large enough b, this step will allow the discernment of
nearby input strengths with the same resolution across
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the whole range of Iext values. This different behavior
is apparent in Fig. 3 where we have plotted the CDFs
of TF amplitude, A, (a) and interpulse frequency, 1/τ ,
(b) for each encoding type with a given parameter set of
the Iext-TF mapping and 5 Iext distributions whose me-
dians are indicated in the legend. Analyzing Fig. 3 (a) in
terms of the MI that is eventually conveyed (curve with
solid circles in Fig. 2 (a)) we conclude that the maxi-
mum MI (the one with median Iext = 0.5) corresponds to
the amplitude CDF which is closest to that of a uniform
distribution (solid triangles in Fig. 3 (a)). In the case
of frequency encoding, almost all the CDFs depicted in
Fig. 3 (b) are similarly close to that of a uniform distri-
bution, which could explain the weak dependence of MI
with the Iext median for the curve depicted with open
squares in Fig. 2 (b). This uniformity ressembles the op-
timal input/output relation derived for cases with small,
independent of the mean, noise [46, 47]. This is only the
first step in the generation of the response and other un-
certainties are subsequently added which further degrade
the information. In the case of frequency encoding, too
large input strengths can become indistinguishable if the
difference between their corresponding mean interpulse
times, TIP (Eq. (5)), is so small that is filtered out by
some of the slower processes of the transcription model.
Considering that ∆TIP ≈ κTmin exp(−bIext)b∆I for two
external inputs, Iext, that differ by ∆I and that, for the
examples with open symbols of Fig. 2 (c) the conditions
that yield maximum MI allow their discrimination if they
differ by at least ∆I ∼ 1/22.5 ≈ 0.18, we estimate that
the minimum discernible ∆TIP for these two examples
is ∼ 7 − 8min which is approximately the characteris-
tic mRNA degradation time of the simulations. We had
previously observed that this timescale is key in limiting
the information transmitted (see Fig. 3D in [16]). The
observation of indistinguishable mean interpulse times in
experiments (see e.g., Fig. 4B in [26] or Fig. 3C in [23])
can be used to determine the range of inputs for which
frequency encoding can work.
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FIG. 3. CDFs of the TF amplitude, A, (a) and of the inter-
pulse frequency, 1/τ , (b) derived for 5 of the Iext distributions
depicted in Fig. 1 (a) using EC50 = 0.5 and h = 8 in (a) (same
parameters as the curve with solid circles in Fig. 2 (a)) and
Tmin = 5min, b = 4 and κ = 9 in (b) (same parameters as the
curve with open squares in Fig. 2 (c)). The legends indicate
the values of the corresponding Iext medians.

The different way in which the two types of strate-

gies encode external stimuli might serve to enlarge the
range of distinguishable stimulus strengths in cell types
that use the two encodings to respond to the same type
of stimulus. This could happen in the yeast mating re-
sponse [23, 48, 49]. The canonical response of haploid
mating type a S. cerevisiae cells to the pheromone (α-
factor) secreted by their potential mating partners, in-
volves amplitude encoding as in Eq. (4) with h ∼ 1 and
dimensional EC50 ≈ 3− 5nM [48–50]. Considering that
the curve with h = 1 in Fig. 2 (b) represents this situa-
tion ([α-factor]= 6-10nM Iext to make the equivalence),
we may conclude that MI decreases by ∼ 1 bit as the me-
dian [α-factor] increases from 1.8-3 to 3.6-6 nM . Ca2+

pulses occur in these cells very rarely for [α-factor]=0
and their frequency increases with [α-factor] to values
that become indistinguishable for [α-factor]> 10nM [23].
Although the role of these pulses in the pheromone re-
sponse pathway is not clear yet, it is conceivable that
the transcriptional output be pulsatile as well as it has
been observed with the TF, Crz1, in the response to Ca2+

stress in yeast [6]. A rough estimate in the form of Eq. (5)
derived from Fig. 3C of [23] gives Tmin ≈ (10 − 12)min,
κ ≈ 8 − 9 and a dimensional b ∼ (0.4 − 0.5)/nM . As-
suming that the curve plotted with asterisks in Fig. 2 (c)
(Tmin = 10min, κ = 9, b = 4) corresponds to this situa-
tion ([α-factor]= (8-10)nM Iext to make the equivalence)
we conclude that MI differs from its maximum by less
than 20% for the whole support of the [α-factor] distri-
bution, [0, 8 − 10nM ]. Under physiological conditions,
distinguishing relatively subtle differences in [α-factor] is
important for the cell to grow towards the largest [α-
factor] regions to encounter its potential partner. If the
partners are apart from one another, we can expect that
amplitude encoding be used at the earliest stages of the
detection, on one hand, because, as illustrated by the
curve with h = 1 of Fig. 2 (b), it works correctly for
relatively small concentrations (the transition between
the behaviors that are characteristic of the absence and
presence of pheromone occurs at [α-factor]∼ 1nM [51]).
On the other hand, because if [α-factor] is too low it
will take a relatively long time for an individual cell
to collect enough statistics and “respond” correctly us-
ing frequency encoding (our estimate of the mean in-
terpulse time derived from [23] yields ∼ 70min at [α-
factor]=1nM). Furthermore, there is a time lag between
exposing the cells to α-factor and the occurrence of Ca2+

pulses which, at the saturating level [α-factor]=100nM ,
is of 30min on average [23]. As cells change their form,
getting closer to their partners, the pheromone concen-
tration around the growing mating projection gets larger.
Amplitude encoding might then cease to discriminate [α-
factor], but frequency encoding could still do its job.
Thus, the different range over which each information
transmission strategy works propertly could be the basis
for yeast cells to find their partners when they are close
and when they are further apart as well.
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[41] B. Lindner, J. Garćıa-Ojalvo, A. Neiman, and

L. Schimansky-Geier, Physics Reports 392, 321 (2004),
ISSN 0370-1573, URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S0370157303004228.
[42] C. B. Muratov, E. Vanden-Eijnden, and W. E., Physica

D: Nonlinear Phenomena 210, 227 (2005), ISSN 0167-

2789, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/

article/pii/S0167278905003155.
[43] R. E. Lee DeVille, E. Vanden-Eijnden, and C. B. Mu-

ratov, Phys. Rev. E 72, 031105 (2005), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.031105.
[44] M. C. Eguia and G. B. Mindlin, Phys Rev E Stat Phys

Plasmas Fluids Relat Interdiscip Topics 61, 6490 (2000).
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