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Abstract

Chemical reaction networks (CRN) comprise an important class of
models to understand biological functions such as cellular information
processing, the robustness and control of metabolic pathways, circadian
rhythms, and many more. However, any CRN describing a certain func-
tion does not act in isolation but is a part of a much larger network and
as such is constantly subject to external changes. In [Shinar, Alon, and
Feinberg. ”Sensitivity and robustness in chemical reaction networks.”
SIAM J App Math (2009): 977-998.], the responses of CRN to changes in
the linear conserved quantities, called sensitivities, were studied in and the
question of how to construct absolute, i.e., basis-independent, sensitivities
was raised. In this article, by applying information geometric methods,
such a construction is provided. The idea is to track how concentration
changes in a particular chemical propagate to changes of all concentra-
tions within a steady state. This is encoded in the matrix of absolute sen-
sitivites. A linear algebraic characterization of the matrix of absolute sen-
sitivities for quasi-thermostatic CRN is derived via a Cramer-Rao bound
for CRN, which is based on the the analogy between quasi-thermostatic
steady states and the exponential family of probability distributions.

1 Introduction

The theory of chemical reaction networks (CRN) is an indispensable tool for
the understanding of biochemical phenomena. Models based on CRN have suc-
cessfully been employed to gain insights into various biological functions such as
cell signaling pathways [15, 37], circadian clocks [13, 16], proofreading kinetics
[20, 6], and many more [34, 2]. The CRN describing any given function, however,
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does not act in isolation but is influenced by its environment. The environment
of the CRN is created through its embedding into a larger network within an
organism and through its interactions with the organism’s surroundings. The
environmental dynamics is felt by the CRN as a modulation of its model pa-
rameters, such as kinetic rate constants or linear conserved quantities. If there
is a time scale separation between the CRN dynamics and the environmental
dynamics, then the biologically relevant properties of the CRN are determined
by its steady state. It is therefore crucial to understand how its steady states
of the CRN change due to environmental influences. The concept of sensitivity
quantifies how the chemical concentrations at the steady state change upon the
exchange of mass with the environment, encoded by the sensitivity matrix [39].
The understanding of sensitivity is a prerequisite for the understanding of con-
centration robustness [7, 3, 5], absolute concentration robustness [40], perfect
adaptation [17, 29], and for chemical switches [1, 44, 38].

Sensitivity has been extensively analyzed in the literature [41, 39, 42, 40, 35,
12, 36, 19, 25, 26, 9, 18], yet, the problem remains that the sensitivity matrix
is not an object that is intrinsic to the CRN but depends on the choice of a
basis of Ker[ST ] (where S is the stoichiometric matrix of the CRN). This means
that the respective numerical values of the sensitivity matrix elements have no
immediate physical meaning as, for example, arbitrary scaling of the basis vec-
tors of Ker[ST ] will lead to arbitrary scaling of the respective elements. In this
regard, Shinar, Feinberg, and Alon posed the question of whether it is possible
to define quantities, which serve the same purpose as the sensitivity matrix el-
ements but which are independent of the choice of a basis of Ker[ST ] and are
therefore intrinsic to the CRN [39]. In this article, such intrinsic quantities,
termed absolute sensitivities, are defined and analyzed. The definition is given
for any steady state manifold whenever locally there is a continuously differ-
entiable parametrization of the manifold by the vector of conserved quantities.
Then, absolute sensitivities for quasi-thermostatic CRN [21, 11] are analyzed by
using recently developed information geometric techniques [45, 31, 43, 30, 33].
This yields a Cramer-Rao bound for CRN which results in an explicit geometric
characterization of absolute sensitivities.

The idea behind the definition of absolute sensitivity is as follows: If, at a
steady state, the concentration of a chemical Xi is perturbed by an amount of
δxi, a new steady state is adopted by the CRN. Thereby, the perturbation δxi

distributes to concentration changes of all chemicals, prescribed by the coupling
through the linear conserved quantities. The absolute sensitivity αi→j of the
chemical Xj with respect to the chemical Xi quantifies the fraction of infinitesi-
mal concentration change of Xj after this redistribution, i.e., the concentration
change of the chemical Xj is given by αi→jδxi, to first order in δxi. In partic-
ular, the diagonal terms αi := αi→i quantify the fraction of concentration that
remains with the chemicals Xi in the shifted steady sate.

The independence of the choice of basis of Ker[ST ] for the absolute sensitiv-
ities is not only aesthetically pleasing but has immediate consequences for the
analysis of concentration robustness and (hyper)sensitivity: It is expected that
the absolute sensitivity αi of a chemical Xi lies in the interval [0, 1] as αi = 0
means that the perturbation δxi is redistributed completely to the other chem-
icals whereas αi = 1 implies that the perturbation δxi fully remains with Xi.
As such, αi being close to 0 characterizes approximate concentration robustness
in Xi, whereas αi being close to 1 quantifies a high sensitivity in Xi. In this
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article, it is proven that αi ∈ [0, 1] holds for quasi-thermostatic CRN. The case
αi > 1 would quantify hypersensitivity and this result shows that such behavior
cannot be achieved in the quasi-thermostatic case. The case αi < 0 would open
up exciting computational capabilities for CRN but it cannot be realized by
quasi-thermostatic CRN either. Moreover, absolute concentration robustness is
notoriously difficult to achieve [40] and the concept of absolute sensitivity allows
weaker notions and more practically feasible notions of concentration robust-
ness. First, as absolute sensitivity is a local notion in the concentration space,
the case αi = 0 implies local robustness with respect to concentration changes
of Xi but not necessarily global robustness - it can potentially be achieved by
an appropriate tuning of the CRN parameters. Second, globally, it might often
be of biological interest that the concentration of a certain chemical Xi is insen-
sitive to concentration changes of a particular chemical Xj , which is captured
by the vanishing of αj→i. In contrast, absolute concentration robustness in Xi

requires the αj→i to vanish for all i.
The article is structured as follows: This introductory section contains a

paragraph introducing the mathematical notation and then provides a summary
of the main results. The terminology for CRN is introduced in Section 2. The
absolute sensitivity is defined in Section 3 and its basic properties, including
the basis independence, are proven. In general, a CRN does not allow for an
explicit parametrization of the steady state manifold by the conserved quantities
and thus no explicit expressions for the absolute sensitivities exist. However,
quasi-thermostatic steady state manifolds can be analyzed with the information
geometric techniques developed in [31, 43, 30, 33].

In particular, viewing the vector of chemical concentrations as a distribution
analogous to a probability distribution leads to the formulation of a Cramer-
Rao bound for the absolute sensitivities which can be sharpened to yield a
linear algebraic characterization of the absolute sensitivities as scalar products
between the projections of the canonical vectors to a certain linear space. This
is presented in Section 4. In Section 5, an example is given to illustrate the
concepts developed in this article.

Mathematical notation

Shorthand notation For a vector x = (x1, . . . , xn)
T ∈ Rn, functions are de-

fined componentwise, i.e., expx = (expx1, . . . , expxn)
T ∈ Rn. The Hadamard

product x ◦ y between x, y ∈ Rn is defined by componentwise multiplication as
x ◦ y = (x1y1, . . . , xnyn)

T ∈ Rn.

Linear maps A n×m matrix L is identified with a linear map L : Rm → Rn

as ei 7→
∑n

j=1 Lije
′
j , where ei and e′j are the respective canonical basis vectors

of Rm and Rn. The transpose matrix LT defines a map LT : Rn → Rm via
e′j 7→

∑m
i=1 Lijei.

Bilinear products On the vector space Rn, the standard bilinear product
⟨., .⟩ : Rn × Rn → R is given by ⟨x, y⟩ = xT y =

∑n
i=1 xiyi for x, y ∈ Rn. For any

positive semidefinite n× n matrix g, the bilinear product ⟨., .⟩g : Rn × Rn → R
is defined as ⟨x, y⟩g := xT gy =

∑n
i,j=1 xigijyj .
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The Jacobian For a map f : M → N between manifolds with (local) coordi-
nate systems denoted by (xi) and (yj) respectively, the Jacobian at m ∈ M is
the linear map Dmf : TmM → Tf(m)N between tangent spaces induced by f .
When both the map f and the point m are clear from the context, the Jacobian
is also written as

Dmf =
∂y

∂x
.

Summary of the main results

Consider a CRN with chemicals X1, . . . , Xn, let S denote the stiochiometric
matrix, and X := Rn

>0 the concentration space with concentration vectors
(x1, . . . , xn)

T ∈ X. The steady state manifold Vss is the zero locus for the
deterministic CRN dynamics dx

dt = Sj with flux vector j. Let U be a n × q
matrix of a complete set of basis vectors u1, . . . , uq for Ker[ST ] which yields
the vector of linear conserved quantities corresponding to the point x ∈ X
as η = (η1, . . . , ηq)

T = UTx. It is assumed that there is a map β which pa-
rameterizes the steady state manifold by the vector of conserved quantities as
x = β(η) ∈ Vss (in other words, β is a section of the map UT : X → Rq with
Im[β] ⊂ Vss). The sensitivity at a point x ∈ Vss is given by the matrix χ with
elements χij = ∂xi

∂ηj
, which is the Jacobian of the map β. These basic concepts

are introduced in Section 2.
In Section 3, the absolute sensitivity αi→j of a chemical Xj with respect to

Xi is defined at a point x = β(η) ∈ Vss. It quantifies the concentration change
of Xj in the steady state caused by a concentration change δxi of Xi, to first
order in δxi. This concentration leads to a change in the vector of conserved
quantities ∆η given by ∆ηj =

∑n
i=1 uijδxi and to the adjusted steady state

β(η +∆η) = β(η) +Dηβ(∆η) +O(∥∆η∥2) = x+Dηβ(U
T ei)δxi +O(δx2

i ).

The absolute sensitivity αi→j is the jth component of the linear termDηβ(U
T ei)

in Definition 1, which is explicitly given by

αi→j :=

q∑
k=1

∂xj

∂ηk
uik.

The n×n matrix A of absolute sensitivities is given by Aij = αj→i. A diagonal
element αi := αi→i and is called the absolute sensitivity of the chemical Xi. The
advantage of the absolute sensitivity over the classical sensitivity χ is stated in
Theorem 1, which reads:

Theorem. The matrix of absolute sensitivities A is independent of the choice
of a basis of Ker[ST ]. Moreover, the equality

Tr[A] =

n∑
i=1

αi = q

holds, whereby q = dimKer[ST ].

Section 4 treats the case of quasi-thermostatic CRN with methods from
information theory. Quasi-thermostatic CRN are characterized by the particular
form

Vss = {x ∈ X|log x− log xss ∈ Ker[ST ]}
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of the steady state manifold and they allow a parametrization akin to the expo-
nential family of probability distributions. This analogy to information theory
leads to a multivariate Cramer-Rao bound

Cov(In) ≥ diag

(
1

x

)
A,

which is understood in the sense that the difference between the two matrices
Cov(In) and diag

(
1
x

)
A is positive semidefinite. This is stated and proven in

Section 4.3, Theorem 21. Here, the covariance matrix elements are defined
as Cov(In)ij = ⟨ei − ēi, ej − ēj⟩ 1

x
, where the bilinear form ⟨., .⟩ 1

x
is given by

⟨v, w⟩ 1
x
:=

∑n
i=1

1
xi
viwi., the ei are the canonical unit vectors, and the ēi are

arbitrary vectors in Im[S].
In Section 4.4, the Cramer-Rao bound is tightened by tuning the ēi. This

leads to the linear-algebraic characterization of the absolute sensitivities αi in
Lemma 1:

Lemma. The absolute sensitivity αi of the chemical Xi at a point x = (x1, . . . , xn)
is given by

αi = xi∥π(ei)∥21
x
,

where ei is the ith canonical unit vector.

Based on this lemma, the final Theorem 3 on the matrix of absolute sensi-
tivities is proven:

Theorem. The matrix of absolute sensitivities A at a point x ∈ Vss is given by

A = diag(x)Cov(In)

with Cov(In)ij = ⟨π(ei), π(ej)⟩ 1
x
, where π : Rn → diag(x)Ker[ST ] is the ⟨., .⟩ 1

x
-

orthogonal projection to diag(x)Ker[ST ].

The space diag(x)Ker[ST ] is actually the tangent space TxVss ⊂ TxX and
thus π is the projection of a tangent vector to the tangent space TxVss. More-
over, the canonical basis vectors ei appearing in the linear algebraic calculations
turn out to be the canonical basis vectors ∂

∂xi
of the tangent space TxX. An il-

lustration of this geometry is shown in Fig. 1 and more background is discussed
in general in Remarks 2 and 3 and for the case of quasi-thermostatic CRN in
Remark 4.

2 Chemical reaction networks

2.1 General notions

A chemical reaction network (CRN) is determined by the n chemicalsX1, . . . , Xn

and r reactions R1, . . . , Rr given by

Rj :

n∑
i=1

S−
ijXi →

n∑
i=1

S+
ijXi

1The theorem states a more general version for the covariance of an arbitrary matrix V
instead of the identity matrix In but this is not discussed in this introductory section.
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X Vss

xi

xj TxX

∂
∂xi

=: eix

TxVss

π(ei)

αi

αi→j

∂
∂xj

Figure 1: Illustration of the geometrical background for the case of quasi-
thermostatic CRN. The concentration space X is shown in two dimensions and
the steady state manifold Vss is represented by a one-dimensional curve. The
linear algebra takes place on the tangent spaces TxX and TxVss ⊂ TxX at a
given point x ∈ X. The vectors ei are the canonical basis vectors ∂

∂xi
of TxX,

and π(ei) is the ⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthogonal projection of ei to TxVss. The absolute sen-

sitivities αi→j are the respective components of the vector π(ei).

with nonnegative integer coefficients S+
ij and S−

ij . These stoichiometric coeffi-
cients determine the reactants and products of the reaction and the structure of
the network is encoded in the n×r stoichiometric matrix S = (Sij) with matrix
elements

Sij = S+
ij − S−

ij .

The state of the CRN is given by the vector of nonnegative concentration values

x = (x1, . . . , xn)
T ∈ Rn

>0,

where xi represents the concentration of the chemical Xi. The state space is
called concentration space and is denoted by X := Rn

>0. The dynamics of the
CRN is governed by the equation

dx

dt
= Sj,

where j = (j1, . . . , jr)
T ∈ Rr is the vector of reaction fluxes. The specification

of j as a function of x is tantamount to the choice of a kinetic model, with
mass action kinetics being the most common one. A state x ∈ X which satisfies
dx
dt = Sj(x) = 0 is called a steady state of the CRN. For a sufficiently nice choice
of a kinetic model j(x), the set

Vss = {x ∈ X|Sj(x) = 0}

is a manifold and is called the steady state manifold.

2.2 Conserved quantities and sensitivity

For any vector u ∈ Ker[ST ], the quantity ⟨u, x⟩ is conserved by the reaction
dynamics, which follows from

d⟨u, x⟩
dt

= ⟨u, Sj⟩ = ⟨STu, j⟩ = 0.
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Let q denote the dimension of Ker[ST ], choose a basis {ui}qi=1 of Ker[ST ], and
write U = (u1, . . . , uq) for the respective n × q matrix of basis vectors. This
yields the map

UT : X → Rq. (1)

The vector η := UTx ∈ Rq is conserved by the reaction dynamics and is called
the vector of conserved quantities in CRN theory. Conserved quantities result,
for example, from the conservation of mass and larger molecular residues such
as amino acids throughout all reactions of the CRN. For any initial condition
x0 ∈ X with η := UTx0, the reaction dynamics is confined to the stoichiometric
polytope, which is defined as

P (η) := {x ∈ Rn
≥0|UTx = η}.

The range of physically meaningful parameters η is given by

H := UTX ⊂ Rq,

which is an open submanifold of Rq of full dimension. This gives a fibration of
the concentration space X by the stoichiometric polytopes P (η) with the base
space H.

If, locally at x ∈ Vss, the map UT : Vss → H has a differentiable inverse,
then the n× q sensitivity matrix χ with matrix elements

χij =
∂xi

∂ηj
(2)

is well-defined. It quantifies the infinitesimal change of the concentration values
around x with respect to infinitesimal changes in the values of the conserved
quantities η. The numerical values χij , however, depend on the choice of a basis
for Ker[ST ] and are not absolute physical quantities. It is the main purpose of
this article to define sensitivities which are independent of choice of basis and
study their properties. The definition is given in the next section for the most
general case which requires a locally differentiable parametrization of Vss by the
conserved quantities but makes no further assumptions. For quasi-thermostatic
CRN more explicit results are available. They are presented in Section 4.

3 Absolute sensitivity

Absolute sensitivities are local quantities at a point x ∈ Vss ⊂ X which measure
the sensitivity of the steady state concentrations x1, x2, . . . , xn with respect to
infinitesimal concentration changes of the chemicals. The definition requires
that locally at x, the map UT : X → H has a continuously differentiable
inverse with image in Vss. If this is not the case, absolute sensitivities are
not well-defined and one needs to restrict the parameter space H accordingly.
This happens, for example, at bifurcation points. Therefore, let H̃ ⊂ H be a
submanifold of H such that there is a differentiable section

β : H̃ → X

to UT : X → H which satisfies Im[β] ⊂ Vss and is a local inverse to UT : Vss →
H. This implies that β(η) must be a point in the intersection P (η) ∩ Vss and
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X

Vss

xi

xj

η

UT

P (η) P (η′)

η′

H

β

P (η′′)

η′′

Figure 2: Setup for the definition of absolute sensitivities. The map UT : X →
H gives a fibration of X by stoichiometric polytopes (indicated by dotted lines)
with base H. The differentiable parametrization of Vss by the vectors of con-
served quantities requires that the map UT : Vss → H is locally invertible with
a differentiable inverse. The latter condition is not satisfied at, e.g., bifurcation
points (η′ in the figure) and such points have to be excluded by restricting the
parameter space H̃ := H \ {η′} accordingly. If Vss has multiple intersection
points with a stoichiometric polytope P (η′′), then there are different possible
sections β which amount to choosing one of the respective branches of Vss.

the requirement for β to be a local inverse amounts to requiring that β(η) is an
isolated point in P (η)∩Vss. This is illustrated in Fig. 2. The sensitivity matrix
χ defined in Eq. (2) is the Jacobian of this map

Dηβ = χ.

With this setup, the absolute sensitivity of a chemical can be described as
follows: If, at a steady state x ∈ Vss, the concentration of a single chemical
Xi is perturbed by an amount of δxi, a new steady state is adopted by the
CRN. Thereby, the perturbation δxi distributes to concentration changes of all
chemicals, prescribed by the coupling through the conserved quantities. The
absolute sensitivity αi quantifies the fraction of concentration change that re-
mains with Xi after this redistribution, i.e. the concentration change of Xi is
given by αiδxi, to first order in δxi. Analogously, the absolute cross-sensitivity
αi→j quantifies the resulting changes of the concentration of the chemical Xj

as αi→jδxi, to first order in δxi.
Let the steady state be given by x = β(η). The change δxi of the con-

centration of a chemical Xi corresponds to the change in total concentration
∆x = (0, . . . , 0, δxi, 0, . . . , 0)

T . This gives the change of the vector of conserved
quantities ∆η = DxU

T∆x = UT∆x. One can express the adjusted steady state
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as β(η +∆η) and thus obtain the linearization

β(η +∆η) = β(η) +Dηβ(∆η) +O(∥∆η∥2) = x+Dηβ(U
T∆x) +O(∥∆x∥2).

(3)

The linear change in the concentration of Xj is

[Dηβ(U
T∆x)]j =

[
∂x

∂η
UT∆x

]
j

=

q∑
k=1

∂xj

∂ηk
uikδxi,

which leads to the following definition.

Definition 1. The absolute sensitivity αi→j of Xj with respect to Xi at a point
x ∈ Vss is defined as

αi→j :=

q∑
k=1

∂xj

∂ηk
uik

and the absolute sensitivity of the chemical Xi is αi := αi→i. The n× n matrix
A of absolute sensitivities is given by

Aij = αj→i

and the vector α of absolute sensitivities is given by the diagonal elements of A,
i.e., α = (α1, . . . , αn)

T ∈ Rn.

Definition 1. The matrix of absolute sensitivities is given by A = χUT .

Definition 2. More geometrically, the expansion in (3) can be reformulated
as follows: It is natural to consider ∆x and ∆η as elements of the tangent
spaces TxX and TηH. The tangent vector ∆η pulls back to the tangent vector
Dηβ(∆η) ∈ TxVss. The vector Dηβ(∆η) is the unique vector which induces the
same change in the vector of conserved quantities as ∆x and which is, at the
same time, tangent to Vss (the uniqueness of this tangent vector follows from
the fact that β is a section to UT , i.e., UT ◦β = idH , therefore UTDηβ = Iq and
thus the Jacobian Dηβ is injective). Its jth component is given by [Dηβ(∆η)]j =
αi→jδxi. For δxi = 1, one obtains ∆x = ei and recovers the expression αi→j =
[Dηβ(U

T ei)]j =
(
χUT

)
ji

The absolute sensitivities have the following properties:

Theorem 1. The matrix of absolute sensitivities A is independent of the choice
of a basis of Ker[ST ]. Moreover, the equality

Tr[A] =

n∑
i=1

αi = q

holds, whereby q = dimKer[ST ].

Proof. The independence of on the choice of a basis of Ker[ST ] can be verified
by a direct calculation: Let U ′ denote another matrix of basis vectors, i.e.,
U ′ = UB for some B ∈ GL(q). The respective vector of conserved quantities
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η′ = (U ′)Tx satisfies η′ = (U ′)Tx = BT η, where η = UTx. By Remark 1, the
matrix of absolute sensitivities is given by

A =
∂x

∂η
UT =

∂x

∂η′
∂η′

∂η
UT =

∂x

∂η′
BTUT =

∂x

∂η′
(U ′)

T
,

which proves the basis independence.
The second claim is verified by differentiating Eq. (1), i.e., ηj =

∑n
i=1 uijxi,

with respect to ηj and summung over all j:

q =

n∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

∂xi

∂ηj
uij =

n∑
i=1

αi. (4)

The equality Tr[A] = q shows that for any CRN, there is a balance between
low-sensitivity and high-sensitivity chemicals.

Definition 3. The basis independence of A can also be seen from the geometry
discussed in Remark 2 without any calculations: The tangent vector Dηβ(U

T ei)
is the unique vector tangent to Vss which satisfies Dηβ(U

T ei) − ei ∈ Ker[UT ].
Now the decomposition Rn ∼= Ker[ST ]⊕ Im[S] ∼= Im[U ]⊕Ker[UT ] together with
Im[U ] ∼= Ker[ST ] implies that Ker[UT ] ∼= Im[S]. Thus the characterization of
the tangent vector Dηβ(U

T ei) can be written as Dηβ(U
T ei)− ei ∈ Im[S] which

shows that the geometrical construction is independent of the particular choice
of U .

This concludes the introduction of absolute sensitivity in the most general
setup. In the following section, a more explicit characterizations of the absolute
sensitivity matrix is given when the steady state manifold is endowed with more
structure.

4 Generalized Cramer-Rao bound and absolute
sensitivity for quasi-thermostatic CRN

In this section, the absolute sensitivities are analyzed for quasi-thermostatic
CRN [21, 11]. This class of CRN derives its importance from the fact that it
includes all equilibrium and complex balanced CRN under mass action kinetics.
The class of quasi-thermostatic CRN is, however, even wider, cf. [23].

4.1 Quasi-thermostatic steady states

Depending on the CRN and on the kinetic model, the shape of the steady state
manifold Vss can be very complex and, in general, its global structure cannot be
determined. However, there is a large class of CRN whose steady state manifolds
have the simple form

Vss = {x ∈ X|log x− log xss ∈ Ker[ST ]}, (5)

where xss ∈ X is a particular solution of Sj(x) = 0 (note that Vss is in-
dependent of the choice of the base point xss ∈ Vss). Such CRN are called
quasi-thermostatic [21, 11].

10



Using the basis U of Ker[ST ] defined in Section 2.2, the steady state manifold
of a quasi-thermostatic CRN can be parametrized by Rq as

γ : Rq → X (6)

λ 7→ xss ◦ exp(Uλ).

This parametrization is reminiscent of the exponential family of probability
distributions, which is often encountered in information geometry [4] and the
Cramer-Rao bound derived in Section 4.3 is based on this link between CRN
theory and statistics. The variable λ is closely related to the chemical potential
[31].

For quasi-thermostatic CRN, the intersection between the steady state man-
ifold Vss and any given stoichiometric polytope P (η) is unique, i.e., η is a global
coordinate for Vss. This is the content of Birch’s theorem which has been proven
in the context of CRN by Horn and Jackson in [22, 8]. In other words, there is
a parametrization of Vss by the space H of conserved quantities given by

β : H → X (7)

η 7→ Vss ∩ P (η).

This parametrization plays an important role in applications because the η
variables are easy to control in experimental setups. The Jacobian of β is the
sensitivity matrix χ. Although there is no analytical expression for β(η) for
general quasi-thermostatic CRN, the Jacobian can be explicitly computed, as is
shown in the next section.

4.2 Differential geometry of quasi-thermostatic CRN and
sensitivity

The two parametrizations of Vss introduced in the previous section are il-
lustrated in Fig. 3. The steady state manifold can be either be explicitly
parametrized by λ ∈ Rq or implicitly by giving the stoichiometric polytope
which contains the point x ∈ Vss.

Fix a point x ∈ Vss with respective parameters λ ∈ Rq and η ∈ H. The
sensitivity matrix χ = ∂x

∂η at x is the Jacobian Dηβ of the map β at η = UTx.
This Jacobian can be evaluated by using the commutativity of the diagram in
Fig. 3 as follows

Dηβ = Dλγ ·Dη(γ
−1 ◦ β) = Dλγ · [Dλ(β

−1 ◦ γ)]−1

= Dλγ · [Dxβ
−1 ·Dλγ]

−1. (8)

The map β−1 is the linear map given by the matrix UT and the Jacobian Dλγ
can be evaluated explicitly from Eq. (6) as Dλγ = diag(x)U , where diag(x) is
the n× n diagonal matrix with diag(x)ii = xi. This yields the explicit form for
the sensitivity matrix χ(x) = diag(x)U · [UTdiag(x)U ]−1 and for the matrix of
absolute sensitivities

A = χUT = diag(x)U · [UTdiag(x)U ]−1UT (9)

In the next section, it is shown how the matrix of absolute sensitivities appears
as a part of a Cramer-Rao bound for CRN and how the bound leads to an
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UT

β

γ−1

H ⊂ Rq
P (η)

η

∈

xss ◦ exp(Uλ)

γ
Rq

λ
∈

γ−1 ◦ β β−1 ◦ γ

X Vss

Figure 3: The two parametrization of Vss for quasi-thermostatic CRN. The map
γ provides a direct parametrization of Vss which is known as the exponential
family in statistics and as a toric variety in algebraic geometry. The map β
characterizes points on Vss through their vector of conserved quantities η, i.e.,
as the unique intersection point between Vss and the stoichiometric polytope
P (η).

explicit linear algebraic characterization of the matrix elements. The explicit
expression for the matrix A given in (9) yields A2 = A. This means that A
represents a projection operator and this aspect will also be further clarified
based on the Cramer-Rao bound.

4.3 The Cramer-Rao bound for quasi-thermostatic CRN

The analogy between a concentration vector x ∈ Rn
>0 as a distribution on the

n-point set and a probability distribution is the core reason for the applicability
of statistical and information geometric methods to CRN theory. Thereby, the
steady state manifold of a quasi-thermostatic CRN is analogous to the exponen-
tial family of probability distributions and thus the formulation of a Cramer-Rao
bound for quasi-thermostatic CRN is natural. In the bound derived here, the
Jacobian of the coordinate change from η to λ coordinates serves as a Fisher
information metric and the matrix U is treated as the bias of an estimator.
With these ingredients, the Cramer-Rao bound for CRN is derived in Theorem
2. The lower bound is closely related to the matrix of absolute sensitivities
and a tightening of the bound leads to a linear algebraic characterization of the
absolute sensitivities in Lemma 1 and Theorem 3.

From now on, fix a point x ∈ Vss with coordinates λ ∈ Rq and η ∈ H,
respectively. Denote the Jacobian of the coordinate change from η to λ by

gη := Dη(γ
−1 ◦ β) = [UTdiag(x)U ]−1. (10)

Moreover, define the n×n diagonal matrix diag
(
1
x

)
by diag

(
1
x

)
ii
= 1

xi
and the

diag
(
1
x

)
-weighted inner product on Rn by

⟨v, w⟩ 1
x
:=

n∑
i=1

1

xi
viwi.

12



Let V be an arbitrary n× n matrix and V a n× n matrix whose column span
satisfies

Span
[
V
]
⊂ Im[S].

This is equivalent to saying that the columns of V are orthogonal to diag(x)Ker[ST ]

with respect to the ⟨., .⟩ 1
x
inner product, i.e., V

T
diag

(
1
x

)
diag(x)U = V

T
U = 0.

The covariance matrix of V is defined as

Cov(V ) := (V − V )Tdiag

(
1

x

)
(V − V ).

It is called a covariance matrix because its elements are of the form

Cov(V )ij := ⟨Vi − V i, Vj − V j⟩ 1
x
.

The following theorem is formally analogous to a Cramer-Rao bound for the
covarience matrix Cov(V ).

Theorem 2. For a quasi-thermostatic CRN, let the covariance matrix Cov(V )
be defined as above. It is bounded from below by

Cov(V ) ≥ V TUgηU
TV, (11)

where the matrix inequality is understood in the sense that the difference matrix
between the left hand side and the right hand side of the inequality is positive
semidefinite.

The proof is given in Appendix A. It is an adaptation of the proof from [27]
for the Cramer-Rao bound in exponential families. This multivariate bound is,
in a certain sense, orthogonal to the scalar bound derived for CRN dynamics in
[45].

Using the expression (9) for the matrix of absolute sensitivities and sub-
stituting the expression (10) for gη, the Cramer-Rao bound can be rewritten
as

Cov(V ) ≥ V Tdiag

(
1

x

)
AV

and if one chooses V to be the identity matrix In, the inequality

Cov(In) ≥ diag

(
1

x

)
A (12)

is obtained.

4.4 Tightening the bound and a linear algebraic charac-
terization of absolute sensitivities

For V = 0, the diagonal elements of the inequality (12) yield 1 ≥ αi which
is not tight as can be seen by summing over all i and comparing with Eq.
(4), giving n ≥ q. For a general V matrix, the optimal V can be determined
as follows. The diagonal entries of Cov(V ) are given by the squared norm
∥Vi − V i∥21

x

= ⟨Vi − V i, Vi − V i⟩ 1
x
, which is minimized if and only if V i is the

13



⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthogonal projection of Vi to Im[S]. In this case Vi − V i becomes the

⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthogonal projection of Vi to diag(x)Ker[ST ]. Denote this projection as

π : Rn → diag(x)Ker[ST ]. (13)

The application of this to V = In yields the following linear algebraic charac-
terization of the absolute sensitivities:

Lemma 1. For quasi-thermostatic CRN, the absolute sensitivity αi at a point
x = (x1, . . . , xn) is given by

αi = xi∥π(ei)∥21
x
,

where ei is the ith canonical unit vector.

Proof. The Cramer-Rao bound (12) yields

xi∥π(ei)∥21
x
≥ αi. (14)

Expand π(ei) in an ⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthonormal basis {v1, ..., vq} of diag(x)Ker[ST ] as

π(ei) =

q∑
j=1

⟨ei, vj⟩ 1
x
vj =

1

xi

q∑
j=1

vjivj .

Then ∥π(ei)∥21
x

=
∑q

j=1
1
x2
i
v2ji and the inequality (14) gives

q∑
j=1

1

xi
v2ji ≥

q∑
j=1

∂xi

∂ηj
uij

The summation over all i yields

n∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

1

xi
v2ji ≥

n∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

∂xi

∂ηj
uijxi.

The left hand side is the sum of the squared norms
∑q

j=1∥vj∥21
x

= q and the

right hand side is equal to q by equation (4). Thus (14) must be an equality,
which proves the claim.

This characterization of the αi is independent of the choice of a basis for
Ker[ST ]. It also yields the tightness of the Cramer-Rao bound for Cov(In) and
thereby the following linear-algebraic characterization of the matrix of absolute
sensitivities:

Theorem 3. For quasi-thermostatic CRN, the matrix of absolute sensitivities
A at a point x ∈ Vss is given by

A = diag(x)Cov(In)

with Cov(In)ij = ⟨π(ei), π(ej)⟩ 1
x
. Thus, the absolute sensitivities are given by

αi→j = xj⟨π(ej), π(ei)⟩ 1
x
.

14



Proof. As in Lemma 1, choose (In)i to be the ⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthogonal projection of ei

to Im[S]. Then, by the lemma, the matrix Cov(In) − diag
(
1
x

)
A has only zero

entries on the diagonal. As it is positive semidefinite by Theorem 2, it admits a
Cholesky decomposition, which implies that the matrix is identically zero.

Definition 4. The explicit characterization of the absolute sensitivity αi→j =
xj⟨π(ej), π(ei)⟩ 1

x
as stated in Theorem 3 can be recovered by geometrical ar-

guments alone. According to Remark 3, the vector Dηβ(U
T ei) is the unique

tangent vector of Vss which satisfies Dηβ(U
T ei) − ei ∈ Im[S]. Now, the tan-

gent space TxVss = diag(x)Ker[ST ] is ⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthogonal to Im[S] and therefore

Dηβ(U
T ei) must be the ⟨., .⟩ 1

x
-orthogonal projection of ei to diag(x)Ker[ST ],

i.e.,
Dηβ(U

T ei) = π(ei). (15)

The ith component of a vector v is given by xi⟨ei, v⟩ 1
x
and from Eq. (15) one

rederives the result from Theorem 3

αi→j = [Dηβ(U
T ei)]j = xj⟨ej , π(ei)⟩ 1

x
= xj⟨π(ej), π(ei)⟩ 1

x
, (16)

where the last equality follows from the fact that the linear form ⟨., π(ei)⟩ 1
x
van-

ishes on Im[S] and thus ⟨ej , π(ei)⟩ 1
x
= ⟨π(ej), π(ei)⟩ 1

x
.

For a general steady state manifold Vss, an analogue of the Theorem 3 can be
formulated as follows: Choose a symmetric and positive definite bilinear form
g on TxX such that Im[S] is orthogonal to TxVss with respect to the inner
product ⟨u, v⟩g := uT gv. Then, αi→j is the jth component of π(ei), where
π : TxX → TxVss is the ⟨., .⟩g-orthogonal projection. This yields

αi→j = ⟨g−1ej , π(ei)⟩g = ⟨π(g−1ej), π(ei)⟩g, (17)

where g−1 is the inverse of the matrix representing g.

Finally, for quasi-thermostatic CRN, the range for the absolute sensitivities
αi is determined.

Corollary 1. For quasi-thermostatic CRN, the absolute sensitivities αi satisfy

αi ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. The bound arises αi ≤ 1 from comparing the diagonal elements in the
inequality (12) and the bound αi ≥ 0 follows from the characterization αi =
xi∥π(ei)∥21

x

in Lemma 1.

Definition 5. The absolute sensitivities for quasi-thermostatic CRN have the
following symmetry property

xiαi→j = xjαj→i,

which is known as the condition of detailed balance for linear CRN with reac-
tion rates αi→j. This condition characterizes equilibrium states and it would be
interesting to investigate whether this analogy can be used to transfer results for
equilibrium CRN to gain more insights into the properties of absolute sensitivi-
ties.
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5 Example

As an example, consider the core module of the IDHKP-IDH (IDH = isocitrate
dehydrogenase, KP = kinase-phosphatase) glyoxylate bypass regulation system
shown in the following reaction scheme:

E + Ip EIp E + I

EIp + I EIpI EIp + Ip.

k+
1

k−
1

k+
2

k−
2

k+
3

k−
3

k+
4

k−
4

(18)

Here, I is the IDH enzyme, Ip is its phosphorylated form, and E is the bifunc-
tional enzyme IDH kinase-phosphatase. The system has experimentally been
shown to obey approximate concentration robustness in the IDH enzyme I [32].
In [42, 40], it was shown that if the CRN obeys mass action kinetics and the
rate constants k−2 and k−4 are zero, i.e., if the respective fluxes vanish identically,
then the concentration robustness in I holds exactly.

Absolute sensitivity in the case of complex balancing

However, the vanishing of fluxes is not consistent with thermodynamics and
therefore, in this example, the concept of absolute sensitivity is used to analyze
under which circumstances approximate concentration robustness persists in
the chemical I if all reactions are reversible, i.e., the rate constants k−2 and k−4
are nonzero. Abbreviate the chemicals as X1 = E, X2 = Ip, X3 = EIp, X4 =
I, X5 = EIpI and use xi, i = 1, . . . , 5 for the respective concentrations. Under the
assumption of complex-balancing2, the absolute sensitivity for X4 can be given
in an analytically closed form based on the formula (16), i.e., α4 = x4⟨e4, π(e4)⟩.
Explicitly, this yields

α4 =
1

1 + r
, (19)

where r is given by the ratio

r =
(x2 + x5) (x1 + x3) + x1 (x3 + 3x5)

x4 (x1 + x3 + x5)
.

A derivation of this expression is given in the Supplementary Material, Section
S1. Note that this expression is valid for any x ∈ X whenever x is a steady-state
point which satisfies complex balancing. By adjusting the kinetic parameters,
any point x ∈ X can be made into such a point [31].

Interpretation with respect to concentration robustness

The functional form (19) provides a rather straightforward understanding of the
behaviour of the absolute sensitivity of X4 because it is governed solely by the
ratio r. For r ≫ 0, i.e.,

(x2 + x5) (x1 + x3) + x1 (x3 + 3x5) ≫ x4 (x1 + x3 + x5) ,

2Note that the CRN has deficiency 1 and therefore the locus of rate constants for which
the CRN is complex-balanced is of codimension 1 in the space of all rate constants [8]. In this
particular case, the condition on the rate constants is k+1 k+2 k+3 k+4 = k−1 k−2 k−3 k−4 .
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the complex balanced CRN with reversible reactions is able to achieve very
low sensitivities in X4 and therefore mimic the behaviour of the irreversible
CRN with absolute concentration robustness. This is the case, for example,
for x1 ≈ x2 ≈ x3 ≈ x5 ≫ x4, for x2 ≫ x1 ≈ x4 ≈ x3 ≈ x5 as well as
for x1 ≈ x3 ≫ x2 ≈ x4 ≈ x5, etc. However, the CRN can also be very
sensitive in X4 whenever r is close to 0. This happens, for example, when
x4 ≫ x1 ≈ x2 ≈ x3 ≈ x5.

For any concrete choice of kinetic rate constants, the steady-state variety
is two-dimensional and can, in general, be parametrized by the two conserved
quantities η1 := x1 + x3 + x5 and η2 := x2 + x3 + x4 + 2x5. Some examples of
how the absolute sensitivity α4 depends on (η1, η2) for concrete choices of kinetic
rate constants are given in the Supplementary Material, Section S2. However,
the parametrization xss(η) = β(η) is accessible only numerically3.

To conclude this example, it is worth emphasizing that the absolute sensi-
tivities are not only basis independent but that the explicit form (19) allows
to understand the sensitivity of X4 on the whole concentration space without
making a particular choice of kinetic rate constants. The method also yields
similar expressions for all other entries of the matrix of absolute sensitivities.

6 Outlook

In this article, the notion of absolute sensitivity has been introduced to remedy
the basis dependence of the sensitivity matrix χ. Absolute sensitivities are
defined purely with the geometry of concentration space and the embedding of
the steady state manifold within it. For quasi-thermostatic CRN, it has been
shown that the absolute sensitivities αi of the chemicals Xi lie in the interval
[0, 1] and therefore they can be used to quantify approximate concentration
robustness as well as very sensitive chemicals. Moreover, absolute concentration
robustness inXi requires αj→i to vanish for all j, whereas the vanishing for some
j indicates insensitivity of Xi to Xj which is often a biochemically relevant
situation.

Finally, going from complex balanced CRN to more general CRN should
allow αi > 1 and αi→j < 0. The condition αi > 1 quantifies hypersensitivity
in Xi. The condition αi→j < 0 would allow to implement the operation of sub-
traction via CRN and thus enable various computations, logical circuits, and
feedback regulations [28]. It would be especially exciting to obtain αi→j < 0 in
reversible CRN because then it would be possible to investigate the thermody-
namical cost of computation in CRN. The geometrical characterization of αi→j

as ⟨π(g−1ej), π(ei)⟩g provided in Eq. (17) is certainly a helpful tool for finding
such CRN in the future (or for disproving their existence).

The central ingredient to analyze the absolute sensitivities is the multivariate
Cramer-Rao bound presented in Section 4. Here, it has been derived by using
linear algebra. However, the natural setting for it is the recently developed
information geometry for CRN [45, 31, 43, 30, 33]. The information geometry,
termed Hessian geometry in the context of CRN, is motivated by and can be
seen as an analytic extension of the global algebro-geometric viewpoint of CRN

3It requires the solution of a polynomial of degree 5 in x3 with constants in Q[k±i , η1, η2].
In general, the situation is even more complex.
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theory [10, 8, 14, 24]. Thereby, the Cramer-Rao bound is obtained as the com-
parison of two Riemannian metrics. One of the metrics is given by the Hessian
of a strictly convex function on the space X and the second one is its restriction
to Vss ⊂ X, hence the inequality. Several properties that seem like coincidences
in the setup of this article turn out to be valid in the Hessian geometric setup:
The metric diag

(
1
x

)
generalizes to a metric g given by the Hessian of a strictly

convex function on the concentration space, the orthogonality between TxVss

and Im[S] persists and the bound becomes strict for Cov(In)ij = ⟨π(ej), π(ei)⟩g,
where π is the g-orthogonal projection to TxVss and ⟨., .⟩g the respective bilinear
product.

A Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. This proof is an adaptation of the proof given in [27], section 3B, for the
Cramer-Rao bound in exponential families. Let U = (u1, ..., uq) be the n × q
matrix of basis vectors of Ker[ST ] as in Section 2.2. Write

V TU = (V − V )Tdiag

(
1

x

)1/2

diag(x)1/2U,

where the last equality follows from the orthogonality between V and U . For
any two vectors a ∈ Rn and b ∈ Rq, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives[

aT (V − V )Tdiag

(
1

x

)
(V − V )a

] [
bTUTdiag(x)Ub

]
≥

[
aTV TUb

]2
,

i.e., [
aTCov(V )a

] [
bT g−1

η b
]
≥

[
aTV TUb

]2
.

Choosing
b = gηU

TV a

gives

aTCov(V )a
[
aTV TUgηU

TV a
]
≥

[
aTV TUgηU

TV a
]2

. (20)

Writing g−1
η = [diag(x)1/2U ]T [diag(x)1/2U ] shows that gη is positive semidefi-

nite and thus the expression

aTV TUgηU
TV a

is non-negative. The theorem now follows from the inequality (20).
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Supplementary Materials: Cramer-Rao bound and
absolute sensitivity in chemical reaction networks

This Supplementary Material serves to deepen and illustrate the example from
Section 5 in the main text. The CRN is given in Scheme (18) by

E + Ip EIp E + I

EIp + I EIpI EIp + Ip

k+
1

k−
1

k+
2

k−
2

k+
3

k−
3

k+
4

k−
4

(S1)

and with the abbreviations X1 = E, X2 = Ip, X3 = EIp, X4 = I, X5 = EIpI
introduced in the main text it reads

X1 +X2 X3 X1 +X4

X3 +X4 X5 X3 +X2.

k+
1

k−
1

k+
2

k−
2

k+
3

k−
3

k+
4

k−
4

(S2)

The variables xi, i = 1, . . . , 5 are used for the respective concentrations of the
chemicals Xi.

S1 Computation of α4 in Section 5

For the featured CRN, the absolute sensitivity α4 is computed. The stoichio-
metric matrix of the CRN is given by

S =


−1 1 0 0
−1 0 0 1
1 −1 −1 1
0 1 −1 0
0 0 1 −1


and the kernel of ST is spanned by v1 := (−1, 1, 0, 1, 1) and v2 := (1, 0, 1, 0, 1)
and diag(x)Ker[ST ] is spanned by w1 := diag(x)v1 and w2 := diag(x)v2. To
construct a ⟨., .⟩ 1

x
orthogonal basis (w2, w3) of diag(x)Ker[ST ], let w3 := w2 +

λw1. The requirement ⟨w2, w3⟩ 1
x
yields

λ =
x1 + x3 + x5

x1 − x5
(S3)

in the case that x1 ̸= x5 (if x1 = x5, then (w1, w2) is an ⟨., .⟩ 1
x
-orthogonal basis

already). Now the projection π(e4) is given by

π(e4) =
⟨e4, w2⟩ 1

x

⟨w2, w2⟩ 1
x

w2 +
⟨e4, w3⟩ 1

x

⟨w3, w3⟩ 1
x

w3 =
λ

⟨w3, w3⟩ 1
x

w3.
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One computes ⟨w3, w3⟩ 1
x
= λ(x5−x1)+λ2(x1+x2+x4+x5) and obtains, using

the formula (16) from Remark 4 for the absolute sensitivity4

α4 = x4⟨e4, π(e4)⟩ 1
x
=

x4λ

⟨w3, w3⟩ 1
x

⟨e4, w3⟩ 1
x
=

x4λ
2

⟨w3, w3⟩ 1
x

=
x4

λ−1(x5 − x1) + (x1 + x2 + x4 + x5)

=
x4(x1 + x3 + x5)

(x1 + x3 + x5)(x1 + x2 + x4 + x5)− (x5 − x1)2
,

which can be rearranged to yield the expression in the main text.

S2 Numerical examples

Here, the behavior of the absolute sensitivity α4 for the example in Section
5 is analyzed for different sets of kinetic rate constants. In particular, it is
known that absolute concentration robustness is achieved when the reactions
EIp → E + I and EIpI → EIp + Ip are irreversible [40]. Therefore, the focus of
the numerical examples will be to investigate the effect of the smallness of the
rate constants k−2 and k−4 .

The assumption of complex balancing forces the CRN to be an equilibrium
CRN as there are no cycles in the graph of complexes and reactions. This
implies the condition

k+1 k
+
2 k

+
3 k

+
4 = k−1 k

−
2 k

−
3 k

−
4 (S4)

on the rate constants. In order to fix the rate constants for concrete examples,
it is assumed that the order of all reactions is of a similar scale, i.e., k+1 = k+2 =
k+3 = k+4 = 1. This leads to the condition k−1 k

−
2 k

−
3 k

−
4 = 1. Moreover, it is

assumed that the irreversibility is governed by

ϵ := k−2 = k−4 . (S5)

For the condition close to irreversibility, ϵ = 0.01 is chosen and contrasted with
the case ϵ = 0.1. The complex balancing condition now reads ϵ2k−1 k

−
3 = 1 and

the three cases k−1 = k−3 , k
−
1 = 100k−3 , and 100k−1 = k−3 are considered. The

two conserved quantities

η1 := x1 + x3 + x5 (S6)

η2 := x2 + x3 + x4 + 2x5 (S7)

quantify the total amount of E and I, respectively and are natural parameters
for the steady-state manifold. The dependence of the absolute sensitivity α4 on
(log η1, log η2) is shown in Fig. S1. These results show that there is very little
difference between ϵ = 0.01 and ϵ = 1. However, the quotient k−1 /k

−
3 has a

strong influence on α4 and for k−1 ≫ 100k−3 the lowest values for the absolute
sensitivity are obtained. These values are consistently low for all physiologically
relevant values of (η1, η2), where both conserved quantities range from 10−10 to
10.

4In the case x1 = x5, the analogous calculation can be done with w1 instead of w3 and the
final results still holds true.
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Figure S1: The dependence of the absolute sensitivity α4 on the kinetic rate
constants. For this example, k+1 = k+2 = k+3 = k+4 = 1 are fixed, ϵ = k−2 = k−4
is varied as ϵ = 0.01 and ϵ = 1 and the three cases k−1 = k−3 , k

−
1 = 100k−3 , and

100k−1 = k−3 are considered under the condition ϵ2k−1 k
−
3 = 1. The steady state

manifold is two-dimensional and parametrized by (log η1, log η2).

3



S2.1 Numerical procedure

As the parametrization x(η) is not available analytically, for each set of rate
constants, a base point xss is determined numerically by choosing arbitrary
points x ∈ X for η1 = η2 = 1 and then by running mass action kinetics until
convergence to xss. The parametrization of the steady state manifold according
to (6), i.e.,

γ : Rq → X (S8)

λ 7→ xss ◦ exp(Uλ).

is used for λ ∈ [10−15, 103]2. For each point x = γ(λ), the absolute sensitivity
α4 is computed according to the formula (19) and the conserved quantities
according to (S6) and (S7). The results are shown in Fig. S1.

4
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