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Abstract

Synchronized behavior among individuals, broadly defined, is a ubiquitous
feature of populations. Understanding mechanisms of (de)synchronization de-
mands meaningful, interpretable, computable quantifications of synchrony, rel-
evant to measurements that can be made of complex, dynamic populations.
Despite the importance to analyzing and modeling populations, existing no-
tions of synchrony often lack rigorous definitions, may be specialized to a
particular experimental system and/or measurement, or may have undesirable
properties that limit their utility. Here we introduce a notion of synchrony
for populations of individuals occupying a compact metric space that depends
on the Fréchet variance of the distribution of individuals across the space.
We establish several fundamental and desirable mathematical properties of
our proposed measure of synchrony, including continuity and invariance to
metric scaling. We establish a general approximation result that controls the
disparity between synchrony in the true space and the synchrony observed
through a discretization of state space, as may occur when observable states
are limited by measurement constraints. We develop efficient algorithms to
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compute synchrony for distributions in a variety of state spaces, including all
finite state spaces and empirical distributions on the circle, and provide acces-
sible implementations in an open-source Python module. To demonstrate the
usefulness of the synchrony measure in biological applications, we investigate
several biologically relevant models of mechanisms that can alter the dynamics
of population synchrony over time, and reanalyze published experimental and
model data concerning the dynamics of the intraerythrocytic developmental
cycles of Plasmodium parasites. We anticipate that the rigorous definition of
population synchrony and the mathematical and biological results presented
here will be broadly useful in analyzing and modeling populations in a variety
of contexts.

Keywords— Population Synchrony, Fréchet Variance, Wasserstein Distance, Optimal
Transport, Biological Clocks, Plasmodium

1 Introduction

Individuals within a population, whether particles, cells, insects, or humans, often exhibit
some form of synchrony, and this may be advantageous. For example, synchronizing pro-
cesses is essential for coordinating functions of cell populations. In metazoans, cells of
a particular organ or tissue must act together to respond to the dynamic needs of the
organism. Synchronization is also observed in single cell organisms when populations act
coordinately to form structures such as biofilms [1, 2], or to promote mating in the case of
yeast cells that synchronize in G1 phase of the cell-cycle in response to mating pheromone
[3, 4, 5]. Cells also tend to synchronize rhythmic behaviors such as circadian cycles [6]. In
metazoans autonomous cellular clocks synchronize within a tissue and with central clocks
of the suprachiasmatic nucleus [7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. In turn, the central clock synchronizes
with the 24-hour period of the earth’s rotation. Single cell organisms also exhibit circadian
behavior and can synchronize to daily cycles via environmental signals such as light/dark
or temperature cycles [12, 13, 14, 15]. Relatively recent work has also shown that single-
cell parasites can synchronize their developmental cycles with their host circadian cycle
[16, 17, 18], although the mechanisms are not yet understood. Additionally, synchrony of
neural cells is believed to play an important role in brain function [19, 20].

Mathematical modeling is one approach to address the mechanistic questions of how
cells synchronize various processes and/or entrain to environmental rhythms. Such ap-
proaches will require rigorously defined mathematical definitions of synchrony (and asyn-
chrony) that faithfully capture the behaviors of the synchronizing system. Multiple defini-
tions have been proposed, but tend not to be generalizable, or do not accurately represent
important features of the system (e.g., variance). Here we present a rigorous definition of
synchrony and a generalized framework for modeling synchrony/asynchrony that should
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aid biologists (and others) in understanding the regulation of synchrony and entrainment
processes.

The terms synchrony and synchronization appear in a variety of settings in the scientific
literature. Rigorous measures of synchrony include the famous Kuramoto order parameter,
developed to interrogate the Kuromoto oscillator model [21], and computable from a finite
collection of phases in the circle encoded as complex numbers with modulus 1. The order
parameter is given by the modulus of the average of these complex numbers and itself
will be 1 only if all phases are identical, indicating perfect phase coherence [22]. Another
quantification is the synchrony measure χ ∈ [0, 1], representing a ratio of a time-averaged
variance of a population mean to the average of the time-averaged variances [23, 24, 25],
used to model synchrony across networked compartments (e.g., cells). In ecology, cor-
relation or cross-correlation of time series data for population dynamics, derivatives of
population dynamics, or phase is often used to assess synchrony between populations [26].
In [27], the synchrony of time series transcriptomics data between three marine microbial
species was assessed by several heuristic measures: (1) computing correlation between the
square root of the sum of squared differences in abundance for all transcripts at each time
point, (2) computing correlation of the relative abundance of subsets of functionally re-
lated genes across time, and (3) performing Procrustes analysis (shape similarity) on the
clustering patterns of the projected time series data onto first two principal components
for each species. More recently, a measure of population synchrony has been proposed
for populations of Plasmodium parasites and depends on the time taken for most of the
population to traverse its intraerythrocytic cycle (IEC) [28]. In studies of the circadian
rhythm, the standard deviation of the distribution of cellular periods has also been referred
to as synchrony [29]. Finally, although not usually referred to as synchrony, in economics,
the Gini coefficient (index) is a common quantification of income inequality ranging from
0 (perfect equality) to 1 (if all wealth concentrated in a single individual) [30]. This (and
other quantifications of income inequality [31]) may be seen to measure how synchronized
a population is in the set of possible values of wealth, where perfect equality could be
interpreted as perfect synchrony.

Given this vast body of work, why is another definition of synchrony useful? For one,
existing measures of synchrony are specialized to specific systems and experimental modal-
ities; e.g., the Kuramoto order parameter is appropriate only for a population of oscillators,
but not for non-cyclic processes such as developmental progression. Additionally, a common
property in the previously listed definitions of synchrony is that they depend on the vari-
ability of specific population dynamics, or worse, convolve population distributions across
states and changes over time in population distributions across states. Such properties
may reduce the utility of the measurement in modeling and analyzing dynamical processes
that exhibit multiple (possibly unknown) synchronizing/de-synchronizing mechanisms.

We aim to provide a definition that is broadly applicable to many systems, models,
and measurements, and that permits rigorous quantitative comparison of synchrony across
experiments and time, with desirable properties that are rigorously established. With
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our proposed measure, we hope to clarify issues that have arisen in the literature, e.g.,
the impact of replication and discrete or categorical measurements on intuitive ideas of
time-dependent synchrony.

We take the view that the synchrony of a population should be a measure of the extent
to which the individuals in the population occupy the same state at the same time. As
such, we propose a precise mathematical function that takes the distribution of states of
the population at one instant of time and returns a number between 0 and 1, referred to
as the synchrony of the population at that time, where 1 indicates perfect synchrony (all
individuals occupy exactly the same state) and 0 indicates that the population is as far
from being perfectly synchronized as is possible.

The proposed definition of synchrony, stated precisely in Section 2, is based on the
Fréchet variance of the population in a metric space (M,d). This definition fulfills five
desirable properties, the first four of which are discussed in Section 3. The fifth property,
computability of our quantification of synchrony, depends on the choice of (M,d) and is
addressed through examples in Section 4 and algorithms in Section 5. We follow with
several applications of the methodology in Section 6 to measurements and models of bio-
logical systems, and discuss some of the mathematical contributions of this work and the
implications of this notion of synchrony to experimental sciences in Section 7.

2 Defining Synchrony

Consider a population of individuals distributed within some fixed state space. For ex-
ample, yeast cells progressing through their cell-division cycle or malaria parasites going
through the IEC may be thought of as occupying phases in the circle S1 ∼= [0, 1), rep-
resenting the fraction of their periodic developmental cycles. A population of organisms
dispersed within a habitat may be regarded as a distribution over space, while a collection
of mammalian cells of different cell types within a multicelluar organism might be thought
of as individuals sampled from a gene expression space.

We suppose that at any given instant of time, each individual is in some measurable
state, and we would like to quantify the amount of synchronization between individuals
within this population with respect to these states. Together these individuals form a
population distribution on the state space. A natural idea of perfect synchrony is that this
population distribution has zero variance; i.e., all members of the population occupy the
same state. This idea of perfect synchronization is generalizable to arbitrary metric spaces,
and we therefore propose to measure the deviation from perfect synchronization using a
normalized measure of distance to the nearest delta distribution, which concentrates all
mass on a single state. This distance to the nearest point mass then serves as a generalized
notion of the variance of the observed population distribution.

Let (M,d) be a compact metric space that contains the set of possible states (i.e., the
state space) and let P(M) be the set of Borel probability measures on M endowed with the
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weak∗ topology. At any given instant of time, the distribution of the population across the
state space M can be represented by a probability distribution π ∈ P(M). For each point
a ∈M there is a corresponding delta distribution, δa ∈ P(M), defined for any measurable
A ⊂M by δa(A) = 1 if a ∈ A and 0 otherwise. To quantify synchrony, we seek a function
F : P(M) → [0, 1], where F (π) is interpreted as the extent to which the distribution π
deviates from a δa, a ∈M .

We suggest that the synchrony function, F , should have the following properties:

(1) F should depend only on the distribution of individuals in a state space.

(2) F should be interpretable and reliably detect perfect synchrony, achieved only by
delta distributions on M . That is, 0 ≤ F (π) ≤ 1, with F (π) = 1 if and only if π = δx
for some x ∈ M , and F (π) = 0 is guaranteed for some distribution representing a
maximally asynchronous population in the chosen state space.

(3) F should vary continuously with its input distribution.

(4) F should be broadly applicable and useful to experimental data and models involving
populations.

(5) F should be efficiently computable for a large class of spaces.

As we will show, the following definition of synchrony enjoys each of the above properties.

Definition 1. Let (M,d) be a compact metric space containing at least two points and
π ∈ P(M) a probability measure on the Borel σ-algebra of (M,d). The synchrony of the
distribution π is defined to be

F(M,d)(π) = 1− 1

ν(M,d)
Var(M,d)(π)

1/2

= 1− 1

ν(M,d)
inf
α∈M

(∫
M

d(x, α)2 dπ(x)

)1/2

= 1− 1

ν(M,d)
inf
α∈M

W2(π, δα),

(2.1)

where the normalization factor ν(M,d) is given by

ν(M,d) := sup
π′∈P(M)

Var(M,d)(π
′)1/2

= sup
π′∈P(M)

inf
α∈M

W2(π
′, δα),

(2.2)

and W2 is the Wasserstein-2 distance from optimal transport [32]. We note that if M
contains at least two points, then ν(M,d) > 0, and thus FM,d is well-defined. If (M,d) =
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({x}, 0) consists of a single point, then so will P(M) = {δx}, and so both ν({x},0) = 0 and
Var({x},0)(δx) = 0. In this case we define F({x},0)(π) = 1. In every case, the quantity

1− F (π) = Var(M,d)(π)
1/2/ν(M,d) = inf

α∈M
W2(π, δα)/ν(M,d)

is regarded as the asynchrony of π.

We may suppress the subscript (M,d) in our notation (i.e., F (π) = F(M,d)(π), Var(π) =
Var(M,d)(π), and ν = ν(M,d)) when explicit reference to the metric space is unnecessary.
The term Var(π) is known as the Fréchet (or generalized) variance of the distribution π
[33], and so its square root may be regarded as a kind of generalized standard deviation.
Any α ∈M that achieves the infimum in Eq. (2.1) is called a Fréchet mean, or barycenter
of the distribution π [33]. Since we assume that (M,d) is compact, the infimum in Eq. (2.1)
is realized and so every distribution π ∈ P(M) has a Fréchet mean (although it may not
be unique). Furthermore, since P(M) is also compact [34, Thm. 15.11, p. 513] and Var :
P(M)→ R is continuous, the supremum in Eq. (2.2) is also achieved. This normalization
factor, ν, is the square root of the maximum generalized variance of any measure supported
on (M,d), which we think of as corresponding to a maximally asynchronous population.

As indicated in (2.1), our choice of synchrony can be written in terms of the Wasserstein-
2 distance from optimal transport [32, 35]. In this interpretation, the asynchrony of a
population distribution, 1−F (π), reflects the minimal distance between π and any perfectly
synchronized population.

3 Properties of Synchrony

3.1 Continuity

By construction, the synchrony function given in Eq. (2.1) depends only on how a pop-
ulation is distributed in its state space, and so property (1) is satisfied. Moreover, the
following proposition gives that our notion of synchrony varies continuously with the un-
derlying distribution (property (3)) whenever (M,d) is compact.

Proposition 1. Assume (M,d) is a compact metric space and P(M) is endowed with the
weak∗ topology. Then F : P(M)→ R is continuous.

For a proof of Proposition 1, see Appendix A. This proposition has several interpre-
tations and implications. First, at a conceptual level, it states that small changes in the
population will result in correspondingly small changes to the synchrony measure F . Fur-
thermore, if the population distribution evolves continuously over time, then the resulting
synchrony measure F (πt) will be a continuous function of time, and thus the synchrony
measure F can be meaningfully measured over a population whose distribution changes
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continuously in time. Lastly, the continuity of F guarantees a type of consistency prop-
erty with respect to statistical estimation and measurement noise: if {π̂n}∞n=1 is a se-
quence of estimates of π that converges to π in P(M), e.g., resulting from finite samples
of the population with potentially noisy observations, then the synchrony measure satisfies
F (π̂n) → F (π). This provides reassurance that the synchrony of a large finite sample
approximates the synchrony of the full population.

3.2 Interpretability

As a consequence of the continuity of Var and compactness of P(M), the generalized
variances of distributions over P(M) are bounded and a there exists a maximizer π∗ ∈
P(M) in Eq. (2.2). We regard such a distribution on M as maximally asynchronous, and
thus F satisfies property (2) and provides an interpretable measure of synchrony, where
F (π) = 1 if and only if the population is perfectly synchronized in some state, i.e., π = δα
for some α ∈M . This follows from the elementary fact that the only distributions with 0
generalized variance are delta distributions supported on a single state:

Proposition 2. Let (M,d) be a compact metric space, and π ∈ P(M). Then Var(π) = 0
if and only if π = δα is a delta distribution supported at some α ∈M .

For completeness we include a proof of this fact in Appendix B.
The normalization of F to the interval [0, 1] permits quantitative comparison of syn-

chrony across observations of systems under differing conditions. It also ensures that the
measure is invariant to rescaling the metric, enabling, for example, comparison of periodic
processes with different periods.

3.3 Invariance to Rescaling

The measure of synchrony given in Eq. (2.1) depends explicitly on the choice of state
space and metric on it. While in practice we expect the states to be determined by the
available measurements, the metric on those states may be subject to greater choice. For
example, if the state space is a circle, then one may choose to parameterize it by radians
in [0, 2π), resulting in distances between points in [0, π], or by fractions of a cycle, i.e.,
by [0, 1), resulting in distances between points being confined to [0, 1/2]. Such a linear
reparameterization should not change the synchrony of a distribution, and indeed it does
not. This can be seen as a special case of rescaling a metric on a common space, which
leaves synchrony unchanged:

Proposition 3. Let (M,d) be a metric space. For λ > 0, define dλ(x, y) = λd(x, y) for all
x, y ∈M . Then F(M,d)(π) = F(M,dλ)(π) for all π ∈ P(M).

An elementary proof of the fact that synchrony is invariant to rescaling the metric is
provided in Appendix C.
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3.4 Approximability and Quantization of States

In practice, it might be impossible to measure the true states of a system exactly. Instead,
due to experimental capabilities or other factors, it may be that the true states are only
approximated by a measurement. For instance, a state space may be discretized into
a finite number of discrete states (e.g., a spatial grid), or an individual’s state may be
represented by an observable proxy (e.g., cell cycle stage coarsely characterized by cellular
morphology). In this section we suppose that (M,d) is the true underlying state space of
a population distributed according to π ∈ P(M), and furthermore the population is only
observed through a measurable function g : M → X ⊂M , where X is the set of observable
states. In other words, if an individual is in state x ∈ M , then when we measure that
individual our measurement/experiment returns only the value g(x) ∈ X. Although not
required, in practice we often expect X to be finite.

If we observe a population using the function g : M → X, then the distribution of
the observations is given by the push-forward measure πX := g∗π = π ◦ g−1, defined by
πX(E) := π(g−1(E)) for all measurable sets E ⊂ X. If (X, d) is regarded as a subspace
of (M,d) then we can assess the synchrony of the population in the observed state space,
F(X,d)(πX), although we do not have access to the true population synchrony F(M,d)(π). To
what extent does the observable synchrony inX approximate the true underlying synchrony
in M? Not surprisingly, the answer depends on how well X approximates M , a fact which
is made precise in the following proposition.

Proposition 4. Let (M,d) be a compact metric space with at least two points, X ⊂ M
compact, and g : M → X measurable. Let ϵ ≥ 0 and assume d(x, g(x)) ≤ ϵ for all x ∈M .
Let π ∈ P(M) and take πX := g∗π ∈ P(X). Then∣∣F(M,d)(π)− F(X,d)(πX)

∣∣ ≤ 3ϵ

ν(M,d)
,

where ν(M,d) is the synchrony normalization constant of (M,d).

A proof of Proposition 4 appears in Appendix D. The function g in Proposition 4 serves
a dual role. First, it encodes the relationship between the true states and the observed
states, indicating the measured state g(x) corresponding to each true state x. Second, it
satisfies a bound on the largest distance between any state and its observed state, here
controlled by ϵ. Thus Proposition 4 provides precise control on how far away an observed
measure of synchrony can be from the true population synchrony in the unobserved state
space, provided that one knows how well X approximates M . Another consequence of
Proposition 4 is that the true synchrony of a population can be approximated arbitrarily
well by a judicious choice of subspace that well-approximates M , in the sense that each
point x ∈M is within a distance ϵ of at least one measurable state, namely g(x) ∈ X.

Although the statement of Proposition 4 does not specify it, nor does the proof rely on
it, we imagine that in practice X will typically be equal to a finite set {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ M ,
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induced by discretization of the true state space, and the function g : M → X will send
each state to its nearest observable state, i.e., g(x) = xi if d(x, xi) < d(x, xj) for all j ̸= i.
For those states that are equally far from multiple observable states, some choice of a tie-
breaking rule would need to be made to ensure g is a measurable function. However, the
conclusion of Proposition 4 does not depend on this choice.

Because F can be well-approximated both by incomplete observations about the pop-
ulation (i.e., through empirical samples of the underlying population distribution, due to
continuity) and incomplete observations of the true states of the system, we expect this
notion of synchrony will be broadly useful in the context of experimental data which may
involve uncertainties in both facets, i.e., it satisfies property (4).

4 Example State Spaces

In this section we contextualize the definition of population synchrony and its mathematical
properties by describing several examples which may be particularly relevant in applica-
tions. Then in Section 5 we establish results that allow efficient computation of synchrony
in several important spaces (property (5)).

To compute the synchrony of any distribution π ∈ P(M) according to Eq. (2.1), one
must determine the maximum asynchrony of any distribution on M . This essentially
reduces to maximizing the generalized variance, and so we focus first on example spaces
whose maximal generalized variance is known.

Example 1 (Compact Intervals). If M = [a, b] ⊂ R, with the usual metric, d(x, y) = |x−y|,
then

Var(π) ≤ 1

4
(b− a)2,

with equality only at π∗ = 1
2(δa + δb) [36].

Notably, the uniform distribution is not maximally asynchronous over an interval. A
straightforward calculation shows that the uniform distribution on [a, b], π, has generalized
variance Var(π) = (b − a)2/12. Therefore the synchrony of the uniform distribution is
F (π) = (

√
3 − 1)/3, independent of the particular interval [a, b]. This can again be seen

as a special case of Proposition 3, where, in this case, normalization ensures synchrony is
independent of the scale of the interval.

Example 2 (Compact Subsets of Rn). Recent results generalize Example 1 to subsets of
Rn with the usual metric [37] and more general metric spaces [38]. Even in the Euclidean
setting, determination of the maximal generalized variance supported on a compact subset
needs to be handled on a case by case basis, with notable results for some special cases
(see [37, Exp. 1.5]). For instance, generalizing Example 1 slightly, for M = [a, b]n with
the Euclidean metric, the maximal variance will be n(b− a)2/4, achieved by concentrating
equal mass on the 2n corners of M .
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Example 3 (The Circle). Suppose M = [0, 1) ∼= S1 is the circle with circumference 1, with
arclength metric

d(x, y) = min(|x− y|, 1− |x− y|).

Then the following fact appears as a special case in [38, Exp. 9].

Proposition 5. Suppose (S1, d) is the circle and π∗ is the uniform distribution (Lebesgue
measure) on S1. Then for all π ∈ P(S1), we have

Var (π) ≤ Var (π∗),

with equality if and only if π = π∗.

In the present setting of population synchrony, Proposition 5 establishes that the most
asynchronous population on a circle is one which is uniformly distributed. A calculation
then shows that the maximum generalized variance of any distribution on the circle of
circumference one is

∫
S1 d(x, 0)

2 dπ(x) = 1/12, and so ν(S1,d) =
√
3/6.

Example 4 (Discrete Circles (Uniform)). Let S1
p = {0, . . . , p − 1}, for some p ∈ N, and

define
dp(x, y) = min(|x− y|/p, 1− |x− y|/p),

for each x, y ∈ S1
p . We think of (S1

p , dp) as a discrete circle with p states. An analogous
result to Proposition 5 holds for discrete circles.

Proposition 6. Suppose (S1
p , dp) is a discrete circle, and let π∗ be the uniform distribution

on S1
p . Then for all π ∈ P(S1

p)

Var (π) ≤ Var (π∗).

As a consequence of Proposition 6 (proved in Appendix E) it follows that,

ν2(S1
p ,dp)

=
1

p

p−1∑
i=0

min{i/p, 1− i/p}2

=
6
⌈p
2

⌉2 − 6p
⌈p
2

⌉
− 6

⌈p
2

⌉
+ 2p2 + 3p+ 1

6p2
.

We may regard (S1
p , dp) as a discretization of S1 into p states representing arcs of length

1/p, with the distances between states the arclengths between the midpoints of each pair
of arcs. In other words, we approximate the circle by a subset of p equally-spaced points,
xi = i/p, i = 0, . . . , p − 1. If g : S1 → S1

p assigns elements in each (half-open) arc to its
midpoint, i.e., g([xi − 1/p, xi + 1/p)) = {xi}, (and points equally-far from xi and xi+1 to
one or the other), then d(x, g(x)) ≤ 1/2p for all x ∈ S1. Therefore, Proposition 4 yields∣∣∣F(S1,d)(π)− F(S1

p ,dp)
(g∗π)

∣∣∣ < 3
√
3

p
.
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Such an approximation may occur when a periodic process, whose true state space may be
modeled as phases on a circle, is replaced by an approximation into finitely many discrete
stages representing intervals of phases. This is often done in experimental biology studies
involving periodic phenomenon (e.g., cell division cycle, developmental cycles, or circadian
cycles) [39, 40, 18].

Example 5 (Discrete Circles (General)). In applications it may be more accurate to model
states as arcs with different “stage-dependent” lengths, still taking the distance between
states as the arc length between the corresponding midpoints of the arcs they repre-
sent. Suppose M = {0, . . . , p − 1} for some p ∈ N, and partition [0, 1) into disjoint
arcs [ai, ai+1), i = 0, . . . , p− 1, where a0 = 0 and ap = 1. Then the distance between states
x, y is

d(x, y) = min(|ax − ay + ax+1 − ay+1|, 2− |ax − ay + ax+1 − ay+1|)/2. (4.1)

Such spaces may be appropriate to model periodic developmental cycles represented by dis-
crete morphological stages that occupy different fractions of the cycle, as observed through
microscopy measurements of cell populations [18]. Unlike the uniform discrete circle spaces
defined in Example 4, the distribution with maximal asynchrony over the space given by
Eq. (4.1) need not be uniform. For instance, choosing a0 = 0, a1 = 1/2, a2 = 3/4, a3 = 1
defines a three-state circular space with one long state occupying half the cycle and two
shorter states, each occupying 1/4 of the cycle. In this case, the uniform distribution
π = [1/3, 1/3, 1/3] has generalized variance Var(π) = 1/3((3/8)2 + (1/4)2) and synchrony
F (π) = 1−

√
1/3((3/8)2 + (1/4)2/(9/32) ≈ 0.0748. On the other hand, a distribution with

maximal generalized variance (equal to 81/1024) on this space is π∗ = [7/16, 9/32, 9/32].
The uniform distribution concentrates more mass in each of the “shorter” states and less
mass in the “longer” state compared with π∗. In this way the uniform distribution is
somewhat more synchronized than π∗.

As in Example 4, Proposition 4 can be used to provide an upper bound on the error
that may be incurred by imprecise representation of states occupying each arc, [ai, ai+1),
i = 0, . . . , p− 1.

5 Computing Synchrony

As can be seen from the preceding examples, computing the synchrony normalization
constant must be handled for each space individually, often without knowing a priori which
distribution(s) will have maximal asynchrony. Both the determination of ν(M,d) and the
calculation of the synchrony for a given measure π requires determination of its generalized
variance. As observed, this can be computed by finding the nearest delta distribution to π
in the Wasserstein-2 metric.

In general, if (M,d) is a complete and separable metric space (which will be the case
for M compact) one defines the Wasserstein-2 distance between probability measures (with
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finite variance) π, µ ∈ P (M) by

W2(π, µ) =

(
inf

γ∈Γ[π,µ]

∫
M×M

d(x, y)2 dγ(x, y)

)1/2

,

where γ ∈ Γ[π, µ] is a coupling : a measure in the set of product measures on M×M having
marginals π and µ, i.e. γ(E×M) = π(E) and γ(M×E) = µ(E) for all measurable E ⊂M .
[41]. In the present setting, one of the two distributions under consideration is always a
delta measure, µ = δα, which severely constrains Γ[π, µ] and leads to efficient algorithms
for important special cases.

5.1 Finite State Spaces

Consider a finite state space M = {0, . . . , p−1} and metric specified by the p×p symmetric
matrix D[i, j] = d(i, j). Let the matrix C[i, j] = d(i, j)2 encode the squared distances
between states. Then the squared Wasserstein-2 distance between a distribution π and
a delta distribution δi on M is simply (Cπ)[i], the i-th coordinate of the vector Cπ.
Therefore, by definition, the (squared) normalization constant associated with F (π) will
be

ν2(M,d) = max
π∈P(M)

 min
0≤i≤p−1

p−1∑
j=0

C[i, j]π[j]

 . (5.1)

In this case, P(M) is the set of length-p probability vectors (with non-negative components
which sum to 1). Importantly, the optimization problem in Eq. (5.1) can be realized as a
linear programming (LP) problem, for which a global optimum is guaranteed to be found
and for which many highly optimized methods exist [42].

Proposition 7. For a finite metric space (M,d) with p states, the distribution with maxi-
mal variance can be determined by a linear program (LP) in p+1 variables, with 1 equality
constraint and 2p inequality constraints.

The precise LP problem referenced to in Proposition 7 is provided in Appendix F.
We have implemented routines in Python to compute the normalization constant for any
finite state space [43] that make use of fast LP solvers provided in the the Scipy Python
module [44]. Empirical computational costs of our implementations for example spaces are
provided in Section 6.1.

5.2 Empirical Distributions on the Circle

Having established methods for computing synchrony for any finite state space using results
from optimal transport and LP, we turn our attention to an important continuous state
space: the circle. Often, in practice, a population distribution will be an empirical sample
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distribution consisting of finitely many point masses (e.g., flow cytometry data [45]). Given
α ∈ S1 ∼= [0, 1) and an empirical measure on the circle, π = 1

n

∑n
i=1 δxi (supported on a

finite sample {xi}ni=1 ⊂ [0, 1), which may have repeated elements), the squared Wasserstein-
2 distance between δα and π is

W 2
2 (δα, π) =

1

n

n∑
i=1

d(xi, α)
2

=
1

n

n∑
i=1

min(|xi − α|, 1− |xi − α|)2

=
1

n

n∑
i=1

{
|xi − α|2, if |xi − α| ≤ 1/2

(1− |xi − α|)2, if |xi − α| > 1/2.
(5.2)

We have already determined the synchrony normalization constant to be
√
3/6 for the

circle of circumference 1 thanks to Proposition 5. It remains to determine the choice of
α ∈ S1 which minimizes the function W 2

2 (δα, π) for the given empirical distribution, π.
Ultimately, this task is a constrained optimization problem in one variable, α ∈ [0, 1),

for which numerous global optimization methods are well suited. However, such meth-
ods generally do not come with guarantees on finding a global optimum for non-convex
functions. Although W 2

2 (δα, π) will not be convex on [0, 1), it will always be convex on
subintervals between consecutive antipodal points, a(xi) = (xi + 1/2) mod 1, that par-
tition [0,1) (see Fig. G.1 for an example). This observation leads to an algorithm that
is guaranteed to find the generalized variance of π in a finite number of evaluations of
Eq. (5.2) that grows linearly with the number of point masses. This is made precise in the
following proposition.

Proposition 8. Let π = 1
n

∑n
i=1 δxi be an empirical distribution on the circle of circum-

ference 1, supported on {xi}ni=1 ⊂ [0, 1). Then F (π) is computable in at most 2n + 1
evaluations of W 2

2 (δα, π).

The algorithm to determine the synchrony of a finite empirical distribution on the
circle, whose correctness is established in the proof of Proposition 8 in Appendix H, relies
on computing the locations of the exact minimizers in each subinterval between consecutive
antipodal points. These are either the critical points at which dW 2

2 (δα, π)/dα = 0 or the
endpoints of the intervals in the partition of [0,1) by antipodal points, giving at most 2n+1
candidate barycenters of π.
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6 Computational Results

6.1 Implementations

We implemented routines for computing synchrony measures for distributions on general
finite state spaces, including discrete circular spaces, and for empirical distributions on the
circle. These are provided in an open-source Python module [43]. To assess the practical
efficiency of computing synchrony, we conducted several experiments to measure the time
cost of these implementations for varying numbers of states in finite state spaces (Fig. 1A),
and separately for the size of the support of empirical distributions on the circle (Fig. 2A).
All timing experiments were conducted on an Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-7920X CPU with 12
cores at 2.90GHz, (running at approximately 4GHz).
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Figure 1: Times to compute the normalization constants (A) and the synchrony
measures (B) for finite state spaces.

In the case of a finite state space, the calculation of the normalization constant via solv-
ing an LP optimization problem is the most costly operation. That said, for a fixed state
space, this constant need be computed only once. Moreover, LP problems are widespread
and demand for solvers has led to numerous high-efficiency implementations. Our imple-
mentation leverages LP solvers provided in the open-source Python module, Scipy [44],
which makes use of either high performance dual revised simplex or interior-point methods
written in C++ [42].

We found that for even large state spaces the normalization constant can be computed
in moderate time (∼60 seconds for a random Euclidean state space with 10,000 states,
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Fig. 1A). Interestingly, we found that the effective compute time of the normalization con-
stant can depend significantly on the particular finite metric space. We observed approx-
imately an order of magnitude increase in the average time to solve for the normalization
constant of a uniform finite cyclic state space compared to random Euclidean state spaces
of the same size, for large state spaces (Fig. 1A). Here a random Euclidean state space
was generated by sampling n ∈ {10, 100, 1000, 10000} points uniformly at random from
[0, 1)12 and treating each point as a state. The distance between two states was taken to
be the standard Euclidean distance between the points. It should be noted that computing
the normalization constant for a uniform cyclic state space is unnecessary given that the
exact normalization is achieved by the uniform distribution and can be exactly computed
without appealing to LP (Proposition 6).

Having found the finite state space normalization constant, calculation of synchrony of
a distribution is extremely fast (on the order of 10 milliseconds for a state space with 10000
states), as it requires only a single matrix-vector multiplication and finding the minimum
entry in the resulting vector (Fig. 1B).

The theoretical results in Section 5 guarantee that the exact value of synchrony of
an empirical distribution supported on n points in the circle can be determined by a
number of evaluations of the Wasserstein-2 distance that grows linearly in n. However,
we can sacrifice the guarantee of correctness to potentially gain computational efficiency
by approximating synchrony using a global optimization algorithm. Our implementation
of the routine which computes synchrony of an empirical distribution on the circle [43]
uses either the exact method established in Appendix H, or an approximate method using
a basin-hopping global optimization algorithm, implemented in the Python module Scipy
[44] based on the method described in [46].

By using a basin-hopping global optimization method [46], we found that for uniform
random data, on average, less than 2500 evaluations of the Wasserstein-2 distance were
required to find an estimate near double precision machine epsilon (max error ≈ 2.22e−16,
not shown) of the exact measure of synchrony for empirical distributions consisting of up to
10,000 point masses (Fig. 2B). This results in a significantly lower synchrony compute time
than the exact calculation, for large numbers of point masses on the circle, and apparently
sublinear growth with the number of point masses (Fig. 2A).

6.2 Dynamics of Synchrony

Many applications focus on populations of individuals with dynamics, meaning that the
state of an individual may change over time. The first and most basic observation about
synchrony in this setting is that it too may vary over time as the distribution of the
population across states changes due to variation in the dynamics of individuals.
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Figure 2: (A) Time to compute synchrony measure for empirical distributions on
the circle with n points using either the exact, provably correct algorithm or a
basin-hopping global optimization algorithm. (B) The numbers of evaluations of
the Wasserstein-2 metric between the empirical distribution and a delta distribution
on the circle.

6.2.1 Loss of Synchrony Due to Variable Progression Rates

Many common biological experiments derive measurements from populations of cells (e.g.,
RNA-Seq [47]). Often the goal of such experiments is to make inferences about individuals
within the population, and thus synchronization procedures are required to reduce the effect
of the convolution of states (e.g., gene expression) occupied by a distribution of individuals
in a cell population. For example, elutriation by centrifuge can be used to synchronize
a population of yeast cells in their cellular division cycle [48], or cells can be chemically
arrested in a particular phase [49]. Circadian-clock synchrony can be similarly chemically-
induced in mammalian tissue cultures [50], and numerous methods exist to synchronize
Plasmodium parasites in their IEC [51]. Each of these cases represents a periodic biological
process, and in each case it is well known that population synchrony will degrade over time
due to a variety of factors including asynchronous cellular development [52, 53], and/or
natural biological variation in intrinsic periods [18, 54].

To illustrate and quantify the loss of population synchrony of some periodic processes
due to variability in cycle progression rates, we measured synchrony over time of a simple
model of a population of phase oscillators. Here the observed state space S = S1 ∼= [0, 1)
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represents cycle phase, and the ith individual parasite’s state at time t, xi(t), changes at a
constant rate, so

dxi(t)/dt = βi > 0.

We expect the rate at which the population loses synchrony will increase with increasing
variance in cycle progression rates across the population. Fig. 3(A) shows the dynamics of
synchrony loss of a population of 10,000 oscillators whose phase velocities are drawn from
a log-logistic distribution,

βi ∼ LL(x;µ, σ),

for three choices of scale parameter σ in the density function

LL(x;µ, σ) =
exp(z)

σx(1 + exp(z))2
, z := (ln(x)− µ)/σ,

where µ = ln(πσ/ sin(πσ)). The choices of µ and σ enforce that the expected period length
is always 1 (cycle), and the exact coefficient of variation (CoV,

√
tan(πσ)/(πσ)− 1) of

the phase-velocity distribution is either 0.1, 0.2, or 0.5 (corresponding to σ ≈ .054805,
0.107709, and 0.241695 respectively). Each population was initially perfectly synchronized
in phase 0.

Although all populations converge towards a steady-state uniform distribution, the rate
of convergence increases with greater cycle period variability, as expected. For example,
with a population of phase oscillators whose velocities exhibit a coefficient of variation of
10% of the average period length, synchrony has dropped from 1 to approximately 0.5 after
1.5 cycles. On the other hand, given a larger variability in cycle progression rates (CoV
0.5), by 1.5 cycles the population is essentially uniformly distributed (Fig. 3A).

Of course, if βi = β is constant across the population, synchrony will not change in
time: the barycenter of the initial population will simply progress at the same rate β,
and in this rotating reference frame, the distribution will not change. In Fig. 3(B), three
populations of phase oscillators with different amounts of initial synchrony were produced
by sampling initial phases from the mean-0 normal distribution with density

N(x;σ) = exp(−x2/(2σ))/(σ
√
2π),

and wrapping to the unit interval by reducing samples modulo-1. Each individual pro-
gressed through its cycle phases at the same rate, resulting in constant synchrony over
time. Note that a population’s (constant) synchrony decreases with increasing initial phase
variance, σ, chosen in Fig. 3(B) to be either 0.05, 0.1, or 0.2. For σ = 0.05, synchrony is
over 0.8, indicative of the a highly concentrated population, while for σ = 0.2 the distri-
bution has synchrony less than 0.4, reflecting the large variance of the broad distribution
over cycle phases.
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Figure 3: (A) Phase distributions of a population of 10,000 oscillators (top row)
with individuals having different phase velocities at time t=0.5 (left) and t=2.5
(right), and their synchrony over time (bottom row). Initial phases were set to 0
for all individuals. Phase velocities were drawn from log-logistic distributions with
coefficients of variation (CoV) either 0.1, 0.2, or 0.5. (B) Phase distributions of a
population of 10,000 oscillators (top row) with constant (1) phase velocity at time
t=0.3 (left) and t=2.7 (right), and their synchrony over time (bottom row). Initial
phases were drawn from normal distributions with variances, σ either 0.05, 0.1, or
0.2 wrapped to the interval [0,1).

6.2.2 The Impact of Replication on Population Synchrony

For cell division cycles and Plamodium IECs, the population size and distribution across
states are changing over time due to replication. In the latter case, replication occurs at
a particular phase of development and schizogony results in anywhere between 2 to 32
daughter parasites [55]. It has been suggested that replication induces a biased assessment
of population synchrony, using microscopy measurements that identify cellular state by
morphological characteristics (so-called stage percentage curves) [56]. We clarify this ob-
servation through a reanalysis of the heuristic model put forward in [56], using the rigorous
definition of population synchrony presented here.

Consider a population of malaria parasites progressing through the IEC, encoded as
a time-dependent length-4 vector x, whose integral components count the number of par-
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Figure 4: Synchrony over time of a heuristic discrete-time model of a replicating
population of Plasmodium parasites in a uniform discrete circular space consisting
of 4 states (0=early ring, 1=late ring, 2=trophozoite, and 3=schizont). Parasites
are assumed to progress at a constant rate from stage i to stage i + 1 (mod 4)
and replicate with the given reproduction rate upon leaving stage 3 (schizont) and
entering stage 0 (early ring). Also shown is the stage 0 percentage curve for three
different choices of reproduction rates (s = 2, 4, and 12).

asites in each of four distinct stages (early ring, late ring, trophozoite, and schizont). If
we assume no variability in the progression rates of the parasites, this population can be
modeled by

x(t+ 1) = x(t)


0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
s 0 0 0

 , (6.1)

where s ≥ 1 is the reproduction rate at the schizont-to-early ring transition [56]. In this
setting the population distribution at time t is then

π(t) = x(t)/N(t),

where N(t) is the total size of the population at time t, so that the coordinates of π(t)
measure the fraction of parasites in each stage, which is the measurement often made in
this context.

When s = 1, the population does not experience replication. Instead x(t + 1)[i] =
x(t)[i− 1] (where indices are taken modulo 4). The result is a cyclic shift of the masses in
each state at each time step, which yields a constant degree of synchrony over time. How-
ever, if s > 1, even an initially uniformly distributed (maximally asynchronous) population
(i.e., π(0) = [1/4, 1/4, 1/4, 1/4]) will show periodic fluctuations in the stage percentage
curves due to replication, and the extent of the fluctuation will depend on the size of the

19



reproduction rate. This phenomenon is naturally reflected by our measure of population
synchrony. Fig. 4 reports the population synchrony in the uniform discrete circular state
space (defined in Example 4) of a population of parasites initially uniformly distributed
and moving at a constant rate across 4 morphological stages, according to Eq. (6.1). Fig. 4
also shows the percentage of parasites in stage 0 (early ring), which too fluctuates pe-
riodically over time. The reason that the population is becoming periodically more and
less synchronous in time is because the population’s distribution over morphological stages
changes periodically over time. We note, as was observed in [56], that the maximum per-
centage of parasites in the early ring stage over one period grows with the reproduction
rate, s. This is expected since the population can become arbitrarily highly concentrated
in the first stage following replication with a sufficiently large choice of reproduction rate.

Thus replication need not result in an overestimate of synchrony if defined as a measure
of how well a population is aligned in some state space at each moment in time. Instead,
replication induces dynamic changes in population synchrony–even in a population with
zero variability in its phase velocities.

6.2.3 Boundary Effects Due to Discrete Observations

The examples in Sections 6.2.1 and 6.2.2 remind us that synchrony, if measured at only
one time point, may be insufficient to characterize synchrony as it evolves over time. In
this section, we illustrate how measurement limitations can also affect the accuracy of
estimating population synchrony, especially when limiting measurements to a single time
point.

In the case of Plasmodium parasites, the developmental phase is usually approximated
by an assignment of morphological stage. We regard this as a discretization of the contin-
uous circle (whose states are phases measuring the fraction of the cycle length traversed)
into disjoint arcs over which observed morphology is invariant (see Example 5). Unlike
replication, the loss of information caused by discretization can introduce substantial bias
into the observed progression of synchrony, with synchrony periodically over- and under-
estimated. Specifically, spurious oscillations in synchrony can be observed as population
distributions traverse sharp stage boundaries (Fig. 5).

Suppose a population is distributed according to π(t) as a function of time in the true
state space M , where M is the circle parameterized by [0, 1), and π(t) is the uniform dis-
tribution over the interval [t, t+1/8] (taken modulo 1). Under this assumption, synchrony
is constant in time, F (π(t)) = 95/96 for all t.

However, suppose that there are only 4 observable states equally dividing the circle, so
that events are classified according to the state space X = {0, 1, 2, 3} as in Section 6.2.2.
If state i corresponds to the arc [i/4, (i + 1)/4), i = 0, . . . , 3, the observed population
distribution πX(t) will then consist of either a single state i, whenever [t, t+1/8] ⊂ [i/4, (i+
1)/4), leading to F (π′) = 1, or a population split between two states whenever i/4 ∈
(t, t + 1/8) modulo 1. By symmetry, the smallest observed synchrony will occur when
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Figure 5: Periodic synchrony due to the discretization of S1. Panels (A) and (B)
represent two observations of the same population separated by some period of time.
The shape of the distribution of individuals π(t) remains unchanged, so in reality, the
population has constant synchrony. However, if the underlying continuous space is
discretized into intervals, then perfect synchrony (all individuals at state 0) in panel
(A) decays in panel (B) (half the individuals in state 0 and the other half in state 1).
Panel (C): This apparent change from perfect synchrony to substantial asynchrony
repeats periodically over time. Here, the dotted lines represent moments where π(t)
is equidistant across a boundary.

the population is evenly split across the boundary of two discrete states, resulting in an
observed synchrony of 1 − 1/

√
3. The synchrony measure F (π′(t)) is given schematically

in Fig. 5, showing the linear excursions from perfect synchrony as the true population
traverses discrete state boundaries. In other words, the observed distribution appears to
be (periodically) perfectly synchronized in S, even though the unobserved true distribution
is neither perfectly synchronized nor dynamic in M .

To further illustrate the effect of discretization of a state space, we performed a reanal-
ysis of a phase oscillator model—originally reported in [18] and described in Section 6.2.1—
and experimentally-measured time series stage percentage curves for several strains of P.
falciparum. We computed synchrony for each model phase oscillator population, thought
of as time-evolving empirical distributions on the circle. We also computed synchrony for
the experimentally-measured and the model-predicted stage percentage curves using finite
circular state spaces, with 4 states determined by the strain-specific stage threshold phases
reported in [18]. For completeness these thresholds are provided in Table J.1 in Appendix
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J. The distances between states were taken to be the arc lengths between the midpoints of
the model-inferred stage intervals as defined in Example 5.

The cartoon example in Fig. 5, suggests that synchrony measured in the observable
finite state space exhibits qualitatively different dynamics than synchrony measured in
the true underlying state space. In Fig. 6 we observe synchrony smoothly degrading in
time in the phase oscillator model (due to non-zero variance in phase velocities across the
population, as in Fig. 3(A)). However, the discretization of the circle into morphological
stages induces rapid decreases and increases in synchrony as the population’s distribution in
phase space crosses stage thresholds. Thus, a single measurement of population synchrony
in the coarse 3-stage discretization of the continuous phase space dramatically misrepresents
the degree of synchrony of the population in the latter. In Fig. 6 we observed examples
where the former state space reports a much lower degree of synchrony than the latter at
many time points (e.g., HB3 at 45 hours), and marginally higher synchrony at others (e.g.,
FVO at 60 hours).

Figure 6: Measures of synchrony over time of simulated and experimentally-observed
populations of P. falciparum parasites, reported in [18]. Modeled parasite popula-
tions consist of 10000 phase oscillators that progress through phases of the circle,
[0,1), at randomly selected phase velocities. The circle is also discretized into mor-
phological stages by strain-specific stage-transition thresholds, indicated by black
dashed lines. Strain-specific cycle periods are indicated by red dashed lines. Strain-
specific stage transition thresholds are provided in Appendix J.
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Despite the spurious effects of discretization of the state space in the data reported
in Fig. 6, the maximum observed synchronies in the discrete circular spaces qualitatively
track the degradation of synchrony in phase space over time caused by variable parasite
IEC progression rates.

Any spurious dynamics induced by the discrete nature of measurements may be un-
avoidable (and undetectable) in practice. That said, by refining the discretization of a
true state space, the effect may be greatly ameliorated. To demonstrate this, we refined
the three Plasmodium stages modeled in Fig. 6, by subdividing each of the stages’ corre-
sponding phase-intervals into 2 or 3 equal length bins. This yielded state spaces consisting
of either 6 or 9 total stages, which could be regarded as further categorizing each mor-
phological stage into early and late, or early, middle and late (sub)stages. The inter-state
distance matrices for these state spaces are provided in Appendix J. Synchrony was then
computed for these (larger) discrete state spaces over time, as shown in Fig. 7. For each
strain, there is a reduction in the maximum deviations between synchrony measured in the
continuous phase space and the 6-stage space when compared with the deviation between
the phase-synchrony and synchrony measured in the coarser 3-stage space. This deviation
is further reduced for the refined discretizations of the circle into 9 stages.

These observations reflect the content of a special case of Proposition 4. In this setting,
M = S1 ∼= [0, 1), which is divided into disjoint arcs, [ai, ai+1), representing observable
stages (as in Example 5) whose distances are determined by the arclength between mid-
points of arcs. Equivalently, all phases in the arc [ai, ai+1) are assigned to the midpoint
xi, by g : M → X, where X = {x1, . . . , xk} (for k = 3, 6 or 9) is a discretization of M .
As k increases, the maximum distance from any true state, x, to its observed state, g(x),
is reduced, leading to a generally better approximation of synchrony in the more refined
observed spaces, as suggested by Proposition 4.

7 Discussion

This paper introduces a general quantification of synchrony that captures the degree to
which a population is synchronized in a chosen state space, which is required to be a
compact metric space. This restriction ensures synchrony is well-defined and simplifies
some of the mathematical analysis, while ensuring the results are general enough to apply
broadly to many experimental settings and measurement types.

This work establishes numerous desirable mathematical properties of synchrony, in-
cluding its insensitivity to measurement noise, invariance to scaling of the underlying state
space, and its approximability when the true state space is not entirely accessible but is
rather represented by only a subset of observable states.

This final property highlights the synchrony measure’s dependence on a choice of state
space, which may be dictated by what is measurable in a given experimental context. We
have shown through examples how discretization of a continuous state space can introduce
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Figure 7: Measures of synchrony over time of simulated populations of P. falci-
parum parasites. Modeled parasite populations consist of 10000 phase oscillators
that progress through phases of the circle, [0,1), at randomly selected phase veloci-
ties. The circle is discreteized into 3, 6, or 9 morphological stages by strain-specific
stage transition thresholds. Strain-specific stage transition thresholds or inter-stage
distances for these discrete circular spaces are provided in Appendix J.

error in the measure of synchrony; however, we have also shown that this error may be
bounded by how well the observable states approximate the underlying space (Proposition
4). We showcased this process through a reanalysis of a model of the discrete P. falciparum
stages measured in [18]. Although such a hypothetical refinement of morphological stages
is not typical in studies involving Plasmodium, trained microscopists are able to distinguish
between substages of early trophozoite stage in P. vivax, as was done in [17].

Population asynchrony is related to the (normalized) minimum distance between a
population distribution and any perfectly synchronized population in a state space, where
distance is measured by the Wasserstein-2 distance between distributions from Optimal
Transport [32]. Normalization requires finding a distribution which is furthest from any
delta distribution. This problem of maximizing the Wasserstein-p distance to a given
distribution, and the techniques and applications presented here, may be of interest to
Optimal Transport researchers.

Proposition 4 is related to a large body of mathematical work concerning quantization
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of measure, in which one attempts to solve for

VN,p(µ) := inf
#supp µN≤N

Wp(µ, µN )p

and find the measure supported on at most N points that “best” approximates a given
measure, µ, [57] (where “best” refers to the minimal Wasserstein-p distance between the
measures, 1 ≤ p <∞). Foundational work establishes, under mild assumptions about the
space supporting µ, that VN,p(µ)→ 0 as N tends to infinity (see [57, Lemma 6.1, p. 77] for
example). Much work has focused on determining the asymptotic rates of convergence of
VN,p(µ) in different settings, [57, 58, 59, 60, 61]. In contrast, Proposition 4 does not report
a rate of convergence of optimal quantized measures, but instead can be used to bound the
error of particular quantized measures whose support is specified by a measurable function
and whose preimages partition the space. In experimental settings we don’t expect one will
always have a choice of the support of the discretization. Indeed, in the examples presented
in Section 6, Plasmodium stages are determined by specific, discernible morphology char-
acteristics, and so defining arbitrary stage thresholds by microscopy measurements may
not be possible.

A recent study proposes quantifying synchrony of a population of Plasmodium parasites
during their IEC as 1 minus the ratio of the time required for 99% of the parasite population
to traverse the IEC to the IEC period length [28]. It is important to note that this measure
is, in principle, influenced both by the initial distribution of parasites in the IEC and by the
variability in how individual parasites progress through their IEC. That said, the analysis
presented was limited to the simplified case in which all parasites are assumed to progress
at the same rate. Thus, in [28], the proposed measure captures only the population’s initial
synchrony. For this reason, and because the study was limited to synthetic data, the utility
of the proposed synchrony measure to experimental measurements is unclear.

It has also been suggested that stage percentage curves present a biased measure of
synchrony [28, 56] due to the effects of replication. This conclusion is based on the obser-
vation that even if a population of parasites is uniformly distributed in its state space and
every individual progresses at the same rate through states, the proportion of parasites in
ring stage will periodically increase and decrease [56]. We observe the same phenomenon in
our proposed measure of synchrony: replication can induce dynamic changes in synchrony
(Fig. 4). We do not, however, conclude that this is a bias in synchrony itself. Instead, we
regard it as an inevitable property of any reasonable measure of synchrony that depends on
the population distribution, since, periodically, a greater percentage of individuals occupy
early ring.

We also expect that the periodic increase and decrease in population synchrony in
response to replication depends critically on the (unrealistic) assumption that all para-
sites progress through states at the same rate. We expect the synchrony of a replicating
population in which individuals progress at different rates will exhibit qualitatively differ-
ent dynamics, and may approach a new steady state, as suggested by the non-replicating

25



simulated populations in Fig 3. Precise characterization of the impact of the modeling
assumption that all parasites progress at the same rate is ongoing and beyond the scope
of this paper.

Ostensibly, replication-induced synchronization and desynchronization could influence
our understanding of the variability with which individuals in a population progress through
a state space. As a thought experiment, imagine two populations in a periodic state
space, having identical initial distributions and identical variability in how individuals
move through state space, but only one of which undergoes replication at a particular
phase. Will replication cause the one population to lose synchrony more slowly over time
than the other? Based on our findings, we expect the degree and nature of the influence
of replication on the apparent changes in synchrony over time will depend on population-
level factors, including 1) how the population is distributed, 2) how variably individuals
progress through states; experimental factors, such as 3) when and how often measurements
are taken, and 4) how the observable measurement relates to the underlying state space;
and active mechanistic factors, such as 5) entrainment to a external signal(s) and/or 6)
interactions between indivduals in the population.

We have shown that variability of individual progression rates can influence the dynam-
ics of population synchrony (Fig. 3), as can replication (Fig. 4). We have also demonstrated
the impact discretization of a state space can have on the dynamics of measured synchrony
(Fig. 5 and Fig. 6) and shown the influence of the fidelity of the discretization (Fig. 7).
Fully clarifying the interactions between variability of dynamics, replication, measurement
limitations, and other mechanisms which may alter population synchrony is beyond the
scope of this paper, but we believe that such investigations will be aided by the general,
mathematically sound and rigorous definition of synchrony put forward here. Thus this
work will contribute to the growing body of work on modeling synchrony in biological pop-
ulations [18, 53, 62, 63] and advance our understanding of the mechanisms of synchrony.

Of particular interest, and the focus of future work, are the roles that coupling between
individuals in a population and/or entrainment to an external signal may play in the es-
tablishment or maintenance of population synchrony. For example, circadian rhythms are
expressed at the cellular level by intrinsic biological clocks which maintain only approxi-
mately 24-hour periods as individual oscillators [64], and high levels of synchrony across
diverse cell types in multicellular organisms is maintained by entrainment to external cues
(e.g., light-dark cycles) [65]. Likewise, recent work provides evidence that Plasmodium
parasites have intrinsic clocks controlling precise periods of their IEC [18] and that there
is alignment between this clock phase and the circadian phase in humans [17]. This obser-
vation suggests a conceptual model which may explain synchronous bursting of parasites
in the IEC due to entrainment of parasite clocks to host circadian signals [17]. We expect
that the quantification of synchrony in this work will aid future modeling and experimen-
tal efforts that seek to elucidate conceptual and biochemical mechanisms responsible for
maintaining synchrony in these and other related systems.

The notion of synchrony proposed in this work can be considered as a statistic of a
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probability distribution on a metric space. Given the large volume of work devoted to
understanding statistics on manifolds and other metric spaces (e.g., see the books [66,
67, 68]), we believe that a full investigation of the statistical properties of synchrony may
provide another interesting avenue for future mathematics research.
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and sexual development in the haematopoietic niche of the host, Nature Reviews
Microbiology 18 (3) (2020) 177–189. doi:10.1038/s41579-019-0306-2.
URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-019-0306-2

[56] M. A. Greischar, S. E. Reece, N. J. Savill, N. Mideo, The challenge of quantifying
synchrony in malaria parasites, Trends in Parasitology 35 (5) (2019) 341–355.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2019.03.002.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S1471492219300534

[57] S. Graf, H. Luschgy, Foundations of Quantization for Probability Distributions,
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2000.

[58] P. M. Gruber, Optimal configurations of finite sets in riemannian 2-manifolds, Ge-
ometriae Dedicata 84 (1) (2001) 271–320. doi:10.1023/A:1010358407868.
URL https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010358407868

35

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=21853014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=21853014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=21853014
https://doi.org/10.1214/09-AOAS264
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=21853014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=21853014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=17329975
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=17329975
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=17329975
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15620658
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15620658
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15620658
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.11.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.11.057
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15620658
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-019-0306-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-019-0306-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-019-0306-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-019-0306-2
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1471492219300534
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1471492219300534
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2019.03.002
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1471492219300534
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1471492219300534
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010358407868
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010358407868
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010358407868


[59] P. M. Gruber, Optimum quantization and its applications, Advances in Mathematics
186 (2) (2004) 456–497. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2003.07.017.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0001870803002573

[60] B. Kloeckner, Approximation by finitely supported measures, ESAIM: Control, Op-
timisation and Calculus of Variations 18 (2) (2012) 343–359. doi:10.1051/cocv/

2010100.
URL http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2010100/

[61] M. Iacobelli, Asymptotic quantization for probability measures on Riemannian mani-
folds, ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations 22 (3) (2016) 770–785.
doi:10.1051/cocv/2015025.
URL http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2015025/

[62] X. Guo, A. Bernard, D. A. Orlando, S. B. Haase, A. J. Hartemink, Branching process
deconvolution algorithm reveals a detailed cell-cycle transcription program, Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 110 (10) (2013) E968–77.

[63] S. B. Haase, S. A. Campione, C. M. Kelliher, D. A. Orlando, T. Q. Tran, Alignment
of synchronized time-series data using the characterizing loss of cell cycle synchrony
model for cross-experiment comparisons, JoVE (196) (2023) e65466. doi:10.3791/

65466.
URL https://app.jove.com/65466

[64] K. R. Hayes, J. E. Baggs, J. B. Hogenesch, Circadian clocks are seeing the systems
biology light, Genome Biol 6 (5) (2005) 219, hayes, Kevin R Baggs, Julie E Hogenesch,
John B Review England Genome biology Genome Biol. 2005;6(5):219. Epub 2005
Apr 28. doi:gb-2005-6-5-219[pii]10.1186/gb-2005-6-5-219.
URL http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=

PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=15892879

[65] J. C. Dunlap, Genetics and molecular analysis of circadian rhythms, Annu Rev Genet
30 (1996) 579–601, 97137089 0066-4197 Journal Article Review Review, Academic.
URL http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=

PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=8982466

[66] I. L. Dryden, K. V. Mardia, Statistical shape analysis: with applications in R, Vol.
995, John Wiley & Sons, 2016.

[67] X. Pennec, S. Sommer, T. Fletcher, Riemannian geometric statistics in medical image
analysis, Academic Press, 2019.

[68] C. G. Small, The statistical theory of shape, Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

36

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001870803002573
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2003.07.017
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001870803002573
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001870803002573
http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2010100/
https://doi.org/10.1051/cocv/2010100
https://doi.org/10.1051/cocv/2010100
http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2010100/
http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2015025/
http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2015025/
https://doi.org/10.1051/cocv/2015025
http://www.numdam.org/articles/10.1051/cocv/2015025/
https://app.jove.com/65466
https://app.jove.com/65466
https://app.jove.com/65466
https://doi.org/10.3791/65466
https://doi.org/10.3791/65466
https://app.jove.com/65466
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=15892879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=15892879
https://doi.org/gb-2005-6-5-219 [pii] 10.1186/gb-2005-6-5-219
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=15892879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=15892879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=8982466
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=8982466
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=8982466


[69] F. C. Motta, Generalized measures of population synchrony, accessed: 2024-05-30
(May 2024).
URL https://gitlab.com/biochron/2024-Population-Synchrony

37

https://gitlab.com/biochron/2024-Population-Synchrony
https://gitlab.com/biochron/2024-Population-Synchrony


A Proof of Proposition 1

Proposition 1. Assume (M,d) is a compact metric space and P(M) is endowed with the
weak∗ topology. Then F : P(M)→ R is continuous.

Proof. Because (M,d) is compact, it follows that P(M) is also compact and metrizable with
the weak∗ topology. By definition of F (Eq. (2.1)), it suffices to show that V : P(M)→ R
is continuous, where V (π) = Var(π).

For each α ∈ M , define fα : M → R by setting fα(x) = d(x, α)2. Note that fα is
bounded and continuous. Then define Fα : P(M)→ R by setting

Fα(π) =

∫
fα dπ.

Note that Fα is continuous (by definition of the weak∗ topology). Then we have

V (π) = inf
α

Fα(π),

and therefore V is upper semi-continuous (as it is the pointwise infimum of continuous
functions).

Let us now prove that V is continuous. Let {πn} be a sequence in P(M) that converges
to π. Since V is non-negative and upper semi-continuous, we have that

0 ≤ lim supV (πn) ≤ V (π).

Let L = lim supV (πn). We claim that

limV (πn) = L = V (π).

In order to establish this fact, let us show that every subsequence {πnk
} has a further

subsequence {πnkj
} such that limV (πnkj

) = L and L = V (π).

Let {πnk
} be a subsequence of {πn}. By the compactness of M and the continuity of

the map α 7→ Fα(πnk
) for each k (resulting from the uniform dependence of fα on α), there

exists αk ∈M such that

V (πnk
) =

∫
fαk

dπnk
.

By the sequential compactness of M , there exists a subsequence {αkj} and a limit α ∈M
such that limαkj = α. Note that {fαkj

} converges uniformly on M to fα.

Let ϵ > 0. Since {πnkj
} converges to π and fα is continuous, there exists J1 such that

for all j ≥ J1, we have ∣∣∣∣∫ fα dπnkj
−
∫

fα dπ

∣∣∣∣ < ϵ/2.
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Also, since {fαkj
} converges uniformly to fα, there exists J2 such that for all j ≥ J2 we

have
∥fαkj

− fα∥ < ϵ/2.

Then for j ≥ max(J1, J2), we have∣∣∣V (πnkj
)− Fα(π)

∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣∫ fαkj
dπnkj

−
∫

fα dπnkj

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫ fα dπnkj
−
∫

fα dπ

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥fαkj

− fα∥+ ϵ/2

< ϵ/2 + ϵ/2 = ϵ.

Thus, we have shown that limV (πnkj
) = Fα(π). Then by this fact, the definition of L, the

upper semi-continuity of V , and the definition of V as an infimum, we see that

Fα(π) = limV (πnkj
) ≤ L ≤ V (π) ≤ Fα(π).

As the left and right expressions in the previous chain of inequalities are equal, we see that
all of these terms are equal, which establishes the desired result.
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B Proof of Proposition 2

Proposition 2. Let (M,d) be a compact metric space, and π ∈ P(M). Then Var(π) = 0
if and only if π = δα is a delta distribution supported at some α ∈M .

Proof. If π = δα for some α ∈ M , then by definition 0 ≤ Var(π) = infx∈M W 2
2 (δx, δα) ≤

W 2
2 (δα, δα) = 0, and so Var(π) = 0.
For the converse, assume π ̸= δα for any α ∈M , and suppose that α∗ satisfies

Var(π) = inf
α∈M

∫
M

d(x, α)2 dπ(x)

=

∫
M

d(x, α∗)2 dπ(x).

Since π ̸= δα∗ , we must have π(M \ {α∗}) > 0. Let U = M \ {α∗}, and let

Un = {x ∈M : d(x, α∗)2 > 1/n}.

Note that U =
⋃

n Un, and since π(U) > 0, there exists n such that π(Un) > 0. Then

Var(π) =

∫
M

d(x, α∗)2 dπ(x)

≥
∫
Un

d(x, α∗)2 dπ(x)

≥ π(Un)/n

> 0,

as desired.
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C Proof of Proposition 3

Proposition 3. Let (M,d) be a metric space. For λ > 0, define dλ(x, y) = λd(x, y) for all
x, y ∈M . Then F(M,d)(π) = F(M,dλ)(π) for all π ∈ P(M).

Proof. Observe that the metric topologies defined on M by d and dλ are identical and
therefore the Borel σ-algebras are the same and P(M ; d) = P(M ; dλ). By definition,
Var(M,dλ)(π) = λ2Var(M,d)(π). Therefore, if ν = supπ′∈P(M)Var(M,d)(π

′)1/2 is the normal-

ization constant over (M,d), then λν = supπ′∈P(M)Var(M,dλ)(π
′)1/2 is the normalization

constant over (M,dλ) and so

F(M,dλ)(π) = 1−
Var(M,dλ)(π)

1/2

λν
= 1−

λVar(M,d)(π)
1/2

λν
= F(M,d)(π).
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D Proof of Proposition 4

Proposition 4. Let (M,d) be a compact metric space with at least two points, X ⊂ M
compact, and g : M → X measurable. Let ϵ ≥ 0 and assume d(x, g(x)) ≤ ϵ for all x ∈M .
Let π ∈ P(M) and take πX := g∗π ∈ P(X). Then∣∣F(M,d)(π)− F(X,d)(πX)

∣∣ ≤ 3ϵ

ν(M,d)
,

where ν(M,d) is the synchrony normalization constant of (M,d).

Proof. Assume first that X also contains at least two points, so that both ν(M,d) and
ν(X,d) are strictly greater than zero. Let W2(π, µ) be the Wasserstein-2 distance between
π, µ ∈ P(M). For any measure π on M , define

V (π) := Var(M,d)(π)
1/2 = inf

α∈M
W2(π, δα),

and also let

ν := ν(M,d) = sup
π∈P(M)

V (π).

Likewise, for any measure πX on X, define

VX(πX) := Var(X,d)(πX)1/2 = inf
x∈X

W2(πX , δx),

and also let
νX := ν(X,d) = sup

πX∈P(X)
VX(πX).

First, note that for any measure π on M , there is a coupling, γ0 ∈ Γ[π, πX ] (with
marginals equal to π and πX) supported on the graph of g, i.e., the set graph(g) =
{(x, g(x)) ∈M ×X | x ∈M}. Then, since d(x, g(x)) ≤ ϵ for all x, we have

W2(π, πX) =

(
inf

γ∈Γ[π,πX ]

∫
M×X

d(x, y)2 dγ(x, y)

)1/2

≤
(∫

M×X
d(x, y)2 dγ0(x, y)

)1/2

=

(∫
graph(g)

d(x, y)2 dγ0(x, y)

)1/2

≤
(
ϵ2
∫
M×X

dγ0(x, y)

)1/2

= ϵ.
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Then, by the triangle inequality, for any α ∈M , and any π ∈ P(M), we have that

W2(π, δα) ≤W2(πX , δα) +W2(π, πX) ≤W2(πX , δα) + ϵ.

Taking the infimum over all α in M , we obtain

V (π) ≤ inf
α∈M

W2(πX , δα) + ϵ

≤ inf
x∈X

W2(πX , δx) + ϵ

= VX(πX) + ϵ.

(D.1)

Now observe that for any α in M and π on M , the triangle inequality gives

W2(πX , δg(α)) ≤W2(δg(α), δα) +W2(π, δα) +W2(π, πX)

≤W2(π, δα) + 2ϵ.

Choosing α∗ such that W2(π, δα∗) = V (π), we see that

VX(πX) = inf
x∈X

W2(πX , δx) ≤W2(δg(a∗), πX) ≤W2(δa∗ , π) + 2ϵ = V (π) + 2ϵ. (D.2)

Combining inequalities (D.1) and (D.2), we obtain

|V (π)− VX(πX)| ≤ 2ϵ. (D.3)

Now let π′ be a measure on X. Choose α∗ in M such that V (π′) = W2(π
′, δa∗). Then

VX(π′) = inf
x∈X

W2(π
′, δx) ≤W2(π

′, δg(α∗)) ≤W2(π
′, δα∗) + ϵ = V (π′) + ϵ.

Taking the supremum over π′ on X, we obtain

νX ≤ sup
π′∈P(X)

V (π′) + ϵ ≤ sup
π′∈P(M)

V (π′) + ϵ = ν + ϵ. (D.4)

Now taking supremum over all π on M in (D.1), we also have

ν ≤ νX + ϵ. (D.5)

Combining inequalities (D.4) and (D.5), we see that

|ν − νX | ≤ ϵ. (D.6)
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Finally, by Eq. (D.3) and Eq. (D.6) we conclude that

∣∣F(M,d)(π)− F(X,d)(πX)
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣1ν V (π)− 1

νX
VX(πX)

∣∣∣∣
=

1

ν · νX
|νXV (π)− νVX(πX)|

≤ 1

ν · νX
|νXV (π)− νXVX(πX)|

+
1

ν · νX
|νXVX(πX)− νVX(νX)|

≤ 1

ν
|V (π)− VX(πX)|+ 1

ν
|νX − ν|

≤ 3ϵ

ν
,

which finishes the proof for the case that X contains at least two points.
If X = {s} consists of a single state, then

∣∣F(M,d)(π)− F(X,d)(πX)
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣1ν V (π)− 1

∣∣∣∣
=

1

ν
|V (π)− ν|

≤ 1,

since |Var(π)− ν| ≤ ν. But in this case ϵ ≥ maxα∈M d(α, s), and so

ν = sup
π∈P(M)

V (π)

= sup
π∈P(M)

(
inf
y∈M

∫
M

d(x, y)2 dπ(x)

)1/2

≤ sup
π∈P(M)

(∫
M

d(x, s)2 dπ(x)

)1/2

≤ sup
π∈P(M)

(∫
M

ϵ2 dπ(x)

)1/2

= sup
π∈P(M)

ϵ

(∫
M

dπ(x)

)1/2

= ϵ.

Therefore 1 ≤ ϵ/ν < 3ϵ/ν, and the conclusion still holds.
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E Proof of Proposition 6

Lemma 1. Let C be a circulant, p × p matrix indexed by 0, . . . , p − 1, so that the i-th
row, C[i, :], is the cyclic shift of C[0, :] by i indices to the right, i.e., C[i, j] = C[0, (j − i)
mod p] for i, j = 0, . . . , p − 1. Let 1 ∈ Rp be the (column) vector of all 1’s. Then for any
(column) vector v ∈ Rp,1TCv = C(1Tv), where C is the constant row (and column) sum
of C. In particular, if v is a probability vector (its components are non-negative and sum
to 1), then 1TCv = C and is independent of v.

Proof.

1TCv =

p−1∑
j=0

(
p−1∑
i=0

C[i, j]v[i]

)

=

p−1∑
i=0

p−1∑
j=0

C[i, j]v[i]


=

p−1∑
i=0

v[i]

p−1∑
j=0

C[i, j]


=

p−1∑
i=0

v[i]C

= C

p−1∑
i=0

v[i]

= C(1Tv).

Lemma 2. Assume
∑p−1

i=0 ai = pλ. If there exists aj such that aj ̸= λ, then there exists
ak < λ.

Proof. If aj < λ, the statement if true, taking k = j. So assume aj > λ. If ai ≥ λ for all
i ̸= j, then

pλ = aj +
∑
i ̸=j

ai

≥ aj + λ(p− 1)

=⇒ aj ≤ λ,

a contradiction. Thus, again there exists ak < λ.
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Proposition 6. Suppose (S1
p , dp) is a discrete circle, and let π∗ be the uniform distribution

on S1
p . Then for all π ∈ P(S1

p)

Var (π) ≤ Var (π∗).

Proof. First recall that for any π′ ∈ P(M).

Var(π′) = inf
α∈M

∫
M

d(x, α)2dπ′(x) = min
i∈{0,...,p−1}

p−1∑
j=0

C[i, j]π′[j],

where C[i, j] = d(i, j)2 = min(|i− j|/p, 1− |i− j|/p)2 is the p× p circulant cost matrix of
the optimal transport problem, encoding the squared circular distances between all pairs
of states. This follows from the observation that the i-th component of the vector Cπ′ is
the Wasserstein-2 distance between π′ and the delta distribution concentrated on state i.
Thus, the generalized variance of π′ is simply the smallest component of the vector Cπ′.
Let C =

∑p−1
i=0 min(i/p, 1 − i/p)2 be the constant row sum of C. Then, for the uniform

measure, π = 1
p1, the vector Cπ = C

p 1, has constant components (since C is circulant),
all equal to C/p. Therefore Var(π) = C/p.

Let π′ be any probability distribution on M . Then
∑p−1

i=0 Cπ′[i] = C, by Lemma 1. If
there exists j such that Cπ′[j] ̸= C/p, then there must exist k such that Cπ′[k] < C/p
by Lemma 2. Thus Var(π′) < C/p = Var(π) if not all coordinates of Cπ′ are equal. Now
assume that all coordinates of Cπ′ are equal (to say λ). Then C = pλ =⇒ λ = C/p and
therefore Var(π′) = Var(π). In either case, Var(π′) ≤ Var(π).

Remark 1. The condition that guarantees the uniform distribution will have maximal gen-
eralized variance in the proof of Proposition 6 is that the distance matrix for a discrete
uniform circle space is circulant. The distance matrix, and thus the Wasserstein-2 cost
matrix, for general discrete circle spaces as defined in Example 5, need not be circulant
and for this reason the uniform distribution need not maximize asynchrony in such spaces.

Even for spaces whose distance matrix is circulant, the only guarantee made by Propo-
sition 6 is that the uniform distribution will maximize asynchrony, not that it is the unique
maximizer. For example, consider the 4-state space with circulant Wasserstein-2 cost ma-
trix:

C =


0 1 2 1
1 0 1 2
2 1 0 1
1 2 1 0

 .

Then Cπ = Cπ′ = [1, 1, 1, 1], for π = [1/4, 1/4, 1/4, 1/4] and π′ = [1/2, 0, 1/2, 0]. Thus
the maximum generalized variance, which in this case is 1, is not solely achieved by the
uniform distribution.

Uniqueness of the maximizer would be implied if whenever Cπ has constant compo-
nents, then π had constant components. By the preceeding example, we have to appeal
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to more than circularity of C to guarantee this implication. For example, if C is circu-
lant and invertible, with row sum C, then there will of course be a unique solution to
Cπ = [1, . . . , 1], given by π = C−1[1, . . . , 1] = 1/C, the uniform distribution (after nor-
malization). If and why the particular Wasserstein-2 cost matrix for the discrete uniform
circular space is invertible is beyond the scope of this paper.
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F Proof of Proposition 7

Proposition 7. For a finite metric space (M,d) with p states, the distribution with maxi-
mal variance can be determined by a linear program (LP) in p+1 variables, with 1 equality
constraint and 2p inequality constraints.

Proof. Let M = {0, . . . , p − 1} be a finite metric space with Wasserstein-2 cost matrix
C[i, j] = d(i, j)2. For each 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, let fi : Rp → R be the linear function fi(π) =∑p−1

j=0 C[i, j]π[j]. In other words, if π is a probability vector, then fi(π) measures the
squared Wasserstein-2 distance between π and δi = [0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0]. Then the optimization
problem

ν2(M,d) = max
π∈P(M)

 min
0≤i≤p−1

p−1∑
j=0

C[i, j]π[j]

 (F.1)

can be recast as a linear programming problem

maximize: t

subject to: t ≤ fi(π)

p−1∑
i=0

π[i] = 1

π[i] ≥ 0.

(F.2)

The variable t plays the role of the generalized variance that we are attempting to maxi-
mize. Thus, the inequality constraints t ≤ fi(π) enforce the condition that the generalized
variance of a probability distribution (vector) π depends only on theminimal Wasserstein-2
distance between π and any delta distribution. The constraints

∑p−1
i=0 π[i] = 1 and π[i] ≥ 0

ensure optimization is done only over probability vectors. (F.2) can then be written in a
more standard form as a minimization LP problem

minimize c⊺x

subject to Aubx ≤ [0, . . . , 0]

Aeqx = 1

0 ≤ x[i], i = 0, . . . , p− 1

(F.3)

where x = [π[0], . . . , π[p−1], t] ∈ Rp+1 is the vector of unknowns, c = [0, . . . , 0,−1] ∈ Rp+1,
Aub = [−C;1] ∈ Rp×(p+1) is the negative Wasserstein-2 cost matrix adjoined a column of
1s, and the equality constraint Aeq = [1, . . . , 1, 0] ensures π is a probability vector.
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G SquaredWasserstein-2 distance between an em-

pirical distribution and delta distributions on

the circle

Figure G.1: The squared Wasserstein-2 distance between an empirical distribution,
π = 1

10

∑10
i=1 δxi

, xi ∈ [0, 1) (blue dots) and δα as a function of α ∈ [0, 1). The
squared distance is convex between antipodal points a(xi) = (xi+1/2) mod 1 (green
squares). The barycenter of π (red star) is the global minimum of the squared dis-
tance function, found by evaluating W 2

2 (π, δαi
) at candidate barycenters {αi} deter-

mined by Algorithm H.1. All points in [0,1) are plotted on the graph of the distance
function to aid visualization.
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H Proof of Proposition 8

Proposition 8. Let π = 1
n

∑n
i=1 δxi be an empirical distribution on the circle of circum-

ference 1, supported on {xi}ni=1 ⊂ [0, 1). Then F (π) is computable in at most 2n + 1
evaluations of W 2

2 (δα, π).

Proof. Recall that in this space

W 2
2 (δα, π) =

1

n

n∑
i=1

d(xi, α)
2

=
1

n

n∑
i=1

min(|xi − α|, 1− |xi − α|)2

=
1

n

n∑
i=1

{
|xi − α|2, if |xi − α| ≤ 1/2

(1− |xi − α|)2, if |xi − α| > 1/2.
(H.1)

Let the function fxi(α) := d(xi, α)
2 measure the square Wasserstein-2 cost of moving the

delta distribution at xi to a delta distribution at α. To compute the generalized barycenter
of π, we first observe that for each xi, the function fxi(α) is differentiable on the intervals
[xi, a(xi)) and (a(xi), xi], where a(xi) = (xi + 1/2) mod 1 defines the antipodal point of
xi, and intervals are assumed to wrap modulo 1. More precisely, the derivative of the i-th
term in Eq. (H.1) is

dfxi

dα
(α) =

{
2(α− xi), if |xi − α| < 1/2

2(sign(xi − α)− (xi − α)), if |xi − α| > 1/2.

By computing the second derivative away from a(xi), d
2fxi/dα

2(α) = 2, we see that fxi is
convex with respect to α on each [xi, a(xi)) and (a(xi), xi]. Thus, on each interval between
consecutive antipodal points, W 2

2 (π, δα) is also convex, as it is the sum of convex functions.
Let x, y, z ∈ [0, 1), and assume without loss of generality that a(x) ≤ a(y). If a(z) /∈

(a(x), a(y)), then |z − α| < 1/2 for all α ∈ (a(x), a(y)) or |z − α| > 1/2 for all α ∈
(a(x), a(y)). If there exist points α<, α> ∈ (a(x), a(y)) such that |z − α<| < 1/2 and
|z − α>| > 1/2, then there must exist α= ∈ (a(x), a(y)) such that |z − α=| = 1/2 by the
intermediate value theorem. But then a(z) = α= ∈ (a(x), a(y)), a contradiction. Thus
the k-th term in dW 2

2 (π, δα)/dα will be defined either by 2(sign(xk − α) − (xk − α)) or
2(α− xk) for all α ∈ (a(xi), a(xj)) and for every i, j, k. Furthermore, if xk ∈ (a(xi), a(xj)),
then |xk − α| < 1/2 for all α ∈ (a(xi), a(xj)) since otherwise, again, this would imply
a(xk) ∈ (a(xi), a(xj)). The same reasoning applies to the intervals (0, a(xi)) and (a(xj), 1),
if no other antipodal points are in those intervals. Thus, the functional form of the k-th term
in the derivative dW 2

2 (π, δα)/dα can be determined on each interval in the antipodal-point-
partition of [0,1) simply by checking the proximity of xk to a particular α ∈ (a(xi), a(xj))
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and the sign(xk − a(xi)). For example, the k-th term of the derivative will be

2(α− xk), if |xk − (a(xi) + a(xj))/2| ≤ 1/2

2(−1 + α− xk), if |xk − (a(xi) + a(xj))/2| > 1/2 and xk ≤ a(xi)

2(1 + α− xk), if |xk − (a(xi) + a(xj))/2| > 1/2 and xk > a(xi).

By convexity, a global minimum on each antipodal point interval of W 2
2 (π, δα) will

either have vanishing derivative or will be an antipodal point. So candidates for the global
minimum can be determined by solving dW 2

2 (π, δα)/dα=0 for α. By the above discussion
this can be done efficiently and exactly since dW 2

2 (π, δα)/dα is a sum of n terms of the
form 2(α − xk), 2(−1 + α − xk), or 2(1 + α − xk). The equation will thus always have
a unique solution of the form α = x/n, where x is the sum of all xk and the difference
between the number of points xk ≤ a(xi) and the number of points xk > a(xi), for those
xk whose distance to the interval is not less than 1/2. Note that a critical value may
fall outside its partition interval in which it is a proposed minimum. These are not valid
candidate solutions and so need not be evaluated as a potential barycenters. In these cases,
the minimal value of W 2

2 (π, δα) over a partition interval will occur at one of the endpoints
of the interval. Pseudo-code of the algorithm determining the candidate barycenters is
provided in Algorithm H.1.

Thus the exact solution can be found in at most 2n+ 1 evaluations of (5.2): there are
at most n + 1 valid candidate solutions to dW 2

2 (π, δα)/dα = 0, and at most n antipodal
interval end points; W 2

2 (π, δα)(0) = W 2
2 (π, δα)(1), so only one of these needs to be checked

as a global minimum. Empirical evidence suggests that for uniformly random data, the
expected number of candidate solutions that fall within their defining intervals grows close
to
√
n (Fig. I.1), though the expected total number of evaluations of W 2

2 (π, δα) remains
O(n).
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Algorithm H.1 Computes candidate barycenters of an empirical distribution, π =∑n
i=1 δxi

/n on the circle, [0, 1) ∼= S1.

Input: x ▷ Support of π: A length-n ARRAY of FLOATS in [0,1).
Output: candidateBarycenters
1: ax← [0, 1]
2: ax← ax.APPEND((x+ 1

2
) mod 1)

3: ax← SORT(UNIQUE(ax)) ▷ Sorted antipodal point partition of [0,1).
4: M ← length(ax)
5: candidateBarycenters← ARRAY[1 : M − 1] of FLOATS
6: for j ← 1 to M − 2 do
7: s← ax[j] ▷ Partition interval endpoints.
8: e← ax[j + 1]
9: candidate← SUM(x)
10: candidate← candidate + COUNT(x− (s+ e)/2 ≥ 0.5 AND x ≤ s)
11: candidate← candidate− COUNT(x− (s+ e)/2 ≥ 0.5 AND x > s)
12: candidate← (candidate/n) mod 1
13: if candidate < s OR candidate > e then ▷ Invalid candidate.
14: candidateBarycenters[j]← NaN
15: else
16: candidateBarycenters[j]← candidate

candidateBarycenters← candidateBarycenters.APPEND(ax)
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I Empirical growth of the number of valid candi-

date barycenters of uniformly random empirical

distributions on the circle
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Figure I.1: Empirical growth of the number of valid candidate barycenters of uni-
formly random empirical distributions on the circle.
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J P. falciparum strain-specific morphological stage

state spaces

P. falc.
Strain

Ring-Troph.
Threshold

Troph.-Schiz.
Threshold

Period
(hours)

3D7 0.312 0.602 39
D6 0.478 0.629 36
FVO 0.571 0.797 43
SA250 0.419 0.680 54
HB3 0.390 0.657 46

Table J.1: Model-inferred phases determining transitions between P. falciparum dis-
crete morphological stages and strain-specific developmental cycle periods, as re-
ported in [18].

The thresholds in Table J.1 model strain-specific subintervals encoding IEC phases
(fraction of the IEC) corresponding to ring stage, [0, θstrainrt ), trophozoite stage [θstrainrt , θstraints ),
and schizont stage [θstraints , 1). Bursting and reinvasion is assumed to occur at phase 0, and
phases are taken to be in [0,1). So, for example, a 3D7 parasite with an IEC phase in
[0,0.312) is assumed to be, morphologically, in ring stage, while an HB3 parasite with an
cycle phase in [0.390,0.657) is in the trophozoite stage. These stage intervals were further
refined into equal-length early/late, or early/middle/late sub-stages to define state spaces
with 6 or 9 states respectively for each strain. Synchronies over time as measured in the
circle and in each discretization of the circle are shown in Fig. 7. The distance matrices
Dstrain,6 and Dstrain,9 for these discrete circular state spaces, as defined in Example 5, are

D3D7,6 =



0 1 2 3 4 5
0 0 0.156 0.306 0.451 0.377 0.177
1 0.156 0 0.150 0.295 0.467 0.334
2 0.306 0.150 0 0.145 0.317 0.484
3 0.451 0.295 0.145 0 0.172 0.371
4 0.376 0.467 0.317 0.172 0 0.199
5 0.177 0.334 0.484 0.371 0.199 0
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D3D7,9 =



0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0 0 0.104 0.208 0.308 0.405 0.498 0.384 0.251 0.118
1 0.104 0 0.104 0.204 0.301 0.398 0.488 0.355 0.222
2 0.208 0.104 0 0.100 0.197 0.294 0.408 0.459 0.326
3 0.308 0.204 0.100 0 0.097 0.193 0.308 0.441 0.427
4 0.405 0.301 0.197 0.097 0 0.097 0.211 0.344 0.477
5 0.498 0.398 0.294 0.193 0.097 0 0.115 0.247 0.380
6 0.384 0.488 0.408 0.308 0.211 0.115 0 0.133 0.265
7 0.251 0.355 0.459 0.441 0.344 0.247 0.133 0 0.133
8 0.118 0.222 0.326 0.427 0.477 0.380 0.265 0.133 0



DD6,6 =



0 1 2 3 4 5
0 0 0.239 0.396 0.472 0.398 0.212
1 0.239 0 0.157 0.233 0.363 0.451
2 0.396 0.157 0 0.076 0.206 0.392
3 0.472 0.233 0.076 0 0.131 0.316
4 0.398 0.363 0.206 0.131 0 0.185
5 0.212 0.451 0.392 0.316 0.185 0



DD6,9 =



0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0 0 0.159 0.319 0.423 0.474 0.476 0.389 0.265 0.141
1 0.159 0 0.159 0.264 0.315 0.365 0.452 0.424 0.301
2 0.319 0.159 0 0.105 0.155 0.206 0.293 0.416 0.460
3 0.423 0.264 0.105 0 0.050 0.101 0.188 0.311 0.435
4 0.474 0.315 0.155 0.050 0 0.050 0.137 0.261 0.385
5 0.476 0.365 0.206 0.101 0.050 0 0.087 0.211 0.334
6 0.389 0.452 0.293 0.188 0.137 0.087 0 0.124 0.247
7 0.265 0.424 0.416 0.311 0.261 0.211 0.124 0 0.124
8 0.142 0.301 0.460 0.435 0.385 0.334 0.247 0.124 0



DFVO,6 =



0 1 2 3 4 5
0 0 0.285 0.485 0.402 0.295 0.194
1 0.285 0 0.199 0.312 0.420 0.479
2 0.485 0.199 0 0.113 0.220 0.322
3 0.402 0.312 0.113 0 0.107 0.209
4 0.295 0.420 0.220 0.107 0 0.101
5 0.194 0.479 0.322 0.209 0.102 0
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DFVO,9 =



0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0 0 0.190 0.381 0.487 0.411 0.336 0.264 0.197 0.129
1 0.190 0 0.190 0.323 0.398 0.474 0.455 0.387 0.319
2 0.381 0.190 0 0.133 0.208 0.284 0.355 0.423 0.490
3 0.486 0.323 0.133 0 0.075 0.151 0.222 0.290 0.358
4 0.411 0.398 0.208 0.075 0 0.075 0.147 0.215 0.282
5 0.336 0.474 0.284 0.151 0.075 0 0.072 0.139 0.207
6 0.264 0.455 0.355 0.222 0.147 0.072 0 0.068 0.135
7 0.197 0.387 0.423 0.290 0.215 0.139 0.068 0 0.068
8 0.129 0.319 0.490 0.358 0.282 0.207 0.135 0.068 0



DSA250,6 =



0 1 2 3 4 5
0 0 0.209 0.380 0.490 0.345 0.185
1 0.209 0 0.170 0.300 0.446 0.394
2 0.379 0.170 0 0.131 0.276 0.436
3 0.490 0.300 0.131 0 0.145 0.305
4 0.345 0.446 0.276 0.145 0 0.160
5 0.185 0.394 0.436 0.305 0.160 0



DSA250,9 =



0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0 0 0.140 0.279 0.393 0.480 0.433 0.337 0.230 0.123
1 0.140 0 0.140 0.253 0.340 0.427 0.476 0.369 0.263
2 0.279 0.140 0 0.113 0.200 0.287 0.384 0.491 0.402
3 0.393 0.253 0.113 0 0.087 0.174 0.271 0.378 0.484
4 0.480 0.340 0.200 0.087 0 0.087 0.184 0.291 0.397
5 0.433 0.427 0.287 0.174 0.087 0 0.097 0.204 0.310
6 0.336 0.476 0.384 0.271 0.184 0.097 0 0.107 0.213
7 0.230 0.369 0.491 0.378 0.290 0.204 0.107 0 0.107
8 0.123 0.263 0.403 0.484 0.397 0.310 0.213 0.107 0



DHB3,6 =



0 1 2 3 4 5
0 0 0.195 0.359 0.493 0.355 0.183
1 0.195 0 0.164 0.298 0.450 0.378
2 0.359 0.164 0 0.134 0.286 0.457
3 0.493 0.298 0.134 0 0.152 0.324
4 0.355 0.450 0.286 0.152 0 0.171
5 0.183 0.378 0.457 0.324 0.171 0
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DHB3,9 =



0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0 0 0.130 0.260 0.369 0.459 0.452 0.351 0.236 0.122
1 0.130 0 0.130 0.239 0.329 0.418 0.481 0.367 0.252
2 0.260 0.130 0 0.110 0.199 0.288 0.389 0.496 0.382
3 0.369 0.239 0.110 0 0.089 0.178 0.280 0.394 0.492
4 0.459 0.329 0.199 0.089 0 0.089 0.191 0.305 0.419
5 0.452 0.418 0.288 0.178 0.089 0 0.102 0.216 0.330
6 0.351 0.481 0.389 0.280 0.191 0.102 0 0.114 0.229
7 0.236 0.366 0.496 0.394 0.305 0.216 0.114 0 0.114
8 0.122 0.252 0.382 0.492 0.419 0.330 0.229 0.114 0
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