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Abstract

To ensure optimal survival of the neonate, the biological timing of
parturition must be tightly controlled. Medical studies show that a vari-
ety of endocrine systems play the role of a control system, establishing a
dynamic balance between the forces that cause uterine quiescence during
pregnancy and the forces that produce coordinated uterine contractility
at parturition. These control mechanism, and the factors that affect their
performance, are still poorly understood. To help fill this gap, we propose
a model of the pregnant uterus as a network of FitzHugh-Nagumo oscilla-
tors, with each cell symbolizing the electrical activity of a myocyte. The
model is augmented with sparse adaptive control mechanisms representing
the regulating endocrine functions. The control system is characterized by
the fraction of controlled sites, and strength of control. We quantitatively
find the conditions for which the control system exhibit a balance be-
tween robustness (resilience against perturbations) and flexibility (ability
to switch function with minimal cost) crucial for optimal neonatal sur-
vival. Specifically, we show that Braxton-Hicks and Alvarez contractions,
which are observed sporadic contractions of the uterine muscle, serve as a
safety valve against over-controlling, strategically suppressed yet retained
to optimize the control system’s efficiency. Preterm birth is suggested to
be understood as a mis-identification of the control boundaries. These in-
sights contribute to advancing our understanding of maternal-fetal health.
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1 Introduction

In biological systems, the balance between robustness and flexibility is crucial
for ensuring both stability and adaptability [1]. Robustness refers to a system’s
ability to consistently perform a specific function under varying and uncon-
trolled conditions, while flexibility is the ability to adapt and change function
as conditions shift.

Such balance is also evident in the context of parturition. As described in
[2, 3], the control of pregnancy — with its many autocrine, paracrine and me-
chanical influences — creates a dynamic equilibrium between the forces that
maintain uterine quiescence and those that promote coordinated uterine con-
tractions. Such balance satisfies the need to maintain a stable pregnancy despite
exogenous perturbations, while ensuring a timely initiation of labor. The uterus,
which can exhibit synchronized contractions early in pregnancy [4], is kept qui-
escent by an elaborate control system that prevents myocytes from contracting
and synchronizing. This explains the abrupt transition from a stable pregnancy
to labor within a few hours, showcasing the coexistence of robustness (structural
stability and minimal fine-tuning of control parameters) and flexibility (ability
to switch function with minimal effort).

Several mathematical models of parturition have been proposed. One class
of models [5, 6] focuses on the progressive synchronization of uterine cells, de-
scribing parturition as a critical phase transition. A critical bifurcation would
predict increasing susceptibility and variance as term approaches, which is in-
compatible with being robust against perturbations. Another class of models
[7, 8] does an excellent job in characterizing the electro-chemical-mechanical
properties of uterus and cervix. However, the above mentioned control aspect
of pregnancy is often overlooked.

In this paper, we build on the concept of pregnancy as a control system,
extending an existing model of the uterus to explicitly account for the action
of a biologically thrifty control that suppresses oscillations. As a result of a
cost-effective control strategy, our model predicts the occurrence of empirically
observed different types of pre-labor contractions, such as Alvarez waves and
Braxton-Hicks contractions [9], which we interpret as occasional malfunctions
of the control system.

By incorporating the balance between robustness and flexibility into our
model, we aim to provide a more comprehensive understanding of the dynamics
of parturition, which could lead to better understanding of pre-term births,
experienced in over 10% of pregnancies, accounting for more than a third of all
infant deaths [10, 11].

In Section 2 we introduce the model. Section 3 summarizes the main results
(SI complements). We discuss broader implication of the model in Section 4.
Section 5 concludes.
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2 Methods

Our point of departure is the model in [6]. They model the uterine tissue
as a two-dimensional medium L × L of excitable cells (uterine myocytes) and
electrically passive cells (fibroblasts and interstitial Cajal-ike cells). L = 32
throughout the paper. In isolation, each excitable cell is connected to np passive
cells. The electrical activity of a myocyte and one or more passive cells is
described by the following system of ordinary differential equations:

dVe

dt
= AVe(Ve − η)(1− Ve)− g + npCr(Vp − Ve)

dg

dt
= ϵ(Ve − g)

dVp

dt
= K(V R

p − Vp)− Cr(Vp − Ve)

(1)

where Ve and Vp represent the electrical activity of the active cell and np identical
passive cells. As for parameters characterizing the active cell, g is an effective
membrane conductance, η is the excitation threshold, A specifies the activation
kinetics, and ϵ dictates the recovery rate of the medium. For the passive cell, V R

p

is the resting state while K characterizes how fast the system relax to V R
p . The

passive cells are assumed to be linearly coupled with the active element with
strength Cr. The parameters A(= 3), η(= 0.2), ϵ(= 0.08),K(= 0.25), V R

p (= 1.5)
are fixed as suggested by [6]. Varying the number of passive cells np and the
passive-active coupling Cr, the cell goes from quiescent to oscillatory behavior
through a Hopf-bifurcation.

To explore the emergence of spatial organization in the system, the dynamics
of the active cells medium are augmented as follows:

dVe

dt
= AVe(Ve − α)(1− Ve)− g + npCr(Vp − Ve) +D∇2Ve (2)

where D captures the coupling between excitable elements. Passive cells are
not coupled to each other and only coupled to myocytes. ∇2 is the discrete
Laplace operator. In the extended system, excitable cells are thus connected to
each other. Excitable cells are also linked to np passive cells, with np following
a Poisson distribution characterized by a mean value f . Consequently, f is an
indicator of the passive cell density in relation to the myocytes. Synchronized
activity emerges through coupling , increasing D leads to: i) increased corre-
lation between elements; ii) more and more elements oscillate with the same
frequency.

We imagine that a fraction nc of the cells composing the uterus is kept
inactive by an adaptive control µ, evolving in time to suppress oscillations. The
first equation of the system (2) is then rewritten as

dVe

dt
= AVe(Ve − η)(1− Ve)− g + npCr(Vp − Ve) +D∇2Ve − µ, (3)
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where µ(t) = 0 ∀t > 0 if the considered cell is among those which are not
controlled. Otherwise, the control µ(t) evolves in time trying to lead the cell’s
voltage to a target value VT and to keep it constant. The control measures the
cell’s voltage and uses it to update itself, with a delay τ . This process translates
into the differential equation:

dµ

dt
= γ(αr(t− τ)− µ), (4)

where r = Ve(t − τ) − VT is the difference between the measured and target
cell’s voltage. The presence of the minus µ term in the r.h.s. of the equation
represents the self regulation of the control, which otherwise could potentially
become unrealistically (from a biological perspective) large. The trade-off be-
tween suppression of oscillation and cost of control is captured by the parameter
α ≥ 0. The control evolves with a time-scale 1

γ .
We have simulated the equations with a fourth-order Runge-Kutta algo-

rithm, with a time step of dt = 0.1, for 215 time units.

3 Results

3.1 Single cell control (D = 0)

Let us start from one active cell (1) in presence of control (4). In absence of
control, Cr(= 1) and np(= 1) are set so that the cell would spontaneously os-
cillate. To characterize the effectiveness of the control, we compare the asymp-

totic power of the signal minus its average 1
T−Teq

∫ T

T−Teq
(V e − V̄ e)2(t)dt —

as a proxy for oscillation — vs the asymptotic control effort, measured as
1

T−Teq

∫ T

T−Teq
µ2(t)dt.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 1: For different values of γ and α, we show: (a) the power of the signal
for τ = 0 ; (b) the control effort for τ = 0 ; (c) the minimum value of delay τ
that would lead to oscillatory behavior. np = Cr = 1.
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The performance of the control should be understood in the context of pos-
sible perturbations to its parameters, α, γ and τ . Ideally, the control should
strive for a trade-off between robustness and flexibility: while external perturba-
tions of the parameters should not cause abrupt and undesired change of state,
the body has to keep the ability to efficiently switch function. In Figure 1, we
show the γ-α phase diagram for a single controlled cell. When τ = 0, there
is an hyperbola-like curve which separates the phase space into an oscillatory
and a quiescent region. Since the control’s effort is roughly constant in the
quiescent region (see Fig. 1b), every couple (γ, α) in that region is equally good
from an energetic perspective, showing considerable robustness. However, when
also considering a finite delay τ , it becomes imperative for the control to have
parameters’ values which allow the system to be stable (see Fig. 1c). As shown
in the supplementary material, the γ-α phase diagram is almost identical when
changing values of Cr and np, showing an additional dimension of robustness.

3.2 Control of distributed system

Having discussed the one cell control, we now turn our attention to the spatially
extended system (Eqs. 3 and 4). We place ourselves in the global synchronization
regime, where, without control, all elements in the medium oscillate at the same
frequency, with a single wave traversing the entire system (see Fig. 2b). We
choose D = 1, Cr = 1 and passive cell density f = 0.7. Looking at Eq. 4, in
principle, each site (i, j) can have it own control parameters γij , τij and αij . If
the objective of the control is to suppress oscillations while minimizing control
effort, we suppose that each combination of αij represents a control strategy in
the the action space, while γ and τ embody physical constraints. For simplicity,
we set the time-scale γ = 1 and the delay τ = 0 to be homogeneous in the
medium (in the SI we explore different physical constraints). As for the αij ,
to reduce the dimensionality of the strategy space, we assume them to be i.i.d
according to the following bimodal distribution:

ρ(αij) = ncδ(αij − α) + (1− nc)δ(αij) (5)

Eq. 5 amounts to have a fraction nc of controlled sites with parameter
α. Similarly to the single cell case (Section 3.1), we characterize the control
performance by the fraction of oscillating sites fo and asymptotic control effort

fo =
1

L2

∑
i,j

H(pij − pth)

µ̄ =
1

L2

∑
i,j

(
1

T − Teq

∫ T

T−Teq

dtµ2
ij(t)

) (6)

where pij is the power of cell ij, pth is a threshold value and H(x) is the heavy-
side function. Clearly, µij(t) = 0∀t if the site is not controlled. Fig. 2a shows
a heatmap of the control effort in the nc − α plane, together with the line
separating two phases: a controlled region — fo = 0 — and a non-controlled
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one with fo > 01. Note that the transition is continuous, with fo gradually
going to 0 (see Figs. 2c and 2d). The line separating the regions is of the form
ncα = k, where the specific value of k depends on the coupling D between cells
(see SI).

Intuitively, for D = 0, every cell would need to be controlled to suppress all
oscillations, while higher values of D allow a sparse control to be as effective.
As expected, the control effort is increasing both in nc and α, but, surprisingly,
a strategy with high nc and low α is less costly than a strategy with low nc

and high α. As already mentioned in Section 3.1, the control plausibly aims for
a trade-off between robustness, flexibility and effort. Depending on the exact
characterization of this trade-off, the optimal strategy is in the vicinity of the
phase transition2[1]. In the next section we explore the behavior of the system
when subjected to structural perturbations.

1The phase transition in Fig. 2b is robust to changes in pth across different orders of
magnitude.

2Following the control theory literature [12], one could construct a cost function that
compares the amount of oscillations with the control effort. A simpler route is to assume a
two-step optimization process. The control prioritizes the suppression of oscillations and then,
conditional on this, minimizes the effort.
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(a)

(b) (c) (d)

Figure 2: Sparse control in the global synchronization regime. (a) Heatmap
of control effort (logarithmic scale) in the nc − α plane together with phase
transition line ; (b) uncontrolled situation (fo = 1) ; (c) ‘almost’ controlled
(fo ≃ 0); (d) fully controlled (fo = 0).

3.3 Response to perturbations

In this section, we explore the consequences of the above mentioned trade-off
between robustness, flexibility and effort in response to structural perturbations.
Suppose that the control is operating with a given nc and α. We imagine that
perturbations manifest in the form of fluctuations of the parameter α.

For a given nc, denote by C the set of controlled sites. The fluctuations are
described by the following stochastic differential equation

dαi = θ(α− αi)dt+ σdW i
t , i ∈ C (7)

Eq. 7 describes an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, with θ and σ impacting the
mean reversion rate and standard deviation of the process — and W i

t is a stan-
dard Wiener process. We consider the case of uncorrelated Gaussian increments
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across time and space

⟨dW l
tdW

k
t ⟩ = δlkδ(t− t′) (8)

This describe a situation where each site independently experiences perturba-
tions. In the SI, we explore also the scenario where the perturbations are fully
correlated in space but uncorrelated in time, corresponding to a system-wide
perturbation.

We aim to quantify the resulting oscillations caused by the parameter per-
turbation, depending on the initial nc−α point. We investigate the set of points
specified by ncα = k′ > k. These strategy subset ensures fo = 0 in absence of
perturbations and all of them have the same average α. For these comparison
to be meaningful, we imagine to keep constant the relative precision at each α
value. Therefore, σ(α) is such that the coefficient of variation ∆α

α for each α is
constant. Fig. 3a shows the average power per site along the ncα = k′ strategy
points. The strategy with high nc and low α appears to be the most robust
to perturbations, while being the most cost effective at the same time (see Fig.
2b). This is intuitively reasonable, as the probability that ncL

2 sites jointly
experience a negative perturbation is lower for high nc.

However, such a pervasive control might not be feasible (see Section 4).
Let us therefore better characterize the nature of these oscillations when the
high nc low α strategy is not available. Denoting with x the spatial ‘size’ of a
given oscillation, in Figure 3b, we plot the empirical complementary cumulative
distribution function P (X > x) for nc = 0.3 and α = 0.9 and ∆α

α = 0.5.
The distribution resembles a (truncated) power-law, with the exponent being
determined by the coefficient of variation and the control strategy. Even with
uncorrelated perturbation, the model predicts localized waves as well coherent
ones — with non negligible probability — that traverse a significant part of the
medium. Fig. 3c shows, for each given wave size, the average power per size.
The upward trend reveals that the more localized waves have smaller amplitude,
in agreement with empirical observations (see Section 4). Finally, in Fig. 3d we
plot a typical voltage profile of a given site, showing the superposition of high
frequency low amplitude waves and low frequency high amplitude ones, again
qualitatively agreeing with empirical data [9].
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3: (a) Average power per site along a subset of nc − α points. (b)
Distribution of wave sizes ; (c) Average power per site as a function of corre-
sponding wave size ; (d) An example of oscillations . Subplots (b)-(c)-(d) are
with nc = 0.3, α = 0.9 and ∆α

α = 0.5.

4 Discussion

The proposed model describes the uterine change of state from quiescence to
labor as driven by the evolution of the parameters D and α. As explained in [6],
in the absence of control, increasing D (which represents the formation and
strengthening of gap junctions) leads the uterine cells to synchronize. However,
as already explained, the divergence of susceptibility and variance implied by a
critical transition is incompatible with the necessity for such biological system
to be robust to perturbations.

The introduction of a control center — which has the purpose to suppress
oscillations before delivery — allows the essential dynamical balance between
quiescence and contraction. Through the lens of our model, the control be-
comes active before D is large enough to cause synchronous oscillations, and
it is ‘turned off’ when delivery has to occur. That is a simplified representa-
tion of different mechanisms, such as transition from progesterone to estrogen
dominance, heightened sensitivity to oxytocin, formation of gap junctions, ele-
vated prostaglandin activity, reduced nitric oxide (NO) activity and increased
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calcium influx into myocytes [2]. Such mechanisms keep the uterus resilient to
external perturbations, effectively avoiding that the system crosses the critical
phase transition as D increases. With respect to Fig 2a, given a certain nc, α is
set at the right of the critical line when D is still small. This ensures that the
system never exhibits global synchronization when the control is active.

How the control chooses α among those ensuring quiescence is assumed to
be related to its cost effectiveness and the necessity for flexibility, which are
predicted to be positively correlated. As a result, it can be surmised that the
system is not ‘over-controlled’, and α is set not too far from the critical line,
where the control effort is minimal. With respect to the fraction of controlled
sites nc, although we have considered it to be a ‘control variable’, it is reasonable
to expect that it can not be tuned arbitrarily, but it is rather a biological —
possibly idiosyncratic — constraint. While an high value of nc corresponds to
a smaller cost, it could be very difficult to maintain such a pervasive control.
Also, assuming that for a given nc the control chooses an α(nc) relatively close
to the critical line for energy saving, if nc ≈ 1, then α is small and thus the
control is less resilient to space-correlated perturbations (see SI).

Our model also predicts the occurrence of contractions happening before
delivery. Clustering of EHG recordings [9] essentially finds two types of pre-
labor contractions: Alvarez waves (localized, low amplitude and high frequency)
and Braxston-Hicks waves (more spread, higher amplitude and lower frequency).
Note that the relationship between Alvarez waves, Braxston-Hicks waves and
pre-term labor is not clear [4].

As shown in Fig 3b and 3c, our model agrees qualitatively with such ob-
servations. Moreover, it predicts a power law distribution of wave size which,
depending on increasing data resolution, can be tested. The distribution of
such waves can be modulated in various ways. First, one can consider differ-
ent variances in the OU process in relation to the mean values of α. Also,
one can consider a non-trivial correlation matrix among the different stochastic
processes. While we have shown uncorrelated random processes, it is possible
to consider a correlation matrix taking into account, for example, spatial prox-
imity. The other limiting case is when the OU processes are fully correlated,
meaning that each αij(t) is equal to the others ∀t. This would obviously lead
to a larger number of global waves, since a large fluctuation of the OU process
would result in all the cells becoming effectively uncontrolled for a certain time
window.

Considering the broader implications, while our model does not explicitly
address preterm birth, it offers insights into potential precursors of this issue. A
mismatch between the parametersD and α, such as an error or a delay in turning
on the control, could result in the emergence of early global synchronization
leading to delivery. Although we have only heuristically argued that the control
chooses α close to the critical line to save energy and resources, a model for the
minimization of the cost by the control would potentially shed light on pre-tem
birth.
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5 Conclusions

Our study presents a novel in-silico model of the pregnant uterus, conceptual-
ized as a network of FitzHugh-Nagumo oscillators under sparse adaptive control.
This model captures the delicate balance between robustness and flexibility re-
quired for maintaining uterine quiescence during pregnancy and initiating coor-
dinated contractions during labor.

Our findings suggest that the uterus employs an adaptive control system
to suppress myocyte oscillations and prevent premature synchronization. This
control system ensures that the uterus remains quiet until the appropriate time
for delivery, balancing energy efficiency and functional readiness. Moreover, our
model predicts the occurrence of pre-labor contractions, such as Alvarez waves
and Braxton-Hicks contractions. These are interpreted as occasional malfunc-
tions of the control system, which act as safety valves to avoid over-controlling
and ensure the system’s efficiency.

While our model does not explicitly address preterm birth, it offers insights
into potential precursors of this issue, highlighting the need for further research.
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