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Cellular signaling networks have evolved to cope with imgit fluctuations, coming from the small numbers
of constituents, and the environmental noise. Stochaséimical kinetics equations govern the way biochemical
networks process noisy signals. The essential difficubpeisted with the master equation approach to solving
the stochastic chemical kinetics problem is the enormousben of ordinary differential equations involved.
In this work, we show how to achieve tremendous reductioméndimensionality of specific reaction cascade
dynamics by solving variationally an equivalent quantunidfigaeoretic formulation of stochastic chemical
kinetics. The present formulation avoids cumbersome cotatmucomputations in the derivation of evolution
equations, making more transparent the physical signifiead the variational method. We propose novel
time-dependent basis functions which work well over a watgge of rate parameters. We apply the new basis
functions to describe stochastic signaling in several ewatic cascades and compare the results so obtained
with those from alternative solution techniques. The \atel ansatz gives probability distributions that agree
well with the exact ones, even when fluctuations are largedisacteteness and nonlinearity are important.
A numerical implementation of our technique is many orddrsnagnitude more efficient computationally
compared with the traditional Monte Carlo simulation alfons or the Langevin simulations.

Keywords: Stochastic Processes, Nonlinear Chemical i€sevariational Approach, Quantum Field Theory, Signanig-
duction, Discrete Noise, Strong Fluctuations, Master Eqoa

I. INTRODUCTION

The life of the cell is regulated by intricate chains of cheahireactionk The whole cell may be viewed as a computing
device where information is received, relayed and proa8sssignal transduction cascades based on protein intensatey-
ulate cell movement, metabolism and divisién Since cells are mesoscopic objects, understanding teeofdahe intrinsic
fluctuations of the biochemical reactions as well as enwirental fluctuations is a fundamental part of understandgrpding
dynamicé:2.6.7.8.2.10.1112.13.14.19 this regard, the well-organized behavior of cells, whimerges as a result of biochemical
reaction dynamics involving hundreds of cross-linked algny pathways, is remarkaBfet’.18.19.20.21.22 The problem of how
signals can be precisely detected, smoothly transducerkéiadly processed under noisy conditions is a researah tfgreat
current interest, that, in turn, should lead to deeper wideding of the origins of the cell’s functional respo#éé$ Further-
more, these studies can help to unravel the design prisciptesarious signaling pathways, leading, eventually,dtidr ways
to control and efficiently interfere with cellular activjtygs would be needed to correct the behavior of diseasedéc@lls

The role of noise in gene regulatory networks has been iiihtis a key issue and has been intensively studied in recent
yearg%.11.12.:26.27,28,29,30,3} jnearization of the noise may be acceptable if the dynaméar steady states is being studigg3!
When protein numbers are large and, thus, the continuousxppation is valid, time-dependent distributions haverbee-
termined using the Langevin or Fokker-Planck equatfs® To account for the discreteness in the linearized equsititie
generating function approach has also been‘9=&dA variational treatment of steady state stability and skitg in nonlinear,
discrete gene regulatory processes has been repboifed

In cytosolic signal transduction processes, in contragetoe transcription which involves a unique DNA moleculéfra
reacting species are present in multiple copies and paatieiin unary, binary or perhaps even higher order reactibliosse
could be multiplicativé*2*and the linear description easily breaks down. Moreovdiylee reactions usually take place hetero-
geneously in space The localization and compartmentelizaf protein organelles require diffusive or active tramgation of
reacting molecules from one region to another. Spatialdination combined with temporal coordination generatdsecent,
yet complex spatiotemporal patteth?22:21.22:36,37.38
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The extracellular ligands often trigger cascades of chaeiméactions which propagate inside a cell and induce resgsafinom
various environmental cues. The cell body is a highly hefen@ous entity and never settles to a steady state. To taoieérs
cell dynamical processes, an explicitly time-dependestidgtion is required. Within a volume with linear dimenssoof the
Kuramoto lengtf*:29, diffusion mixes the reagents in a nearly uniform mannethéfreactions are considered in the Kuramoto
volume, it is reasonable to neglect the spatial heteroggenedor many signal transduction networks, however, itksll that
only a few proteins are present in the Kuramoto volume (deitezd by specific reaction and diffusion rates), and, tlweesfthe
continuous description of protein numbers breaks down. HEryacterize stochastic signaling reactions in this voluenéme-
dependent description of a noisy, discrete, nonlineaesyss requireé?. In many situations, such @rosophilacogenesis,
the exact shape of the probability distribution profile ispenportant and determines different developmental gatHsIn the
following, we discuss efficient techniques to compute timetidependent protein number probability distributiortsiathemical
reaction networks when the number of protein copies is small

The Gillespie algorithm provides an effective Monte Caglainique for simulating stochastic chemical reactiéf&?* Each
simulation gives a reaction trajectory which is close todb&rministic trajectory in the large particle number tinfio get well-
converged statistics, many trajectories may be needeeh oft the order of0°. If there is a separation of time scales of the
constituent chemical reactions, Gillespie simulatios® &lecome exceedingly slow since the reaction events aredted by
the fastest reactions while the observables typicallyliresthe slowest reactions. Although considerable prograsdeen made
in accelerating such simulatidh®:234> computational inefficiency continues to be an impedimespgecially for the spatially
inhomogeneous generalization of the Gillespie algoritRarthermore, it is hard to extract the analytical structfrthe solution
from the numerical results, which can be important for adhiga deeper physical understanding of the system behatien
the rate parameters are widely varied.

Mathematically, a stochastic process may be completelsacterized by a master equation - a group of ordinary diffeaé
equations (ODEs) describing the evolution of probab#é€® The main difficulty in solving a chemical master equation
is the enormous number of ODEs involved even for a small imactascade. A number of analytical techniques have been
developed for solving approximately the master equafiéi?® In this work, we show how to achieve enormous reduction
in the dimensionality of specific reaction cascade dynaimjcsolving variationally the quantum field theory (QFT) etjoias
of stochastic chemical kineti&*8:49.50.51 Qur present approach is based on mapping the master eg@Es into a single
partial differential equation (PDE) and applying a vaoatl technique which reduces the PDE into a small number D
The variational QFT approach has been employed to studghsttate stability and switching in gene regulatory netve&hf.

In this work we propose novel time-dependent basis funstappropriate for describing protein signaling cascadéshwfiork
in a wide range of rate parameters. Our method gives pratyadiistributions that agree well with the exact ones, inlihg
when the fluctuations are large and discreteness and naritinplay important roles.

The paper is organized as follows. In secfidn II, the QFT faation of the stochastic processes describing chemieatre
tions?2:30:47.80.5L5Hnd Eyink’s variational solution technique for solving kiield theorie®*>* are presented. We show that the
QFT formulation is equivalent to a generating function agmh and also discuss the physical significance of the @&t
principle in this context. In sectidalll, we apply the newatrfunctions and the variational technique to a number steg,
3-step, and 4-step enzymatic reaction cascades and comypassults with those found with more traditional methdesally,
we discuss the more general principles of basis functiosttoation and the limitations of variational approaches.

1.  QUANTUM FIELD THEORY FORMULATION, VARIATIONAL PRINCIP LE AND GENERATING FUNCTIONS

In this section, we first discuss briefly the master equatiwh @emonstrate its application to a 2-step signal amplifinat
cascade. Next, the master equation is recast into a QFT fowhich the probability evolution is governed by a “wave etipra.
Then, we show that the field theoretic formulation is equaéako a generating function approach. To solve these emsati
Eyink’s variational technique and its physical significaace examined. We further explore the practical implenteméssues
in sectioY.

A. The master equation and its solution

Unlike a stochastic simulation which produces an individaadom trajectory and generates statistics only aftergela
number of samplings, master equations directly descridevblution of probability distributions in the state spata system
based on specific inter-state transition rates. For a desaestem, the master equation consists of a set of ODEsl{see t
following examples), while for a continuous system it beesran integro-differential equation such as the Boltzmauagon.
Although the master equation is a complete description ofaakilian system, its solution is usually difficult and regqsi
special techniques. This paper presents one variatioctahigue that could be used.

As an example, let’s consider the following set of equatibasrepresents the simplest enzymatic signal amplificgiocess
(Fig. ). In this simple reaction scheme, without feedbadpk, R represents an inactive receptor, which becomes activated
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into R* upon binding of an external ligand (stimulus). When the ptégeis activated, it acts as an enzyme, catalyzing the
phosphorylation of the next kinase downstreatn{ R — A* + R*) with a rateu. A* spontaneously decays tbwith a rate)
andR* to R with a ratek. In the absence aR*, A — A* may occur naturally, however, with a much lower rate, so ithedn

be ignored when we introduce the catalist

//// D

R photon * r* decay a
hormone

@é

A 4

i decay
@ A+R*M>A*+ R* A*—>A

FIG. 1: An inactive receptoR, when activated by a signal, activates downstream protein

Although theR* reaction is unary and independent of theeaction, the latter one is binary, making the system nealin
thus, different from those considered in a number of priorks®n the gene regulatory netwoé:2827 To write the master
equation, we denote bi(m, n) the probability of havingn R*'s andn A’s, then

d—P(m, n) = pl—mnP(m,n)+m(n+1)P(m,n+ 1)]

dt
+ A=(N —=n)p(m,n) + (N —n+ 1)P(m,n — 1)]
+ g[-P(m,n)+ P(m —1,n)]+ k[-mP(m,n) + (m+ 1)P(m+ 1,n)], 1)

whereN is the total number off and A*. In Eq. [3), the first two terms describe tHe— A* reaction and the rest the — R*
reaction. This simple 2-step cascade is commonly found dddukin the onset of a reaction pathway of many important
signaling cascad@®®®. If a large number of inactive receptor, are present the rate of conversion depends on the arrivesti

of the external cue and the reaction becomes Poissonians$Mena that this is the case in all the following calculatidhthe

R — R* reaction is the usual birth-death problem, our formalisithagiplies with only minor changes. The master equatidn (1)
actually contains infinitely many coupled ODEs.

B. The QFT formulation

The differential-difference equations, such as Hd. (19,veell represented in the QFT formulation by introducingaticn
and annihilation operators a' and stategn )22:20:47.:48.49.50.511n gnalogy to quantum mechanics, the operators satisfgdhe
mutation relation that

[a,a]=1.
As usual, the “vacuum staté0) and its conjugaté0| are defined to satisfy
(0la" =al0) =0, (0[0)=1.
Other states are built up from the vacuum state, such as-fragticle statén)

In) = a'™|0).
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Itis easy to check with the help of the commutation relation
alny =nln—1), df|ln)=|n+1), alaln)=nln).
Hencea'a is the “particle number operator”. Notice that the statésare not normalized in the usual sense since
(n|n) = (0a"[n) = n!,
but they are orthogonal,
(m|n) = (0]a™|n) =0, form # n.

The state that corresponds to a probability distribufit§n) is
@) =" P(n)|n).

The probabilities are thus encoded into the coefficientsfterént particle number states superimposed into the &xemction”
|¥). In order to compute physical observables,tiaevesting statés| = (0le® is introduced. It is easy to check that

(@ln) =1, (9¥) =1, (¢|(a’'a)"|¥) = (n™).

The first equation shows the particular normalization of.gparticle state. The second equation corresponds to thmpility
conservatiory P(n) = 1. The third equation may be used to calculaterthth moment of the particle number. The evolution
of probabilities is governed by a wave equationfar

d|¥)

——L = Q). @)

The original large sets of ODEs are now compactified into quist equation. Applied to the 2-step cascade (Hig. 1), Hqgs(2)
characterized by following operato,

Q=1 —a")(ub'ba — AN + Xa'a) + g(bT — 1) + k(b — b'b), (3)

whereb' , b are the creation and annihilation operators associatédR¥itanda' , a with A. In this case,

0) = P(m,n)|m,n),

where
|m,n) = a™™bi"|0).

Eqg. [3) is readily verified by substituting into Ef] (2) andrguaring the coefficients of ea¢in, n)-particle state. In contrast to
ordinary quantum mechanics, the operdds non-Hermitian, so the inner products between the statesa conserved. This
was the reason to introduce earlier the harvesting stateerifeless, many QFT techniques may be profitably applibdjta

with some modificatiorf8:20:48.80.57.58.5%\/e will not discuss those and instead will translate thevalfield theoretic formulation

to the familiar differential equation language.

C. Differential operators and the generating function

In the field theoretic form, the computations are carried mutommutator manipulations that sometimes are awkward.
Fortunately, it turns out that we may convert the operatoraéiqn [2) into a partial differential equation (PDE). Tacamplish
that, we explore the analogy between:' andd/dz , z. Not only do they have the same commutator

d
N=le= [—,2]=1
[a, ] [—a] =1,
but, a more comprehensive correspondence is found:

d
aall0 >=0) <= —x=1;

dx
d
al0) =0 <= El =03
n fn—1 d n n—1,
aa'"|0) = na |0) <— P L
! d !
i) = Z o s (Lyran = 2 forn s
m! T m:

4
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From these, we can also deduce for any smooth fungtitrat

af(@)0) = = f(a)

d
a™ f(a)[0) = ()" f(2).
The analogyV) = > P(n)a'"|0) < ¥(z) = >, P(n)z" converts a wavefunction to a generating function. The inner
product with the harvesting state corresponds to evaluatio = 1. It is easy to check the following relations,

<0l > = ¥(1);
<Ole*flah)w > = fF(1)w(1),
ase?f(x) = f(z+1).

The wave equatiorf]2) becomes then a PDE for the generatirugidn after all the necessary conversions are done. For the
2-step cascade, this expression is

ov 0? 0 ov

i (1 —I)(uym — AN + Az =)V +g(y — 1)V — k(y — 1)6_y’

5 (4)

where the first term describes tHe- A* reaction and the rest the— R* reaction. Generating functions were previously used to
treat unary reactions in the gene regulatory netd#% The second order derivative te@V¥ /920y in Eq.[) is characteristic

of a binary reaction, indicative of nonlinear kinetics. Fhigher derivative changes the order of the PDE and add#isagrt
difficulty to solving Eqi#). In the generating function foalism, the equatio® (1) = 1 encodes the conservation of probability
and the first two moments are given by

ov
(n) = gbzla
02U Ov
(n?) = (W‘i‘%ﬂz:la (5)

where|,—; means evaluation at= 1. Therefore, the moments are obtained when the generatictjén is expanded at = 1,
while the probability distribution is obtained from the Taicoefficients when the generating functidris expanded at = 0.

D. The variational solution

In the QFT formulation of the stochastic processes, a vanat principle may be derived which is equivalent to thelation
equation[[R). This principle indicates that the physicdlison of Eq.[2) is given by the stationary points of the éoling
functionaf2:20.53

H[®p, g = /OOO (@110, — Q|p) | (6)

where®; and®y are arbitrary quantum states under quite general conttr@insistent with the positivity of probabilities and
the fixed boundary conditions. In practice, we take a finiteethsional subset of the infinite-dimensional functioncgpand
apply the variational principle in this subspace to get@tbequations that may be subsequently solved by simple meaher
calculation. If the essential qualitative properties @& slystem are known, good approximations of the original lerattan be
achieved through an informed choice of time-dependenshiastctions that define the relevant subset in the functiacep
Because is not Hermitian, the right and left eigenvectors are ddfer To characterize the system, we, therefore, need two
sets of vector®; and®y. The stationary variation condition fdr;, restores the original equatidd (2) and that$gf defines
an equation satisfied by, . If we view the operatod; — 2 as a large matrix parameterizediyyhe® ; and® z generated by the
stationary variation condition correspond to its singwiactor$:? and the extremum values of Ef (6) are the singular values.
Physically, from the Schrodinger picture point of vie®i is the evolving quantum state adg, represents the measurable
guantities in which we are interested. HJ. (6) serves to fiechtost significant state and physical observables. Eyigknaily
applied this variational principle to Fokker-Planck edoma¢>*. Subsequently, Sasai and Wolynes used this variationabapp
in the field theoretic form and obtained moments in a togglget gene regulatory proble# In this paper, we show how the
variational principle may be applied, instead, to the gatieg functions. We introduce novel basis functions to obtiae time-
dependent probability distributions in signal transdutttascades. Another novelty of the present formulationiswoidance
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of cumbersome commutator computations in the derivatioth@fevolution equations, making more transparent the palysi
significance of the variational method.
There are many ways to choose the time-dependent basisdiugiciVe follow the approach of Sasai and Wolyéles

|r) = Cgr(al, {fi(t)}1))|0) )
(@] = (0lexp(a)(1+)_ei(t)a), ©)
=1

wheren is the number of unknown functions j®z) andm is the number of parameters in EQl (8). The exponential fanto
(®1,| acting on(0| gives the harvesting state. If we substitute this “ansatid Eq.[6) and carry out the variations with respect
to ¢;, a finite set of ODEs for the evolution dff;(¢)} are obtained, which then determines the evolution of théadity
distribution.

As mentioned, the variational method can also be recasthatgenerating function language using the conversiomsehe
discussed previously. No@; becomes a differential operator afg: a guess function of variable For example, Eq,8)
corresponds to

Op = Pr(x, {fi(t)}),

(I)L = 1+;Ci(t)@. (9)
The functionall simply becomes
H :/ dt®(0y — Q)PR|e=1, (10)
0

In the new picture, we have much simpler mathematical ojerste.g, the variational principle becomes simply a function
extremization condition

o0H .
—501-(15) l{c;()=0} < pma=1 =0, fori=1,2,... .m. (11)
Or equivalently
d .
pi (0y — Q)PR|=1=0,, fori=1,2,...,m. (12)
xl

The evolution of the generating function should always eonsthe total probability. As in Ed](4), the total probéiill (1, 1)
does not change with time. The proper choicebgf should also guarantee this invariance, satisfyifig— Q)®r|.—1 = 0.
Now, Eq. [I2) tells us that the higher derivatives of the espion(9; — Q)P evaluated at: = 1 are also zero. Therefore,
in the limit of m — oo, Eq. [I2) leads to the PDB, ¥ r = QU . For finite m, this PDE is approximately satisfied in the
neighborhood of: = 1.

Ill.  NUMERICAL APPLICATIONS

In this part, we discuss the implementation of the PDE versiothe variational method and apply it to several simplé, ye
important enzymatic cascades. Before proceeding to theiduél examples, we emphasize our motivation for selgctire
time-dependent basis functions. We also briefly discussraéalternative methods also used to solve the masteriequat

A. Computational details

It is reasonable to require the following constraints onrtgkt basis functiorb z (z, y):
(1) the total probability should be equal toik., ®r(1,1) = 1;
(2) the probability should be positivége., the coefficients of the Taylor expansion ®f around(z,y) = (0,0) should be
nonnegative; .
(3) the time rate of the unknown functiony(¢), should be obtainable by solving EG112) derived from théagimnal principle.
In the following, we introduce two sets of basis functionsieGet is simple but is of limited applicability, while thénet is in
a more complex integral form and can be applied very generall
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We use simple left basis functionB;, (z, y). As suggested in Eq_{JL1), they are represented by diffi@lergerators and can
be easily extended to multi-variate cases. For the 2-stegada, we use

®r1=1+c10; + 20, (13)
with a simple right basis function (see Ef.X18) below) and
Pro=Pr 1+ c30yy (14)
with a more complicated right basis (see Eql (21) below).tRei3-step cascade discussed below, we use
Qr3=PLp o+ a0, + 50, . (15)
Following a similar pattern, we can simply write the left isafsinction for the 4-step cascade discussed below, as,
Ora=Pr 3+ c60pw + 70w - (16)

In all above equationg),. , .., denote the first and second derivative with respegt #nd so on. Other choices of the left basis
function are, of course, possible. The current choice ipkrand gave the best results among different basis furgctidrich
we tried. “Maple” symbolic software was used to derive thmeeievolution equations and, subsequently, “Matlab” nucadri
software was used to carry out the evolution of equationsaifon and for plotting the computation results.

To validate our calculations, we used the Gillespie sinmidt2:43:44results as the reference (exact) solutiofs. stochastic
trajectories were sampled to derive the distributions ahdrsstatistical quantities. At the same time, the varralonethod was
also compared with two commonly used methods - Langevintean4 and Q2-expansiof63.646% |n the Langevin equation
simulation, we also uset0® realizations. In addition, to prevent the appearance ofitieg particle numbers, we applied
the selection procedure commonly u&&dt is awkward and time-consuming to use fieexpansion method to compute the
distributions. We only applied it to the simplest 2-stepocate.

B. Application to a two-step amplification cascade

In a previous papé?, approximate analytical solutions fd (4) in certain paeden range were obtained using the method of
characteristics. If the initial conditions correspond ¢éoaR*’s and NA’s, then a generating function solution reads,

A um(t)
A+ pm(t) A+ pm(t)

oy) = 1+ ( e-“wm“”f) (v~ )Y explm(t)(z — 1)). a7)

wherem(t) = £(1 — e~*") is the average number dt* at time¢. We make use of this specific functional form and try the
following ansatz,

Pr = (1+ faot)(y — 1)) Vel VRO, (18)
which results in the following 2D ODEs
A =g-kh
fo = M1 =f2) —pfife. (19)

These equations have a particularly simple physical expiam - they correspond to the deterministic chemical kasetqua-
tions sincef; and N * f, are equal to the average numbersitif and A, respectively. But now, we may obtain probability
distributions through EqL{18). For example, the variarfcd ean be easily calculated a8 = (n?) — (n)? = fo(t) — f2(t).
These ODEs can be solved exactly and we show infFig. 2 the pilipdistribution of A* att = 30 for two sets of parameter
values. Also shown in the figure are results obtained fromutations using more traditional techniques. The first $et o
reaction rate parameters were chosepas10,k = 5, u = 0.02, A = 0.15, with the initial condition§ Ng, Ng+, Na, Na+) =
(20,0, 5,0). Since thekR— R* reaction is much faster than tie- A* reaction, one expects EF{17) to be a good approxinf&ion
Indeed, in Fig.[R(a), the variational ansatz Hql (18) leads tesult that overlaps significantly better with the exaitte&pie
calculation, compared with the results fradrexpansion and Langevin equation . Thexpansion result turns out to be more
concentrated than the exact result, while the Langevintemudoes not work well near the left boundary, shifting therage
to the right.
For other parameter values, as long asfhe R* reaction is fast, the ansatz EG](18) works fine as exp&ttétbwever,
if the first reaction is considerably slower than the secone, dhis ansatz becomes less useful, as shown in[Hig. 2(b) for
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FIG. 2: Comparison of the computed distributions fér- att = 30 for the 2-stepcascade: Gillespie simulation (circles), one-term basis
(dashdotted line), integral form basis (solid lin€)expansion (dotted line), Langevin equation (dashed life) g = 10,k = 5,p =
0.02,\ = 0.15 with initial condition (Ng, Ng=, Na, Na+) = (20,0,5,0) and (b)g = 0.2,k = 0.1, = 0.02,\ = 0.15, with
(Nr,Ng+,Na, Nax) = (20,0, 20,0).

g=02,k=0.1,u=0.02,\ = 0.15, with (Ng, Ng+, Na, Na-) = (20,0, 20,0). The variational result gives a too narrow
distribution. The Langevin equation is still not accuratetioe left boundary, the average being shifted to the right.

In general, the ansatz{18) tends to generate a distribniamower than the exact one, which is also shown in[Big. 4(bis
can be explained as follows. The ansfiZ (18) is a productrafions ofx andy and hence only the average particle numpger
appears in the second equation[afl (19). Therefore, the Htiotugenerated in thB — R* reaction is absent in the treatment of
the A — A* reaction. Physically, if the first reaction is fast, then seeond reaction only “sees” an average numbétgfwith
its fluctuation averaged out, and the ansift (18) producesate results (Figd2(a)). If the first reaction is slow, lever, then
the fluctuations in the number &f* strongly influences thel — A* reaction and the mere averafjeis not capable of passing
this information. The distribution computed from ans&f@)(@nly accounts for the internal fluctuation 4f— A* reaction and
hence has a narrower profile than the exact result. On the b#mel, despite the apparent simplicity, this ansatz allomes
to estimate fluctuations in a reaction network in a semidtadivie way, with an extremely low computational cost, danio
solving the ordinary deterministic kinetics equations.

It is straightforward to generalize ansdfz](18) to longesxceaes. For example, for the 3-step cascades considergdveex
may write the right ansatz as

Dp=(1+ f3(t)(z — 1)V (1 + fa(t)(y — 1))V e D=1 (20)

The resulting ODEs fof; (t)'s are similar to Eq[{l19) and have a physical interpretatibated to the chemical kinetics equations,
as discussed above.

To get more accurate result, we have to convolute the numinettéition of R* with the number fluctuation ofi. Since the
ansatz based on simple separation of variables does not werkeed an equation in which, y are explicitly entangled. To
facilitate the computation, we use the following integi@h representation:

0o )

Pr(w,y) = Oj“z%(1+ﬁ@k(S“@V@—1%+ﬁﬁﬂx—U)Nv (21)

wheref(t) is related to the? — R* reaction andfz(t) , f5(¢) are related to thel — A* reaction. Note tha®(1,1) = 1. For
y = 1, we get the expected generating function for

Dp(z,1) = (14 fi(t)(x — 1) = NNOE-D (22)
the above approximation being valid whér(¢) is small, which is true in all simulations below. We could based

_82

e

NG

(14 Rty e=5O7 (- 1)) exp((s — (1) 1)
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the computed distributions /5~ att = 6 andt = 30 for the 2-stepcascade: Gillespie simulation (circles), integral
form basis (solid line)2-expansion (dotted line) and Langevin equation (dasheg).lip = 2,k = 1, = 0.02, A = 0.15 with initial
condition(Ng, Ng+, Na, Nax) = (20,0, 100, 0).
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FIG. 4: Comparison of theV,~ average and variance computed for thetepcascade in time intervdl = [0, 30]: Gillespie simulation
(circles), one-term basis (dashdotted line), integrainfdrasis (solid line)Q2-expansion (dotted line) and Langevin equation (dasheg).lin
g=2,k=1,u=0.02,=0.15 with initial condition (Ng, Ng+, Na, Na~) = (20,0, 100, 0).

in the integrand ofl{21) to achieve a larger rangg 0fBut when the number ai* is small, ansat4{21) produces better results,
probably due to its more convoluted form.

Now we can control both the average and the variancelnf manipulatingfz(¢) and f5(¢). Roughly speakingf(¢) controls
the average angs(¢) controls the variance. For the same parameter set showig.ifdifd), we did the computation by using
ansatz Eq[{d1) and displayed the result in the same figulid (B®). It matches closely with the exact result, betteart all
other computations.

To show the effectiveness of the anséid (21), we use it to éoare computation with = 2,k =1, = 0.02, X = 0.15
and the initial conditiof Nr, Ng-, Na, Na-) = (20,0, 100,0). In Fig. [, the distributions ofi* are displayed at = 6 and
t = 30. Although, the result from ansafz{21) is slightly narrowrean the Gillespie computation, they match very well both at
t = 6 and att = 30. Actually, this is true for all times as can be seen in Hijj. 4wehthe time evolution of the average and
the variance are depicted. In FIg. 3 ddd 4, the averagé*dfom Langevin equation is always greater than the exacttrasu
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explained before, although the variance is computed atayr&uriously, the average frofd-expansion is smaller initially but
later grows larger than the exact one. We also plotted thepatation results from EqL{18). It gives a smaller varianeene
though the average is quite accurate. In this caseRthiguctuation is important.

C. Application to a three-step amplification cascade

Itis not hard to write ansatze similar to EGJ21) for longemore complicated cascades. In this section, we demadas@
use of the variational method for a 3-step cascade with atitbwi feedback loop. In the next section, we will write theatipn
for a 4-step cascade.

Assume thatd* catalyzes a subsequent enzyme activation/deactivataxtioa B — B* with a forward rateus, and a
backward decay rat®,. The total numbefV, of B and B* is a constant during the reaction. Following similar praged as
before, we found that the generating functibfr, y, z) satisfies

ov 0?

0
Fr (1 —2)(—pay = A2No + (A2z + pg * N) =)W

0y0z 0z
0? 0 ov
+ (l—y)(uxm—)\N—i-/\ya—y)\lf—i—g(a:—1)\11—14(:0—1)%, (23)

where the first term describes tie— B* reaction. The ansatz similar to EEJ21) reads
bl = [ as

X zZ) = S
R\Z,Y, e \/E
where f4(t), f5(t) describes théd3 — B* reaction. The calculation results from this ansatz are shiovFig. [B(a)[5(a) and

[Aa).

(14 fa(tye O 2 - 1>)N2 (14 Loty = 2O (- 1) + fi() (@ — 1))N . (29
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FIG. 5: Comparison of the computed distributions fég- at¢ = 60 for the 3-stepcascade without (a) and with (b) negative feedback:
Gillespie simulation (circles), integral form basis (gdine), Langevin equation (dashed ling)= 0.2,k = 0.1, = 0.02, A = 0.15, 2 =
0.01, A2 = 0.07, ug = 0.01 with initial conditions(Ng, Nr+, Na, Na=, Ng, Np~) = (20, 0, 20, 0, 30, 0).

Shown in Fig[b(a) is thé* distribution computed from different methods. AnséiZ (@dinputation matches very well with
the exact solution while the Langevin profile is shifted te tight. On the left boundary, both ansdizl(24) and Langeyiragon
approach zero while the exact solution has a finite valuesthieiterestingly, the variance shows a maximum value dutieg
evolution as displayed in Fifl 7(a). The computation frorsan[Z}#) captures this non-monotonous behavior accynateth
is not obvious at all in the Langevin computation.

Next, we consider a 3-step signaling cascade with a feedbapk For example, we can imagine a reaction in whithturns
off the R* signaling, by catalyzing th&* — R decay at a ratg; (Fig.[d). Mathematically, this corresponds to adding amaext
term

p3(1 — ) (NodW /0x — 20°W /0x02)

10
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FIG. 6: Comparison of th&/s- average computed for tfBestepcascade without (a) and with (b) negative feedback in tirtealt = [0, 60]:
Gillespie simulation (circles), integral form basis (sdine), Langevin equation (dashed ling)= 0.2,k = 0.1, = 0.02, A = 0.15, u2 =
0.01, X2 = 0.07, u3 = 0.01 with initial condition (Ng, Nr+, Na, Na«, N5, Np+) = (20, 0, 20,0, 30, 0).

20 20
%10  / %10 A
% 20 40 60 % 20 40 60
t t
(a) Without feedback (b) With feedback

FIG. 7: Comparison of théVp« variance computed for th&-stepcascade without (a) and with (b) negative feedback in tinterval
t = [0, 60]: Gillespie simulation (circles), integral form basis (ddine), Langevin equation (dashed ling)= 0.2,k = 0.1, = 0.02,\ =
0.15, 2 = 0.01, A2 = 0.07, u3 = 0.01 with initial condition (Ng, Ng+, Na, Na+, Ng, Np+) = (20,0, 20, 0, 30, 0).

to the right hand side of PDETR3). We may still use the sant® egsatz[{24) and the results are displayed in[Big. Blb),&6{b
[A(b). Surprisingly, despite the time scale mixing and nuadirity, the variational computation matches even betitbrtive exact
result than without feedback (compdle 5 (a) and (b)). Thetivel shift of the average computed from the Langevin equnati
increases. The maximum in the variance still exists buteiglht decreases with the variance itself. In this case gitnsethat
the negative feedback sharpens the signal.

D. Application to a four-step amplification cascade

Our last demonstration of the variational method is conegmiith a 4-step cascade. We append a further enzymatiéaeact
C = C* to our 3-step cascade without feedback. In this reacti@ptbteinC is switched on with a rate; by B* and decays

11
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FIG. 8: An inactive receptoR, when activated by a signal, activates downstream proteiwhich in turn activates proteiB. In a negative
feedback loopB downregulates th& activation.

at a rateh;. Again, the total numbelN; of C' andC* is a constant during the reaction. Routinely, we add theesponding
extra term

2

) 0
(1-— w)(—ugzazaw — A3N3 + (Azw + M3N2)8—w)‘I’

to the right hand side of EJ{P3). The right ansatz is alsaytated following the previous pattern,

oo —52

Op(z,y,z,w) = _Oodsﬁ

(1+ £ =R (g 1) + A1) @ - 1>)N ! (25)

wherefs(t), f7(t) describes th€ — C* reaction. The computations for a particular set of pararsetere carried out and the
results are depicted in Fifl 9 ad 10.

N2

(14 o007 =)™ (15 A0 1)

0.1

2° 0.05
L2 0.

FIG. 9: Comparison of the computed distributionsfar- att = 100 for the4-stepcascade: Gillespie simulation (circles), integral forrsiba
(solid line) and Langevin equation (dashed ling= 0.2,k = 0.1, = 0.02, A = 0.15, 2 = 0.01, A2 = 0.07, u3 = 0.005, A3 = 0.05
with initial condition (]VR7 Ng+,Na, Nax, N, Ng+, Nc, Nc*) = (20, 0, 20, 0, 30, 0, 50, 0).

In Fig. [@, the distributions of* at+ = 100 from different calculations agree with each other very wdlhe variational
profile is slightly narrower than the exact one but the avesaayerlap at all times (see Figd10(a)). Now, the maximunhén t
variance becomes more pronounced. Even the Langevin caiigrutlearly displays this feature in Fig]10(b) thoughpiemk
is considerably smaller than the exact one.

12
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FIG. 10: Comparison of th&/c- average and variance computed for fhstepcascade in time interval = [0, 100]: Gillespie simulation
(circles), integral form basis (solid line) and Langeviruation (dashed line)g = 0.2,k = 0.1, = 0.02,\ = 0.15, 42 = 0.01, X2 =
0.07, us = 0.005, A3 = 0.05 with initial condition (Ng, Ngr=, Na, Na+, Ng, N+, Nc, Nc+) = (20, 0, 20, 0, 30, 0, 50, 0).

IV. THE ADVANTAGES AND DRAWBACKS OF THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIP  LE

The enzymatic reaction cascades of various lengths caeside sectiol Il are a common occurrence, for instancehén t
MAPK family of signaling cascad&88:82.70 |t is straightforward to extend the use of our variatiorieame to more complex
cases, to cascades or networks with complex topology. largérihe generating function is to be postulated in an nadégrm,
as demonstrated earlier for the 2-, 3-, and 4-step cascaibghe time-dependent parameter functions being detexdhby a
set of ODEs derived from the variational principle. Our soeemay be used to treat both the small and large particle numbe
systems. Itis many orders of magnitude computationallyenedficient in computing the distributions compared witleaiative
numerical simulation techniques such as the Gillespierdhgo or Langevin equation.

However, in the current form, the ansatz has a number ofipeddimitations, discussed next. It is difficult to repraeseffi-
ciently distributions with multiple peaks, for exampletodirectly compute transition rates between two deterstically stable
states, a common scenario in a gene switch modeling. Anptiobtem is that the derived set of ODEs is quite complicated,
thus, symbolic algebra software is necessary to carry eutésessary manipulations. The method accuracy may alsndep
the choice of the left ansatz. We chose the current left arisain from several trials for simplicity and efficiency. Setimes
when EqIP, the time evolution of the unknown functions mesutt in a possible singularity, requiring workaroundsr Fo
reaction types other than the enzymatic one discussed $1ark,as the binding reactions, the current basis functiasnot
work properly, since the total particle number of one spe(iecluding both the activated and inactive ones) is rexglio be
constant. This may not be true for some arbitrary reactiengasitating development of new basis functions. Howehisrjs
straightforward, and the general principles and constaesraithat were discussed are expected to apply to those aaseell.

In general, sufficient accuracy may be achieved with a largeber of basis functions. The probability distributions ar
obtained whenb, is expanded at = 0 and the moments are obtained whkep expanded at = 1. Therefore W together
with its derivatives is to be well approximated in the whaléervalz € [0,1]. However, the variation equatiorfS111) only
consider the validity of EqL]2) in the neighborhoodof= 1. It is difficult to estimate the error bounds &f and especially
its derivatives near = 0, though we know that it generally decreases with increaagwyiracy at: = 1. The choice of basis
function, therefore, is essential for the variational teéghe to be successful.

From the above considerations one may expect that the igawa@principle itself may still be improved. In Fig111, weaw
the distributions ofA* calculated with different methods with a parametergset0.4, &k = 0.1, = 0.02, A = 0.15 and initial
conditions(Ng, Nr+, Na, Na~) = (20,0, 100, 0). In this case, th& — R* reaction is unusually slow compared with the- A*
reaction so that the large fluctuations in the first reactieratained in the second one. To obtain a highly accuratgisnlin
this parameter regime, a special convolution form was usatlive the generating function PDE in our previous Wark he
current variational scheme, however, underestimatesithdistribution variance. By manually adjusting tlfe, f3, we may
obtain a much better fit (solid line in FifJ11(b)), demontsbhgthat the variational calculation does not necessaribyide an
optimal solution. However, these results suggest that tbsgmt time-dependent basis sets are powerful enough doistcor
these extremely broad distributions. From the experiefinamerical solution of ODEs and the conventional variagionethod

13
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FIG. 11: Comparison of the computed distributions /5« att = 30 for the 2-stepcascade: Gillespie simulation (circles), integral form
basis (solid line) 2-expansion (dotted line) and Langevin equation (dashes).lip = 0.4,k = 0.1, = 0.02, A\ = 0.15 with initial
condition (Ng, Ng+«, Na, Na~) = (20,0,100,0). (@)f2(t = 30) = 0.7304, f3(t = 30) = 0.1413 calculated by integration of Ef119,
(b)f2(t = 30) = 0.78, f3(t = 30) = 0.3 estimated by best fitting the exact solution. Shown in theupécis only the distribution profile on
[0, 60] with other part close to zero.

in quantum mechanics, a better variational strategy mag bertsider simultaneously the validity of EQl (2) at all gsian the
interval [0, 1]. We are currently developing an improved variational apphoto address some of the shortcomings discussed
above.

V. SUMMARY

Cells live in a fluctuating environment in which signals araise keep bombarding the cell receptdfe’? Noisy signals
propagate inside the cell via microscopic chemical reaatients. Cells have evolved to adapt to or even exploit tamsegly
deleterious effect of fluctuations on signaling dynamicthimi a mesoscopic size object. Thus, it is important to davel
qualitative picture, based on mathematical modeling aftsastic chemical kinetics, of how signaling networks pssceoisy
signals. In this paper, we applied a variational principl¢he solution of the master equation which describes theyrgignal
propagation.

The essential difficulty associated with the master eqoaaproach is the enormous number of ODESs involved. To cotlypac
encode information, we use a QFT formulation in which thd@von of probability distributions is governed by one “autam”
wave equation. We have explicitly demonstrated the eqeimed of the field theoretic formalism with the generatingcfion
approach, greatly facilitating the practical applicatafrthe variational technique proposed by Ey#hkWe further examined
the significance of the variational principle in this coriteAccording to our previous investigati#h we suggest two novel
classes of time-dependent basis functions: one is in sialg&braic form and another is in an integral convolutione§ehbasis
functions are key to the successful application of the tianal method to various signaling pathways. We appliedithwe basis
functions to describe stochastic signaling in 2-step,ep-sind 4-step enzymatic cascades and compared the obtamét r
with alternative solution techniques. The variationalestle presented here works favorably in a large parametee rétrtgeats
effectively both the small and the large particle numbensl, ia orders of magnitude faster to compute compared witiowar
Monte Carlo simulation algorithms.

However, the current scheme has also some limitations. @&sating evolution equations may be complicated and their
derivation requires considerable symbolic manipulatsomewhat ameliorated by using modern computer algebrevaet
We also showed that the variational principle itself in tb@text is not the most optimal. Despite these shortcomitings
present variational approach may already be profitablyiegpd various signal transduction pathways, allowing anelitain
guantitative and semiquantitative solution to stochastioaling dynamics in a broad range of parameters. The igolmay
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be further improved to extend its limits of applicabilityhigh is a work in progress.
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