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Nearly all circadian clocks maintain a period that is insensitive to temperature changes, a phe-
nomenon known as temperature compensation (TC). Yet, it is unclear whether there is any common
feature among different systems that exhibit TC. From a general timescale invariance, we show that
TC relies on existence of certain period-lengthening reactions wherein the period of the system in-
creases strongly with the rates in these reactions. By studying several generic oscillator models, we
show that this counter-intuitive dependence is nonetheless a common feature of oscillators in the
nonlinear (far-from-onset) regime where the oscillation can be separated into fast and slow phases.
The increase of the period with the period-lengthening reaction rates occurs when the amplitude
of the slow phase in the oscillation increases with these rates while the progression-speed in the
slow phase is controlled by other rates of the system. The positive dependence of the period on
the period-lengthening rates balances its inverse dependence on other kinetic rates in the system,
which gives rise to robust TC in a wide range of parameters. We demonstrate the existence of such
period-lengthening reactions and their relevance for TC in all four model systems we considered.
Theoretical results for a model of the Kai system are supported by experimental data. A study of
the energy dissipation also shows that better TC performance requires higher energy consumption.
Our study unveils a general mechanism by which a biochemical oscillator achieves TC by operating
at regimes far from the onset where period-lengthening reactions exist.

I. INTRODUCTION

Biological systems are subject to temperature changes
in their environments. Most biochemical reactions are
dependent on temperature T , with their kinetic rate con-
stants k obeying the Arrhenius law [1, 2]:

k(T ) = Ae
− E

kBT , (1)

where A is a temperature-independent prefactor, kB is
the Boltzmann constant, and E is the activation energy.
The temperature sensitivity of a chemical reaction can
be characterized by its Q10 factor, which measures the
change in the reaction rate when the temperature is in-
creased by 10 K. For typical biochemical reactions, the
activation energy is E ∼ 20 kBT0 [3], leading to a Q10 ≈ 2
under room temperature T0 ≈ 300 K – the rate of a bio-
chemical reaction approximately doubles upon 10 K in-
crease in temperature (around room temperature). Such
temperature dependence occurs in various biological pro-
cesses, such as bacterial cell growth [4] and vertebrate
muscle contraction[5].

∗ Corresponding author: yuhai@us.ibm.com

Given the largeQ10 values for individual reaction rates,
it is remarkable that nearly all circadian clocks can main-
tain a relatively constant period over a wide range of tem-
peratures, a phenomenon known as temperature com-
pensation (TC) [6–8]. Specifically, the Q10 value of the
period of a circadian clock is between 0.9 and 1.1 [9];
namely, a 10 K increase in temperature only results in a
10% change in the period of the circadian clock, which
is much smaller than the typical 2-fold changes for indi-
vidual reaction rates. While some previous studies at-
tributed TC to certain genes or proteins whose activities
are insensitive to temperature [10–12], biological clocks
are not simply insensitive to temperature, e.g., it is well
known that the clock can be readily entrained by external
periodic temperature signals [13–15].
In general, dynamics of biochemical oscillations are

governed by biochemical reaction networks with multiple
bio-molecules interacting through different biochemical
reactions. As a result, the period P (k) of the oscillation
should be a function of all the reaction rates k = {ki}
with i(= 1, 2, ...) labeling the individual reactions. Here,
we define the “period sensitivities”

Ci ≡
∂ lnP

∂ ln ki

∣∣∣∣
T=T0

, (2)

to describe the dependence of the period P on the ith
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reaction rate ki – reactions are referred to as period-
lengthening (Ci > 0) or period-shortening reactions
(Ci < 0), respectively.

From a systems perspective, while each individual re-
action rate can be sensitive to temperature with a high
Q10, TC could in principle arise from a balance between
period-lengthening reactions and period-shortening reac-
tions [16–18]. To see this, we can approximate Q10 of the

period as Q10 = P (T0+10K)
P (T0)

≃ 1 + 10 K × dP
dT |T=T0 , and

use the Arrhenius equation Eq. 1 to derive

Q10 ≃ 1 +
10 K

T0

∑
i

Ci(k)Ei, (3)

where the summation is over all the reactions, Ei is the
activation energy of the ith reaction in the unit of kBT0.
Perfect TC (Q10 = 1) is achieved by having

∑
i CiEi = 0,

which we will refer to as the “perfect balancing scenario”
hereafter. Since the activation energies are positive (Ei >
0), perfect TC requires the cancellation of the weighted
contributions CiEi from the period-lengthening reactions
(Ci > 0) and the period-shortening reactions (Ci < 0).
While this general systems view of achieving TC is ap-

pealing, it is unclear how a biochemical system (network)
is able to implement the perfect balancing scenario. Pre-
vious studies tackled the problem from the perspective of
the reaction network structure [17, 19–21]. For example,
it was found that oscillators with positive feedback are
more likely to achieve TC than those with purely negative
feedback [19, 22]. However, even for a preferred network
topology for TC, the performance of TC is still highly de-
pendent on kinetic rates in the network [19]. In addition,
it is typically easier for organisms to achieve a biological
function, such as TC, by adjusting specific kinetic rate
parameters within an existing network structure rather
than modifying the entire network, because the former
only needs small modifications in molecular structures,
whereas the latter typically requires additional molecu-
lar components in the system. Therefore, it is important
to explore strategies for controlling (regulating) kinetic
rate parameters in order to achieve TC.

Indeed, kinetic regulation, by which we mean control-
ling kinetic rates in a temperature-independent way, in
general and in particular changing the prefactors in Eq. 1
by varying certain molecule concentrations in the sys-
tem, plays an important role in biochemical oscillators.
The non-equilibrium nature of limit-cycle oscillation dy-
namics dictates that the kinetic rates in the underlying
biochemical network break detailed balance [23]. Fur-
thermore, the kinetic rates must be increased beyond the
onset of oscillation, typically a Hopf bifurcation for limit-
cycle oscillations [24], in order to generate the oscillatory
behaviors. However, these basic requirements do not nec-
essarily result in temperature-compensated oscillations.
Thus, conditions for TC remain elusive.

In this paper, we start our investigation with two sim-
plest nonlinear oscillators — the Van der Pol model
and the Brusselator model—representing two fundamen-
tal motifs in two-component oscillatory systems: the
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Fig. 1. The Van der Pol (VdP) model can achieve temper-
ature compensation by kinetic regulation. (a) The topology
of the VdP model is an activator-inhibitor. (b) The period
at the room temperature (T0 = 298K) and that at 10K above
vary with the “kinetic rate” µ by varying the prefactor of µ;
Q10 value is calculated by the ratio of the period at such two
temperatures. The activation energies are set at Eµ = 26.7
and EΩ = 13.3 (Eµ ≈ 2EΩ) in the unit of kBT0. (c) The Q10

value in the activation-energy space when µ ∼ Ω and when
µ ≫ Ω (both µ and ω are the values at T = T0). The TC
regime 0.9 ≤ Q ≤ 1.1 is highlighted in red.

activator-inhibitor motif and the substrate-depletion mo-
tif, respectively [25]. We find that kinetic regulation
provides a general mechanism wherein increasing cer-
tain period-lengthening reaction rate(s), which is possible
only far from the onset, can lead to robust TC within a
realistic range of activation energies. The energy cost as-
sociated with this mechanism is also studied. Finally, we
verify the applicability of this general TC mechanism in
two realistic biological clocks.

II. RESULTS

A. Achieving temperature compensation by kinetic
regulation

We start by considering one of the simplest and the
most generic nonlinear oscillators — the Van der Pol
(VdP) oscillator [26], described by

dX

dt
= µX(1− X2

3
)− ΩY, (4a)

dY

dt
= ΩX, (4b)

which shares a similar network topology as an
activator-inhibitor model [Fig. 1(a), see also SI Sec. I(A)]
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[19, 25, 27]. To study the performance of TC in the
VdP model, we assume that the rate parameters Ω and
µ depend on the temperature through the Arrhenius law
Eq. 1 with activation energies EΩ and Eµ, respectively.
Unless otherwise noted, we study effects of kinetic reg-
ulation for TC by varying the temperature-independent
prefactors (Aµ, AΩ, etc.) in Eq. 1.

The VdP model (Eqs. 4) undergoes a Hopf bifurcation
at µ = 0, with a stable limit cycle for µ > 0. As shown
in Fig. 1(b), the period of the limit-cycle oscillation is
sensitive to temperature change when µ is small or com-
parable to Ω. However, if µ becomes much larger than Ω,
TC of the period can be achieved, reflected clearly by the
Q10 value of the period approaching 1 [Fig. 1(b)]. Such
a realization of TC can also be under the constraint of
constant period at T = T0 [see Fig. S1 in Supplementary
Information (SI)].

The good TC performance for large µ/Ω as shown in
Fig. 1(b) is achieved for a particular choice of activa-
tion energies. The natural question is how robust is TC
with respect to the choices of the activation energy pa-
rameters. To address this question, we calculate Q10

in the activation-energy space of Eµ-EΩ. We limit the
range of the activation energies to be between 10 and
30 kBT0, which are relevant for typical biochemical re-
actions [3] and also sufficiently large so that the reac-
tions are not trivially temperature-insensitive. When µ
is small or comparable to Ω, Q10 is globally small in
the activation energy space, and there is no regime that
satisfies the good TC requirement 0.9 ≤ Q10 ≤ 1.1, as
shown in Fig. 1(c). However, when µ ≫ Ω, there ex-
ists a band regime where 0.9 ≤ Q10 ≤ 1.1, suggesting
that TC can be achieved with a variety of combinations
of activation energies [Fig. 1(c)]. Indeed, the size of the
regime in the activation energy space wherein TC exists
(0.9 ≤ Q10 ≤ 1.1) serves as the most important measure
of TC performance for a given kinetic regulation scheme.
By this measure, kinetic regulation by increasing µ/Ω im-
proves the TC performance in the VdP model as shown
in Fig. 1(c). More explicitly, the area in the (Eµ, EΩ)
space with 0.9 ≤ Q10 ≤ 1.1 (the shaded area in Fig. 1(c))
increases with µ/Ω as shown in Fig. S2 in the SI.

B. The period sensitivity sum rule and the
importance of positive period sensitivity for

temperature compensation

In biochemical reaction systems that exhibit oscillatory
behaviors, if all the reaction rates are changed by the
same factor λ, then the period should change by a factor
λ−1. From this time scaling invariance, one can obtain
an exact sum rule among period sensitivities of all the
reactions in the system [18, 28]:∑

i

Ci = −1, (5)
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Fig. 2. The TC mechanism in VdP model in the balancing
scenario. (a) The period sensitivities vary with µ. (b) The
period sensitivity vector C is constrained on the

∑
i Ci = −1

subplane, whereas the activation energy vector E is con-
strained in the activation-energy space. Perfect TC requires
C · E = 0. These geometric constraints have made positive
period sensitivities to be critical to achieving the balancing
scenario and hence TC. (c,d) The amplitude and speed be-
havior on the limit cycle near the onset (µ/Ω = 0.1) and far
from the onset (µ/Ω = 100). The color bar shows the inverse
of the progression speed, i.e., time per distance, for both pan-
els.

which serves as a global constraint for all the period sensi-
tivities. Indeed, the period sensitivities of the VdP model
always satisfy Cµ +CΩ = −1 [Fig. 2(a)]. If we define the
period sensitivity vector C whose components are the pe-
riod sensitivities of each reactions, and correspondingly
the activation energy vector E, the sum rule Eq. 5 con-
strainsC on a subplane, whereas the condition for perfect
TC requires that E is perpendicular to C, i.e.,

C ·E = 0. (6)

Given that all the activation energies are positive, TC
cannot be achieved in a biochemical network where all
components of C are negative, which is certainly allowed
by the sum rule. Thus, a necessary condition for TC is
the existence of period-lengthening reactions with pos-
itive period sensitivities, which is a non-trivial require-
ment in light of the sum rule (Eq. 5). Quantitatively, if
the positive components of C are small, the correspond-
ing components of vectorE must be extremely large com-
pared to other components, and E is restricted on the
margin of the non-trivial activation-energy space, as illus-
trated in Fig. 2(b) (for a system consisting of two kinetic
rates). On the other hand, a large positive component
of C can move E toward the center of the activation-
energy space, allowing TC to be achieved by more com-
binations of activation energies that are physiologically
plausible [shaded regime in Fig. 2(b)]. Therefore, TC
can be achieved more robustly in the presence of large
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positive period sensitivities.

The general analysis based on the period sensitivity
sum rule can be used to understand why TC is systemat-
ically improved by regulation of “kinetic rates” µ and Ω.
As shown in Fig. 2(a), when µ ≲ Ω, Cµ ≈ 0 and CΩ ≈ −1
[see also SI Sec. I(A) for theoretical derivation]. Hence,
the negative CΩEΩ cannot be balanced by a nearly zero
CµEµ, leading to a Q10 substantially smaller than 1. As
µ increases to µ ≫ Ω, Cµ increases to 1 while CΩ de-
creases to -2 [see Sec. I(A) in the SI]. In this case, the
balance between CΩEΩ and CµEµ becomes possible. Es-
pecially, to achieve perfect TC, we only need Eµ = 2EΩ,
so that CΩEΩ + CµEµ = 0, as is the case in Fig. 1(b).

C. Large positive period sensitivity arises from
“oscillation phase separation”

How does Cµ become large (close to 1) in the µ ≫ Ω
regime for the VdP oscillator? To address this question,
we examine the limit cycle trajectory when µ ≫ Ω. As
shown in Fig. 1(d), the limit cycle is separated into fast
and slow phases (the inverse progression speed, i.e., the
time per distance traveled, is shown by the color along the
trajectory) and the period is mostly determined by the
time spent on the slow phases along the two segments of
the X-nullcline. The amplitude of the slow phases along
the X-nullcline, denoted by ∆Yslow, is proportional to
µ/Ω [see Sec. I(A) in SI for derivation]. Surprisingly, un-
like the situation near the onset, the progression speed in
the slow phases is given by dY/dt = ΩX ∼ Ω, insensitive
to the change of µ. Indeed, increasing µ accelerates the
progression speed linearly only in the fast phases where
the time is negligible [Sec. I(A) in SI]. Consequently, the
period of the oscillation P ≈ 2∆Yslow/|dY/dt| ∼ µ/Ω2

increases linearly with µ, leading to a large positive Cµ.

Overall, the separation of the fast and slow phases
along the limit cycle trajectory in the parameter regime
far beyond the oscillation onset, a phenomenon which
we call “oscillation phase separation” (OPS), plays an
important role in creating a large positive period sensi-
tivity that is crucial for TC. In the VdP model, the emer-
gence of the slow phase(s) with a µ-insensitive progres-
sion speed and a µ-increasing amplitude is the origin of a
period-lengthening rate with a large positive period sen-
sitivity. In general, OPS or equivalently the separation
of timescales is a common feature in a large class of os-
cillatory systems known as relaxation oscillators [29, 30]
exemplified by the VdP model. In the rest of the paper,
we show that this general mechanism for TC based on
OPS applies for other more realistic biochemical oscilla-
tory systems.
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Fig. 3. TC can be achieved by kinetic regulation in Brussela-
tor. (a) The reversible Brusselator model. The concentrations
of A, B, and D are kept constant over time. When the two
reverse reaction rates, k−2 = k−2,0[D] and k−3, are negligi-
ble, the Brusselator becomes its original irreversible version.
(b) In the irreversible Brusselator, the period at two tempera-
tures (298K and 308K) and correspondingly Q10 value of the
period vary with the kinetic rate k2. The activation energies
are set as E1 = 15, E2 = 25, and E3 = E−1 = 20 (kBT0).
(c) In the irreversible Brusselator, the enhancement of TC is
caused by the emergence of large positive period sensitivity
C2, which increases from nearly 0 to 2 with the increase of k2.
(d) The limit cycle of the irreversible Brusselator far from the
onset with the color bar showing the inverse of the progression
speed. The large positive period sensitivity of k2 is a result
of a k2-sensitive amplitude and a k2-insensitive progression
speed of the slow phase that dominates the period.

D. Temperature compensation occurs in
Brusselator through “oscillation phase separation”

While the VdP model studied in previous sections
represents the activator-inhibitor motif, in this section,
we study TC in another class of oscillators with the
substrate-depletion motif [19, 25, 27] as represented by
the reversible Brusselator model [31–33]. This classi-
cal model describes the nonlinear autocatalytic reactions
[Fig. 3(a)]

A
k1,0−−−⇀↽−−−
k−1

X, X+ B
k2,0−−−⇀↽−−−−
k−2,0

Y +D, 2X + Y
k3−−⇀↽−−−
k−3

3X,

where the forward and reverse kinetic rates depend on
temperature via Eq. 1, and A, B, and D have constant
concentrations [A], [B], and [D], respectively.
For simplicity, we first neglect the reverse kinetic rates

k−2,0 and k−3, and the model becomes the original irre-
versible Brusselator [31, 32]. Sustained oscillation occurs
when the kinetic rate k2 = k2,0[B] exceeds the Hopf bi-
furcation critical point kc2, beyond which the amplitude of
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limit-cycle oscillation further increases with k2. Remark-
ably, increasing k2 can also enhance the performance of
TC [Fig. 3(b)], and the good TC performance at large
k2 is robust as it can be realized in a wide range of ac-
tivation energies (see Fig. S4 in SI for details). In the
Brusselator model, the period sensitivity C2 for reaction
k2 is positive and it increases from nearly 0 to around
2 with increasing k2[Fig. 3(c)], which leads to good TC
performance at larger values of k2.
To understand the positive period sensitivity of k2

when k2 ≫ kc2, we analyze the limit cycle trajectory in
the X-Z phase space where Z = X + Y denotes the
total concentration of X and Y . Similar to the VdP
model, the limit-cycle trajectory also exhibits the oscil-
lation phase separation behavior at large values of k2
with a slow phase and three relatively fast phases as
shown in Fig. 3(d). During the slow phase, X is kept
at a roughly constant but low level X ≪ k1,0[A]/k−1,
resulting in a nearly constant progression speed vslow ≈
dZ/dt = k1,0[A] − k−1X ≈ k1,0[A], independent of k2
[see Sect. I(B) in SI for details]. On the other hand, the
amplitude of the slow branch ∆Zslow, and hence the time
on the slow phase τslow ≈ ∆Zslow/vslow, asymptotically
increases with k2 as k22 [see Sec. I(B) in SI for detailed
derivations]. Indeed, the time in the other phases neg-
atively depends on k2, but this period-shortening effect
is negligible as the times spent in these fast phases are
much shorter than that in the slowest phase [see Sec. I(B)
in SI for detailed derivations]. As a result, the period can
be approximated by τslow that scales with k22, leading to
the period sensitivity C2 ≈ 2 when k2 ≫ kc2.

E. Energetic cost of temperature compensation via
kinetic regulation

In a biochemical system, kinetic regulation is often
achieved by regulating rate-associated molecular concen-
trations. For example, in the Brusselator model, regu-
lation of k2 can be easily implemented by changing the
concentration [B]. However, it consumes free energy to
maintain a molecular concentration at a nonequilibrium
level [23]. Thus, kinetic regulations of reaction rates in-
curs an energy cost. To study the energy cost of TC en-
hancement in Brusselator, we consider the full reaction
network with finite reverse reaction rates, k−2 = k−2,0[D]
and k−3. The chemical potential difference between B
and D (in units of kBT0) reads

∆µDB = ln
k2,0[B]k3

k−2,0[D]k−3
, (7)

which characterizes the irreversibility of the system
[23, 33] – when ∆µDB = 0, the system is at equilibrium,
and sustained oscillation cannot be achieved. Increas-
ing ∆µDB drives the system away from equilibrium and
enables oscillation, which can be achieved by either in-
creasing [B] or decreasing [D]. To quantify the energy
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Fig. 4. In the reversible Brusselator, kinetic regulation con-
sumes free energy to enhance the TC performance. (a,b,c)
Q10, energy dissipation ∆W , and period sensitivity C2 in the
parameter space spanned by k2 = k2,0[B] and k−2 = k−2,0[D]
(log scale). The dark blue regime does not have sustained
oscillation. Activation energies are set as E1 = 15, E2 = 25,
and E3 = E−1 = E−2 = E−3 = 20 (kBT0). (d) Scatter plots
of Q10 against the energy cost ln∆W according to (a) and
(b), with the color showing the period sensitivity C2 of (c).
The dashed curve shows the upper bound of the scattered
plot.

cost, we compute the free-energy dissipation per oscilla-
tion period [23, 33], ∆W , given by

∆W =

∫ P

0

∑
i

[J+
i (t)− J−

i (t)] ln
J+
i (t)

J−
i (t)

dt, (8)

where J+
i (t) and J−

i (t) denote, respectively, the forward
and the reverse fluxes of the ith reversible reaction pair
at time t.

For the reversible Brusselator model, we compute the
Q10 of the period, the period sensitivity C2 of k2, and
the energy dissipation ∆W for varying reaction rates k2
and k−2, as shown in Figs. 4(a,b,c). Remarkably, either
increasing [B] or decreasing [D] can increase the posi-
tive period sensitivity C2, and consequently enhance TC
[Figs. 4(a, c)]. A perfect TC is achieved in the limit of
extremely large [B] and extremely small [D] where the
system is far from equilibrium. On the other hand, the
free-energy dissipation per cycle (∆W ) is also increased
by [B] and decreased by [D] [Fig. 4(b)]. If we plot Q10

against ∆W [Fig. 4(d)] for different choices of [B] and
[D], we find that the upper bound of Q10 is increased
by the energy cost. Our results indicate that kinetic reg-
ulation for TC costs energy and biochemical oscillators
can exploit free energy dissipation to enhance TC perfor-
mance by kinetic regulation.
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F. Kinetic regulation and “oscillation phase
separation” for temperature compensation in

circadian clocks

To study whether the above mechanism of kinetic reg-
ulation can be applied to understanding TC in realistic
biological systems, we focus on two well-known systems
that exhibit circadian rhythms: the Drosophila circa-
dian clock and the Kai system in cyanobacteria circadian
clocks. The former represents the family of trascription-
translational circadian clocks, while the latter stands for
the post-transcriptional circadian clocks. Both systems
have been reported to have TC [6, 35–39].

We first investigate the model proposed by Tyson et
al. [25, 40] for the Drosophila circadian clock, which has
been reduced to a 2-species model consisting of only the
per mRNA and total PER proteins [see SI Sec. I(C)]. The
architecture of the Tyson model contains a substrate-
depletion motif [see SI Sec. I(C)] the same as the Brusse-
lator model studied in the previous subsections. Similar
to the Brusselator model, we showed that increasing one
of the kinetic rates, specifically the phosphorylation rate
of PER monomer k1, drives the system away from the
onset and the period sensitivity to k1 has a large posi-
tive value at large k1 [see Sec. I(C) and Fig. S5 in the
SI for details]. As a result, TC can be achieved through
the same general OPS mechanism by kinetic regulation
of k1.
To confirm that the OPS mechanism of TC also works

in more complex high-dimensional systems, we next focus
on the van Zon-Hatakeyama (vZH) model for the Kai sys-
tem [34, 41]. In this model, the timekeeper protein KaiC
forms a hexamer that can switch between active and in-
active conformations (states) [Fig. 5(a)]. Active KaiC
has seven phosphorylation states corresponding to the
number of phosphorylated monomers from 0 to 6. Each
phosphorylation step requires an active KaiC to bind to
the enzyme KaiA, with the binding affinity decreasing as
the phosphorylation level of KaiC increases, which is cru-
cial for synchronization of individual KaiC hexamers. On
the other hand, inactive KaiC can spontaneously dephos-
phorylate. The transitions between active and inactive
states occur only in the fully phosphorylated state (be-

tween C6 and C̃6) or in the fully dephosphorylated state

(between C̃0 and C0).
Previously, Hatakeyama & Kaneko investigated the

TC property in this model [34]. Their results suggested
that achieving TC relies on the competition for limited
KaiA among various active KaiC phosphorylation states.
However, their results also showed that this limited-KaiA
scheme for TC is effective only in specific parameter
regime [34]. To understand this observation, we hypothe-
size that the Kai system can achieve TC through kinetic
regulation of total KaiA concentrations, since KaiA is
involved in all phosphorylation rates. Indeed, recent ex-
periments have shown that TC is achieved at a moderate
level of KaiA, but not near the onset of oscillation at a
high KaiA level [42]. Another in vivo study demonstrates

that the TC property is abolished in a mutant lacking
active KaiA [43]. These findings indicate that TC exists
only within an intermediate range of KaiA levels.

To better understand the dependence of TC on the
concentration ([KaiA]), we performed simulations based
on the vZH model [see Sec. I(D) in SI for model details].
As we vary the KaiA concentration, there are two on-
sets of oscillation: the lower onset is determined by the
minimum amount of KaiA needed for phosphorylation
reactions; and the higher onset is determined by the max-
imum KaiA concentration beyond which synchronization
fails due to lack of competition among individual KaiC
hexamers for KaiA. We computed Q10 for the oscilla-
tion period in the range of KaiA concentration between
these two onsets. Consistent with the experimental data
[42, 43], we found that the vZH model fails to achieve
TC (Q10 < 0.9) when [KaiA] is close to the two onsets,
however, the value of Q10 peaks around 1 (perfect TC)
at intermediate levels of KaiA away from the two onsets
as shown in Fig. 5(b). Similar to previous models con-
sidered in this paper, the non-monotonic change in Q10

with increasing KaiA levels relies on the crucial kinetic
rate kp6 of the sixth phosphorylation step, whose period
sensitivity is negative or close to zero near the onsets of
oscillation but becomes the largest positive period sensi-
tivity in the intermediate range of [KaiA] [Fig. 5(e)].

To investigate how the period sensitivity of kp6 be-
comes large and positive in the intermediate range of
[KaiA], we combine the state variables into three groups:

X = [C5] + [AC5], Y =
∑4

i=0[Ci] + [ACi], and Z =
[KaiC]total−X−Y [Fig. 5(a)], and study the limit cycle
projected in the three dimensional phase space [Fig. 5(c)].
The oscillation is evidently separated into three phases:
S, S’, and F. Each phase represents the conversion be-
tween two species with the third species roughly con-
stant. For example, the S phase is when Z is converted
to Y whileX remains unchanged. We investigate how the
amplitude (i.e., the trajectory length), mean progression
speed, and the time of each phase vary with kp6. As
shown in Fig. 5(d), the amplitudes of all three phases
increase with kp6 in a similar behavior; as discussed pre-
viously, this amplitude-increasing effect is the necessary
condition for a period-lengthening reaction. What dis-
tinguishes the three phases is the behavior of the mean
progression speeds. While the mean progression speed of
the F phase scales with kp6 in a similar behavior to the
amplitude, those of the S phase and the S’ phase are rela-
tively insensitive to changes in kp6. As a result, the time
in the F phase is insensitive to changes in kp6, while the
time in S and S’ phases increases with kp6. Therefore,
OPS is the key to generating a relatively large positive
sensitivity for kp6: kp6 only accelerates the F phase, a
small part of the period, so that this speeding effect of
kp6 cannot fully counterbalance its amplitude increas-
ing effect. We also observe that this OPS mechanism is
absent near the onset of oscillation. In this regime, an
increase in kp6 simultaneously elevates both the ampli-
tude and the progression speed of the entire limit cycle,
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Fig. 5. TC is achieved by regulation of total KaiA concentration in a model of the Kai system. (a) The van Zon-Hatakeyama
(vZH) model. KaiC is a hexamer that can be in the active form or the inactive form. During the active state, KaiC can be
phosphorylated when binding to KaiA. The binding affinity of KaiA and KaiC decreases with the phosphorylation level of
KaiC [34]. Based on the oscillation dynamics, different states of KaiC can be grouped into three variables: X = [C5] + [AC5],
Y =

∑4
i=0[Ci] + [ACi], and Z = [KaiC]total − X − Y , such that kp6 of our interest is explicit in the simplified network of

X, Y and Z. (b) Q10 of the period varies with the total KaiA concentration. The dots are experimental data from Kumiko
et al. (2020), and the curve is from the simulation of the model with parameters tuned to fit the data [see SI Sec. I(D) for
details]. Activation energies are set to Ep6 = 26, and the other Ei = 6 (kBT0). (c) At an intermediate level of total [KaiA]
(ln[KaiA] = 0.4), the limit-cycle trajectory projected on the phase subspace of X, Y , and Z shows oscillation phase separation:
S, S’ and F. Each phase shows the transition between two variables while the third variable is roughly constant. (d) The
relative changes of the amplitude (length of the trajectory), the mean progression speed, and the time on each of the three
phases are calculated when kp6 is perturbed by ± 20%. (e) The period sensitivities of all reaction rates vary with the total
[KaiA]. Among them, the period sensitivity of kp6 (the kinetic rate of the sixth phosphorylation step) has a relatively high
positive sensitivity in the middle range of total [KaiA].

leading to a small period sensitivity (see Fig. S6 in the
SI for details).

III. DISCUSSION

It has been a long-standing problem whether circadian
clocks in various organisms share certain common mech-
anism for achieving TC [18, 34, 44–48]. In this paper,
we provide a novel perspective to tackle this question.
By studying four models of biochemical oscillations, we
have demonstrated that kinetic regulation can serve as a
general mechanism for achieving TC. We focus on cases
where kinetic regulation can be implemented by regula-
tion of molecular concentrations, such as [B] or [D] in the
Brusselator model and total [KaiA] in the vZH model.
The underlying mechanism of such kinetic regulation is
the emergence of large positive period sensitivities. A
large positive period sensitivity of a particular rate k is
non-trivial given the general period sensitivity sum rule

that constraints the sum of all period sensitivities to be
−1. Here, we show that a large positive period sensitiv-
ity can be caused by the “oscillation phase separation”
(OPS) phenomenon wherein the whole oscillation trajec-
tory is separated into different phases in time and the
dominant slow phase(s) has an amplitude that increases
with a particular rate k and a progression speed that is
independent of k.

To achieve “oscillation phase separation” (OPS) that
is critical for TC, a necessary condition is that the system
must be driven far from the onset of limit-cycle oscilla-
tion (Hopf bifurcation). The reason is that near Hopf
bifurcation the oscillation is sinusoidal [24], leading to a
nearly uniform progression speed along the whole limit
cycle without OPS. In general, kinetic regulation, i.e.,
controlling certain key kinetic rates can lead to TC by
driving the system deep into the oscillatory regime away
from the onset where the OPS phenomenon exists. Even
though we can not prove it rigorously, OPS always occurs
in the nonlinear regime of all the different biochemical os-
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cillators we studied.

Naturally, driving a system into its nonlinear regime
far from the onset requires extra free energy dissipation,
as we show explicitly in the case of the Brusselator model
where higher free energy dissipation is needed to achieve
better TC performance [see Fig. 4(d)]. In the Kai system,
sustained oscillation consumes ATP [38]. However, most
experiments for TC study in the KaiC system maintain
a sufficiently high level of ATP [39, 42, 49], which makes
the effect of free energy cost for TC hard to assess. In an-
other study, the Kai system is shown to have metabolic
compensation [50]; that is, the period is insensitive to
the change in ATP level. This raises the question of why
the cell maintains a high ATP level and consumes more
energy for a circadian clock than the minimum energy
required for the onset of oscillation. We speculate that
kinetic regulation of the ATP/ADP ratio may be used
to drive the system away from the onset where the “os-
cillation phase separation” mechanism for TC is at play.
If the ATP/ADP ratio is lowered to a level close to the
onset, the Kai system could lose its TC property. This
prediction can be tested in future experiments involving

the Kai system and possibly other circadian clocks.
Most biological oscillators contains a small number of

molecules and they need to operate in room tempera-
ture environment with large thermal fluctuations. To
suppress noise caused by the stochastic biochemical reac-
tions, biological oscillators deploy various control mecha-
nisms in order to carry out their functions, e.g., accurate
oscillation, high entrainability to external signals, and
synchronization [27, 33, 51], all of which require kinetic
rate regulation and extra free energy dissipation to drive
the system beyond the onset of oscillation. Our present
work shows that TC, the robustness of the oscillation
period against temperature fluctuation, another impor-
tant function for a class of biological oscillators, can also
be achieved by kinetic regulation with the correspond-
ing energy dissipation. These results suggest that the
energy-assisted kinetic regulation scheme may serve as
a general mechanism for biological networks in particu-
lar biochemical oscillators to control internal and exter-
nal fluctuations to enhance their functional performance.
This not only deepens our understanding of biological
clocks but also offers valuable insights into constructing
synthetic clocks with relevant biological functions.
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Supplementary Information

I. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

A. Derivation of Period Sensitivities in the VdP Model

The original Van der Pol model is written as the following 2nd-order ordinary differential equation (ODE):

d2X

dt2
+ µ(X2 − 1)

dX

dt
+Ω2X = 0, (S1)

where µ and Ω are two kinetic rate parameters that have the unit of [t−1]. Using the Lienard representation [29], by
defining dY

dt = ΩX, we obtain the two-dimensional 1st-order ODE Eqs. (4) in the main text.
A natural order parameter of this system is ν ≡ µ

Ω . To facilitate analysis, we now calculate the period sensitivities
C (as defined in the main text) of µ and Ω in the two limits: (1) ν ≪ 1, and (2) ν ≫ 1.

First, when ν ≪ 1, the VdP model is close to a harmonic oscillator. Thus, we can expand the angular velocity
(ω ≡ 2π/P ) around the natural frequency Ω in a series of ν:

ω = Ω[1 + a1ν + a2ν
2 +O(ν3)]. (S2)

To determine the leading terms, we notice that the system is symmetric under the transformation: X∗ = −X, t∗ =
−t, µ∗ = −µ (ν∗ = −ν). Under this transformation, the new angular velocity should have the same form as Eq. S2,

ω∗ = Ω[1 + a1ν
∗ + a2ν

∗2 +O(ν∗3)]

= Ω[1− a1ν + a2ν
2 +O(ν3)],

(S3)

Since the systems are identical under this transformation, we have ω∗ = ω. Thus, all the odd terms of ν in Eq. (S2)
must vanish, leading to

ω = Ω[1 + a2ν
2 +O(ν4)]. (S4)

Indeed, using perturbation theory [52], we obtain that a2 = −1/16.
Therefore, based on the definition of the period sensitivities, we have

Cµ = −∂ lnω

∂ lnµ
=

1

8
ν2 +O(ν4),

CΩ = −∂ lnω

∂ lnΩ
= −1− 1

8
ν2 +O(ν4).

(S5)

Thus, Cµ is 0 when ν = 0 and gradually increases with ν, consistent with our simulation results in main Fig. 2(a).

Second, when ν ≫ 1 or equivalently µ ≫ Ω, µ determines the time scale of dX
dt , while Ω always determines the

time scale of dY
dt . Due to this time-scale separation, the limit-cycle oribit is separated into four branches [Fig. S3(a)]:

two “fast branches” where dY
dt ≈ 0 and the progression speed is large, and two “slow branches” along the X-nullcline

where dX
dt ≈ 0 and the progression speed is small.

We now determine the scaling laws of the amplitude and the progression speed on the fast or slow branches. The
nullcline of dX

dt = 0 is given by

Y = νX(1− X2

3
), (S6)

whose extrema X∗
± = ±1, Y ∗

± = ± 2
3ν are the turning points between the fast and slow branches. Thus, the amplitude

of the slow branches scales as

∆Yslow ≈ Y ∗
+ − Y ∗

− =
4

3
ν ∼ ν1, (S7)

while the amplitude of the fast branches scales as

∆Xfast ≈ X(Y ∗
−)−X∗

− = 3 ∼ ν0. (S8)
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On the other hand, the progression speed on the slow branches scales as

vslow ≈ dY

dt

∣∣∣∣
1≤X≤2

= ΩX|1≤X≤2 ∼ Ω, (S9)

whereas that on the fast branches reads

vfast ≈
dX

dt

∣∣∣∣
Y= 2

3ν

= µ

[
X(1− X2

3
)− 2

3

]
∼ Ων. (S10)

Thus, the time τ spent on each branch scales as

τslow ∼ ∆Yslow

vslow
∼ µ

Ω2
, τfast ∼

∆Xfast

vfast
∼ 1

µ
. (S11)

Note that µ lengthens τslow but shortens τfast. Since τslow/τfast ∼ ν2 ≫ 1, the slow branches dominate the period.
Thus, the acceleration effect of µ on the fast branches is negligible, given the minimal contribution of τslow to the
whole period.

Indeed, we can approximate the period by [29]

P ≈ 2τslow

= 2

∫ 2
3ν

− 2
3ν

dY

(dY/dt)nullcline

= 2

∫ 1

2

dY

dX

∣∣∣∣
nullcline

dX

ΩX

= 2

∫ 2

1

ν(X2 − 1)

ΩX
dX

=
µ

Ω2
(3− 2 ln 2),

(S12)

and subsequently obtain Cµ ≈ 1, and CΩ ≈ −2, consistent with main Fig. 2(a).

B. Derivation of Period Sensitivities in the Brusselator

According to Fig. 3(a) in the main text, the ODEs describing the reversible Brusselator model read

dX

dt
= k1 − k−1X − k2X + k−2Y + k3X

2Y − k−3X
3, (S13a)

dY

dt
= k2X − k−2Y − k3X

2Y + k−3X
3, (S13b)

where k1 = k1,0[A], k2 = k2,0[B], k−2 = k−2,0[D], described by the main text. In this section, we will compute the period
sensitivities in two limits: (1) near the oscillation onset (Hopf bifurcation) and (2) far from the oscillation onset.

1. Near the oscillation onset

Based on Eqs. (S13), the fixed point of the system is X0 = k1
k−1

and Y0 =
k2+k−3X

2
0

k−2+k3X
2
0
X0. Near the fixed point, the ODEs can

be approximately written as
d

dt

(
x
y

)
= J

(
x
y

)
+O(x2, y2), (S14)

where x = X −X0, y = Y − Y0, and J is the Jacobian matrix at the fixed point:

J =

(
−k−1 − k2 + 2k3X0Y0 − 3k−3X

2
0 k−2 + k3X

2
0

k2 − 2k3X0Y0 + 3k−3X
2
0 −k−2 − k3X

2
0

)
. (S15)

Let σ be the trace of J , given by σ = tr(J) = −(k−1 + k2 + k−2) + 2k3X0Y0 − (3k−3 + k3)X
2
0 , and ∆ be the determinant of J ,

given by ∆ = det(J) = k−1(k−2 + k3X
2
0 ). The eigenvalues of J read

λ =
σ

2
± i

√
∆− σ2

4
(S16)
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At Hopf Bifurcation, σ = 0, and the limit cycle oscillation requires that σ > 0, ∆ > σ2/4. The approximate frequency of the
limit-cycle oscillation is the imaginary part of λ:

ω =

√
∆− σ2

4
, (S17)

and the approximate period is P = 2π
ω
.

Since we are particularly interested in the period sensitivity of k2, we choose k2 as the control parameter. The bifurcation
point kc

2 that satisfies σ(k2 = kc
2) = 0 reads

kc2 =

[
k−1 + k−2 +

(
3k−3 + k3 −

2k3k−3X2
0

k−2 + k3X2
0

)
X2

0

]
k3X2

0 + k−2

k3X2
0 − k−2

, (S18)

and the limit cycle oscillation requires that k2 > kc
2. Thus, we get the explicit expression of the period,

P ≈ 2π√
k−1(k−2 + k3X2

0 )− 1
4

(
k3X

2
0−k−2

k3X
2
0+k−2

)2
(k2 − kc

2)
2

. (S19)

Then C2, the period sensitivity of k2, is given by

C2 ≡ ∂ lnP

∂ ln k2

=
k2(k2 − kc

2)

4k−1(k−2 + k3X2
0 )
(

k3X
2
0+k−2

k3X
2
0−k−2

)2
− (k2 − kc

2)
2

.
(S20)

Obviously, C2 is zero at the onset, increases with k2, and decreases with k−2. The leading order behavior of C2 reads

C2 ≃ A(k2 − kc
2), (S21)

where A ≡ kc
2(k3X

2
0−k−2)

2

4k−1(k−2+k3X
2
0 )

3 > 0.

2. Far from the oscillation onset

When k2 is large, that is, k2 ≫ kc
2, as shown in Fig. 3 (d) of the main text, we consider the limit cycle on the X-Z phase

space, where Z = X + Y . Hence, Eqs. (S13) can be written as

dX

dt
= k1 − (k2 + k−1)X + (k−2 + k3X

2)(Z −X)− k−3X
3, (S22a)

dZ

dt
= k1 − k−1X. (S22b)

Similar to the VdP model, the limit cycle of the Brusselator consists of two slow and two fast branches, which we refer to as
S, S’, and F, F’ branches, as shown in Fig. S3(b). We now estimate the scaling laws of the time spent on each branch.

The two slow branches follow X-nullcline dX
dt

= 0, which reads

Z =
(k2 + k−1)X − k1 + k−3X

3

k−2 + k3X2
+X. (S23)

The extrema of this nullcline satisfy dZ
dX

= 0, which are roots for the following polynomial,

ϵX4 +

(
3
k−2

k3
ϵ− 1

)
X2 +

2k1
k3 + k−3

ϵX +
k−2

k3
= 0, (S24)

where ϵ =
k3+k−3

k2+k−1+k−2
. Since ϵ is small when k2 is large and we are interested in the scaling behavior, we seek solutions of

Eq. (S24) in series of ϵ and focus on the leading term.
For simplicity, we first consider the irreversible limit where k−2 = k−3 = 0. The polynomial Eq. (S24) becomes

ϵX3 −X +
2k1
k3

ϵ = 0, (S25)

where ϵ = k3
k2+k−1

≪ 1. We expand X in series as X(ϵ) = ϵρ
∑∞

r=0 arϵ
r and substitute this expression into Eq. (S25), which

yields two leading-order solutions with

ρ = 1, a0 = 2
k1
k3

; ρ = −1

2
, a0 = 1. (S26)
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Thus, the X-coordinates of the two extrema can be approximated by

X1 ≈ 2
k1
k3

ϵ = 2
k1

k2 + k−1
∼ k1

k2
, X2 ≈ ϵ−1/2 =

√
k2 + k−1

k3
∼
√

k2
k3

. (S27)

Introducing these two values into Eq. (S23), we obtain the corresponding Z-coordinates of the two extrema,

Z1 ≈ (k2 + k−1)
2

4k1k3
∼ k2

2

k1k3
, Z2 ≈ 2

√
k2 + k−1

k3
∼
√

k2
k3

. (S28)

Note that as k2 increases, Z1 grows faster than Z2. Thus, the amplitude for the S-branch scales as

amps ∼ Z1 − Z2 ∼ k2
2

k1k3
. (S29)

The progression speed on the S-branch scales as

vs ≈
∣∣∣∣dZdt

∣∣∣∣ ∼ |k1 − k−1X1| ∼ k1. (S30)

Hence, the time spent on the S-branch scales as

τs ∼
amps

vs
∼ k2

2

k2
1k3

. (S31)

We can estimate the leading terms for the amplitude amp, the progression speed v, and subsequently the duration τ of the
other branches in a similar way. For the S’-branch, we have

amps′ ∼ Z1 ∼ k2
2

k1k3
,

vs′ ∼ |k1 − k−1X| ∼ k−1Z1 ∼ k−1k
2
2

k1k3
,

(S32)

which leads to

τs′ ∼
amps′

vs′
∼ 1

k−1
. (S33)

For the F-branch, we have

ampf ∼ Z1 ∼ k2
2

k1k3
, vf ∼

∣∣∣∣dXdt
∣∣∣∣ ∼ k3Z

3
1 ∼ k6

2

k3
1k

2
3

, (S34)

resulting in

τf ∼
ampf

vf
∼ k2

1k3
k4
2

. (S35)

Lastly, for the F’-branch, we have

ampf′ ∼ X2 −X1 ∼
√

k2
k3

, vf′ ∼
∣∣∣∣dXdt

∣∣∣∣ ∼ k2X2 ∼

√
k3
2

k3
, (S36)

and therefore, the time spent on the F’-branch scales as

τf′ ∼
ampf′

vf′
∼ 1

k2
. (S37)

In the limit of large k2, we obtain the order of four durations,

τs ≫ τs′ ≫ τf′ ≫ τf . (S38)

We also note that k2 indeed increases the progression speed of the S’, F, and F-branches. However, their contribution to the
period is decreased by the increase of k2, thereby reducing their negative contribution to the period sensitivity of k2. As a
result, when far from the onset of oscillation, the period of an irreversible Brusselator can be approximated by

P ≈ τs ∼
k2
2

k2
1k3

, (S39)

which gives the period sensitivities C2 ≈ 2, C1 ≈ −2, C3 ≈ −1, and C−1 ≈ 0, consistent with the simulation results in Fig. 3(c)
in the main text.

However, we notice that in the reversible Brusselator when k−2 ̸= 0, the asymptotic behavior of C2 is not 2 [Fig. 4(c) in
the main text]. This is because another small number, k−2/k3, becomes non-negligible when k2 is large enough such that
ϵ ∼ k−2/k3 or even smaller. In this situation, we go back to Eq. (S24) and seek solutions in the form X(ϵ) = ϵρ

∑∞
r=0 arϵ

r.
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What is different in this case is the non-homogeneous term k−2/k3 in Eq. (S24). By focusing on the leading-order term, we
find two solutions,

ρ = 0, a0 =

√
k−2

k3
; ρ = −1

2
, a0 = 1. (S40)

The coordinates of the two extrema of the X-nullcline read

(X1, Z1) =

(√
k−2

k3
,

k2

2
√
k−2k3

)
,

(X2, Z2) =

(√
k2

k3 + k−3
,

√
k2

k3 + k−3
(2 +

k−3

k3
)

)
.

(S41)

In this reversible situation, as long as k−2 is small enough to keep the system far from the onset, the four branches are well
separated, and we can obtain the same order of the time intervals on each branch as Eq. (S38). The period can be estimated
by the time spent on the S-branch as

P ≈ τs ∼
Z1 − Z2∣∣dZ

dt

∣∣ ∼ k2

k1
√
k−2k3

, (S42)

which leads to C2 ≈ 1, consistent with simulation results in Fig. 4(c) in the main text.

C. Study of the Tyson Model for Drosophila Circadian Clocks

We study a simple model for Drosophila circadian rhythms [40]. This simplified version consists of two molecular species:
the per mRNA and the total PER protein. We denote their concentrations as M and PT, respectively. The ODEs read [40]

dM

dt
=

vm

1 +
P2
2

A2

− kmM, (S43)

dPT

dt
= vpM − k1P1 + 2k2P2

J + PT
− k3PT, (S44)

where P1 and P2 represents monomers and dimers of PER protein, respectively, satisfying P1 = qPT and P2 = 1−q
2

PT, where

q = 2

1+
√

1+8KPT

, under the rapid-equilibrium assumption for their interconversion [40]. vm, km, vp, k1, k2, and k3 are kinetic rate

constants, and we assume they are all temperature-dependent and obeying the Arrhenius law. A and J are Michaelis-Menten
constants and presumably independent of temperature.

In this 2-species model, we can regard the protein PT as the product in a substrate-depletion motif (like X in Brusselator),
and M as the substrate (like Y in Brusselator) [25]. The nonlinear term in Eq. S44 with phosphorylation rates k1 and k2
involved is auto-catalysis of PT, and in some parameter regime, this auto-regulation can be auto-activation. On the other hand,
PT represses M in a Michaelis-Menten form, while M produces PT linearly.

In Fig. S5(a), we demonstrate that TC can be achieved in this system by increasing k1, the phosphorylation rate of PER
monomer. This enhancement is due to the increase of the period sensitivity of k1 that becomes relatively large and positive
when it is far from the onset [Fig. S5(b)]. However, unlike the saturation behavior in the VdP model or the Brusselator,
the period sensitivies diverges at large k1 because there is a singular Hopf bifurcation at around ln k1 = 3.84, where a small
perturbation of k1 results in a large variation of the amplitude [Fig. S5(c)], a phenomenon known as “Canard explosion” [53].
Near this critical point, it is difficult to accurately compute period sensitivities numerically.

The large positive period sensitivity of k1 far from the onset is also a result from oscillation phase separation (OPT). As
shown in Fig. S5(d), the limit cycle can be separated into two phases: the S phase is when PT is at a low level while M
increases along the PT-nullcline, and the F phase is the rest of the limit cycle when PT varies rapidly. Fig. S5(e) demonstrates
that although the amplitudes of both phases scale with k1 similarly, Only the F phase is accelerated by k1. The k1-increased
amplitude with the k1-decreased progression speed in the S phase is the key to the large positive period sensitivity of k1.

Parameter values (at T0 = 298 K) used in our simulations: vm = 1, km = 0.1, vp = 0.5, k2 = 0.03, k3 = 0.1, A = 0.1,
J = 0.05, and K = 200. Activation energies are 15 kBT0 for all kinetic rate constants except for k1, which is 25 kBT0.

D. Details of the VZH Model for Kai System

The model was originally introduced by Hatakeyama & Kaneko to investigate TC in the Kai system [34]. Here, we slightly
modify the original model to include all the kinetic rates from elementary reactions [Fig. 5(a) in the main text], and derive the
following ODEs:

d[Ci]

dt
= kui[ACi]− kbi[A][Ci] + δi,0b0[C̃i]− δi,6f6[Ci], (S45)
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d[ACi]

dt
= (1− δi,0)kpi[ACi−1]− (1− δi,6)kp,i+1[ACi]

− kui[ACi] + kbi[A][Ci],
(S46)

d[C̃i]

dt
= −(1− δi,0)kdpi[C̃i] + (1− δi,6)kdp,i+1[C̃i+1]

− δi,0b0[C̃i] + δi,6f6[Ci],

(S47)

where δij is the Kronecker delta function, and the index i runs from 0 to 6. The free KaiA concentration [A] is given by the
constraint:

[A] +

6∑
i=0

[ACi] = [KaiA]total. (S48)

For the model parameters, we adopted the same differential binding affinity strategy as Hatakeyama & Kaneko [34], namely,
kui = ku0α

i, and kbi = kb0, from i = 0 to 6. For results in Fig. 5 in the main text, the exact parameters (at T = T0 = 298K)
are given by

kp = [1.03, 1.03, 1.03, 1.03, 1.44, 1.24] s−1,

kdp = [3.16, 3.16, 3.16, 3.16, 3.16, 3.16] s−1,

ku0 = 3.33 s−1, α = 10, kb0 = 1.66× 107 nM−1s−1,

b0 = f6 = 0.333 s−1, [C]total = 11.4 nM,

and we have verified that the qualitative behaviors of Q10 and period sensitivities are robust in a wide range of parameters.
The slightly modified values in kp is only for fitting the curve with the experimental data in Fig. 5(b) in the main text.
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II. SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES
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Fig. S1. Enhancing TC under a constant period in the VdP model. (a) The period (P ) at the room temperature T0 = 298
K is determined by the two kinetic rates µ and Ω. (b) With a fixed choice of activation energies, the Q10 value of the period
depends on both µ and Ω. Here, Eµ = 26.7 and EΩ = 13.3 (kBT0). (c) Along the contour line of the period (lnP = 2) in (a),
the period at T = 308 K approaches that at T = 298 K with increasing lnµ, leading to an increase of Q10 toward 1.
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Fig. S2. In the VdP model, the area of the TC regime in the activation-energy space [highlighted in Fig. 1(c) in the main
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