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Abstract

It has been suggested that optimization of either axonal conduction velocity or the energy effi-
ciency of action potential conduction predominates in the selection of voltage-gated sodium
conductance levels in the squid axon. A population genetics model of channel gene regulatory
function was used to examine the role of these and other evolutionary forces on the selection
of both sodium and potassium channel expression levels. In this model, the accumulating ef-
fects of mutations result in degradation of gene regulatory function, causing channel gene ex-
pression to fall to near-zero in the absence of positive selection. In the presence of positive
selection, channel expression levels fall to the lowest values consistent with the selection crite-
ria, thereby establishing a selection-mutation balance. Within the parameter space of sodium
and potassium conductance values, the physiological performance of the squid axon model
showed marked discontinuities associated with conduction failure and excitability. These dis-
continuities in physiological function may produce fitness cliffs. A fithess cliff associated with
conduction failure, combined with the effects of phenotypic noise, can account for the selec-
tion of sodium conductance levels, without considering either conduction velocity or metabolic
cost. A fitness cliff associated with a transition in axonal excitability, combined with phenotypic
noise, can explain the selection of potassium channel expression levels. The results suggest
that voltage-gated ion channel expression will fall to low levels, consistent with key functional
constraints, even in the absence of positive selection for energy efficiency. Channel expres-
sion levels and individual variation in channel expression within the population can be ex-
plained by regulatory evolution in combination with genetic variation in regulatory function and
phenotypic noise, without resorting to more complex mechanisms, such as activity-dependent
homeostasis. Only a relatively small region of the large, nominally isofunctional parameter
space for channel expression will normally be occupied, because of the effects of mutation.
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Introduction

The voltage gated sodium and potassium channels expressed in the squid axon have character-
istic average peak conductance values that have been established during the course of evolu-
tion. Two theories have been proposed to account for how the sodium conductance expression
level may have been selected. It was initially suggested that the level of voltage-gated channel
expression in the axon had been optimized in order to maximize action potential conduction
velocity [1,2]. It was subsequently shown that sodium conductance values fall well below this
optimum for conduction velocity and it was proposed that sodium channel expression levels
had been optimized to minimize energy utilization during action potential generation [3,4].
Although it is conceivable that evolution has acted to perfectly optimize a single physiological
property of the axon [5], it is likely that the effects of natural selection will be more complex
[6,7].

Regulatory evolution refers to the evolution of protein expression levels, as opposed to
structural evolution, which is the evolution of protein structure and function. For both theoret-
ical [8,9] and practical reasons, a majority of experimental studies on regulatory evolution have
focused on the evolution of cis-regulatory function [10,11]. Cis-regulatory evolution refers to
the evolution of those regions of DNA within or in proximity to a given gene that determine
mRNA expression levels from that particular gene. Cis-regulatory evolution has been estab-
lished as a mechanism by which the expression levels of voltage-gated ion channels can change
during the course of evolution [12,13]. In this respect, voltage-gated ion channels are similar to
most major classes of proteins, whose expression levels appear to be primarily determined by
the evolution of gene regulatory function [9,14]. Evolution of gene regulation is more flexible
and consequently more common than evolution of protein structure, in part because it largely
avoids the pleiotropic effects that can result from changes in the structure and function of pro-
teins that can be expressed in many different cell types [8,9,15].

In this paper, a population genetics model [16] that incorporates a model of channel gene
regulatory function was used to examine how ion channel expression levels in the squid axon
could have been established and maintained during the course of evolution by selection-muta-
tion balance. The primary focus is on understanding how purifying selection acts to stabilize
expression levels at the observed values over successive generations and which physiological
performance properties may be subject to natural selection.

Methods

Two well established models of biological function, the Hodgkin and Huxley model of a propa-
gating action potential in the squid axon [17] and the K-allele Wright Fisher model of popula-
tion genetics [18], were combined in this analysis. The fitness and contribution to the next
generation of individuals within the population model was determined by their physiological
performance as described by the axon model.

Axonal Conduction Model

The Hodgkin and Huxley model [17] of a propagating action potential in the squid axon was
used to calculate the conduction velocity, the ability to conduct an action potential, ion fluxes
per action potential and axonal firing properties over a broad range of peak potassium and so-
dium conductance values. Membrane potential was determined by the following system of
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equations,
G2 =6, 0T Gen'(V — ) — Gum'h(V — Ey) — G(V — V) + 1,/ (2m)

dn
B (V) =)~ BV

dm

B (V)= m) — B, (V)
dh
a 0, (V)(1 —h) = B,(V)h

where G, =r/ (2R,). These equations were reformulated for a resting membrane potential

of -65 mV and were solved numerically using the staggered backward Euler method of Hines
[19], which is second order accurate in both time and space (O(Af*, Ax?)). The simulated axon
had length, L = 10 cm, axon radius, r = 238x10~* cm, specific cytoplasmic resistivity, R, =
0.0354 kQcm, G; = 0.3 mS / cm?, En, = 50mV, Ex = —77. Gx, Gy, and V; were varied systemat-
ically in parameter sweeps (see below).

The model was implemented in Matlab (Mathworks), with At = 1 us and Ax = 100 um. Fur-
ther increases in either the time or spatial resolution had no significant influence on the results.
Simulations were performed assuming a temperature of 18.5°C, except where noted. A stimu-
lus current of 20 pA for 0.1 ms was applied to the first compartment of the axon, except where
noted. Once initiated, action potential conduction velocity was independent of the stimulus
current.

The model incorporates a nonlinear membrane capacitance associated with the sodium
channels (as described by Sangrey et al [3]). This was necessary to adequately model the depen-
dence of conduction velocity on sodium conductance.

C,(t)=C,+ Cg(t)

The total membrane capacitance C,,(f) was given by the sum of a time invariant component,
the intrinsic capacitance Cy, and a time variable gating capacitance Cy(t). The intrinsic capaci-
tance C, is a property of the lipid bilayer and had a value of 0.88 puF/cm”. The gating capaci-
tance C,(1), is a property of the sodium channels and is linearly proportional to the number of
closed sodium channels,

C,(t) = 0.13i (1 —m(t)) uF/cm’®

GNu,IQO

where Gy, was the peak sodium conductance for a given simulation run and Gy 120 = 120 mS/cm?.
The gating capacitance had a maximum value of 0.13 WF/cm” for Gy, = 120 mS/cm”. For other
sodium conductance values, the maximum gating capacitance was scaled relative to this value.
Increasing the number of sodium channels increased the gating capacitance.
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The rate equations were,
o, = 0.01(V +55)/(1 — exp(—(V 4 55)/10)) - Qy
B, =0.125exp(—(V +65)/19.7) - Q,,
o, = 0.1(V +40)/(1 — exp(—(V + 40)/10)) - Q,,
B, = dexp(~(V +65)/18) - Q,
o, = 0.07exp(—(V + 65)/20) - Q

B, = 1.8/(1 + exp(—(V + 16)/10)) - Q,,
Q, = 3((Tc=6:3)/10)

An important variation from the original Hodgkin and Huxley model is the description of
the potassium channel deactivation rate (f3,,), which was the same as that used by Clay et al
[20]. The squid axon displays Type 3 excitability [20,21], meaning that it fires only once in re-
sponse to a rapidly rising sustained depolarizing current stimulus, regardless of pulse duration
[21,22,23,24]. This behavior is very different to the original Hodgkin and Huxley model, which
has Type 2 excitability properties, meaning that it fires repetitively in response to a sustained
depolarizing current with the firing rate remaining relatively independent of the stimulus
strength [21,24]. The modified potassium channel kinetics results in greater activation of the
potassium current in the subthreshold range [20], which is required to produce Type 3 excit-
ability [23].

To determine the minimum sodium conductance required for action potential conduction
in the model, some simulations were performed at 26°C. This is the maximum water tempera-
ture that Loligo vulgaris is likely to encounter during its life cycle [25]. Favored temperatures
are lower, in the range 12.5-20°C [26]. The effect that varying potassium conductance has on
excitability was determined at low temperature (6.3°C). Double firing of the axon in response
to normal synaptic input is only observed at low temperatures, although this repetitive firing
may reflect changes in the upstream motor pattern rather than an increase in axonal excitabil-
ity [27]. When tested at other simulation temperatures the transition between the two firing be-
haviors proved to be relatively independent of temperature.

The specific leak conductance (G; = 0.3 mS / cm?) was kept constant for all parameter
sweeps of Gx and Gy,. The leak conductance determines the ease with which the axon can be
activated by synaptic inputs and the efficiency of the axon as an electrical cable. There is no rea-
son to believe that the evolution of these properties would be directly linked to evolutionary
mediated changes in voltage-gated channel expression. The leak potential was adjusted to give
a stable resting membrane potential of -65 mV at the start of each simulation for any combina-
tion of sodium and potassium conductance values.

Regulatory Evolution Model

The regulatory evolution models were adaptations of the K-allele Wright Fisher model [18].
This model assumes a fixed population of N diploid individuals where generations are non-
overlapping and individuals are selected randomly without bias to mate. In the model every in-
dividual in the population was represented by two pairs of alleles, one pair determining sodium
channel expression and one pair determining potassium channel expression, although for
many simulations either the sodium or potassium channel alleles were fixed throughout
the simulation.

K-allele model. The combined function of the cis-regulatory modules (CRMs) and pro-
moter controlling expression of a given allele of either the voltage-gated sodium or potassium
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channel genes was summarized as a single value, representing the rate of mRNA expression
from that allele. The range of possible values that a single allele, a, could take were the non-neg-
ative integers up to K - 1, the upper bound, so that a € (0,1,2,3,. . .,K - 1). In the simulations
without phenotypic noise, these values correspond directly to the peak conductance values that
were used to simulate electrical activity using the model of axonal conductance described
above. In the case of sodium channel expression, an allele strength of n corresponded to a peak
sodium conductance of 51 mS/cm? and in the case of potassium, 2 mS/cm?. The sodium
channel conductances described by one allele were elements of (0,5,10,15,. . .,5(K - 1)) and the
potassium channel conductances elements of (0,2,4,6,. . .,2(K - 1)). The two alleles for each
conductance were summed to give the total sodium or potassium conductance. The upper
bound, K - 1, was set sufficiently high that it was never reached during any simulation.

Extensions of the K-allele Wright-Fisher Model. The Wright-Fisher model was extended
to describe the effect of mutation on gene regulatory function, the effect of selection based on
physiological performance and the effect of phenotypic noise. Each of these extensions is
described below.

Mutation Model. The effect of single mutations on regulatory function in the model was
set to be small and constant since mutations with small, tissue-restricted effect are most likely
to become fixed in a population [28]. A single mutation produced one step in either direction
along the sequence of alleles. The effective mutation rate used in the simulations was y =
1x107%. Mutation effects were biased: 90% of mutations decreased promoter/CRM function
whereas only 10% increased function (see below).

With this combination of mutation rate and effect size the simulations reached equilibrium
within approximately 3000 generations (see Results). Significant evolution of the regulatory
function of eukaryotes can occur within 300 generations [29] suggesting that the rate of regula-
tory evolution in the model is not unreasonably rapid. In prokaryotes, when all selective pres-
sure for expression of a given enzyme is removed, expression levels fall to near zero levels
within 400-500 generations [14]. The time course, measured in generations, for similar
changes in channel expression in our model is approximately 7-fold slower (see Results),
which is consistent with the greater complexity and more distributed nature of gene regulation
in eukaryotes [30]. Different mutation rates or effect sizes changed the rate of approach to-
wards equilibrium but had no significant effect on most results or the overall conclusions of
this study. The mutation rate did affect the specific balance point in the mutation-selection
equilibrium simulations, however, the interpretation of these results remained unchanged.

The directional bias of the effects of mutation in the model is based on experimental data.
Structural constraints on the cis-regulatory modules and the promoters that control gene ex-
pression are generally less severe than they are for protein structure, which is one reason why
these elements can evolve relatively easily. There is a bias in the effect of mutations, such that
the majority of mutations decrease function, i.e. decrease transcription rates. High throughput
saturation mutagenesis of specific regulatory elements gives an estimate of this bias [31,32,33].
The majority of single nucleotide mutations reduce the transcriptional activity of eukaryotic
CRMs as expected, since random mutations will be more likely to eliminate or degrade tran-
scription factor binding sites than to enhance binding or create new binding sites. For multiple
different CRMs, 79% [31], 70% [32] or 81% [33] of single nucleotide mutations that produced
a significant change in transcriptional activity were found to reduce enhancer activity, with the
remainder producing an increase. Because mutations can decrease the binding affinity of both
activating and repressive transcription factors in these experiments, the cumulative effect of
mutations in reducing transcription factor binding and degrading regulatory function is likely
to be larger than these values suggest. No consistent directional bias in the magnitude of the ef-
fect of mutation on transcriptional activity was observed, which is consistent with an effect on
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both activator and repressor binding. The effect of mutations on core promoters was even
more strongly directional, primarily reducing transcriptional activity [34].

In the regulatory model, mutations were randomly assigned as decreasing or increasing col-
lective promoter/CRM function. The probability that a mutation would reduce regulatory
function was set at 0.9. The directional bias in the effect of mutations must be less than one or
positive changes in regulatory function could not occur and is clearly significantly greater than
0.5, based on both the saturation mutation results and a commonsense understanding of pro-
moter/CRM function. Within the range 0.7 to 0.95 the specific value selected had no significant
effect on the results.

Selection Model. The selection model was based on physiological performance, as defined
by the axon conduction model described above. Fitness functions, which are described in detail
in the Results, reflected either qualitative or graded changes in physiological performance or a
combination of both. Qualitative changes, such as the ability or inability to conduct an action
potential were modeled as step changes in the fitness function thereby creating fitness cliffs.
Graded changes in physiological performance, such as changes in conduction velocity, pro-
duced graded fitness functions. The fitness of an individual describes the probability of making
a contribution to the next generation. If an individual does not pass the fitness test two new al-
leles are selected and the process repeats until N offspring survive in each cycle.

Noise Model. There are thought to be three main contributors to experimentally observed
variations in protein expression between individuals within a population.

i. Genetic variation in the gene’s cis-regulatory function (described above).

il. Genetic variation in background genes. Background genes are those genes whose expression
and function can act in trans to affect the expression of proteins from the gene in question.

iii. Phenotypic noise. This includes a variety of noise sources including biochemical, develop-
mental and environmental noise [35,36], all of which can potentially affect the level of
protein expression.

Individuals from a population with identical cis-regulatory genotypes for a given gene, will
still display variation in protein expression levels from that gene due to the second and third
noise sources. Because the squid is an outbred population that develops in a natural environ-
ment, the contribution of these other noise sources is likely to be significant. Background ge-
netic variation and phenotypic noise were lumped together as a single noise source in the
model, termed ‘phenotypic noise’ throughout. The magnitude of this phenotypic noise was
constrained by experimental observation. Channel conductance values can vary up to four-fold
in identified neurons from natural populations [37]. Phenotypic noise was modeled as a single
binomial distribution centered on zero and was added to the phenotype predicted by a given
genotype. The level of noise required to produce an adequate fit to the channel conductance
levels observed in squid axon was determined by iteration. The spread of the 1 to 99 percentile
of channel expression levels for a given channel type was constrained to be less than 4-fold dur-
ing this process.

Simulations were run in both the presence and absence of phenotypic noise. In the absence
of noise there was a linear mapping between genotype (transcriptional strength of a given al-
lele) and phenotype (level of channel expression). In these cases, variation in channel expres-
sion was due solely to allelic variation in the cis-regulatory function of the voltage-gated
sodium and potassium channel genes.

Simulation. The mutation and selection models described above can be incorporated into
the standard K-allele Wright-Fisher model [18]. The population at generation ¢ « (0,1,2,3,. . .)
is labeled X(#). Since we have K allele types it is convenient to write X(t) = (X;(£),X5(%),. . .,
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Xk (1)) where X;(t) is the number of copies of allele type i in the population at time ¢. The sum
of all alleles will be 2N, so that X; + X, + . . . + Xx = 2N. Fitness functions are labeled f, and they
map the set of phenotypes (sums of allele strengths) to the interval [0, 1]. The model then de-
termines a discrete-time Markov chain on X. The transition probabilities of this Markov chain
depend on the particular model under consideration.

An expression for a model with one channel gene, incorporating mutation and selection but
not phenotypic noise, is given. In this case, if the distribution of the population, X(t) = (X;(#),
X5(1),. . X)), at time t is (my,my,. . .,mg), then the probability that X(t + 1) is equal to (n;,
Moy . 1K), 1S

Prob(X(t + 1) = (1, ny, - .., n )| X(t) = (my, my, ..., m)) = n];n(jl.v.).!n,(!ﬂ (1 . b)
where
@, = 32 (1= WEIF(+ R)] + 0.9 L uB[f(i+ R, )] + 0.1 DL uE[f (i + R,)]
- EK: m, [ (L= )L = E[f(k+ R)]) +0.90u(1 — E[f (k — 1+ Rk)])]
= +0.1(1 — E[f (k+ 1+ R)))

u is the mutation rate, fis the fitness function under consideration and E[f] is the expectation
of f. Ry is a random variable representing the choice of the second allele in the genotype. It is
distributed over the population at time t minus one copy of allele k after mutation. The con-
stants 0.9 and 0.1 reflect the bias in the mutation direction. With the definition above, g; is the
probability that a copy of the ith allele is chosen for reproduction (either directly or by picking
an allele that mutates into it) on a given iteration of the simulation and b is the probability that
some allele is picked but does not pass the fitness test.

Although transition probabilities for the Markov chain can be described for most of the
models used in this paper these probabilities cannot be used to efficiently compute successive
generations due to their complexity. As a consequence, it was necessary to use a brute-force it-
erative approach for the simulations.

In the model each generation completes the cycle shown in Fig 1: individuals are selected to
mate, offspring genotypes are converted to phenotypes (either directly or with noise), offspring
are subjected to a survival test determined by their fitness, offspring alleles are mutated with
mutation rate, y, and the resulting genes are propagated to the next generation.

At the beginning of the simulation, an initial population of size N was generated. The allele
distribution in the initial population had minimal effect on the final results. Typically, the al-
leles in the starting population were varied around an average value to model preexisting genet-
ic variation. This variation was modeled as a binomial distribution (p = 0.5,N = 6) i.e.

N
P(a) = ( > p°(1 — p)"*, which was centered on the starting average allele value. To build
a

each new generation of N individuals allele pairs, i and j, were randomly sampled without re-
placement (i.e. i # j) from the previous generation to form (i,j), the diploid zygote genotypes of
the next generation.

The population size, N, in most simulations was 5000. Little is known about the effective
breeding population size of squid but this parameter did not have a critical effect on the results.
There was a small (approximately 2.7 mS/cm?) increase in final average sodium conductance
with each 10-fold increase in population size (see Results). Data from the simulations are pre-
sented as means and standard deviation (S.D.) where appropriate.
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Mating Genotype to Phenotype

diploid genotype  phenotype + noise

randomly _+_ =
sample ——
alleles

Generation = 0

gametes Generation =N channel
conductance
gametes l
\ Selection
) fitness
Mutation
0 )
|_{\|L fit channel conductance

CRM/promoter regulatory strength

.I.

Fig 1. Schematic representation of the regulatory evolution model. The phenotype (channel peak
conductance) of each individual was determined by random selection of two alleles from a pool of alleles
(gametes). Channel conductance was directly proportional to the sum of the strength of the two alleles (see
Methods), with or without a component of phenotypic noise. Fitness functions based on axonal
electrophysiological performance were used to determine which individuals contributed genetic material to
the next generation. This cycle repeats indefinitely. Random mutation of gamete DNA (channel gene
promoter/CRM function) was biased towards a reduction in regulatory strength (reduced rate of MRNA
transcription). In the simulations, mutation was performed immediately before selection in order to minimize
computational costs but the results are equivalent to the natural order, where mutations would occur during
gamete formation, as shown in the figure.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.g001

Results
Model of the Evolution of Channel Gene Regulatory Function

An outline of the model of sodium and potassium channel gene regulatory evolution is shown
in Fig 1 (see Methods for details). In the model, each individual has two alleles for each chan-
nel, which are inherited independently (only one set of alleles for one channel are shown in the
figure). These alleles vary only in their regulatory function (the level of channel expression),
channel biophysical function was assumed to be invariant over the time course of the simula-
tions. The level of channel expression in the axon was a linear sum of the values of these two al-
leles with or without a contribution of phenotypic noise. Each individual was subject to a test
of fitness, which was defined probabilistically by fitness functions based on the physiological
performance of their axon. Individuals favored by selection contributed their genetic material
to the next breeding cycle. This generational cycle could repeat indefinitely.

Physiological Performance Properties of the Squid Axon that May
Contribute to Fitness

There are several physiological properties of the squid axon that can potentially contribute to
fitness. The most fundamental of these is the ability to reliably transmit an action potential
along the length of the axon. In squid, action potential propagation fails as the temperature in-
creases [38]. The maximum temperature Loligo vulgaris is likely to encounter in vivo is 26°C
[25,26] and tests of conduction failure were performed at this temperature. A broad range

of sodium and potassium conductance combinations are compatible with action potential
conduction (Fig 2A).

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785 April 13,2015 8/25
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Fig 2. Effect of variations in sodium and potassium channel expression on physiological function. A. Region of sodium and potassium conductance
parameter space that supports action potential conduction up to 26°C (filled green area). Upper (red) line corresponds to boundary above which action potential
conduction fails to propagate. Lower (blue) line corresponds to boundary below which the action potential fails to repolarize. The experimentally observed
combination of conductance values is marked with a red dot. B. Dependence of conduction velocity on peak sodium conductance. The sodium conductance at
which conduction velocity peaks (465 mS/cm?) is marked with an arrow (labeled ‘peak’), as is the experimentally observed value (120 mS/cm?) (labeled ‘squid
Gina). C. Dependence of conduction velocity on peak potassium conductance. The experimentally observed value (36 mS/cm?) is marked (labeled ‘squid G).
D. Dependence of sodium ion flux during the action potential on sodium channel conductance. E. Dependence of sodium ion flux during the action potential on
potassium channel conductance. For the simulations shown in panels B-E, one voltage-gated conductance was kept constant (either potassium

conductance = 36 mS/cm? or sodium conductance = 120 mS/cm?), while the other conductance was swept over the range of conductance values for which
action potential conduction did not fail at 26°C. The leak conductance was kept constant (0.3 mS/cm?) for all simulations. The simulation temperature was
18.5°C.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.9002

At the experimentally observed potassium conductance of 36 mS/cm?, conduction failure
occurs when the sodium conductance falls below 81 mS/cm?* (Fig 2A). This provides a reason-
able safety margin since the experimentally observed conductance value is 120 mS/cm?. At
most temperatures the squid might encounter, the safety margin would be significantly larger
because conduction becomes more robust as the temperature falls. There is no upper limit for
sodium channel expression with respect to action potential generation because action poten-
tial conduction is reliable for all higher sodium conductance values. At 26°C and a sodium
conductance of 120 mS/cm?, conduction fails at very low potassium conductances (below
3 mS/cm?), where the axon fails to repolarize, and at relatively high potassium conductances
(above 88 mS/cm?), where it cannot maintain a self-sustaining action potential (Fig 2A).

A failure to generate a propagating action potential in the giant axon is likely to produce a
dramatic reduction in fitness due to significant impairment of both predator escape and prey-
capture behaviors [39,40]. It is conceivable that a squid with an unlucky combination of alleles
that does not support action potential conduction could adjust channel expression homeostati-
cally in order to maintain conduction. Notably, however, there is no evidence for homeostatic
regulation of these channels in the squid axon. Seasonal changes in channel conductances,
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which could adapt axonal physiology to changes in environmental temperature, might confer
some survival advantage for this species, yet they do not occur [41]. As a consequence, conduc-
tion failure due to deleterious combinations of allelic channel regulatory function will almost
certainly be addressed at the population level by reduced survival, as occurs for other genetic
disorders affecting channel expression [42].

The large diameter of the giant axon suggests that this anatomical trait is subject to strong
selection for increased conduction velocity and selection for increased conduction velocity
might also influence axonal physiology. As has been described previously [1,2,3], conduction
velocity first increases with increasing sodium conductance, plateaus, and then begins to de-
cline at higher sodium conductance values. Only the range of conductance values over which
conduction velocity increases are shown (Fig 2B), since it would be unlikely for natural selec-
tion to select sodium channel expression values that both reduced conduction velocity and in-
creased metabolic cost. Increasing sodium conductance levels, in addition to increasing the
depolarizing sodium current, which increases conduction velocity, also increases the sodium
channel gating charge, which acts as a nonlinear capacitance that slows conduction velocity at
higher conductance levels [1,2]. As originally noted by Levy and associates [3], the sodium con-
ductance at the peak conductance velocity value is much higher than the experimentally ob-
served value (Fig 2B). It is notable, however, that the relationship between sodium conductance
and conduction velocity in this region has a broad plateau. Although there is a large difference
(74%) between the observed sodium conductance and the conductance at the peak conduction
velocity, there is only a modest difference (16%) in the maximum conduction velocities at
these two values. Conduction velocity declines steadily with increasing potassium conductance
(Fig 2C).

The metabolic cost of action potential generation could potentially contribute to fitness
[4,43,44]. Metabolic cost is directly proportional to the magnitude of the sodium ion flux across
the cell membrane per action potential firing. This flux increases roughly linearly with increas-
ing sodium conductance (Fig 2D). Ion flux per action potential firing also increases as the po-
tassium conductance increases (Fig 2E).

As discussed below, these physiological properties of the action potential cannot adequately
explain how the observed potassium conductance might be selected. The potassium channel
also controls the subthreshold behavior of the axon [20,21,23,24]. The mantle of the squid pro-
duces an all-or-none contraction in response to a single firing of the giant axon [39,45] and
only a single firing occurs during short latency escape responses [46]. Given the dramatic be-
havioral consequences of axon firing it is not surprising that this has evolved to be a relatively
inexcitable, low noise system. One index of the low excitability of the giant axon is the observa-
tion that the axon fires only a single action potential in response to a sustained depolarizing
current before becoming silent [20,21]. This property is known as Type 3 excitability
[21,22,23,24] and is conserved in other squid species [21].

Axonal excitability is strongly dependent on the magnitude of the potassium conductance.
At the normal potassium conductance the axon is strongly refractory following the initial ac-
tion potential (Fig 3A). This changes as the potassium conductance falls. For a fixed sodium
conductance of 120 mS/cm? there is a transition to Type 2 excitability with repetitive firing
when the potassium conductance falls below 24 mS/cm? (Fig 3A). The sodium and potassium
conductance parameter space has a region with Type 3 excitability corresponding to relatively
high potassium conductance and a region with Type 2 excitability properties corresponding to
relatively low potassium conductances (Fig 3B).

Action potential duration is another property that can be constrained during the course of
evolution [12]. Action potential duration is dependent on both sodium and potassium conduc-
tances (Fig 3C and 3D).
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Fig 3. Effect of variations in sodium and potassium channel expression on firing patterns and action potential duration. A. Effect of reducing
potassium conductance on excitability. At the normal potassium conductance of 36 mS/cm?, the axon model displays Type 3 excitability properties and is
refractive after firing a single action potential in response to a sustained depolarizing current step. The axon is converted to Type 2 excitability and begins to
fire repetitively following a reduction in potassium conductance (23 mS/cm?). The stimulus current was twice the size of the just-threshold current required to
trigger an action potential and the sodium conductance was held constant at 120 mS/cm?. B. Region of sodium and potassium conductance parameter
space that has Type 3 (light green area) or Type 2 (dark green area) firing properties. C. Dependence of action potential duration on peak sodium
conductance. Action potential duration at 50% (red) and 90% (blue) of peak height are shown (APD50 and APD90, respectively). D. Dependence of action
potential duration on peak potassium conductance. For the simulations shown in panels C and D, one voltage-gated conductance was kept constant (either
potassium conductance = 36 mS/cm? or sodium conductance = 120 mS/cm?), while the other conductance was swept over the range of conductance values
for which action potential conduction did not fail at 26°C (Fig 2A). The leak conductance was kept constant (0.3 mS/cm?) for all simulations. The simulation
temperature was 18.5°C for panels C and D and 6.3°C for panel A (see Methods).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.9g003

Purifying Selection and the Establishment of Average Sodium
Conductance Values

A goal of these simulations was to understand which physiological properties of the axon
might be subject to purifying selection. Purifying selection (also known as negative selection) is
the process by which deleterious alleles for a given gene function are eliminated from the popu-
lation due to the negative effect of these alleles on individual fitness. In this example, purifying
selection would act to maintain channel expression at stable levels over successive generations.

The starting genotype distribution was chosen so that the average sodium conductance phe-
notype of the starting population was centered on a conductance of 120 mS/cm? (Fig 4A). The
combined strength of each of the two alleles controlling sodium channel expression determined
the phenotype for each individual within the population. There was random variation in allele
strength within this initial population, which is reflected in variation in the initial channel ex-
pression levels (Fig 4A, top panel).

In the absence of any selection, the sodium conductance steadily falls to negligible levels
over successive generations (Fig 4A, middle and bottom panels). The accumulating effect of
mutations produces a steady decrease in the strength of the promoter and cis-regulatory mod-
ules (CRM) controlling sodium channel expression because deleterious mutations (mutations
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doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.9004

that reduce promoter/CRM function) are not removed from the population by purifying
selection.

The simplest potential positive selection criterion for the sodium channel requires that
the axon can support a propagating action potential at all likely environmental temperatures
(Fig 2A). A fitness function based on this criterion is a step function with a value of zero for
phenotypes with a sodium conductance below a minimum required for action potential propa-
gation (Fig 4C). Using this criterion, the sodium conductance phenotype of the population

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785 April 13,2015 12/25



@’PLOS | ONE

Regulatory Evolution and lon Channel Expression

piles up against this fitness cliff (Fig 4B, middle panel). The average conductance value under
these conditions was 92.7 + 2.21 mS/cm? (mean + S.D., n = 10), which is significantly lower
than the experimentally determined value of 120 mS/cm?® [17].

Since this simple model could not account for the experimentally observed sodium conduc-
tance value, it was necessary to consider more complex models. There are three additional
mechanisms, each of which when added to this basic model can act to stabilize the average con-
ductance value at the initial value of 120 mS/cm” over multiple generations.

The first mechanism incorporates the effect of the various sources of biological noise that
will act to increase the variation in channel protein expression levels in individuals with equiva-
lent channel regulatory genotypes (see Methods). The squid is a natural outbred population
and there will be considerable genetic variation at all gene loci within the population. This
background genetic variation will alter the efficiency with which the specific sodium and potas-
sium channel cis-regulatory genotypes are translated into channel protein expression levels in
an essentially random fashion so that individuals with identical channel regulatory genotypes
will demonstrate variation in channel expression levels. In addition, there are multiple sources
of noise that will cause variation in the channel protein expression phenotype even for individ-
uals that have identical genomes. These noise sources include developmental noise, stochastic
variation in the expression of mRNA and protein molecules between identical cells, variation
of mRNA and protein expression within the same cell over time and the effects of environmen-
tal noise [35,36]. These different noise sources were treated collectively as single source, re-
ferred to as phenotypic noise throughout, that was introduced at the point of translation of
each individuals genotype into the channel expression phenotype (Fig 1).

The combination of a fitness cliff and phenotypic noise can maintain a stable sodium
conductance indefinitely (Fig 5A), producing a final average sodium conductance of
120.4 + 4.4 mS/cm* (mean + S.D., n = 10) after 10000 generations. The spread in the conduc-
tance values in the final population (Fig 5C) is due to two sources of variation, variation in the
sodium channel cis-regulatory genotype (shown in Fig 5B) plus variation due to the effect of
phenotypic noise. The range of conductance values in the final population is comparable to the
two to four-fold ranges of channel conductance values that have been observed in identified
neurons from natural populations [37], where both genotype variation and other noise sources
would also be expected to contribute to variation in channel protein expression. Repeated itera-
tion of the simulations was required in order to fit the appropriate noise distribution that could
maintain a particular stable conductance value. Lower phenotypic noise levels produced lower
average final conductance values and higher noise levels resulted in higher conductance values.

The other two mechanisms that will allow purifying selection to maintain a stable sodium
conductance phenotype require the incorporation of positive selection for conduction velocity
into the fitness function. The first of these approaches assumes that increasing sodium conduc-
tance is cost-free so that the fitness function will reflect a scaled version of the conductance-ve-
locity curve (Fig 6E). In the second approach, positive selection for conduction velocity is
combined with a cost for increasing sodium conductance (Fig 6F).

Incorporating a contribution of conduction velocity together with a fitness cliff due to con-
duction failure can successfully maintain the average sodium conductance close to the initial
phenotype (Fig 6A). This is an example of the classic mutation-selection balance that is believed
to underlie the establishment of a broad range of phenotypic properties [16]. A balance is estab-
lished between positive selection for increasing conduction velocity and the negative effect of
mutation (Fig 6E). Because neither positive selection nor mutation have very strong effects on
genotype under these particular conditions (note the magnified scale in Fig 6E), the effect of ran-
dom drift becomes quite prominent so that the population mean shows considerable variation
over time (Fig 6A) and the distribution of the final regulatory genotype/phenotype is relatively
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Fig 5. Effect of selection for action potential conduction on sodium channel expression over
successive generations in the presence of phenotypic noise. A. Evolution of sodium conductance
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light grey on the same graph. The average final conductance value was 120.4 + 4.4 mS/cm? (mean + S.D.,

n = 10). B. Histogram showing representative final phenotype distribution translated directly from the final
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genotype without the addition of phenotypic noise, in order to show the variation in the underlying sodium
channel cis-regulatory genotype. C. Histogram showing representative final phenotype distribution, including
the effect of phenotypic noise. This is the distribution of sodium channel protein expression values that was
subject to selection. Phenotypic noise was modeled as a binomial distribution (N = 28) with an expected
standard deviation of 13.2 mS/cm?. The N value for the noise distribution was fitted by iteration of the
simulations in order to stably maintain the average conductance value close to the starting value. Note that
the distributions in (B) and (C) come from the same simulation run.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.g005

broad (Fig 6B). A steeper fitness curve, implying stronger selection for conduction velocity, re-
sults in a higher average conductance value as the conductance average is drawn closer to the
conductance that produces peak conduction velocity (data not shown).

A fitness function incorporating an energy cost for action potential generation is shown in
Fig 6F. The fitness cost for the ion fluxes was approximated by assuming that the energetic cost
increases linearly with sodium channel conductance, which is an approximation of the results
from the axon model (Fig 2D). In this case, increasing conduction velocity (red line) is now bal-
anced by increasing cost (grey line) so that there is a distinct peak in the fitness function (blue
line). This form of the fitness function can also maintain the average conductance values close
to the starting phenotype over multiple generations (Fig 6C). Because the slopes of the fitness
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doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.9006
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curve are now steeper, the effect of random drift is diminished and both the time courses of in-
dependent trials and final phenotypes have a tighter distribution (Fig 6C and 6D). In this case,
the balance between the two competing selection constraints is the primary determinant of the
final phenotype, although mutational effects will still cause the average conductance to fall
below the peak of the fitness function.

Purifying Selection and the Establishment of Average Potassium
Conductance Values

The approach for understanding how purifying selection may maintain stable potassium con-
ductance values was similar to that used for the sodium conductance. As with the sodium chan-
nel, evolution in the absence of any positive selection criteria results in almost complete
elimination of potassium channel expression (Gg = 2.2 + 0.8 mS/cm” after 10000 generations).
A fitness cliff based solely on the ability of the axon to reliably support action potential conduc-
tion up to 26°C (potassium conductance > 3 mS/cm?) also results in selection of a very low av-
erage conductance value (Gg = 9.2 + 0.8 mS/cm” after 10000 generations) and is clearly
inadequate to explain the observed conductance of 36 mS/cm®. Selection for increased conduc-
tion velocity or reduced metabolic cost will only act to reduce the potassium conductance

(Fig 2C and 2E), suggesting that neither of these properties can make a significant contribution
to the fitness function for the potassium conductance.

Two mechanisms can account for the observed potassium conductance values. First, the dis-
continuity in axonal excitability at 24 mS/cm? (Fig 3A and 3B) may produce a fitness cliff.
Incorporation of this fitness cliff into the model by itself results in selection of a potassium con-
ductance of 28.6 + 0.7 mS/cm?, which still falls below the experimental value. Addition of a phe-
notypic noise distribution can maintain a stable potassium conductance (36.2 = 0.5 mS/cm?)
that is close to the experimental value (Fig 7A and 7C). Under these conditions there is reduced
variation in the underlying potassium channel cis-regulatory genotype (Fig 7B).

Alternatively, it is possible that there is positive selection for a relatively short action poten-
tial duration (Fig 3D). A fitness function (Fig 7G) that incorporates the dependence of action
potential duration on potassium conductance with appropriate scaling can also result in selec-
tion of an average potassium conductance close to the observed value (35.6 + 3 mS/cm?). As
seen for the sodium conductance, a fitness function with a shallow slope results in greater
variation in the cis-regulatory phenotype both over time (Fig 7D) and within the population
(Fig 7E).

Concurrent Selection for Both Sodium and Potassium Conductances

Natural selection is conservative and incremental so that channel expression levels can remain
stable across wide phylogenetic distances [12]. Nonetheless, specific channel expression levels
can also evolve relatively quickly when selection pressures change [12,13]. How sodium and
potassium conductances might evolve from a range of starting values towards the observed val-
ues maintained by purifying selection was examined.

For this simulation it was assumed that only those combinations of conductance values that
could sustain axonal conduction up to 26°C and had Type 3 firing properties resulted in suc-
cessful phenotypes (Fig 8A, green area). Phenotypic noise distributions for both the sodium
and potassium conductance that could maintain average conductance values close to the exper-
imental values over infinite generations were first fitted by iteration, similar to that described
for the simulations shown in Fig 5B and 5C and Fig 7B and 7C. Simulations were then started
from combinations of higher or lower average sodium and potassium conductance values.
Over successive generations average, conductance values of the population would reliably
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Histogram showing representative final phenotype distribution, including the effect of phenotypic noise. It is this distribution of potassium channel protein
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(N = 16) with an expected standard deviation of 4.0 mS/cm?. The N value for the noise distribution was selected by running successive simulations to obtain a
best fit to the experimentally observed conductance value. Note that the distributions shown in (B) and (C) come from the same simulation run. D. Evolution of
potassium conductance phenotype under selection for reduced action potential duration using the fitness function shown in Panel G. The average potassium
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produce Type 3 firing properties, i.e. suppress repetitive firing in response to a sustained depolarizing current injection (see Fig 3A and 3B). G. Fitness function
used in (D and E). Action potential duration as a function of potassium conductance (see Fig 3D) was inverted, scaled and then combined with a fitness cliff at 3
mS/cm?, the value at which action potential conduction fails.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.9g007
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doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785.9g008

converge from any higher or lower combination of starting conductances (Fig 8, blue circles)
towards to the experimental conductance values (Fig 8, red circles), assuming that the starting
population began within the set of successful phenotypes. At higher starting values, the accu-
mulating effects of mutation cause the average conductance values to fall towards the final sta-
ble values. At low starting points, variation in channel expression causes a significant number
of individuals to fall over the fitness cliffs, favoring the selection of individuals with higher con-
ductance values. The effect of this positive selection gradually diminishes as the average con-
ductances in the population converge towards the experimental values and a mutation-
selection balance is established. The variation in channel expression values within the popula-
tion (Fig 8B) reflects a combination of variation in the underlying cis-regulatory genotype of
the two channels combined with variation due to phenotypic noise.

Increasing dispersion of population conductance values causes a systematic increase in aver-
age channel expression levels (Fig 8C). This illustrates an interesting trade-off between energy
efficiency and robustness. The most energy efficient phenotypes (lowest average channel ex-
pression levels) are found in the population with the least phenotypic variation (Fig 8C). How-
ever, this population is also the most fragile, since a higher proportion of its individuals are
found in close proximity to one of the two fitness cliffs. With increasing population variation
in channel expression levels more individuals become robust, in the sense that their phenotype
lies further and further away from the fitness cliffs and are, therefore, decreasingly likely to fail,
even under unusually adverse circumstances.
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Discussion

The model of gene regulatory evolution described in this paper has two key properties.

1. The accumulating effects of mutation on gene regulatory function will cause expression of
specific voltage-gated channel genes to fall to near zero in the absence of positive selection
for channel expression.

2. In the presence of positive selection, channel expression levels will fall to the lowest level
consistent with the selection criteria, due to the effect of accumulating mutations on gene
regulatory function.

Both of these properties are expected and have been observed experimentally [14]. The link-
age between the regulatory evolution model and the model of axonal action potential conduc-
tion is based on the relationship between physiological performance and evolutionary fitness.
Despite the critical importance of this relationship in shaping much of biological function, it
has only been studied experimentally in a few very favorable organisms [14]. Modeling is the
only way to study this issue in most organisms. We consider two basic conditions: regions of
discontinuity in the relationship between channel expression levels and physiological perfor-
mance that might result in fitness cliffs and regions where this relationship is continuous
and potential increases in fitness are the result of quantitative changes in physiological
performance.

The performance of cellular electrophysiological systems can be a highly non-linear func-
tion of voltage-gated ion channel expression levels, resulting in distinct discontinuities in func-
tion [47,48]. For the squid axon, there are two clear functional discontinuities: the success or
failure of the axon to transmit an action potential and the transition between Type 3 and Type
2 excitability (Figs 2 and 3). Discontinuities in physiological performance are likely to contrib-
ute disproportionately to fitness, resulting in ‘fitness cliffs’, borders in channel expression pa-
rameter space between regions of relatively high and relatively low fitness.

Failure of action potential conduction in the giant axon will have a significant effect on
predator-escape and prey-capture behavior in the squid [39,40] and it is reasonable to assume
that this discontinuity in physiological performance will have a large effect on fitness. The ef-
fect of the transition between Type 3 and Type 2 excitability on fitness is more ambiguous.
Type 3 excitability is conserved in cold water squid [21], suggesting that this property is critical
for the performance of the squid motor circuit. Type 3 neurons allow finer temporal precision
than do repetitively firing Type 2 neurons and are important for fine-tuning the response to
synaptic input and ensuring one-to-one mapping between the firing of pre- and post-synaptic
cells [24]. The giant axon is the main site of synaptic integration leading to action potential
generation so the subthreshold behavior of the axon can be a critical feature in tuning overall
motor circuit performance. A low noise axon may be of particular importance due to the un-
usually direct linkage between axon firing and key behavioral responses [40,46].

Incorporation of fitness cliffs associated with these two discontinuities in physiological per-
formance into the genetic regulatory model does not by itself result in selection of appropriate
channel conductance values (Fig 4B). There are two sources of noise in the system that can af-
fect channel expression independent of variation in the cis-regulatory function of the sodium
and potassium channels. First, because the squid are drawn from a wild population comprised
of genetically diverse individuals, there will be genetic variation in background genes, both
their expression and function, which can act in trans to produce variation in the expression of
the two channel proteins. Second, even within genetically identical individuals, protein expres-
sion levels can still be subject to multiple sources of noise, particularly for a population such as
the squid that develops and lives under widely varying environmental conditions [35,36]. The
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model lumps these sources of variation into a single noise source termed ‘phenotypic noise’.
The combination of fitness cliffs with phenotypic noise can produce good agreement between
the model and experimental observation. This outcome leads to the simple hypothesis that the
selection of channel expression values can, in many cases, be explained solely by the require-
ment that: a) electrophysiological function does not fail under the most extreme conditions
that might be routinely encountered and b) physiological function must be sufficiently robust
that it does not fail in the presence of the multiple sources of noise typically found in a natural
population. The ability to avoid failure under all conditions normally encountered, including
the effects of environmental and intrinsic noise, may be a sufficient explanation for the selec-
tion of channel conductance levels in the squid axon, and possibly other electrophysiological
systems. This very simple mechanism should probably be considered the null hypothesis in
any discussion regarding how channel expression levels might be established.

It was originally suggested that sodium conductance levels were selected in order to opti-
mize conduction velocity [1], but this was refuted on the basis of the large difference between
the experimentally observed sodium conductance and the much higher value required to pro-
duce the maximum conduction velocity [3]. It was subsequently argued that the sodium con-
ductance was selected to minimize the metabolic cost of action potential generation [4]. The
sodium conductance does lie close to the minimum metabolic cost value (Fig 2C) but there is
an alternative explanation for this outcome: the cumulative effects of mutation on sodium
channel gene regulatory function will produce a similar result. Since mutation is an intrinsic
property of the genetic regulatory system, this would seem to be a sufficient explanation for
this observation.

In general, arguments regarding optimality are complicated by the effect of mutation. Even
if the sodium conductance was selected primarily to maximize conduction velocity any dis-
crepancy between the optimal and experimental values could arise from a mutation-selection
balance (Fig 5C). Because the mutation rate is always non-zero, this balance point will always
fall below the optimal conductance value for maximum conduction velocity. The observation
of a discrepancy between the optimal and observed conductance values [3] is not, in itself, a
reason to reject a contribution of this property to fitness.

For the potassium channel, selection for either maximum conduction velocity or minimum
metabolic cost will produce much lower conductance values than are observed experimentally
(Fig 2C and 2E). The other continuous property that might contribute to fitness is action po-
tential duration, which can be under strong selection in some systems [12]. If action potential
duration is subject to selection in the squid axon, this would most likely be related to its large
effect on calcium flux and neurotransmitter release in the nerve terminal [49].

In summary, a fitness cliff in combination with phenotypic noise can be a sufficient explana-
tion for the selection of sodium conductance levels, because of the likelihood of a very strong
effect of action potential failure on fitness. A similar mechanism may also explain the selection
of potassium channel levels. The linkage between axonal excitability pattern and fitness is less
certain, however, so the possibility that quantitative variation in a trait such as action potential
duration may underlie the selection of potassium conductance levels cannot be excluded.

The results reported here are relevant to several current issues in the literature. It has been
suggested that there is strong positive selection for the channel expression levels that maximize
metabolic efficiency in neurons and that this may even be a major organizing principle in neu-
ron evolution [4,43,44]. In general, the effect of mutations on gene regulatory function will
cause voltage-gated ion channel expression levels to fall towards the lowest levels consistent
with any positive selection criteria acting on the system. This process will automatically tend to
produce an energy efficient system, even if there is no positive selection for energy efficiency. It
might be argued that the squid axon is different to other electrophysiological systems, since it
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fires relatively infrequently and has relatively inefficient channel proteins [43,50], but the ef-
fects of mutation on the regulation of channel expression will be similar in other systems since
the basic principles of gene regulation are highly conserved across broad phylogenetic distances
[30]. While this does not imply that energy efficiency is not an important constraint for ner-
vous system evolution, it does complicate any arguments based on the observation of low levels
of voltage-gated ion channel expression, since there is a more fundamental explanation for this
property, it is a consequence of mutation within the genetic regulatory system. To convincingly
demonstrate that minimization of energy utilization is a critical constraint on the evolution of
voltage-gated ion channel expression levels, it is necessary to demonstrate that some other
function, that is also important, is compromised in order to maximize energy efficiency, i.e.
demonstrate that there are tradeoffs associated with the maximization of energy efficiency.
This is particularly important because the opposite has been shown, metabolic efficiency can
be compromised in order to ensure robust high-frequency firing [51], suggesting that energy
efficiency is not an over-riding constraint.

Much has been made of the fact that voltage-gated ion channel proteins turn over frequently
and it has been suggested that electrically excitable cells require unique activity-dependent ho-
meostatic regulatory mechanisms in order to maintain the stability of channel expression and
electrical function [52,53,54]. Models to describe activity-dependent homeostasis have been
based on internal calcium sensing to provide feedback about electrical activity [52,53,54].
These models have several inherent problems.

First, in the years since the original description of these models, limited experimental evi-
dence has emerged supporting the idea that biological calcium sensors are capable of the so-
phisticated frequency dependent calcium sensing necessary for these models to control even a
small number of independent genes. Second, genetic studies have shown that a much larger
number of genes contribute to electrical function and calcium handling [55] than the relatively
small number (seven) of channels described in these models, suggesting that even if frequency
dependent calcium sensors did exist, only a small subset of the total set of genes that determine
electrical function could be controlled in an independent graded fashion using such a mecha-
nism. The expression levels of the majority of the relevant genes would still have to be estab-
lished by regulatory evolution and establishment of mutation-selection balances, as described
in this paper. Third, even though homeostatic control is limited to a small subset of genes,
these models have high failure rates (14%) [54]. In a biological system, failure rates of this mag-
nitude would normally be eliminated relatively quickly by natural selection, in favor of more
reliable systems.

A related issue is the suggestion that the individual variation in voltage-gated channel ex-
pression levels in identified electrically excitable cells necessarily reflects the action of homeo-
static regulatory mechanisms [53,56]. There is, of course, significant individual variation in the
expression of most genes and much of this variation can be shown to have a genetic basis
[57,58]. And, as noted above, even among genetically identical individuals there can be consid-
erable variation in protein expression [35,36]. The squid is an outbred population that will
have considerable genetic diversity and because the animals grow in the wild, there will be
large individual differences in developmental and life history, adding another layer of noise to
the system. As a consequence, considerable individual variation in protein expression levels in
the axon would be expected, without invoking any other mechanisms. Given the existence of
these basic mechanisms for generating individual variation in channel protein expression lev-
els, there is no absolute requirement to conclude that homeostasis plays a fundamental role in
generating individual diversity in conductance values in this particular system. It is likely that
this is more generally true.
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Finally, it has been demonstrated that a broad range of channel expression levels can pro-
duce similar electrophysiological function [48,59], suggesting that there can be large, nominally
neutral spaces for channel expression values. A large isofunctional parameter space is also seen
for the squid axon (Fig 3B). Importantly, however, only a relatively small region of this func-
tionally equivalent parameter space will normally be occupied in vivo due to the establishment
of a balance between the effects of mutation and selection on gene regulatory function within
the population (Fig 8B). Over the course of evolution channel expression levels will trend to-
wards the lowest levels compatible with whatever positive selection criteria are acting on the
system and will remain stable at those levels until the selection criteria change (Fig 8A). Indi-
vidual variation in channel expression levels means that in natural systems average conduc-
tance values will generally lie at some distance from any boundaries between regions with
different function to ensure robustness (Fig 8C). Small islands of isofunctionality in parameter
space [48] will not be viable.

One limitation of our model is that we only explicitly consider one form of regulatory evolu-
tion, cis-regulatory evolution of the two channel genes the directly contribute to electrical excit-
ability in the axon. The evolution of the expression or function of many other genes, as well as
the evolution of post-transcriptional regulatory mechanisms, can also affect expression of these
channels. The entire regulatory apparatus can be thought of as a set of information. Mutations
will, on average, be more likely to degrade this information than enhance it, i.e. entropy will in-
crease over time in the absence of selection. As a consequence, if selection for a given channel
is relieved for some reason the end result will be a loss of channel expression over time, as seen
in our simplified model. Like most proteins [9,14], voltage-gated channels appear to be pre-
dominantly transcriptionally regulated [37,60,61,62] so the focus on transcriptional mecha-
nisms is a reasonable first approximation, but clearly regulation of channel expression is more
complex.

The combination of population genetics and cellular electrophysiology models can be a
powerful tool to gain insight into the evolution of electrically excitable cells and the trade-offs
that may be involved in this process. In the past, there has been a tendency to assume that a sin-
gle electrophysiological property has been optimized during the course of evolution [1,4,44].
This view does not account for either the inherent limitations of the evolutionary process or for
the complexity of the interacting and potentially conflicting constraints that can contribute to
fitness.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Drs Joshua Rest, Ira Cohen and Paul Adams for their comments on
this work.

Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: David McKinnon. Performed the experiments: DM
DM. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: TM. Wrote the paper: MK DM BR DM.

References

1. Hodgkin A. The optimum density of sodium channels in an unmyelinated nerve. Philos Trans R Soc
Lond B Biol Sci. 1975; 270: 297-300. PMID: 238229

2. Adrian RH. Conduction velocity and gating current in the squid giant axon. Proc R Soc Lond B Biol Sci.
1975; 189: 81-86. PMID: 237279

3. Sangrey TD, Friesen WO, Levy WB. Analysis of the optimal channel density of the squid giant axon
using a reparameterized Hodgkin-Huxley model. J Neurophysiol. 2004; 91: 2541-2550. PMID:
14749318

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785 April 13,2015 22/25


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/238229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/237279
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14749318

@’PLOS | ONE

Regulatory Evolution and lon Channel Expression

10.

11.

12

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

Crotty P, Sangrey T, Levy WB. Metabolic energy cost of action potential velocity. J Neurophysiol. 2006;
96: 1237—-1246. PMID: 16554507

Diamond JM. Evolutionary physiology. The red flag of optimality. Nature. 1992; 355: 204—-206. PMID:
1731214

Dudley R, Gans C. A Critique of Symmorphosis and Optimality Models in Physiology. Physiological Zo-
ology. 1991; 64: 627-637.

Feder ME, Bennett AF, Huey RB. Evolutionary Physiology. Ann. Rev. of Ecol. Syst. 2000; 31: 315—
341.

Carroll SB. Evolution at two levels: on genes and form. PLoS Biol. 2005; 3: 1159-1166.

Wray GA. The evolutionary significance of cis-regulatory mutations. Nat Rev Genet. 2007; 8: 206-216.
PMID: 17304246

Rebeiz M, Pool JE, Kassner VA, Aquadro CF, Carroll SB. Stepwise modification of a modular enhancer
underlies adaptation in a Drosophila population. Science. 2009; 326: 1663—1667. doi: 10.1126/
science.1178357 PMID: 20019281

Frankel N, Erezyilmaz DF, McGregor AP, Wang S, Payre F, Stern DL. Morphological evolution caused
by many subtle-effect substitutions in regulatory DNA. Nature. 2011; 474:598-603. doi: 10.1038/
nature10200 PMID: 21720363

Rosati B, Dong M, Cheng L, Liou SR, Yan Q, Park JY, et al. Evolution of ventricular myocyte electro-
physiology. Physiol Genomics. 2008; 35: 262—-272. doi: 10.1152/physiolgenomics.00159.2007 PMID:
18765860

Yan Q, Masson R, Ren Y, Rosati B, McKinnon D. Evolution of CpG island promoter function underlies
changes in KChIP2 potassium channel subunit gene expression in mammalian heart. Proc Natl Acad
Sci. 2012; 109: 1601-1606. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1114516109 PMID: 22307618

Dekel E, Alon U. Optimality and evolutionary tuning of the expression level of a protein. Nature. 2005;
436: 588-592. PMID: 16049495

Rosati B, McKinnon D. Structural and regulatory evolution of cellular electrophysiological systems.
Evol Dev. 2009; 11:610-618. doi: 10.1111/j.1525-142X.2009.00367.x PMID: 19754717

Hartl DL, Clark AG. Principles of Population Genetics. Sunderland: Sinauer Associates; 2007.

Hodgkin AL, Huxley AF. A quantitative description of membrane current and its application to conduc-
tion and excitation in nerve. J. Physiol. 1952; 117: 500-544. PMID: 12991237

Ewens WJ. Mathematical Population Genetics 1: Theoretical Introduction. New York: Springer Sci-
ence & Business Media; 2004.

Hines M. Efficient computation of branched nerve equations. Int J Biomed Comput. 1984; 15: 69-76.
PMID: 6698635

Clay JR, Paydarfar D, Forger DB. A simple modification of the Hodgkin and Huxley equations explains
type 3 excitability in squid giant axons. J R Soc Interface. 2008; 5: 1421-1428. doi: 10.1098/rsif.2008.
0166 PMID: 18544505

Clay JR Excitability of the squid giant axon revisited. J Neurophysiol. 1998; 80: 903-913. PMID:
9705477

Hodgkin AL. The local electric changes associated with repetitive action in a non-medullated axon. J
Physiol. 1948; 107: 165—-181. PMID: 16991796

Prescott SA, De Koninck Y, Sejnowski TJ. Biophysical basis for three distinct dynamical mechanisms
of action potential initiation. PLoS Comput Biol. 2008; 4: e1000198. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000198
PMID: 18846205

Meng X, Huguet G, Rinzel J. Type lll excitability, slope sensitivity and coincidence detection. Discrete
and Continuous Dynamical Systems. 2012; 32:2729-2757. PMID: 23667306

Valavanis VD, Georgakarakos S, Koutsoubas D, Arvanitidis C, Haralabous J. Development of a marine
information system for cephalopod fisheries in eastern Mediterranean. Bulletin of Marine Science.
2002; 71:867-882.

Sanchez P, Demestre M, Recasens L, Maynou F, Martin P. Combining GIS and GAMs to identify po-
tential habitats of squid Loligo vulgaris in the Northwestern Mediterranean. Hydrobiologia. 2008; 612:
91-98.

Neumeister H, Ripley B, Preuss T, Gilly WF. Effects of temperature on escape jetting in the squid Loligo
opalescens. J Exp Biol. 2000; 203: 547-557. PMID: 10637183

Stern DL. Evolutionary developmental biology and the problem of variation. Evolution Int J Org Evolu-
tion. 2000; 54: 1079-1091.

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785 April 13,2015 23/25


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16554507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1731214
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17304246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1178357
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1178357
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20019281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21720363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/physiolgenomics.00159.2007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18765860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1114516109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22307618
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16049495
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1525-142X.2009.00367.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19754717
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12991237
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6698635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2008.0166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2008.0166
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18544505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9705477
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16991796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18846205
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23667306
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10637183

@’PLOS | ONE

Regulatory Evolution and lon Channel Expression

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

Dhar R, Sagesser R, Weikert C, Yuan J, Wagner A. Adaptation of Saccharomyces cerevisiae to saline
stress through laboratory evolution. J Evol Biol. 2011; 24: 1135-1153. doi: 10.1111/j.1420-9101.2011.
02249.x PMID: 21375649

Wray GA, Hahn MW, Abouheif E, Balhoff JP, Pizer M, Rockman MV, et al. The evolution of transcrip-
tional regulation in eukaryotes. Mol Biol Evol. 2003; 20: 1377-1419. PMID: 12777501

Melnikov A, Murugan A, Zhang X, Tesileanu T, Wang L, Rogov P, et al. Systematic dissection and opti-
mization of inducible enhancers in human cells using a massively parallel reporter assay. Nat Biotech-
nol. 2012; 30: 271-277. doi: 10.1038/nbt.2137 PMID: 22371084

Patwardhan RP, Hiatt JB, Witten DM, Kim MJ, Smith RP, May D, et al. Massively parallel functional dis-
section of mammalian enhancers in vivo. Nat Biotechnol. 2012; 30: 265-270. doi: 10.1038/nbt.2136
PMID: 22371081

Kwasnieski JC, Mogno |, Myers CA, Corbo JC, Cohen BA. Complex effects of nucleotide variants in a
mammalian cis-regulatory element. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2012; 109: 19498-19503. doi: 10.1073/pnas.
1210678109 PMID: 23129659

Patwardhan RP, Lee C, Litvin O, Young DL, Pe'er D, Shendure J. High-resolution analysis of DNA reg-
ulatory elements by synthetic saturation mutagenesis. Nat Biotechnol. 2009; 27: 1173-1175. doi: 10.
1038/nbt.1589 PMID: 19915551

Raser JM, O'Shea EK. Noise in gene expression: origins, consequences, and control. Science. 2005;
309: 2010-2013. PMID: 16179466

Raj A, Rifkin SA, Andersen E, van Oudenaarden A. Variability in gene expression underlies incomplete
penetrance. Nature. 2010; 463: 913-918. doi: 10.1038/nature08781 PMID: 20164922

Schulz DJ, Goaillard JM, Marder E. Variable channel expression in identified single and electrically cou-
pled neurons in different animals. Nat Neurosci. 2006; 9: 356—-362. PMID: 16444270

Rosenthal JJ, Bezanilla F. A comparison of propagated action potentials from tropical and temperate
squid axons: different durations and conduction velocities correlate with ionic conductance levels. J
Exp Biol. 2002; 205: 1819—-1830. PMID: 12042340

Packard A. Jet propulsion and the giant fibre response of Loligo. Nature. 1969; 221: 875-877. PMID:
5765066

Preuss T, Gilly WF. Role of prey-capture experience in the development of the escape response in the
squid Loligo opalescens: a physiological correlate in an identified neuron. J Exp Biol. 2000; 203: 559—
565. PMID: 10637184

Rosenthal JJ, Bezanilla F. Seasonal variation in conduction velocity of action potentials in squid giant
axons. Biol Bull. 2000; 199: 135-143. PMID: 11081712

Bezzina CR, Shimizu W, Yang P, Koopmann TT, Tanck MW, Miyamoto Y, Kamakura S, Roden DM,
Wilde AA. Common sodium channel promoter haplotype in Asian subjects underlies variability in cardi-
ac conduction. Circulation. 2006; 113: 338—-344. PMID: 16415376

Sengupta B, Stemmler M, Laughlin SB, Niven JE. Action potential energy efficiency varies among neu-
ron types in vertebrates and invertebrates. PLoS Comput Biol. 2010; 6: €1000840. doi: 10.1371/
journal.pcbi.1000840 PMID: 20617202

Hasenstaub A, Otte S, Callaway E, Sejnowski TJ. Metabolic cost as a unifying principle governing neu-
ronal biophysics. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2010; 107: 12329-12334. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0914886107 PMID:
20616090

Gilly WF, Preuss T, McFarlane MB. All-or-none contraction and sodium channels in a subset of circular
muscle fibers of squid mantle. Biol Bull. 1996; 191: 337-340. PMID: 8976593

Otis TS, Gilly WF. Jet-propelled escape in the squid Loligo opalescens: concerted control by giant and
non-giant motor axon pathways. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 1990; 87:2911-2915. PMID: 2326255

Dong M, Sun X, Prinz AA, Wang HS. Effect of simulated I, on guinea pig and canine ventricular action
potential morphology. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2006; 291: H631-H637. PMID: 16565319

Achard P, De Schutter E. Complex parameter landscape for a complex neuron model. PLoS Comput
Biol. 2006; 2: €94. PMID: 16848639

Augustine GJ. Regulation of transmitter release at the squid giant synapse by presynaptic delayed rec-
tifier potassium current. J Physiol. 1990; 431: 343-364. PMID: 1983120

Alle H, Roth A, Geiger JR. Energy-efficient action potentials in hippocampal mossy fibers. Science.
2009; 325: 1405-1408. doi: 10.1126/science.1174331 PMID: 19745156

Hallermann S, de Kock CP, Stuart GJ, Kole MH. State and location dependence of action potential met-
abolic cost in cortical pyramidal neurons. Nat Neurosci. 2012; 15: 1007—1014. doi: 10.1038/nn.3132
PMID: 22660478

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785 April 13,2015 24/25


http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2011.02249.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2011.02249.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21375649
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12777501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nbt.2137
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22371084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nbt.2136
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22371081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1210678109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1210678109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23129659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nbt.1589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nbt.1589
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19915551
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16179466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08781
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20164922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16444270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12042340
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5765066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10637184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11081712
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16415376
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000840
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20617202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0914886107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20616090
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8976593
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2326255
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16565319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16848639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1983120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1174331
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19745156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.3132
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22660478

@’PLOS | ONE

Regulatory Evolution and lon Channel Expression

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

LeMasson G, Marder E, Abbott LF. Activity-dependent regulation of conductances in model neurons.
Science. 1993; 259: 1915-1917. PMID: 8456317

Liu Z, Golowasch J, Marder E, Abbott LF. A model neuron with activity-dependent conductances regu-
lated by multiple calcium sensors. J Neurosci. 1998; 18: 2309-2320. PMID: 9502792

O'Leary T, Williams AH, Caplan JS, Marder E. Correlations in ion channel expression emerge from ho-
meostatic tuning rules. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2013; 110: E2645—-E2654. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1309966110
PMID: 23798391

Kim JB. Channelopathies. Korean J Pediatr. 2014; 57: 1-18. doi: 10.3345/kjp.2014.57.1.1 PMID:
24578711

Golowasch J, Abbott LF, Marder E. Activity-dependent regulation of potassium currents in an identified
neuron of the stomatogastric ganglion of the crab Cancer borealis. J Neurosci. 1999; 19: RC33. PMID:
10516335

Skelly DA, Ronald J, Akey JM. Inherited variation in gene expression. Annu Rev Genomics Hum
Genet. 2009; 10: 313-332. doi: 10.1146/annurev-genom-082908-150121 PMID: 19630563

Kasowski M, Grubert F, Heffelfinger C, Hariharan M, Asabere A, Waszak SM, et al. Variation in tran-
scription factor binding among humans. Science. 2010; 328: 232-235. doi: 10.1126/science.1183621
PMID: 20299548

Goldman MS, Golowasch J, Marder E, Abbott LF. Global structure, robustness, and modulation of neu-
ronal models. J Neurosci. 2001; 21: 5229-5238. PMID: 11438598

Liss B, Franz O, Sewing S, Bruns R, Neuhoff H, Roeper J. Tuning pacemaker frequency of individual
dopaminergic neurons by Kv4.3L and KChip3.1 transcription. EMBO J. 2001; 20: 5715-5724. PMID:
11598014

Rosati B, McKinnon D. Regulation of ion channel expression. Circ Res. 2004; 94: 874-883. PMID:
15087427

Chandler NJ, Greener ID, Tellez JO, Inada S, Musa H, Molenaar P, et al. Molecular architecture of the
human sinus node: insights into the function of the cardiac pacemaker. Circulation. 2009; 119: 1562—
1575. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.108.804369 PMID: 19289639

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120785 April 13,2015 25/25


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8456317
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9502792
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1309966110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23798391
http://dx.doi.org/10.3345/kjp.2014.57.1.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24578711
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10516335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-genom-082908-150121
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19630563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1183621
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20299548
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11438598
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11598014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15087427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.108.804369
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19289639


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


