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Eukaryotic cells perform chemotaxis by determining the direction of chemical gradients based on
stochastic sensing of concentrations at the cell surface. To examine the efficiency of this process,
previous studies have investigated the limit of estimation accuracy for gradients. However, these
studies assume that the cell shape and gradient are constant, and do not consider how adaptive
regulation of cell shape affects the estimation limit. Dynamics of cell shape during gradient sensing
is biologically ubiquitous and can influence the estimation by altering the way the concentration
is measured, and cells may strategically regulate their shape to improve estimation accuracy. To
address this gap, we investigate the estimation limits in dynamic situations where cells change
shape adaptively depending on the sensed signal. We approach this problem by analyzing the
stationary solution of the Bayesian nonlinear filtering equation. By applying diffusion approximation
to the ligand-receptor binding process and the Laplace method for the posterior expectation under
a high signal-to-noise ratio regime, we obtain an analytical expression for the estimation limit. This
expression indicates that estimation accuracy can be improved by elongating perpendicular to the
estimated direction, which is also confirmed by numerical simulations. Our analysis provides a basis
for clarifying the interplay between estimation and control in gradient sensing and sheds light on
how cells optimize their shape to enhance chemotactic efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cells have evolved sophisticated mechanisms to sense
and adapt to their fluctuating environment. An example
of such adaptation is eukaryotic chemotaxis, manifested
by the directed movement of cells along chemical gra-
dients [1]. In eukaryotic cells, chemotaxis relies on the
spatial sensing of chemical gradients using an array of
receptors distributed across the cell surface. The reliable
detection of chemical gradients is challenging due to the
inherent stochasticity of receptor-ligand binding [2, 3].
This stochasticity introduces measurement noise in the
local ligand concentration and leads to errors in estimat-
ing spatial difference of the concentrations. Despite this
uncertainty, eukaryotic cells exhibit a remarkable abil-
ity to detect and navigate shallow gradients [4–7], rais-
ing the question of how sensory systems are optimized
to process noisy chemical information. To address this
question, theoretical studies have sought to elucidate the
limits on the accuracy of chemical gradient sensing in
eukaryotic cells set by stochastic uncertainty [3, 8–13].
These studies have employed tools from estimation the-
ory, information theory, and statistical physics to derive
bounds on the precision of gradient sensing.
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One notable factor that can influence the accuracy of
gradient sensing is the shape of the cell. During chemo-
taxis, eukaryotic cells undergo significant shape changes,
such as elongation, pseudopod extension, and polariza-
tion [14–16]. These shape changes modulate the spatial
distribution of receptors on the cell surface, altering the
way in which the cell samples the chemical gradients.
For instance, an elongated cell may be more sensitive to
concentration differences along its long axis but less sen-
sitive to differences along its short axis. By dynamically
regulating its shape, a eukaryotic cell may enhance its
gradient sensing performance by sampling gradient in-
formation more effectively.

However, the theoretical understanding of how cell
shape affects gradient sensing remains limited. Previous
studies have investigated the impact of cell elongation on
the static gradient sensing based on the optimal estima-
tion theory [17, 18]. These studies have revealed that
the estimation accuracy of gradient depends on the spa-
tial configuration between the cell and the true gradient,
such as the angle between the cell’s elongation axis and
the gradient direction. However, these studies assume
that the elongation direction is temporally fixed and ex-
ternally determined, not actively adjusted by the cell in
response to its environment. This assumption limits the
applicability of their findings to actual scenarios where
cells continuously adjust their elongation direction based
on sensory inputs. Another line of studies has addressed
this limitation by developing a phenomenological model
that couples cell shape dynamics with an internal polar-
ity mechanism that represents the cell’s estimate of the
gradient direction [14, 19]. While these models provide
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valuable insights into the interplay between shape and
sensing during chemotaxis, it does not provide a frame-
work for deriving estimation limit attained by dynamic
cell shape control.

In this work, we bridge this gap by developing opti-
mality theory to derive the gradient sensing limit under
the feedback control of cell shape. We frame the gradient
sensing problem as a Bayesian nonlinear filtering problem
[20, 21], where the cell estimates the gradient direction
from noisy receptor activity measurements while control-
ling its shape. The Bayesian nonlinear filtering theory
has been applied to derive the optimal cellular sensing
strategy under fluctuating environments [22–25]. The
theory has recently been applied to the gradient sens-
ing by a eukaryotic cell with a circular shape [13, 26],
but has not been used under feedback control of sensory
apparatus. We show that the Bayesian nonlinear filtering
theory can be combined with feedback control strategy
of sensory processes.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
introduce a mathematical model of gradient sensing by
a cell with a dynamically controlled shape. This model
incorporates the stochastic dynamics of receptor-ligand
binding and the feedback control of cell shape based on
the sensory information. In Section III, we formulate the
gradient sensing problem as a Bayesian nonlinear filter-
ing problem and derive the optimal filtering equation for
the posterior distribution of the gradient direction, which
sets a limit on the accuracy of gradient sensing. In Sec-
tion IV, we specialize our analysis to the case where the
cell can control its elongation direction to be either paral-
lel or perpendicular to the estimated gradient direction.
In this case, we derive an analytical expression for the
asymptotic estimation error in the limit of high signal-
to-noise ratio, and we validate our theory using numerical
simulations. Finally, in section V, we conclude this work
by discussing the possible directions for future research.

II. MODEL

A. Setting

We formulate a spatial gradient sensing model that
incorporates cell-shape modulation (Figure 1).

We consider a cell placed at the origin of a 2-
dimensional space with a linear concentration gradient.
The gradient direction is denoted by θt ∈ [0, 2π) and is
assumed to fluctuate over time following a circular diffu-
sion process

dθt =
√
2DdWt,

where Wt is a standard Wiener process and D is the
rotational diffusion coefficient. The ligand concentration
c(x, θ) at a given position x ∈ R2 when the gradient
direction is θt = θ is given by

c(x, θ) = c0 +∇c ⟨x, e(θ)⟩ .

Here, c0 and∇c are constants representing the concentra-
tion at the origin and the gradient steepness, respectively,
and e(θ) = [cos(θ), sin(θ)]T is a unit vector pointing in
the direction θ.
The cell senses the gradient using receptors on its sur-

face, represented as a closed curve rt = {rϕt | ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}
based on the Fourier series:

rϕt = r0

(
1 +

∞∑
k=2

ϵkt cos(k(ϕ− ϕk
t ))

)

where ϵkt ∈ R and ϕk
t ∈ [0, 2π) are the amplitude and

phase of the k-th Fourier component, respectively. The
first Fourier component is removed to ensure that the

cell center
∮
Dϕrϕt coincides with the coordinate origin.

Given the cell radius rϕt , we assume that N ∈ N receptors
are located on the cell surface at equal arc length inter-
vals. The direction of the i-th receptor is denoted by ϕi,
and the ligand binds to the receptor with a rate propor-

tional to the local ligand concentration c(rϕi

t e(ϕi), θ) at

the receptor’s position rϕi

t e(ϕi). We assume that the un-
binding time is negligible compared to the time binding
time. The number of ligand binding events at the i-th
receptor up to time t is described by the Poisson process

Y ϕi

t with rate process

λϕi

t = λϕi(rt, θt), λϕi(r, θ) :=
λ0

N
c(rϕie(ϕi), θ).

where λ0/N is the binding rate of a single receptor under
unit concentration.
Finally, we assume that the cell controls its shape rt

based on the ligand binding history measured by all re-
ceptors. By introducing the combined notation for the

ligand binding process over receptors, Yt := {Y ϕi

t | i =
1, . . . , N}, the feedback control assumption is expressed
by setting ϵkt and ϕk

t as functionals of the history of Yt:

ϵkt = ϵkt [Y0:t− ], ϕk
t = ϕk

t [Y0:t− ].

Here, Y0:t− = {Ys | s ∈ [0, t)} represents the history
of observation process up to, but not including, time t.
The exclusion of Yt ensures causality between sensing and
control; otherwise, the value of Y after a jump at time
t would affect whether the jump occurs at that time. In
Section IV, we will consider a more concrete setting for
feedback control of the cell shape to derive the analytical
result.

B. Dimensionless system

To narrow down the parameter space without losing
generality, we consider a dimensionless system on the
above setting. By rescaling time as t̃ := t/τD with
τD := 1/D, we obtain the dimensionless dynamics of the
gradient direction:

dθt̃ =
√
2dWt̃, (1)
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FIG. 1. (A)Schematic diagram of gradient sensing under feedback control of cell shape. The cell shape is controlled based
on the estimate of the gradient direction and, in turn, affects the gradient estimation by biasing the ligand binding process.
(B)Time lapse of a sample process of the gradient sensing. Blue and red arrows indicate the true and estimated gradient
direction, respectively. The length of the red arrows indicate the confidence of estimate |êt|. Orange dots show the locations of
receptors at which ligand bound during time [t, t+∆t) with ∆t being the discretization width. (C)Time evolution of variables
in the sample process shown in (B). The first row shows the true gradient direction θt (blue curve) and the angular locations of
receptors at which ligand binds dYt (orange dots). The second row shows the posterior density of the gradient direction Zt and

the estimated gradient direction θ̂t (red line). The third row shows the true (blue curve) and estimated (red curve) gradient

direction. The final row shows the error between the true and estimated direction measured by (θt − θ̂t)
2/2 (black curve) and

the uncertainty of estimate represented by 1− |êt| (red curve). The trajectories were simulated under the signal-to-noise ratio
Λ = 101 with the following dimensionless parameter values: λ = 2 · 103, α = 10−1, and σϵ = −0.4.

By introducing several dimensionless parameters, the
ligand-receptor binding process is obtained as the Pois-

son process Y ϕi

t̃
with the following dimensionless rate

process:

λ̃ϕi

t̃
(θ) := λϕi

t̃τD
(θ)τD =

λ̄

N

(
1 + αr̃ϕi

t̃
⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)⟩

)
.(2)

Here, r̃ϕi

t̃
:= rϕi

t̃τD
/r0 is the normalized cell radius, and

λ̄ := λ0c0τD and α := r0∇c/c0 are dimensionless pa-
rameters. λ̄ represents the binding number during the
diffusion time τD in the absence of a gradient, and α
represents the relative difference in ligand concentration
across the cell radius.

In the following sections, we consider the dimensionless
system and omit the tildes from t̃, λ̃, and r̃ for visual
clarity.

III. ESTIMATION AND CONTROL BY
BAYESIAN NONLINEAR FILTERING

We formulate a sensing problem for the gradient di-
rection θt under the feedback control of the cell shape
rt, and describe the optimal estimator derived based on
the Bayesian nonlinear filtering theory. We assume that
the cell estimates the gradient direction θt based on the
sensing history Y0:t := {Ys | s ∈ [0, t]}, i.e., the estimated
direction is expressed as ϑt[Y0:t] with a functional ϑt.
The goal is to find the functional ϑt that optimizes

an estimation performance. As a measure of estimation
performance for directional statistics, we consider the cir-
cular variance of the difference between the true and es-
timated gradient direction, as in the previous study [13]:

CV(θt − ϑt[Y0:t]) := 1−
∣∣Eθt,Y0:t [exp (i(θt − ϑt[Y0:t]))]

∣∣ ,
(3)

where i is an imaginary unit and Eθt,Y0:t represents the
expectation with respect to the joint distribution of θt
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and Y0:t. As described in Ref. [13], the circular vari-
ance relates to the square error as CV(θt − ϑt[Y0:t]) ≈
E[(θt−ϑt[Y0:t])

2]/2 when the estimated direction concen-
trates around the true gradient direction. The optimal

estimator θ̂t that minimizes the estimation error is repre-
sented based on the posterior density function Zt of the
gradient direction θt conditioned on the sensing history
Y0:t (see Appendix A for derivation):

θ̂t = ϑ∗
t [Y0:t] := arg min

ϑt[Y0:t]

CV(θt − ϑt[Y0:t]) = arg êt,(4)

êt := Eθt [e(θt) | Y0:t] =

∮
Dθe(θ)Zt(θ),

where Zt(θ) := P (θt = θ | Y0:t) is the posterior density
function of θt given Y0:t, and Eθt [· | Y0:t] represents
the expectation with respect to Zt(θ). êt is a vector

whose argument represents the estimated direction θ̂t,
and its magnitude ∥êt∥ ≤ 1, where ∥ · ∥ denotes a Eu-
clidean norm, represents the certainty of the estimate.
The magnitude takes the minimum ∥êt∥ = 0 when the
posterior density function is uniform, Zt(θ) = (2π)−1,
and the maximum ∥êt∥ = 1 when the posterior den-
sity concentrates completely on the estimated direction,

Zt(θ) = δ(θ − θ̂t).
Using the vector êt, we can express the limit of esti-

mation error attained by the optimal estimator:

min
ϑt

CV(θt − ϑt[Y0:t]) = 1− EY0:t [|êt|], (5)

where EY0:t represents the expectation with respect to
the marginal distribution of Y0:t with θt being averaged
out.

To calculate the optimal estimator based on the pos-
terior density function Zt(θ), we can use the follow-
ing stochastic partial differential equation known as the
Kushner equation in the nonlinear filtering theory (for
a pedagogical introduction, see Ref. [21]; for detailed
derivations, see the references therein and Ref. [27]):

dZt(θ) = dpredZt(θ) + dobsZt(θ), (6)

dpredZt(θ) =
∂2Zt

∂θ2
(θ)dt, (7)

dobsZt(θ) = Zt−(θ)

N∑
i=1

λϕi

t−(θ)− λ̂ϕi

t−

λ̂ϕi

t−

(
dY ϕi

t − λ̂ϕi

t−dt
)
.(8)

Here, Zt− and λ̂ϕi

t− := Eθt [λϕi

t−(θt−) | Y0:t− ] with t− rep-
resenting the time infinitesimally before t are statistics
conditioned on Y0:t− . This conditioning ensures that the

coefficient of the jump term dY ϕi

t in the equation is in-
dependent of the value of Y at time t. The first term,
dpredZt(θ), represents the prediction based on the prior
knowledge about the dynamics of θt and the second term,
dobsZt(θ), represents the correction based on the sensed
signal dYt.

IV. ANALYTICAL DERIVATION OF
ESTIMATION LIMIT

In this section, we derive an analytical expression for
the estimation limit by approximating the stationary so-
lution of the filtering equation. We introduce additional
assumptions to make the problem analytically tractable.

A. Additional assumptions for an analytical
treatment

To derive the estimation limit analytically, we focus on
the control pattern of cell shape such that the cell elon-
gates either parallel or perpendicular to the estimated

direction θ̂t (Figure 2A). We model this control pattern
by imposing a condition on the second mode of the cell
shape:

ϵt,2[Y0:t− ] = σϵ, ϕt,2[Y0:t− ] = θ̂t− = ϑ∗
t− [Y0:t− ],

where ϵ ≥ 0 and σ ∈ {±1} are constants. When σ = +1
and σ = −1, the cell elongates parallel and perpendicular
to the estimated direction, respectively (Figure 2A). In
addition, we consider the first order perturbation of the
cell shape around a circular one by assuming ϵt,k = O(ϵ)
for every k and ignoring the second and higher order
terms, O(ϵ2).
We further restrict the parameter region of interest for

analytical tractability. We assume that the ligand gradi-
ent is shallow so that the difference in ligand concentra-

tion across the spatial scale of the cell αrϕi

t is sufficiently
small. Second, we assume that there are a sufficiently
large number of receptors, N ≫ 1. Finally, we assume
that Λ := λ̄α2/2 is sufficiently large. This assumption
indicates that the cell is provided with sufficient amount
of gradient information because the normalized ligand
binding rate λ̄ and gradient steepness α are high. We
note that Λ is a dimensionless version of the “informa-
tion rate” defined in the previous study [13].

B. Derivation of estimation limit

The filtering equation is generally difficult to ana-
lyze because the posterior density function Zt(θ) is not
closed as a finite-dimensional model except in some spe-
cial cases. To simplify the problem, we first discuss the
behavior of the observation term and then combine the
effect of the prediction term.

1. Coordinate transform of the observation term

We can see from Eq. (8) that the observation term

is proportional to Zt(θ) except for λ̂ϕi

t , suggesting that
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A B

σ = − 1

σ = + 1

FIG. 2. Parameters of controlled cell elongation. (A) σ dependency of the relative angle between elongation direction (gray
curve indicates an elongating cell) and the estimated direction (red arrow). A cell elongates along the estimated direction if
σ = +1 (upper panel) and elongates perpendicularly to the estimated direction if σ = −1 (lower panel). (B) ϵ dependency of
the extent of elongation for an elliptic shape (left) and a shape described by the second Fourier component (right).

Zt(θ) may grow exponentially. For analyzing an exponen-
tially growing variable, we employ the coordinate trans-
formation to the logarithm of the original variable.

To easily transform the dynamics of Zt(θ) to that of
the log-posterior density logZt(θ), we apply a diffusion

approximation of dY ϕi

t in advance based on the weak

gradient assumption. By ignoring o((αrϕi

t )2) terms in
the corresponding Fokker-Planck equation, we obtain:

dobsZt(θ) ≈ Zt(θ)

N∑
i=1

√
2Λ

N
rϕi

t ⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)− êt⟩dW i
t ,

(9)

where dW i
t with i = 1, . . . , N are the mutually inde-

pendent standard Wiener processes (see Appendix B for
derivation). Here, we have also taken the expectation
over the true gradient direction θt because we only need
the statistics of êt marginalized over θt to obtain the es-
timation limit (Eq. (5)).

By applying the Ito’s formula to Eq. (9), we get the
dynamics of the log-posterior density:

dobs logZt(θ) ≈ Zt(θ)
−1dobsZt(θ)−

1

2
Zt(θ)

−2dobs[Z(θ)]t

≈
N∑
i=1

√
2Λ

N
rϕi

t ⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)− êt⟩dW i
t −

N∑
i=1

Λ

N
(rϕi

t )2 ⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)− êt⟩2 dt

= −
N∑
i=1

Λ

N
(rϕi

t )2 ⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)− êt⟩2 dt+O(Λ1/2), (10)

where dobs[Z(θ)]t is the quadratic variation process. We neglected the fluctuating part of the observation term (the
first term on the second line of Eq. (10)) based on the large Λ assumption. We note that the variance of the fluctuating
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part does not diverge in the limit of N → ∞ because dW i
t is independent for each i.

When viewed in the logarithmic coordinate (Eq. (10)), Zt(θ) dependent factors disappear from the observation

term. The dependence on θ is now simply represented by ⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)− êt⟩2, which is further expanded up to a
θ-independent constant:

⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)− êt⟩2 =
(
⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)⟩ − |êt|

〈
e(ϕi), e(θ̂t)

〉)2
=

1

2
⟨e(2ϕi), e(2θ)⟩+ |êt|

(〈
e(θ̂t), e(θ)

〉
−
〈
e(2ϕi), e(θ + θ̂t)

〉)
+ const.

=
1

2

〈
e(2(ϕi − θ̂t)), e(2(θ − θ̂t))

〉
− |êt|

(〈
e(0) + e(2(ϕi − θ̂t)), e(θ − θ̂t)

〉)
+ const. (11)

2. Cell shape dependence of the observation term

We can summarize the dependence of the observation term on cell shape by substituting Eq. (11) into Eq. (10)
and taking the sum over i:

dobs logZt(θ) ≈ −Λ

(
1

2

〈
R2, e(2(θ − θ̂t))

〉
− |êt|

〈
R0 +R2, e(θ − θ̂t)

〉)
dt+O(Λ1/2). (12)

Here, Rk := N−1
∑N

i=1(r
ϕi

t )2e(k(ϕi − θ̂t)) is a quantity that summarizes the cell shape and its configuration with

respect to the estimated direction θ̂t. Specifically, R0 and R2 represent the overall radius and elongation of the cell,
respectively. In the limit of large N and small ϵ, R0 and R2 are approximated as follows:

R0 ≈
(∮

Dϕρϕt

)−1 ∮
Dϕρϕt (r

ϕ
t )

2e(0) ≈ e(0) + o(ϵ), (13)

R2 ≈
(∮

Dϕρϕt

)−1 ∮
Dϕρϕt (r

ϕ
t )

2e(2(ϕ− θ̂t)) ≈
3

2
σϵe(0) + o(ϵ). (14)

Here, we defined ρϕt such that ρϕt Dϕ indicates the arc length of the cell circumference spanned by the angle interval

[ϕ, ϕ+Dϕ) and used the approximation ρϕt (r
ϕ
t )

2 ≈ 1 + 3(rϕt − 1), which holds for sufficiently small ϵ. The term ρϕt is
introduced due to the assumption that receptors are distributed equally with respect to arc length intervals, rather
than angular intervals. By substituting Eqs. (13) and (14) into Eq. (12), we get the following approximation of the
observation term:

dobs logZt(θ) ≈ −Λ

(
3

4
σϵ cos(2(θ − θ̂t))− |êt|

(
1 +

3

2
σϵ

)
cos(θ − θ̂t)

)
dt+O(Λ1/2)

= Λ

(
|êt| cos(θ − θ̂t) +

3

2
σϵ

(
|êt| cos(θ − θ̂t)−

1

2
cos(2(θ − θ̂t))

))
dt+O(Λ1/2). (15)

Eq. (15) indicates that, when ϵ is sufficiently small, the cell shape affects the estimation through its second Fourier

mode σϵ and that Zt would concentrate around the estimated direction θ̂t under large Λ.

.

3. Integration of the effect of the prediction term

We incorporate the effect of the prediction term by

using the concentration property of Zt(θ) around θ̂t sug-
gested by Eq. (15). By assuming that the posterior den-
sity is unimodal with a maximum point θmax

t , which even-

tually coincides with θ̂t, we expand logZt into a quadratic

function:

logZt(θ) ≈ −1

2
κt(θ − θmax

t )2 + o((θ − θmax
t )2) + const.

where κt := − ∂2

∂θ2 logZt(θ
max
t ) > 0 indicates the concen-

tration of the posterior density. When Λ is high, the
posterior density would concentrate on a maximal point
and κt would be large. For a large value of κt, we can use
Laplace’s method to approximate the posterior expecta-
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tion:

E [F (θt) | Y0:t] =

∮
DθF (θ) exp(logZt(θ))

≈
∮

DθF (θ) exp

(
−1

2
κt(θ − θmax

t )2
)

≈ F (θmax
t ) +

1

2
F ′′(θmax

t )κ−1
t + o(κ−1

t ).

By substituting F (θ) = e(θ), we obtain the approxima-
tion of the circular variance in terms of κt:

êt ≈
(
1− 1

2
κ−1
t

)
e(θmax

t ), CV[θt − θ̂t] ≈
1

2
κ−1
t .(16)

Eq. (16) shows that the maximum point θmax
t approx-

imately coincides with the estimated direction θ̂t :=
arg(êt). Therefore, the concentration κt of the posterior

density around the estimated direction θ̂t is sufficient for
expressing the estimation limit.

We finally get the estimation limit by calculating the
behavior of the observation and prediction terms around
the estimated direction. The prediction term around the
estimated direction is characterized by κt:

dpred logZt(θ) =

[
∂2 logZt(θ)

∂θ2
+

(
∂ logZt(θ)

∂θ

)2
]
dt

≈ κ2
t (θ − θ̂t)

2dt. (17)

The observation term (Eq. (15)) is expanded around

θ = θ̂t as follows:

dobs logZt(θ) ≈ −1

2

∂2

∂θ2
dobs logZt(θ̂t) · (θ − θ̂t)

2

≈ −1

2
Λ

(
1− 3

2
σϵ

)
(θ − θ̂t)

2dt, (18)

where we used the approximation |êt| ≈ 1 which holds
under large κ with Eq. (16). By combining Eqs. (17)
and (18), we obtain the stationary value of κt satisfying
d logZt(θ) = 0:

κt ≈
√

Λ

2

(
1− 3

4
σϵ

)
. (19)

We note that this relation between κt and Λ implies that
the assumption of large κt under large Λ is self-consistent.
By substituting Eq. (19) into Eq. (16), we obtain the
approximate estimation limit at the stationary state:

CV(θt − θ̂t) ≈
1√
2Λ

(
1 +

3

4
σϵ

)
. (20)

This result indicates that the estimation is improved
when σ < 0, i.e., the cell elongates perpendicular to the
estimated direction, and impaired when σ > 0, i.e., the
cell elongates along the estimated direction. We note
that this estimation limit reproduces previous result de-
rived for a circular cell under a time-discrete setting when
ϵ = 0 [13].

C. Numerical validation of estimation limit

To validate the theoretical prediction that the control
of elongation direction can improve or impair the estima-
tion performance, as indicated by Eq. (20), we perform
numerical simulations of the gradient sensing process un-
der different cell shape configurations (Figure 2(B)). We
consider two types of cell shapes: a shape described by
the second Fourier mode and an elliptic shape. The shape
described by the second Fourier mode serves as a simple
setting where only the second mode has non-zero val-
ues, and the elliptic shape is a widely used candidate for
modeling elongating cells.
To ensure a fair comparison across elongation param-

eters, we rescale the radius as rϕt → rϕt /
√

S(ϵ)/S(0),
where S(ϵ) represents the area of the elongated shape
with elongation parameter ϵ, and S(0) represents the
area of the circular shape (i.e., when ϵ = 0). This rescal-
ing factor adjusts the size of the cell so that its area is
independent of the elongation parameter ϵ. The factor
S(ϵ)/S(0) deviates from unity only by o(ϵ), and conse-
quently, the rescaling does not change the analytical ex-
pression of the estimation limit given by Eq. (24).
In our simulations, the gradient direction θt evolves

according to Eq. (1), while the ligand-receptor binding
is modeled as a Poisson process with the rate given by Eq.
(2). The posterior distribution of the gradient direction
is computed by discretizing the filtering equation (Eq.
(6)) over the direction θ.
To quantify the estimation performance, we calculate

the circular variance (Eq. (3)) by approximating the ex-
pectation using the Monte Carlo method with 104 sam-
ples. The initial state of the posterior density function is
set to be uniform. We observe that the circular variance
reaches a nearly stationary value after a time period of
2Λ−1/2 (see Figure C.4). Therefore, we define the sta-
tionary estimation limit as the average of the circular
variance over the time interval t ∈ [2Λ−1/2, 3Λ−1/2].
Figure 3 presents the estimation limit for various val-

ues of the signal-to-noise ratio Λ and the elongation pa-
rameter σϵ. In the high signal-to-noise ratio regime, the
results confirm our theoretical prediction: the estimation
limit improves when the cell elongates perpendicular to
the estimated direction (σ < 0) and deteriorates when
the cell elongates along the estimated direction (σ > 0).
This trend holds for both the shape described by the
second Fourier mode and the elliptic shape. Moreover,
the dependence of the estimation limit on the elongation
magnitude ϵ is well captured by the analytical approx-
imation (Eq. (20)) for both cell shapes. This finding
suggests that the second mode of the cell shape plays a
dominant role in determining the estimation performance
under linear concentration gradient.
Even when the signal-to-noise ratio decreases, the ana-

lytical formula explains the simulation results moderately
well for Λ ≥ 10. While simulation results start to deviate
from the analytical prediction as Λ decreases below 10,
the qualitative result that the estimation improves for
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A1
A2

B1 B2

FIG. 3. Estimation error and normalized estimation error as functions of the shape parameter σϵ for different values of the
signal-to-noise ratio Λ. (A1, A2) Estimation error for an elliptic shape (A1) and a shape described by the second Fourier
component (A2). Different curves represent different values of Λ, which are obtained by varying the ligand binding rate λ̄ while
keeping the gradient steepness α fixed. (B1, B2) Estimation error for an elliptic shape (B1) and a shape described by the
second Fourier component (B2). Different curves represent different values of Λ, which are obtained by varying the gradient
steepness α while keeping the ligand binding rate λ̄ fixed. In all panels, solid lines represent theoretical predictions, while
markers indicate simulation results.

σ < 0 remains valid even for moderate values of Λ = 1,
where estimation becomes increasingly difficult (see Fig-

ure D.5 for sample trajectories of θt and θ̂t).
In the ellipse case with Λ = 1, a slight improvement in

estimation is also observed for σ > 0. This suggests the
presence of additional behaviors that are not captured
by our current analysis, which is reasonable given the
qualitative differences in the low SNR regime.

Despite some deviations in the low SNR regime, these
numerical results quantitatively support our theoretical
analysis, demonstrating that the strategic control of cell
shape elongation can indeed enhance or hinder the accu-
racy of gradient sensing, depending on the orientation of
the elongation relative to the estimated gradient direc-
tion. Further investigation into the low SNR regime may
reveal additional insights and will be a subject for future
work.

V. DISCUSSION

In this study, we utilized Bayesian nonlinear filtering
theory to derive the estimation limits for fluctuating gra-
dient directions under the feedback control of cell shape.

By applying the diffusion approximation to the stochas-
tic ligand-receptor binding process and the Laplace ap-
proximation for posterior expectation, we obtained an
analytical expression for the estimation limit valid in the
high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime. Our results align
with previously identified limits for circular cell shapes in
discrete-time settings [13].

Our key finding is that incorporating active cell shape
control can enhance gradient sensing accuracy. We
showed that when cells elongate perpendicular to the
estimated gradient direction, the estimation error is re-
duced compared to the case of a static circular cell shape.
This result parallels with previous theoretical findings
that elongation perpendicular to the true gradient direc-
tion improves estimation performance [17]. Our work
extends this previous result by considering the more re-
alistic scenario where the elongation direction is deter-
mined by sensory information and fluctuates around the
true gradient direction due to sensory noise. We demon-
strate that even in this case, dynamic shape control can
enhance direction estimation.

An important future direction is to identify scenarios
where cell shape dynamics provides biologically more sig-
nificant enhancement of gradient sensing accuracy. While
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our focus on the high SNR regime allowed us to obtain
the analytical expression, the observed improvement of
estimation limit implicates only marginal enhancement
in chemotaxis ability. To clarify this point, we note that
chemotaxis index, defined as the average migration along

the gradient direction, CI = E[cos(θt− θ̂t)], relates to the

estimation error as CI = 1 − CV[θt − θ̂t], if we assume

that cells migrate toward the estimated direction θ̂t and
the estimated direction fluctuates symmetrically around

the true gradient E[sin(θt− θ̂t)] = 0. Therefore, the same
amount of reduction in the estimation error is more pro-
nounced under the lower SNR regime in terms of the
increasing rate of the chemotaxis index. We may find
biologically significant improvement of gradient sensing
ability by extensively investigating low SNR regime.

Another valuable extension of our analysis would be to
account for uncertainty in the gradient steepness, espe-
cially in the low SNR regime. In our current study, we
implicitly assumed that the gradient steepness varies on
a slower timescale than the gradient direction, allowing
us to treat the steepness as a known constant. However,
in reality, the gradient steepness can change significantly
during migration, and previous work has shown that un-
certainty in the steepness can have a notable impact on
the maximum likelihood estimate of the gradient direc-

tion [18]. Under the low SNR regime, the estimated di-
rection is shown to be biased perpendicularly to or along
with the elongation axis when the steepness is known or
unknown, respectively. Our Bayesian filtering framework
provides a natural way to incorporate steepness uncer-
tainty by modeling the steepness as a stochastic process
with a characteristic fluctuation timescale. By tuning
this timescale, we can interpolate the two extreme cases
of known and unknown steepness. This approach could
reveal interesting transitions in the bias of the estimated
direction and, consequently, the optimal sensing strategy
as a function of the steepness uncertainty. Characteriz-
ing such transitions and their dependence on SNR and
other model parameters is an intriguing direction for fu-
ture research.
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Appendix A: Estimation limit of directional
statistics

We derive the equations for estimation limit expressed
with Eqs. (4) and (5) by showing that the estimation
error CV[θt − ϑt[Y0:t]] is bounded from below by 1 −

EY0:t [êt] and the bound is attained by ϑt[Y0:t] = θ̂t. To
do that, we note that Eθt [exp(iθt) | Y0:t] on a complex
plane can be idenfied with the real vector êt := Eθt [e(θt) |
Y0:t] and thus Eθt [exp(iθt) | Y0:t] = ∥êt∥ exp(iθ̂t) holds.
By using the property of conditional expectation, we can
evaluate the estimation error as follows:

CV [θt − ϑt[Y0:t]] := 1−
∣∣Eθt,Y0:t [exp (i(θt − ϑt[Y0:t]))]

∣∣
= 1−

∣∣EY0:t
[
Eθt [exp (iθt) | Y0:t] exp (−iϑt[Y0:t])

]∣∣
= 1−

∣∣∣EY

[
∥êt∥ exp(iθ̂t) exp (−iϑt[Y0:t])

]∣∣∣
= 1−

√
EY

[
∥êt∥ cos(θ̂t − ϑt[Y0:t])

]2
+ EY

[
∥êt∥ sin(θ̂t − ϑt[Y0:t])

]2
≥ 1−

√
EY [∥êt∥]2

(
EY

[
cos(θ̂t − ϑt[Y0:t])

]2
+ EY

[
sin(θ̂t − ϑt[Y0:t])

]2)
≥ 1−

√
EY [∥êt∥]2

(
EY

[
cos2(θ̂t − ϑt[Y0:t]) + sin2(θ̂t − ϑt[Y0:t])

])
= 1− EY [∥êt∥] .

Here, we used the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in the fifth
line and the Jensen inequality in the six-th line. We can

check that θ̂t attains the lower bound by substituting

ϑt[Y0:t] = θ̂t in the third line. Therefore, the optimal
estimator and estimation limit are given by the formulae
in Eq. (4) and Eq. (5), respectively.

Appendix B: Filtering process marginalized over
hidden process and diffusion approximation of

Poisson observation term

We explain how to obtain the dynamics of the poste-
rior density Zt averaged over the stochastic realization
of true gradient θt dynamics and approximate the jump
process dYt with a diffusion process. Because the deriva-
tion can be applied not only to our setting but also to

other filtering process, we explain the result based on a
more general setting.
We formulate a filtering problem by modeling hidden

and observation processes. We consider a hidden process
whose probability density function Pt(x) = P(Xt = x)
follows the Fokker-Planck equation

∂Pt(x)

∂t
= L∗

XPt(x)

where L∗ is the Fokker-Planck operator. We model ob-
servation processes Y i

t with i ∈ {1, . . . , nY } by the Pois-
son processes whose rate processes are λi

t = λi(Xt, Zt−),
i.e., P(dY i

t | Xt, Y0:t−) = λi(Xt, Zt−)dt. Note that
Zt−(x) = P(Xt− = x | Y0:t−) is a functional of Y0:t− .
The posterior density function Zt(x) under this setting
follows the filtering equation (see [21] for pedagogical in-
troduction of the filtering equation):

dZt(x) = L∗
XZt(x)dt+ Zt−(x)

NY∑
j=1

λi(x, Zt−)− λ̂i[Zt− ]

λ̂i[Zt− ]
(dY i

t − λ̂i[Zt− ]dt)

where f̂ [z] :=
∫
Dxf(x, z)z(x) represents the posterior

expectation of f when the posterior density is Zt = z.
The problem in the main text corresponds to the case
where the hidden process is Xt = θt with L∗

XZt(X) =
∂2Zt

∂X2 (X) and the observation process is Y i
t = Y ϕi

t with

NY = N and λi(θ, z) = (λ̄/N) · (1 + αrϕi [z] ⟨e(ϕi), e(θ)⟩
where rϕi [z] = 1 + σϵ cos(2(ϕ − θ̂[z])) and θ̂[z] is the
posterior expectation of θt when the posterior density is
Zt = z.

We then consider the time evolution of the joint density
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function of Xt and Zt: Pt(x, z) := P(Xt = x, Zt = z).
Assuming that Zt(·) can be treated in the same way as

a finite-dimensional stochastic variable, the dynamics of
the joint density is formally represented by the following
forward Kolmogorov equation:

∂Pt(x, z)

∂t
= L∗

XPt(x, z)−
∫

Dx̃
δ

δz(x̃)

L∗
Xz(x̃)− z(x̃)

NY∑
j=1

(λi(x̃, z)− λ̂i[z])

Pt(x, z)

+

∫
Dwi

{
λi
Z(w

i, x, z − wi)Pt(x, z − wi)− λi
Z(w

i, x, z)Pt(x, z)
}

where λi
Z(w, x, z) := λi(x, z)δ

(
wi(·)− z(·)λ

i(·,z)−λ̂i[z]

λ̂i[z]

)
describes the rate of jump of z with size w when Xt = x
and Zt = z, and δ/δz(x̃) represents a functional deriva-
tive, which describes how a functional changes with re-
spect to variations in its input function z at the point
x̃ (see Ref. [28], Sec. II.C.5, for the treatment of func-
tional derivatives in the context of stochastic processes).

We note that there is a distinction between x and x̃ which
represent the realization of the hidden processXt and the
argument of the posterior density Zt, respectively.

To marginalize over hidden variable Xt, we integrate
each term with respect to x by noting that Pt(x, z) =
Pt(x | z)Pt(z) = z(x)Pt(z):

∂Pt(z)

∂t
= −

∫
Dx̃

δ

δz(x̃)

L∗
Xz(x̃)Pt(z)− z(x̃)

NY∑
j=1

(λi(x̃, z)− λ̂i[z])Pt(z)


+

NY∑
j=1

{∫
Dwi

{
λ̂i
Z [w

i, z − wi]Pt(z − wi)− λ̂i
Z [w

i, z]Pt(z)
}}

, (B1)

where λ̂i
Z [w, z] := λ̂i[z]δ

(
wi(·)− z(·)λ

i(·,z)−λ̂i[z]

λ̂i[z]

)
repre-

sents the posterior expectation of λi
Z(w, x, z).

Next, we approximate the jump term by a diffusion
based on the Kramers-Moyal expansion. To do that,
we add an assumption on the observation process. The
jump rate λi in the observation process can be decom-

posed into a sum of Xt-dependent and Xt-independent
terms: λi(x, z) = λ̄i(1 + αi(x, z)). For the Xt depen-
dent term, we assume that αi(x, z) is sufficiently small
so that αi(x, z) = O(α) holds for any j and x with a
small parameter α and that terms of order o(α2) are ig-
norable. Then, we expand the jump term in the Taylor
series about the jump size wi:

∫
Dwi

{
λ̂i
Z [w

i, z − wi]Pt(z − wi)− λ̂i
Z [w

i, z]Pt(z)
}
=

∫
Dwi

∫
Dx̃p

∞∑
|p|=1

(−wi(x̃))p

|p|!
δp

δz(x̃)p

[
λ̂i
Z [w

i, z]Pt(z)
]

=

∫
Dx̃p

∞∑
|p|=1

(−1)|p|

|p|!
δp

δz(x̃)p

[∫
Dwiwi(x̃)pλ̂i

Z [w
i, z]Pt(z)

]

=

∫
Dx̃p

∞∑
|p|=1

(−1)|p|

|p|!
δp

δz(x̃)p

[
λ̂i[z]

(
z(x̃)

λi(x̃, z)− λ̂i[z]

λ̂i[z]

)p

Pt(z)

]
(B2)

where p is a multi-index. By noting that
(
z(x̃)λ

i(x̃,z)−λ̂i[z]

λ̂i[z]

)p
is of the order O(α|p|), we ig-
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nore the third and higher order terms with respect to
|p|. Because the first order term of Eq. (B2) cancels

with the term −
∑NY

j=1(λ
i(x̃, z) − λ̂i[z])Pt(z) in the first

line of Eq. (B1), we obtain the dynamics of Pt(z) as the
following Fokker-Planck equation:

∂Pt(z)

∂t
= −

∫
Dx̃

δ

δz(x̃)
[L∗

Xz(x̃)Pt(z)]

+
1

2

NY∑
j=1

∫
Dx̃Dx̃′ δ2

δz(x̃)δz(x̃′)

[
z(x̃)(λi(x̃, z)− λ̂i[z]) · z(x̃′)(λi(x̃′, z)− λ̂i[z])

λ̂i[z]
Pt(z)

]

= −
∫

Dx̃
δ

δz(x̃)
[L∗

Xz(x̃)Pt(z)]

+
1

2

NY∑
j=1

∫
Dx̃Dx̃′ δ2

δz(x̃)δz(x̃′)
λ̄i
[
z(x̃)(αi(x̃, z)− α̂i[z]) · z(x̃′)(αi(x̃, z′)− α̂i[z])Pt(z)

]

This Fokker-Planck equation describes the following SDE of Zt:

dZt(x) = L∗
XZt(x)dt+ Zt(x)

NY∑
j=1

√
λ̄
{
αi(x, z)− α̂i[Zt]

}
dW i

t (B3)

where dW i
t are the standard Wiener processes. By ap-

plying the result to our problem in the main text, the
prediction term does not change from Eq. (7) and the
observation process is transformed from Eq. (8) to Eq.
(B3).

Appendix C: Relaxation of the estimation error to
the stationary state

To show that the estimation error reaches a stationary
state after time depending on the parameter Λ, we plot

the estimation error as a function of the scaled time Λ1/2t
in Figure C.4.

Appendix D: Sample trajectories of the filtering
processes under low signal-to-noise ratio regime

To complement the parameter dependence of the esti-
mation error, Figure D.5 shows the time trajectory of the
true and estimated gradient direction with the signal-to-
noise ratio being lower than the value used in Figure 1.
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A2

B1 B2

FIG. C.4. Estimation error as a function of the scaled time Λ1/2t for different values of the signal-to-noise ratio Λ and the shape
parameter σϵ. (A1, A2) Estimation error for an elliptic shape (A1) and a shape described by the second Fourier component
(A2). Different curves represent different values of σϵ and Λ, obtained by varying the ligand binding rate λ̄ while keeping
the gradient steepness α fixed. (B1, B2) Estimation error for an elliptic shape (B1) and a shape described by the second
Fourier component (B2). Different curves represent different values of ϵ and Λ, obtained by varying the gradient steepness α
while keeping the ligand binding rate λ̄ fixed. In all panels, solid, dotted, and dashed curves represent σϵ = 0, σϵ = 0.7, and
σϵ = −0.7, respectively. The shaded regions around curves indicate ± the standard error estimated by bootstrap sampling.
The vertical dashed lines indicate the time interval used for time averaging, from t = 2Λ−1/2 to t = 3Λ−1/2.
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Λ = 1 (λ̄ = 2 ⋅ 103, α = 10−1.5) Λ = 1 (λ̄ = 2 ⋅ 102, α = 10−1)A1 A2

B1 B2

FIG. D.5. Gradient sensing processes under a signal-to-noise ratio lower than that in Fig. 1. (A1,A2) Time lapse of a sample
process of the gradient sensing when the signal-to-noise ratio is decreased to Λ = 1 by reducing λ̄ from 2 ·103 to 2 ·102 (A1) and
by reducing α from 10−1 to 10−1.5 (A2). Blue and red arrows indicate the true and estimated gradient direction, respectively.
The length of the red arrows indicate the confidence of estimate |êt|. Orange dots show the locations of receptors at which
ligand bound during time [t, t+∆t) with ∆t being the discretization width. (B1,B2)Time evolution of variables in the sample
process shown in (A1,A2) when the signal-to-noise ratio is decreased to Λ = 1 by reducing λ̄ from 2 · 103 to 2 · 102 (A1) and by
reducing α from 10−1 to 10−1.5 (A2). The first row shows the true gradient direction θt (blue curve) and the angular locations
of receptors at which ligand binds dYt (orange dots). The second row shows the posterior density of the gradient direction

Zt and the estimated gradient direction θ̂t (red line). The third row shows the true (blue curve) and estimated (red curve)

gradient direction. The final row shows the error between the true and estimated direction measured by (θt − θ̂t)
2/2 (black

curve) and the uncertainty of estimate represented by 1− |êt| (red curve). The other parameter is set to σϵ = −0.4 during the
simulation.
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