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Abstract

The inference of the interactions between organisnas ecosystem from observational
data is an important problem in ecology. This pgpesents a mathematical inference
method, originally developed for the inference @dchemical networks in molecular

biology, adapted for the inference of networks adlegical interactions. The method is
applied to a network of invertebrate families (faixea rice field.
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1. Introduction

Ecology and Systems BiologBiological organisms can be studied at many ckffie
levels, from proteins and nucleic acids, to cetts,individuals, to populations and
ecosystems, and finally, to the biosphere as aeavittdology studies the relationships of
organisms with each other and with their physicalimnment. Although ecology has
focused on the higher levels of the organizationlifef many sub-disciplines have
evolved, integrating many of these different levels organization €.g. molecular
ecology, systems ecology) for a holistic study ajamisms. Systems biology is also
based on the premise that an understanding ofehavior of biological systems at each
level of organization is achieved by careful studythe complex dynamical interactions
between the components. It is not surprising thahinteresting parallels can be found in
problems pertaining to both disciplines, opening@ thossibility of adapting some
mathematical methods developed for the study dbgical systems in systems biology
to the study of ecological systems. One such probile that inference (or reverse-
engineering) of networks, which is the central foofithis paper.

Mathematical Modeling and Simulation in EcologModeling and simulation have
proven to be powerful tools in many disciplineseoblogy; some examples of this are the



Lotka-Volterra competition models (Townsend 2002) &ushing’s nonlinear dynamical
models in Population Ecology (Costantino 1995).

There are many ways in which one can classify nmaglieal models, including whether
they give a structural and/or dynamical descriptwinthe system. Thestructural
descriptionof a network (known also as network topology @tistmodel) provides a
description of the elements in the system and wkielments interact with each other
(given through causal or correlation relationshgmeong entities in the system, for
example) where sometimes a weight can be givenuth selationships; a common
example of these static models is that of food wBb$h in ecology and systems biology,
the study of network topology is an important peshl For instance, the search for
network topology motifs in (Camacho, Stouffer et2007) is quite similar to the focus
on unusually common local topological features e tconnectivity graph of gene
regulatory networks in (Alon 2007). dynamical descriptior{dynamical models) of a
network provides a description of the nature ofvitial relationships, that is to say, a
description of how the systems evolves from a gistaie; Lotka-Volterra differential
equations models are one example of this type afelso Once these models have been
developed, they can be simulated and visualizeaiiging an experimental playground
for in silico study of scenarios.

Reverse-engineering as modeling framewolithin the context of systems biology,
important classes of networks are biochemical amkegegulatory networks constructed
from time course data such as DNA microarray. Bduweverse engineering methods
have emerged for the construction of network modeds large-scale experimental
measurements (Price and Shmulevich 2007) and aerstadding of characteristics of
the topology of such networks (Alon 2007) as wedl e dynamics. See, e.g.,
(Stolovitzky, Monroe et al. 2007) for a recent synof reverse engineering algorithms.

Reverse-engineering methods within the contextabgy.Modeling and simulation of
networks of interactions between species in ecesysthelps to understand common
patterns (Abrams et al. 1995), to assess theirloleveent (Perez-Espana & Arreguin-
Sanchez 2001), to predict the effects of human atgpamong natural systems and to
prevent biodiversity loss (Dunne et al. 2002), &then more than a few species are
involved in an ecosystem, the construction of neftwoof ecological interactions is
challenging and mathematical and statistical areepful tools for their inference using
sampled data; see,g, (Zhang 2007).

In the subsequent sections we describe one regeagreering method, which uses time
course sampled data for all nodes in the netwodkraturns a static model of the network
that matches the observed data. Its characteriatie that it uses a finite number of
values for each variable and discrete time. Tit@irmodel paradigm was published in
(Laubenbacher & Stigler 2004) and has been refsiade thene.g.,in (Jarraet al.
2007); then we describe how the reverse engineenettpod can be adapted to rebuild a
network of ecological interactions

2. The Method



2.1Inference method to construct the static network

The network inference method (Jarrahal 2007) was developed originally for the
inference of biochemical networks, such as geneaulasgry networks, from DNA
microarray and other molecular data sets. It uselsniques from symbolic computation
and algebraic combinatorics, complementing an exanletwork inference method using
techniques from computational algebra (Laubenba&Hsgtigler 2004).

The goal of the inference algorithm is to outpué @m more most likely static networks
for a collectionx,, ... , % of interactingecological unitgspecies, families, etc), which we
will refer to as variables. The state of eérological unitcan represent the number of
individuals present. That is, each variakl¢éakes values in the finite st = {0, 1, 2,
...,m}. A static networkin this context consists of a directed graph, vehosodes are

theecological unitsq, ... , .. A directed edg& — X; indicates an ecological interaction

that can be interpreted as indicating for exantplat, the survival ok; depends oix; The
inference algorithm takes as input one or more woerses of observational data. The
output is a most likely network structure fgy, ... , Xy that is consistent with the
observational data. It is worth emphasizing tlmet betwork is constructed from the
frequency of the supporting observations aloneaimway that is unbiased by prior
knowledge or expected results.

The notion of consistency with observational datkes the assumption that the network
of interactingecological unitsx,, ... , X, can be viewed as a dynamical system that is
described by a functioh X" - X", which transforms an input stat,(... ,s,), s in X, of

the network into an output state, (... ,t,) at the next time step. A directed edge X in

the static network of this dynamical systdmindicates that the value of under
application off depends on the value xf A directed graph is a static network consistent
with a given time courss, ... , s of states inX", if it is the static network of a function

f: X" X" that reproduces the time course, thaf(&), = 5.1 for all .

The algorithm in (Jarrabt al. 2007) computes ALL minimal static networks coresigt
with the given data set. Here, a static networknisimal if, whenever an edge is
removed, the resulting graph is not anymore a gidiagram consistent with the data.
This process is done one variable at a time, #)aby computing the edges adjacent to
individual vertices one at a time, rather thandregram as a whole. Furthermore, for a
given vertex, we use an efficient combinatorial goaetrization of the possible edge
configurations, rather than by an enumerative nteth@he next step is to define a
probability distribution on the space of minimalsgible edge sets for each vertex that
permits the selection of a most likely wiring diagr for a given edge. Since the
combinatorial description of the space allows tbeia computation of this measure on
the whole space, this method has the advantageotiver methods of choosing the most
likely model from the whole space. Heuristic leagh methods such as Bayesian
network inference typically proceed from a randantial choice of network and find a
local minimum of a suitably chosen scoring functidrhus, typically only a small part of
the entire space is explored. We illustrate therdlgm with a small example.



Example. Let's assume that we are given the time course data

s=(1,0,0,2),
$=(1,2,21),
$=(0,2,1,1),
s=(1, 2,1, 2),
s$s=(2,2,0,2),
$=(0,1,1,2)

representing the number of individuals of four giepeciexy, ...

, %, where each of the

species had), 1, or 2 individuals. Applying the above algorithm to thiata set results

in the following output:

Fi={{xq, X}, { X1, X2, Xa}, { X2, X3, Xa} } 1)
Fo={{xa}, { X2, X3} (2)
Fa= {{xq, X}, { X1, X2, Xa}, { X2, X3, Xa} } (3
Fa= {{x1, X3}, { X2, Xa}, { X1, X2, Xa} } (4)

This output is to be interpreted as follows: [aological unitx;, possible incoming
connectionsK;) are eithex; andxs or xi, Xz, andxs, Or Xo, X3, andxy. These three sets are
minimal, in the sense that the data cannot be eaaby choosing a subset of the three
possibilities. The other rows are interpreted Eiryj. One can now “mix and match”
possible incoming edge sets for the species angirobt this way all possible wiring
diagrams consistent with the given data set.

With the use of this example, we are able to emphathat the termminimal static
network does not imply that a graph with the leambunt of edges is constructed; as we
can see for the ecological uni there are two choices for its ecological interatdio
(interaction withx; or x; andxs) for which the choice of interactions ®fwith x, andxs

will return a graph with one more edge than thaashof interaction betweex andx;.

2.2 Model selectionlIn order to select a most likely static network agdhe potentially
very large number of possible ones, one define®bability distribution on the space of
all possible static networks for a given data sdtich we briefly explain here. The
model selection method first scores each of thealkes with a formula that is based on
the proportion of sets in which it appears. Thescores sets based on the scores of the
variables in them. To be precise, suppose theitdigooutputs the possible variable sets
Fi, ... ,Fi, each a subset of the set of all variablgs.. ,x,. Foreacls=1, ... ,n, letZs

be the number of sets that contairs elements. For eadh= 1, ... ,n, let Wi(s) be the
number of sets witk elements that contaia Then define a variable score

(%) = Z"<1 Wi(9)/SZ.

Using this score, we assign a scdi@;) to every sefF; in the output by taking the
product of the variable scor&;) for all x; in Fj. Normalizing by the sum of all scores
T(F;), we obtain a probability distribution on the séall F;.



With the help of this probability distribution, vean now choose the set(s) with highest
probability as the most likely static networks. the case of a tie, a final selection will
have to be made based on biological considerations.

Example. We apply this measure to the data set in the exaaipbve, focusing on specie
X1. Then
Fi={x1, X}, F2={X1, X2, Xa}, F3 = {Xz, X3, Xa},

and we obtain the following variable scores:

Sxi) = 1/1 + 1/(2:3) = 7/69%p) = 2/(2-3) = 1/3
S(xa) = 1/1 + 1/(2:3) = 7/6xs) = 2/(2-3) = 1/3.

Finally, the sets are scored as follows:

T(F1) = (7/6)(716) = 49/36T(F2) = (7/6)(1/3)(1/3) = 7/54T(F3) = (1/3)(7/6)(1/3) = 7/54.
Based on these scores, we chdesas the most likely set of incoming connectionsxior
Carrying out a similar computation for the otheotwariables results in a complete, most
likely static network for the given data set.

3. An Application

In order to illustrate an application of the reeengineering method introduced, we will
use published results on a network of ecologid&ractions in (Zhang 2007) in order to
evaluate our method’s performance.

In Zhang’s, a network inference method is introdliaad validated with the use of a set
of invertebrates data sampled in a rice field (£hah al. 2004). There a total of 75
invertebrates families (or taxa) and 60 samplecansidered.

For the purposes of the present paper we focus @ubanetwork from Zhang's,

corresponding to the invertebrate famiBulicidae (see Zhang 2007: fig. 2), which
consists of9 invertebrate families that according to Zhaf§, ecological interactions

among them exist; we restrict to o1l (of the60) samples for thes@taxa (see Table 1).
For model selection, we considered the interactwite scores (as described in the
previous section) abovB0.

The network obtained with (Jarraét al 2007) method, with alsd6 ecological
interactions, is depicted in (Figure 1). All thelbgical families are linked to the rice
field, but they do not correspond to the categdrgamlogical interactions. With the use
of only a third of the data used to build the netwio (Zhang 2007), we fount2 of the

16 expected interactions. One of the missing intevas corresponds to the one between
the biological familiesCulicidae and Dryinidae, which appear as one of the highest
scored interactions but not aboVgO, instead, we obtain the ecological interaction
between the familieDryinidae and Carabidae one possible explanation for the



existence of this interaction is th&arabidae(as part of the Coleopteran insects) may
depict with theDryinidae a parasite-parasitoid interaction.

On the other hand, we observe that the total nurabecological interactions for this
network agrees with that of Zhang's (total ), and, therefore, the ratio between the
total number of interactions and the number ofdgaal families is preserved /8 = 2.

4. Discussion

The problem of inferring a network of interactiansa biological system from sampled
data appears in several different, apparently digpacontexts. This paper focuses on
two such contexts, the inference of ecological ratBons in an ecosystem and the
inference of biochemical networks in systems biglogVe have shown that a method
designed for this purpose in one field can be apptirofitably in the other one. Using a
data set consisting of a time course of observatiminseveral different species in a
common context we have inferred a network of irdkoas between these species,
represented by a graph whose nodes are the spantkswhose edges represent
interactions. In molecular biology, such a repnésgon would be called aviring
diagram.

Contribution of mathematical inference methd@se advantage of the inference method
presented here is that it uses a sophisticatedemaiincal encoding of the entire space of
possible wiring diagrams consistent with the dB&sed on the selection criteria chosen,
it then selects exactly ALL static networks thatthese criteria. In contrast, statistical
methods for network inference, such as Bayesiaworks, find an optimal solution
through a heuristic search.

As in molecular biology, ecological networks typigaare dynamical systems that
change over time. This is reflected in the faeat thany mathematical models in ecology
are dynamic, typically represented by systems fiémdintial or difference equations. It
would therefore be desirable to have a method abailthat infers not only a wiring
diagram but a dynamic description of the systermotAer advantage of the method
presented here is that there are methods closkltedeto the one presented here which
are able to do just that (Laubenbacher & Stigled42@Dimitrova, Jarralet al. 2007).
However, typically more data are required to beeal® infer accurate models.
Furthermore, in order to infer the causal relatigps among dynamic variables it is very
useful to be able to perturb the system in differaays. In molecular biology
perturbations are typically done by “knocking og€nes, in gene regulatory networks or
interfering in some other ways with the action maubms of individual systems
variables. In ecosystems this may be more diffimubccomplish.

In addition to the method presented here, theresaxeral other inference methods
available for molecular network. A study of thasefulness to help solve problems in
ecology would be of interest. For instance, sdvarah methods allow the introduction



of prior biological knowledge into the inferencepess (Tsai and Wang 2005; Cosentino
et al. 2007), thereby improving algorithm performance.



Table 1. Sampling data of rice invertebrates as shown ira(gh2007). Highlighted is
the data we considered for 9 different familiexd)afor theCulicidae subnetwork; these
data (20 samples) repres@&o of the data originally used in (Zhang 2007) to irdach
subnetwork.
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Tetragnathidee 2 0 0 2 1 343 0 1 4 1 0 1 0 1 1 3 3 2
Dytiscidae 0001010000 O O 1 0O O O O O O
Carabidae  [EH0NOT0TONONETONAT21 00 oo o o o |
Entomobyidae 2 1 2 2 0 01 20 0 1 0 O O 3 7 0 O 0 1
Hydrometridae O 0 0 0 0 2 0 0O O O O O O O 1 1 0O O 0 ¢
Hydraenidae 0000010001 0 O O O O O O O 2 (




Figure 1. Network of ecological interactions inferred for tGealicidae subnetwork from
Table 1. Filled edges represent edges that aredfaurboth, the subnetwork built in
(Zhang 2007) an@Jarrahet al. 2007); dashed edges represent the relationshipsl fim
(Jarrahet al. 2007) but not in (Zhang 2007); white edges repregelges missing in
(Jarrahet al.2007) from those found in (Zhang 2007).



References:

Abrams, P., Menge, B., Mittelbach, G., Spiller, ¥odzis, P., 1995Food Webs:
Integration of Pattern and Dynamic€hapman and Hall, New York, Ch. The role of
indirect effects in food webs, pp. 371-396.

Alon, U. 2007: Network motifs: theory and experirtednapproachesNature Reviews
GeneticsB(6): 450-461.

Camacho, J., D. B. Stouffer, et al. 2007: Quarnaanalysis of the local structure of
food websJournal of Theoretical Biolog246(2): 260.

Cosentino, C., Curatola, W., Montefusco, F., Banga] di Bernardo, D., and Amato, F.,
2007: Linear Matrix Inequalities Approach to Reswuaction of Biological Networks.
IET Systems Biologl(3) (2007) 164-173.

Costantino, R. F., Cushing, J. M., Dennis, B. amdliarnais, R.A. 1995: Experimentally
induced transitions in the dynamics behaviour eéat populations. NatuB¥5: 227-230

Dimitrova, E., A. Jarrah, et al. 2007: A Groebnan-based method for biochemical
network modeling.Proceedings of the international Symposium of Syimband
Algebraic Computation (ISAAC 2007)

Dunne, J. A., Williams, R. J., Martinez, N. D., 200Network structure and biodiversity
loss in food webs: Robustness increases with céanee.Ecology Letters (4), 558—
567.

Garcia-Domingo, J. L. and J. Saldana. 2007: Food-eemplexity emerging from
ecological dynamics on adaptive networksurnal of Theoretical Biolog247(4): 819.

Jarrah,A., Laubenbacher,R., Stigler,B., Stillman2007: Reverse Engineering of
Polynomial Dynamical System&dvances in Applied Mathemati&9(4), 477-489.

Perez-Espana, H., Arreguin-Sanchez, F., 2001: &erge relationship between stability
and maturity in models of aquatic ecosysteltnlogical Modellingl45:189-196.

Price, N. D. and |. Shmulevich. 2007: Biochemicat sstatistical network models for
systems biologyCurrent Opinion in Biotechnologi8(4): 365-370.

Rossberg, A. G., H. Matsuda, et al. 2006: Food we&lperts consuming families of
expertsJournal of Theoretical Biolog241(3): 552.

Stigler, B., A. Jarrah, et al. 2007: Reverse Engimg of Dynamic NetworksAnnals of
the New York Academy of Scient#$5(1): 168-177.



Stolovitzky, G., D. O. N. Monroe, et al. 2007: gue on Reverse-Engineering
Assessment and Methods: The DREAM of High-Throughfathway InferenceéAnnals
of the New York Academy of ScientEk(1): 1-22.

Townsend, C., Begon, M., Harper, J.L. 20@&sentials of EcologySecond Edition.
Blackwell Publishing. Ch Interspecific competition.

Tsai K.Y., Wang F.S., 2005: Evolutionary optiminatiwith data collocation for reverse
engineering of biological networkBioinformatics21(7): p. 1180-1188.

Zhang, W.J., Feng, Y.J., & Schoenly, K. G. 2004mping and correlation analyses of
invertebrate taxa in tropical irrigated rice fieldternational Rice Research Noi@9(1),
41-43.

Zhang, W. 2007: Computer inference of network oblegical interactions from
sampling dataEnvironmental Monitoring and Assessm&Pd(1-3): 253-261.



