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Abstract

Based on our recent work here | give a nontechibicaf review of a powerful quantitative concept
in biology, adaptive landscape. This concept wésaily proposed by S Wright 70 years ago, re-
introduced by one of the founders of molecular diyl and by others in different biological
contexts. It was apparently forgotten by mainstreaodern biologists for many years. Currently,
this concept has found its increasingly importaoé in the development of systems biology and
the modeling of bionetwork dynamics, from phageldm genetic switch to endogenous network
of cancer genesis and progression. It is an ideahtify to describe the robustness and stability of
bionetworks. | will first introduce five landmarkrgposals in biology on this concept, to
demonstrate the important common thread in its ridteal biology development. Then | will
discuss a few recent results, focusing on the vahidwing the logical consistency of adaptive
landscape. From the perspective of a working sisieahd of what needed for a dynamical theory
when confronting empirical data, the adaptive laage is useful both metaphorically and
quantitatively and has captured an essential asgduiblogical dynamical processes. Still, many
important open problems remain to be solved. Thoaghhe theoretical level the adaptive
landscape must exist and it can be used acros$phauiierarchical boundaries in biology, many
associated issues are indeed vague in their iftiadulations and their quantitative realizations a
not easy, which are good research topics for guaing biologists. | will discuss three types of
open problems associated with adaptive landscapdionader perspective.
( Please refer the paper as: Global View of Biwoek Dynamics: Adaptive Landscageing Ao.
Journal of Genetics and Genomics. V.36, 63-73 (2009)
http://www.jgenetgenomics.org/qikan/epaper/zhaigsp?bsid=1488)
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“There may still be a use for people who believer¢his more in life and in biology than the
applied biochemistry of the nucleic acids, alwaseviged that they pay due regard to the man who
has been trained to wield modern methods with preei and apply modern logical and
mathematical facilities to the interpretation oghesults.”

Franck Macfarlane Burnet, 1899-1985

|. Introduction

With the emergence of systems biology, the demamdsgjuantitative handling of data become
increasingly great (Hood, 2003; Auffray al, 2009). There have been two general and opposite
methodologies available and have been very heipfdbcilitating the progress. The statistical
analyses which generally focus on data sets thessedupplemented by biological understandings
(Aloy and Russell, 2008; Han, 2008). The mechanisiodeling, on the other hand, focuses on the
working of the biological phenomena, at suitableels of physics, chemistry, and biology,
supplemented by statistical analysis étial, 2004; Zhuet al., 2004; Ptashne, 2004; Auffray and
Nottale, 2008). The purpose of present overviewhavever, on a middle ground approach: A
stochastic process approach which can smoothlysmtrithe known two methodologies (Zaual,
2007). This middle-ground approach have been applyecently to small bionetworks such as
genetic switches (Blao#t al, 2003; Chabogt al, 2007; Raser and O’Shea, 2005; £&tal.,2004)
and to those of complex diseases such as cancer2(XY; Aoet al, 2008) and evolutionary
processes (Ao, 2005a; Kussell and Leibler, 2005nEat metabolic and physiological level, it
shows a promising potential in bring out saliertidgical properties (Ao, 2005b; Aet al. 2008b;

Elf et al, 2007; Hanson and Schnell, 2008; e¢al, 2007; Qiaret al, 2003; Scotet al, 2007).

The central concept in such stochastic dynamicsoagp is the adaptive landscape. It is different
from the direct real time calculation or simulatitype (Gillespie, 2007) in that it aims to get
middle and long time behaviors. It differs from sledocusing on moments (Gadeilal.,2006) but
leans toward to those of nonequilibrium thermodyitanapproaches (Qian, 2005). It also differs
from other more formal stochastic approaches ifogybut more from mathematical point of view
(Malyshev and Pirogov, 2008). The powerful adaptandscape concept was first proposed by a
great biologist long time ago (Wright, 1932). Simnibnes have been repeatedly and independently
proposed in biology since then. It lies at the daréhe formulation of evolutionary dynamics, the
foundation of biology. It not only corresponds teetenergy function in physical science (Ao,
2008), also is a Lyapunov function in control theaf engineering (Ao, 2005a; Haddad and
Chellaboina, 2008), two fields strongly associateth systems biology. The idea is also closely
related to the mathematical theory of large desmatjFeng and Kurtz, 2006; Varadhan, 2008).
Nevertheless, this concept has suffered certaicegoal and theoretical problems, and has not
been nearly forgotten by modern molecular biolagiftecently, in studying the stability and
robustness of phage lambda genetic switch we atallye discovered the key to solve those
conceptual and theoretical problems, and have sligwsefulness in systems biology.

In the present overview | will give a short presgioin on this important recent progress. | wilksta
with discussions on five known ideas on the adaptndscape in Section Il. Some of them have
been very successful, while others are still inrtretaphoric stage. Then | discuss the central issue
on the adaptive landscape in Section lll: its @xiseé and consistency in biological sciences and
beyond. In section IV | will discuss associated ropeoblems in general terms, and conclude in
Section V. | hope | will be able to convey the impoce and powerfulness of the adaptive
landscape in network modeling, and the open problemuld draw the attention of quantitative
biologists.



I1. Biological roots of adaptive landscape

In this section we show the usefulness, metaphbri@nd/or quantitatively, of the adaptive
landscape concept in various subfields in biologgnifested by its numerous independent
originations. It captures an essential part of dyica in biological processes.

[1.1. Population genetics.

The concept of adaptive landscape appears to bie tmslescribe evolutionary dynamics in
biology. It has been repeatedly and independemwtiyecup in various biological contexts. The most
famous proposal, arguably the first, may be du&.t&Wright, proposed in 1932 (Wright, 1932,
1988). There are several ways to express the legy fibm today’s perspective. Wright already
used two opposite representations in his origin@pgsal, in my opinion: the probabilistic
distribution for an ensemble--a collection of laagents, and the trajectory for a single agent (Fig
1). Such multiple representations have caused taisad confusion in the literature. In addition,
Wright apparently recognized the generality ofgnsposal and had applied his concept far beyond
the initial intended population genetics, a movensed not been widely appreciated. We will
discuss related issues in next two sections, peatly that of a “flat” landscape situation.
Nevertheless, such generality is vindicated by lasimproposals from fields very far from
population genetics to be discussed in rest ofgbtion, and by its influence in other fields. For
example, his concept of fitness landscape has bmemely used in statistical physics known as
fitness landscape, and many researchers there obdyow its originator. Furthermore, conceptual
problems encountered by Wright's adaptive lands@pealso shared in different forms in other
situations.

A. Increased Mutation B. Increased Selection C. Quahtat-v: Chanqt
or reduced Selection or reduced Mutation of Environment

4NV, 4NS very large  4NU, 4NS very larqe 4‘NU ‘}NS \.crq luqc

D. Close Inbrudmg E. Sk hf Inbreedmg F. Division into local Races
4NV, 4NS very small ?)4N S medium 4nm medium

Figure 1. Wright's adaptive landscape schemancally repreEskwith a portion of the multidimensional landseaf

genotypes of a single population with potentigh@ss) contour, and his shifting balance theorye most likely initial

probability distribution of individual agents oflarge population is indicated by the shaded ar&a (FA). There is a
first increase in average fitness, representedhbyshrinking shaded area (Fig. 1B). After sometingitime, the

population transverses across a saddle configarédi@nother likely better fithess peak (Fig. 18jg. 1C-D are the
trajectory view of the same process to emphasieesthall population limit, and Fig. 1F indicates tiscreteness
nature of space. (From S. Wright, 1932, Fig. 4)

[1.2. Developmental biology.

Independent of S. Wright, a similar concept wasppsed by CH Waddington in 1940 and
elaborated further in 1957 explicitly as a metaplabteast so far, to understand the developmental
process, known as developmental landscape (Waaddin@®57) (Fig. 2). The present author has
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not been aware of any realization of such developatdandscape directly corresponding to
dynamical data. The interaction between developateptocesses to both environmental and
genetic factors can be discussed in Waddingtomdseape (Waddington, 1957; Slack, 2002). The
profound symmetry breaking idea embedded in sunbskeape captures an important aspect of
developmental processes. It also vividly and gregdhyi depicts the robustness and plasticity, the
modern interpretations of Waddington’s canonization

Figure 2. Waddington’s developmental landscape. The baltesents a cell, and the bifurcating system ofeyall
represents the bundles of trajectories in the fanat space. Similar to Wright's shifting balandeedry, such
landscape indicates the possibility of transitidmetween different functional states. (From CH Wagton, 1957.
Fig.4)

[1.3. Generegulation and genetic switch.

In discussion of zero-none genotypic phenomena #bMck proposed in 1949 (Delbruck, 1949)
the possibility of bi-stable states in genetic syst (Fig. 3). He argued that such situations cbald
formed based on known physics and chemistry priesipA few years later such phenomena were
clearly observed experimentally (Novick and Weing857). Subsequently an innovative and
concrete molecular biological mechanism was prop@s®l further tested experimentally (Jacob
and Monod, 1961). Nowadays there exists an extergpisantitative and predictive study of such
genetic switch systems (Zlat al, 2004, 2007; Ptashne, 2004). The bio-switcheg lh@en one of
building elements in the study of systems bioloflyis is an example that once the dynamics is
explicitly known, not only the adaptive landscap@ be constructed quantitatively, various related
guestions, such as stability, robustness, etcpeastudied and compared with further experimental
data.
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Figure 3. Bistable genetic switch. The genetic switch idee first proposed by M. Delbruck. Perhaps duebtiegity
of his comment, or, the obviousness (to him) ofhsidea, M. Delbruck didn’t draw a bi-stable landseaThe
landscape here is instead for phage lambda geswitich, taking from Zhwet al. (2004). The regimes with dense equal
potential lines are two attractive basins, the lgdlwo stable states. The coordinates are the nigrdfewo proteins
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controlling the switch. It appears to be the fgaantitative construction of such landscape foregie switch based on
physics, chemistry, and biology principles. (Frdhuet al., 2004, Fig. 4b)

[1.4. Neural dynamics and computing.

An analog computer was proposed for the neuralmyecsin 1982 by JJ Hopfield. It has inspired a
tremendous amount of research activity, reviewegeanspective by Hopfield himself in 1999
(Hopfield, 1999). In this research program the tggé landscape can actually be constructed
quantitatively for many interesting situations. ¢ghematic illustration is given in Fig. 4. The d&ab
states in the adaptive landscape represent theibssolutions from the neural network
“computing”.
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Figure 4. Hopfield's landscape for neural dynamics inspicedhputation in terms of the flow field. The stlploints
of the flow, marked by x’s, are possible answeisinitiate the computation, the initial locationstate space must be
given. A complex analog computer would have suciow field in a very large number of dimensionsFrgm
Hopfield, 1999, Fig. 1).

[1.5. Protein folding.

Perhaps the best known recent example of landscapeept is from protein folding research,
where such a concept has been playing both thephmia and quantitative roles during past two
decades. There is no doubt by researchers thatlandecape exists. Nevertheless, computing it
directly from first principles in physics to det#ile folding dynamics of amino acid chains has not
been possible, not even in the foreseeable fututle faster computers. A coarse-grain averaged
landscape capturing the major features of foldiggaghics is needed: both as a guidance to test
hypotheses and as an intermediate quantitativezagiah. Indeed, such a landscape concept was
proposed 10 years ago (Bryngelsenal, 1995; Dill et al, 1995), which helps the researchers
enormously to such extend the protein folding dyisanhas been announced to be solved by an
optimistic group of experts (Service, 2008). Itynkge interesting to note that the various stages
embedded in the funnel landscape corroborate w#il thhe modular phenomena widely observed
in biological systems.



AN

Figure 5. Protein folding funnel landscape. It is a dovilhran. A folding protein can follow many paths its most
energetically stable native (N) conformation (Fr@il and Chan, 1997, Fig.4.). More than ten ordefsscale in
energy have been involved, showing such idea camsbd to link various hierarchical levels. The dwical flow is
somehow opposite to that in Waddington’s develogaidandscape.

[1.6. Sampling of recent studies.

An exhaustive list of all studies on dynamics inlbgy with adaptive landscapes is not possible in
this short paper, even though this concept has lseemehow “forgot” by modern molecular
biologists. Instead, a few recent works in varisubfields in biology are given here to indicate the
usefulness of the concept.

The construction of adaptive landscape for evohatig dynamics in the wild has a few successful
examples (Endler, 1988; Kauffman, 1993), where agioal factors are obviously important. The
evolutionary history of a protein has been illustdaby its motion in a landscape constructible from
experimental data (Lunzest al, 2005). The possible evolutionary route for arothrotein was
demonstrated in a similar fashion (Poelwgkal, 2007). In additional to make use of landscape
concept in genetic switch study (Moredli al, 2008; Toulouset al, 2005; Yuaret al, 2008; Zhu

et al, 2004; 2008), similar investigations have beermrriedrout into other important molecular
biological processes, such as cell cycle (Wengl, 2006; Zhangt al, 2006), signal transduction
pathways (Lapidu®t al, 2008) and cancer genesis and progression (And®@2; Aoet al,
2008): The adaptive landscape immediately quaatifigportant concepts such as robustness and
stability, and can be easily understood graphicdllye quantitative realization of the concept has
been further explored in discrete space (Cao aadd,i2008; Walczakt al, 2005). The roles of
such concept have been quantitatively exploredanous recent studies (Arnold et al., 2001;
Hendryet al, 2006; Holmstrom and Jensen, 2004; Waxman andil&@yr2005). Hence, it is
evident that the adaptive landscape concept has keey useful both metaphorically and
guantitatively in biology.

[11. Major theoretical progress

Given such extensive support for the adaptive leayoks concept and associated potential function,
there is still a strong opposition on its usageagirag from biologists, chemistry, and physics (for a
selective survey, see, for example, Ao, 2005; 20@8)d not necessarily confined to any
particularly subfield in biology. Similar worriesuc be found in other fields (Ao, 2004). One would
naturally wonder the reasons behind those numerbjestions and rejections, which cannot be all
trivial. Indeed, there were, and still are, a sesiget of open problems. In this section problems



associated with mathematical and conceptual sigsh as its existence in a general setting in the
domain of theoretical biology as re-defined rege(@renner, 1999), are discussed.

[11.1. Origin of the problem and the current solution.

It was already recognized shortly after Wright' ©ogosal of adaptive landscape that there is a
problem associated with a simple of view of evalnéry dynamics as fithess increasing processes:
always increasing mean fitness in the adaptivedeayke. There are biologically meaningful and
realizable cyclic dynamical processes in which slgstem can repeatedly visit its starting state
indefinitely. The challenge is to construct antee landscape for such a process in a consistent
manner. It was concluded that the fithess couldexigt because when system comes back to its
starting state its fithess should not increaseaBse of lacking of generic constructive method; thi
theoretical and mathematical problem remained djie2004, to the present author’s knowledge.
This challenge was formulated in most explicitly foe case of limit cycle dynamics: Finding such
adaptive landscape with both local and global nregmi This challenge was taken up by the
present author. It was found that a proper undedgtg of adaptive landscape has to make use of
the concept of probability or stochasticity, susheanbedded in the so-called fundamental theorem
of natural selection (Fisher, 1930; Li, 1955). Aftearifying the controversies surround the
fundamental theorem of natural selection and adapkindscape, a consistent mathematical
formulation for evolutionary dynamics was found (A2005), in which the quantified adaptive
landscape as adaptive potential function is angratepart of the formulation. Specifically, the
adaptive landscape for a limit cycle was explicdéhd exactly constructed (Ao, 2005; Waatl,
2008; Zhuet al, 2006). It was found that right at the limit ayckthe adaptive potential function
takes same value in the deterministic limit, at"flsection of adaptive landscape. The dynamics is
still possible at the limit cycle because of thasence of a conservative dynamics, a part of
dynamics largely overlooked in previous evolutignstudies.

[11.2. Threeindependent dynamical elements of bionetworks.

The general structure. While it is not intended to give a full accourfita@nstruction, it would be
helpful to show in more quantitative manner whatuldothe related quantities look like. In a
typical trajectory description, the dynamical egoatwould take the form of standard stochastic
differential equation. With an appropriate timelecé would read,

orq=f(a) +N(a)ct) (1)

wheref andqg are n-dimensional vectors ah@ nonlinear function off and possible time t, too.
This implies that the network has n-node. The ngtwariable of i-th allele is represented hy q
Depending on the situation under consideration, dantity g could, alternatively, be the
populations of n species in ecology, the numbera pfoteins, or, the n coordinates in physical
sciences. All quantities in this paper are dimemisiss: They are assumed to be measured in their
own proper units. The collection of all g formsealrn-dimensional phase space. The ngi9ds
explicitly separated from the state variable to kagize its independence, withomponents. It is

a standard Gaussian white noise function with zeerage and the covariance matrix element <
G Gty >=24gj (t-r), and i,j= 1,2, ..., 1. Here< > denotes the average over the noise variable
{ &) }, to be distinguished from the average over théridigion in phase space below. The
variation is described by the noise term in Eqdhy the elimination and selection effect is
represented by the forée A further description of the noise term in Eq.idjhrough the diffusion
matrix D(q), which is defined by the following matrix equatiti * (g) Ni (q) = D(q) with Ni an n

x | matrix andNi * its the transpose, which describes how the sy&eamupled to the noisy source.
This is a generalization of fundamental theoremrmatiural selection (Fisher, 1930) in population
genetics. By construction the diffusion matiix is both symmetric and nonnegative. For the
dynamics of the state vectgy all that is needed from the noise term in Eq.(dgvertheless, it had
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been not clear how a consistent potential functiloat, is, a consistent adaptive landscape, could be
constructed out of Eq.(1).

Our recent work has shown that there is indeedhaistent way to construct the potential function
from Eq.(1) (Ao, 2004; Kworet al., 2005; Yin and Ao, 2006). We refer the readers rigimal
papers for details. Here we simply quote the resulEq.(1) can be transform into following
equation,

[A(@)+ T@] aq= dqw(@ +Nu(@ O ., (2

where the noisés from the same source as that in Eq.(1). Thenpater denotes the influence of
non-dynamical and external quantities. It shouldpbeited out that the potential function(q)
may also implicitly depend on time t, if the origlrf does. The friction matribA(q) is defined
through the following matrix equation;Nq) Nu(q) = A(g). The anti-symmetric matrix J
representing the dynamics which would not changerttiue ofy(q). Those matrices are related to
the diffusion matrix via [A+T][D+ Q] = 1and

[A+T]D[A-T]=A, 3)

with Q another anti-symmetric matrix. The connettto the deterministic forcd (q) is via an
anti-symmetric matrix equation

Ogx{[A(q)+ T@]f(@}=0, 4)
with 04 % the wedge differentiation in higher dimensiond a
Gqv(@) = [A@+ T@]1f (). 5)

Thus, Eq.(4) is precisely the potential functiomdition. It can be found via the integration over
Eq.(5), independent of the integration routes coting initial and final points. All A,T,Q, as well
as the potential functiop(q) are uniquely determined by the diffusion matmddhe deterministic
force f (q). It has been shown that the potential functiqg) indeed play precisely the role of
adaptive landscape, as it has the role of “enefgiyttion in physical sciences, thus quantifies the
adaptive landscape, such as those in Fig.1-5.

Because of the constraint between the noise anddiffiesion matrix, there are only three
independent dynamical quantities in Eq.(2): theeptal function, the friction or diffusion matrix,
and the anti-symmetric matrix represented by Ttetms of probability distribution functign(q,t)

in the n-dimensional state space, the dynamicstiequwill take the form of the Fokker-Planck
equation, or, in the discrete space situationMhaster equation. In its abstract form, such equatio
can be can be written as

ap@ )= LD, Qv(@))p@t) . (6)
A technical discussion of such three independenadhycal elements can be found in Ao (2008).

An example. In one dimension, above construction is relayivdsy, because the anti-symmetric
matrix does not exit. Given the deterministic forcé (q) and diffusion constant (not a matrix
function), the potential function can be analytigalbtained, already known to physicist Langevin
100 years ago, and its additional mathematicallsymints have been fully recognized since
1950's. A related discussion can be found in stathdzferences on stochastic differential equations
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[see, for example, references cited in étoal, 2007]. The real important situation is in higher
dimensions, where there is no time reversibility,tbe detailed balance condition is balance. Let’s
us illustrate it with a generic two dimensional e&ashich would include the realistic situations
such as phage lambda genetic switch. Followinggmtasion closely follows that in Ao, 2005b.

By introducing an auxiliary matrix G = D + Q = JA + T ], the equations corresponding to Eq.(3)
and (4) are,

G+ G'=2D, )

ando ¢ x { G 1§ (g) } = 0. In many realistic situations, such astfie phage lambda genetic
switch, functions involved are smooth, which allothe possibility to use the gradient expansion,
which turns the differential equations of Eq.(5)oiran algebraic equation. For the first order, in
terms of Jabocian of deterministic foricég), which defines as,1f () = 61 f1(q), Fi2 (@) = 62 f1
(@), 1 () =01 f2(q), F2(g) =02 2(q), the potential condition becomes very simple,

GF-FG=0. (8)

Thus, the auxiliary matrix G has been readily sohanalytically and explicitly in this two
dimensional case under the gradient expansione thinear equations in Eq.(7) and one linear
equation in Eq.(8). Higher order gradient expanssce successive procedure of solving such linear
algebraic equations to the desired order. OncekBown, the potential functionigq) = | dq - [

G f(@)]

In the present author’s view, a consistent theoaieformulation adaptive landscape has been now
here since 2005 (Ao, 2005a): Major theoretical arathematical associated with such stochastic
evolutionary dynamics are solved, with respecthi d¢onstruction (Ao, 2004; Kwoet al, 2005),

the connection to other stochastic methods (Yin A002006; Aoet al, 2007), and to relation to
thermodynamics (Ao, 2008), along with some pratcanputing techniques (Ao, 2004; Kwe

al., 2005). Nevertheless, there are still theoretg=sales merited further discussions.

[11.3. Adaptive landscape beyond its metaphoricrole

The most clearly formulated "counterexample” in literature against adaptive landscape was on
limit cycle (Ao, 2005a). Other voiced objectionsiokvn to the present author, are all verbal and
vague. If some would be valid, it would be helpfuiformulate them explicitly and quantitatively.

If the present author’s assessment of the situatiorect, based on recent theoretical constructions
(Ao, 2005; Kwonet al, 2005; Yin and Ao, 2006) and applications to vasi@oncrete biological
problems as discussed above, the answer to ab@stigu is indeed positive on the theoretical
level.

[11.4. What isthe effect of noise or drift?

It has been noticed that there are some situatf@isthe landscape seems ill-defined (Poelwijk
al., 2006; Ao, 2005a). From the general theoretiaiiwork (Ao, 2004; Kwort al, 2005; Yin
and Ao, 2006) a sure way to generate such uncsrtigitn the no-noise limit. Mathematically, this
limit is singular, that is, a procedure for thisiii has to be specified. For a complete determaist
dynamics, a potential function not only exists,réhean be infinite many of them, perhaps more
than what one would like to have. The noise ortdiriicluding both genetic and environmental, is
shown to be able to affect the adaptive landscape profound and quantitative manner: It is the
quantity needed to make the adaptive landscapeu@niga given situation, and can determine the
outcome of dynamics. As discussed recently (Ao426Qvon et al, 2005; Yin and Ao, 2006), in
the continuous trajectory representation of theadyiss, evolutionary dynamics can be uniquely
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decomposed into four components, with adaptivedeape, noise, adaptive (non-conserving) and
conservative dynamics. The noise is connectedaadtlaptive dynamics by the F-theorem, an idea
already embedded in Fisher's fundamental theorematiral selection (Fisher, 1930; Li, 1955).
Thus, there are actually three independent dyndraleanents for a general evolutionary process.
In the probability distribution representation bétdynamics such as in the form of Fokker-Planck
equation (Ao, 2004; Kwost al, 2005; Yin and Ao, 2006) or discrete Master eiqumatAo, 2008),
three independent dynamical elements indeed coetplspecifies the dynamical equation. In
particularly, a complete evolutionary dynamics wilht” adaptive landscape is possible. This way
of decomposing dynamics has also been discussddtail qualitatively in literature, though the
conservative dynamics has not been explicitly esggd (Ao, 2005a). There is an interesting
analogy here. Let’s recall the situation of thedamental theorem of arithmetic in high school
mathematics: every natural number greater thancanebe uniquely written as a product of prime
numbers. Parallel to it, this unique decompositiorevolutionary dynamics may be named the
fundamental theorem of dynamics.

Evidently the noise, variation, or drift is indigfEble in bionetwork dynamics. An important
difference between the fundamental theorem of ahtselection (Fisher, 1930) and its recent
extension as the F-theorem (Ao, 2005a) should betgmb out here. In the formulation of F-
theorem no reference to adaptive potential funatooriitness landscape) is used. This suggests that
the F-theorem is valid for any shape of adaptivel$gape, near or far away for a local peak. In
particular, this would imply that it applies to tlikat landscape, too. When applying it to a
stationary state near a peak, which would be rehelter a perturbation for sufficient long time,
there should be no change in average value of paltdnnction, while a finite variation would
exist. This appears to be what has been obseryagtimentally, consistent with the F-theorem in
the light of present discussion, but has beenpneééed by many biologists as evidence against the
fundamental theorem of natural selection.

To summarize the situation in theoretical biolothgre exists now a consistent and quantitative
formulation of dynamics of any bionetwork, so loag) its mathematical description is in the form
of usual stochastic processes. The adaptive lapdscmantified as a potential function, has been
naturally incorporated, which gives a graphicalwmn the global dynamics.

V. Open questionsin broad per spective

There are other unclear and difficult issues assediwith the concept of adaptive landscape. In
this section three levels of problems are usedldssdy them, and the third one is of major
concerns of working quantitative biologists.

[V.1. Conceptual domain.

The first type is at philosophical and linguistievél. It is known that there exist numerous
definitions of fithess and associated adaptivedaagde. Even if some of them may be equivalent to
each other and may be correct, it cannot be salfoof them. This problem has already been
noticed long ago (see for example, Ao, 2005), dadpioper discussion is beyond the scope of
present paper, though a critical evaluation of ¢hoditerature is clearly needed. Nevertheless, on
cannot dispel the feeling that many discussionstlos issue in the literature, by biologists,
philosophers and historians, indicate most trad#idiologists have not walked out of the shadows
of past giants (Haldane, 2008).

The existence of adaptive landscape implies a praf@oncept in nature: an order, or a priority, in
any dynamical process. This quantity is obviousbnrected to the Hamiltonian, or energy
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function, in physical sciences (Ao, 2005a; 2008). addition, discussion in previous section
demonstrated an intrinsic connection between tlaptace landscape and the noise or drift, which
appears to be most eminent and distinct in theugeolary dynamics, exemplified by S. Wright

and R.A. Fisher. Further explorations on the ingilans of those important relationships are
desirable at the level beyond biology, to lay anfitheoretical foundation for systems biology in
particular and biology in general.

IV.2. Theoretical domain.

The second type of problems is in the theoretigalogy domain: whether or not the adaptive
landscape necessarily exists in the general frameafatheoretical biology. Various related issues
were discussed in Section Ill. When the dynamickrniswn quantitatively, generically three
independent dynamical components would be unigieeigd, built upon the insights of Wright and
Fisher. The adaptive landscape quantified as thenpal function is one (Ao, 2005a; 2008). If this
problem had not been addressed properly, the delmatdlaptive landscape would easily persist
indefinitely, and its usage in real problems wil greatly reduced. One cannot dispel the feeling
that this problem has not been considered sericrsbyigh by theoretical biologists, and it is not
the job of philosophers and historians unless thmeids become wet.

Another important issue is the discrete vs contisudescriptions, exemplified by a current false
prevalent argument that the Master equation is mor@amental in biology that the Fokker-Planck
equation (Mehta&t al. 2008). The fact is that the Master equation hasllysbeen derived based on
Fokker-Planck equation. It is true for a given bgtal problem we need appropriate tools: nobody
wants to describe a bacterium starting from stsmogs even if such theories exist. In the domain
two different methods both are valid, same preditghould be expected. If not, there must be an
inconsistency in theoretical treatment, which needse located. The possibility of generating very
different results from apparently same equation be@sn well known (Acet al, 2007). The
associated issue consists of another open problem.

The importance of potential function has been knowm@another important field, the dynamical
systems theory for nonlinear systems. There has &d&=bate on the general existence of potential
function, nevertheless, in the form of gradienttays vs vector field flow systems. To the best
knowledge of the present author, such debate halseem closed in mathematics [Holmes, 2005].
The methodology reviewed here appears to provikkeyansight to close this debate in dynamical
systems.

The implications and applications of the novel ¢nrgion of Lyapunov function in control theory
of engineering has not been full explored yet (R605a; Miltonet al, 2008; Haddad and
Chellaboina, 2008), another open research program.

[V.3. Empirical domain.

The third type is the concern of practicing biokigi how to construct and to use the adaptive
landscape. For a given problem, even if all of giea on the existence of adaptive landscape, its
exact construction and analysis can be a daundisig fThe protein folding problem discussed in
Section Il is one of such ideal example (Bryngelsbal, 1995; Dillet al, 1995; Frauenfeldest

al.,, 1991; Wade, 2005). While the funnel type landedapguantitatively crude and metaphoric, it
provides a global picture on how folding dynamics anfolding (Frauenfeldest al, 2006), and,
step by step under its guidance solutions and terbguantitative understanding are reached
(Service, 2008; Thomas al.,2005).

In situations where the construction of adaptivexdicape is still unclear, such as the
developmental landscape, the metaphoric natureh@fcbncept has been enormously helpful
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(Lunzeret al, 2005; Slack, 2002; Wright, 1988.). Even in thtsation, thanks to many biologists’
decades of dedicated work, we are close to havengplete set of quantitative set ready for
meaningful and predictive mathematical modeling@ et al, 2008). In the cases such as phage
lambda genetic switch, the landscape can be catsthguantitatively, which leads to solution of
outstanding stability puzzle, along with quantitatipredictions (Zhwet al, 2004; 2007). The
constructed landscape can also be useful in impgoexisting stochastic simulation methods
(Hemberg and Barahona, 2007). Thus, new technilguéts construction are needed.

The most difficult situations are those where thetaphor is not enough and a quantitative
description is immediately needed, but its clearstauction is unknown at beginning. The relevant
construction has to be found by trial and erroreisearch. This has been the situation encountered
in population genetics (Endler, 1985), and is tgpin biology, such as in the cancer dynamics (Ao
et al, 2008). This may not be surprising. The examplesSection Il amply illustrate the
hierarchical structure in biology: There many hiehécal layers in the gap between the geno and
pheno types (Ellegren and Sheldan, 2008), in addit ecological and environmental factors. It is
seldom the situation that theoretical models wdritsafirst try, particularly those in population
genetics striving to span over this huge gap. Tresgnt author certainly shares many of the
skeptic’s concerns on the use of adaptive landsdgpé at the genetic level. Such models may
well be oversimplified, as already discussed byddiaé in a similar situation (Haldane, 2008), but
it is not the reason to eliminating them, becausgivies the information for improvement. The
Wright's adaptive landscape is, however, a unifyquantity applicable to multiple hierarchical
layers. Evidently, practicing biologists, the pmsauthor included, have to work hard in any
foreseeable future.

V. Conclusion

Based on above presentation, we may conclude hieaadaptive landscape is one of the central
concepts in the modeling of bionetwork dynamics.cdn, and has been used, to describe
bionetwork dynamics across many hierarchical lay@/kile important progress has been made
during in the first decade of 2entury, open problems at all levels still exEe selected open
problems here serve to get the attention of moemtgative biologists. Together we will move the
field forward.
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