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Abstract

We investigate how stochastic reaction processes argedféy external pertur-
bations. We describe an extension of the deterministic moéitacontrol analysis
(MCA) to the stochastic regime. We introduce stochasticsisgities for mean
and covariance values of reactant concentrations andordktxes and show that
there exist MCA-like summation theorems among these $dgtis. The summa-
tion theorems for flux variances and the control distributd the flux variances is
shown to depend on the size of the measurement time windomithin which re-
action events are counted for measuring a single flux. Ituadahat the degree of
the e-dependency can become significant for processes invoiinlg-time-scale
dynamics and is estimated by introducing a new measure efscale separation.
Thise-dependency is shown to be closely related to the powerdaling observed
in flux fluctuations in various complex networks. We also s a systematic
way to control fluctuations of reactant concentrations nilinimizing changes
in mean concentration levels by applying the stochastisigeities. Key words:
metabolic control analysis; sensitivity; stochastic @sx; noise propagation
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Introduction

Metabolic control analysis (MCA) (1] 2] 3) and the closeljated biochemical
systems theorﬂ4) have greatly enhanced our ability tonstaled the dynamics of
cellular networks. However, these approaches are basedet@@aministic picture
of cellular processes and in recent years it has become tbl@amany networks,
such as ene reulatory networks, operate with a signifaagitee of stochastic-

(B B . In these situations a deterministicrfalism is inadequate
dJJv] In thls paper we begin the process of dewrelop new analy-
sis method of control on stochastic dynamics by extendingAMiCthe stochastic
regime. We call the extension stochastic control analy334).

MCA is an analysis of sensitivities which quantifies how msgistem vari-
ables change in response of the perturbations in systenmptees. To extend
the MCA to the stochastic regime, we need to introduce deitgitneasures for
stochastic system variables. There have been a wide varietfforts in recent
years to introduce and investigate sensitivity measurest@ichastic systems re-
lated tomeanlevels of concentrations and fluxes in stochastic reacyeremsﬂl
l ..7@@@0) More pertinent to this paper is thekviogrAndrea Rocco
who investigated the MCA summation and connectivity themreelated to the
most-probable concentration values and their correspgnciaction ratesEiZl).
However, the sensitivities for noise characteristicsi@rare and covaraince) were
not investigated and the summation theorems related todise properties were
not discussed. Thus, a systematic MCA-like approach fotrothimg noise has not
been made.

In this paper we will focus on the control coefficients |Z|1[|2,,f3r variances
andcovarianceof concentrations and fluxes. The control coefficients gfyatiite
global responses due to (static) perturbations in the syprameters. We also
introduce sensitivities for the mean levels of concerdregiand fluxes, which are
closely related to the MCA control coefficients. We obtain AHike summation
theorems for the stochastic sensitivity measures. In daimiy to the determin-
istic MCA theorems, the SCA theorems imply that control istrdbuted over a
reaction system.

The summation theorems for flux variances show very inteigggtroperties:
Flux is measured by counting the number of reaction evertsirwa given time
window e. From this we show that the sum value can be highly dependent o
the measurement time window)( This in turn implies that the control of flux
variances can be sensitive to the value.ofVe present a case where a control dis-
tribution over a reaction system changes significantly withvalue ofe and thus
the system can show an increase or decrease in the flux vesidepending on the
value ofe. The degree of suctrdependency of the flux variance control is closely
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related to how both the time scales of the fast and slow flticiosm are separated.
Such a separation can be quantified by introducing a new toake separation
measure which can be estimated from the temporal sequehisaction events.

The summation theorems for flux variances also show a closeection to
the scaling relationship between flux variances and theimrmelues recently
observed in various complex networks: the Internet, miwogssor logic net-
works, the World Wide Web, highway systems, river netwoeks] stock markets
@@@BQG) In these systems, fluxes were definecamithber of packets
processed in network routers in the Internet, activity afrexctions between logic
gates in the microprocessors, the number of visits on sitdsei World Wide Web,
the number of cars of traffic at different locations in thehvigy systems, stream
flows in the river networks, and the traded values of stockenstock market. It
was investigated how the standard deviatioh df the flux is related to the mean
value of the flux (f)): o ~ (f)“. de Menezes and Barabasi claimed that the Inter-
net and microprocessor logic networks belong to a univigysahss characterized
by an exponent value ef = 0.5, and the World Wide Web, highway systems, and
river networks to that ofy = 1 dﬂ). However, stock markets such as NYSE and
NASDAQ show non-universal values af,). Meloni et aI.@G) proposed a
model of random diffusion to show how the value of the expomam crossover
from 0.5 to 1 depending on the number of links connected tode htive strength
of external noise and the time measurement window sibe this paper, we show
a connection between the summation theorems for flux vaggaaad the scaling
crossover phenomena. We briefly discuss that the exponesgarer can take two
different forms depending on the time window sizelative to the correlation time
of the external noise.

As an application of the stochastic control coefficients pnavide a systematic
non-local method for the control of noise levels in concatidns, while minimiz-
ing changes in mean concentration values. Such orthogom#iot is performed
first by estimating control coefficients for mean values aodfficients of varia-
tion (CVs) of concentrations under the linear noise appnaion E’V). From the
estimate of the control coefficients, we find the directiorihaf parameter pertur-
bations leading to a sensitive response of change in the Ciie @oncentrations
while minimizing the change in their mean values and thisokrsaus to identify
which sets of parameters need to be controlled by how muchelative sense. We
apply this orthogonal control in a negative feedback systedter external noise
and successfully reduce the concentration noise leveh, avitegligible change in
the concentration mean value.
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Model Systems and Definitions of Control Coefficients

The model system we will consider is a chemical reactionesgstescribed by the
chemical master equatioﬂ@ 29), i.e., we assume themsyistspatially homo-
geneous (uniform concentrations throughout the time ¢ewniwf the system). We
assume that it can be described lbkinds of reaction rates fak/ reactants. The
system is composed of the external and internal proces$esexiiernal process is
modeled by allowing one of the species (denoted by eitheor .S;) to fluctuate
slowly and independently, compared to the rest.is considered a source of ex-
ternal noise. The internal system, composed of all otherigpgis affected by the
external noise and also by internal noise generated fronmtémal reactions.

To estimate how a system responds under parameter peibmdbat the sta-
tionary state, we introduce sensitivity measures callettrob coefficients. The
system variablesy] of interest can be either mean values or coefficients oawvari
tion/covariation (CV/CCV) of concentrations and reactftuxes. CV is variance
divided by the mean square and CCV is the covariance (betiveevariables)
divided by the product of their mean values. We define therobobefficients for
these variables as
o _ B@ _ dlogy

P ydp dlogp’
which indicates the relative changegrdue to a given relative change in a param-
eterp. The change iny is from one stationary state to another corresponding to
before and after the perturbation, respectively. We naedbntrol coefficients for
different system variables — most-probable concentratigot mean concentra-
tions) — have been investigated in the framework of MCA, lautsgivities related
to fluctuation properties have néﬂzl). The paramgteill be called here a con-
trol parameter, which is not affected by the system'’s reasti We restrict the set

of the control parameterg(= (p1,--- ,pr)) to be the proportionality constants of
reaction rates. E.g., for a reaction rate= Kifis with s concentration and(,,

a Michaelis constanty is a control parameter but’,; is not. The total enzyme
concentration that catalyses a reaction is one such pazamet

SCA: Summation Theorems for Control Coefficients

We have found that there exist MCA-like summation theoremsray the proposed
stochastic sensitivities, which are valid undery strength of noise anfinite per-
turbations of parametens. The existence of these theorems is rooted in the fact
that the stochastic measures satisfy certain scaling grepeinder a specific kind

of scale change in time and control parameters.
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Summation theorems for concentrations

We note that all reaction propensity functionsare proportional to control pa-
rameterp;: v;(s,ap) = aw;(s,p). Let us scale all control parameters by a fixed
proportiona. The simultaneous change in all propensity functions camtee-
preted as a change in the time scale in the amoumy @fbecause the propensity
functions are inversely proportional to time. Mean lev€ly¥,s and CCVs of con-
centrations are time independent variables at stationtatgss This means that
these quantities remain the same under the parameter c@ﬁgewe can sum-
marize these arguments with the following equation (rederable 1l for notation).
The change in a concentration mean level is expressed as:

ZCSJ 5p’ ZC

forall j =0,---, M. Sincei(s;) = 0, we derive

L
Yo =o, (1)
=1

for all speciegi. The same argument can be applied for the concentration Gd/s a
CCVs.

St =0, 2)
for all speciesi andk.

Summation theorems for fluxes

To derive the summation theorems for mean fluxes, we conaggken the param-
eter scale change. Under this change, mean propensityidosatill scale bya.
Since the mean propensity functi¢n) is equal to the mean fluxes;), the mean
fluxes will also scale byy (30). Since the scale change in the mean flux can be
expressed as:

M
o(J1) dp; _ Op
=N "o _ ZENT ol — E C\J
<Jl> Z Pi . P ; Di - i

pi

we obtain summation theorems for mean flux control coefftsien

L
Yo =1 ©)
i=1
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We will also derive summation theorems for flux CVs and CCVawiver
before we derive them, it is important to clarify the diffece between a propensity
function, a reaction rate, and a reaction flux. All of them stachastic variables.
The reaction fluxJ is measured by counting the number of reaction events within
a time windowe:

Number of events ofifth kind) reaction
occurred during

Ji =
€

The propensity function is a mathematical function presigwenoted by. The
mean values of bothr and J are equal. The fluctuation strengths of each can
however be different, because the varianced @ire dependent oa (as will be
discussed later), while those ofare not. We express the CV/CCV df (V)
as a function ot: V7 (e, p). We use the term, reaction rate, as either the flux or
propensity function, depending on context.

Now we will derive the summation theorems for flux CVs. Thetfitsng to
note is that flux CVs are unitless in time. The flux CVs obtailgdscaling all
parameters by is the same as those obtained by scaling the time/by

V7 (e,ap) = V7 (ae,p).
This can be expressed in terms of control coefficients asvist!

L J
St = 218 Yk @)
— pi dloge ’

for all reactionsj, k. This equation means that the sum valuedsalto the slope
of a log-log plot of flux CV and CCV vsc. Since the flux CV and CCV depend on
¢, the sum value can also dependeon

Summation theorems for flux CVs vs. multi-time-scale dynamnas

In this section, we investigate how the sum value of(Eq. 4 ghanvithe. We have
found an interesting fact that the sum value can vary sigmflg with the change
in e when the system shows wide distributions of reaction tinadesc

We briefly discuss the mechanisms for leading to the sum wethamge by
considering a simple reaction system: a two-step reactmtade as shown in
Fig.[dA. S; is created with a rate; and degrades with a ratg. S; enhances the
conversion ofX, to S. We assume that the creation and degradation processes
of 51 are much slower than those 8f. S, is the source of external noise. The
reaction process involvings is considered an internal system. The time evolution
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trajectory ofS, shows a mixture of two different kinds of noise (slow and Jfast
shown in FigDLB@ZBﬂG). In the time resolutioneof- 0.1, external noise
is negligible while the internal noise (caused by reactivenés ofvs andwv,) is
dominant. Ase increases, the external noise becomes more dominant vileile t
internal noise becomes averaged out. The creation fls shows this tendency
clearly as shown in Fig]1C.

We have plotted all internal and external flux CVs and CCVse$:ig.[AD).
First, we discuss the flux CVdZ/. For the fluxes corresponding to the fast reac-
tions ( = 3, 4), a plateau region appears (slopd, i.e., the sum value- 0) and for
the fluxes corresponding to the slow reactions=(1, 2), they don’t. The plateau
region appears due to the fact that the internal noise bexsunféciently averaged
out at the time scale of ~ 1/p; = 1 and the external noise becomes dominant
for all values ofe = 1/ps. J3 can be approximated to hg for ¢ ~ 10 (Fig.[dC):

J3 ~ v3 = p3S;. The flux CV can be expressed Bg, ~ V5 = ﬁ = 0.1. This

is the value of the flux CV at the plateau region. This is beedhs external noise
has the correlation timé (p,) and the approximate equalitf ~ v3 persists until
the external noise is correlated in time, ugte 1/p, = 100. Therefore, the slope
of the log-log plot ofVV’ vs. e becomes close to zero (F[g. 2), which means that
the sum value of the flux CV is also close to zero.

Fore < 7(= 1/p2), S; does not fluctuate compared $6. S2 can be consid-
ered to be created from a constant source. The probafility, ¢) of having the
numbern of events of reactioms during timee satisfies a Poisson distribution:

X - —v:e(v?)e)n
P(nje) =e ™ 0

The flux CV becomes inversely proportionalet¢Fig.[2):

R Rk Y S o el ) O WS U
% (J3)? (n)? (n)  e(J3)
Thus, the sum value of the flux CV control coefficients is -1.

Fore > 1, the external noise becomes uncorrelated in time at this sicale.
Thus, the fluxJ; measured by using thisvalue will be uncorrelated (statistically
independent) in time. We denote the minimum of such a valuégfe;, 4. For the
value ofe > ¢;,,4, the flux estimate/ can be considered an average of independent
samples of/¢~¢ with a sample size/¢;,q. ThereforeV/* = v/ e/e;nd x L.
(From Fig.[2,€;,4 is ~ 103.) This explains intuitively why the flux CV scales as
1/e for large e values (Fig[R). Therefore, the sum value of the flux CV cdntro
coefficients is -1.
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For each different pair of fluxes, the asymptotic form of ibefficient of co-
variance fore < 7, is different: either a plateau or a straight line proparéibtoe.
A detailed discussion on this is provided in the Supportiratdvial.

The arguments presented above can be generalized for altypaction sys-
tems showing flux fluctuations with two different time scaj@mamics (refer to the
Supporting Material). A plateau region (for intermediafend two regions of -1
slope (for very smalk and largee) can appear typically for CVs of such fluctua-
tions.

Estimation of time scale separation

As presented previously, the plateau region in Eig. 2 ajgpaae to the time scale
separation between fast and slow system dynamics. If therapn is not wide
enough, the plateau region can be tilted. In this case, tmevalue of the flux CV
control coefficients will deviate from zero in the region bétplateau. To identify
such deviations, we propose a time-scale separation neeasur

The separation measur@)(quantifies the vertical distance between the two
asymptotic linear lines for the log-log plot of flux CV vscorresponding te — 0
andoo as shown in Fid.]2. The larger the measirehe wider the plateau region
and the smaller its slope, i.e., the sum value of flux CV cdwrtrefficients becomes
closer to zero. Consider a reaction step with its propeffsitgtion given byv(s.),
explicitly showing a dependency on the external speSieacting as a source of
slow noise. If events in the above reactiofs.) do not cause large fluctuations in
substrate concentrations, we can propose the separat@sunego be:

ou(s) 2 A
s:(se>) M] ’ )

® = log [1 + 2(—
whereA is the area underneath the auto-correlation function oéxternal noise:

Js

[ee]
A= lim dAt[<se(t + Ab)se(t)) — (se(t)>2}.
t—00 0

The areaA can be further simplified to be the variancespimultiplied by its cor-
relation time ) as a first level of approximation. The derivation of El. 5iiseg

in the Supporting Material. The measure increases with arease in either the
sensitivity of the propensity functiord¢/ds), the absolute strength of the exter-
nal noise, or the correlation time of the external noise. Weasure, however,
decreases with an increase in mean flugs.)) (Fig.[3). This is counter-intuitive
because: the larger the flux, the faster the concentratictufitions and the wider
the time scale separation. However, the increase in the fhegrdepending on
which parameters to control, can lead to an increase inftiegcale separation via
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the change in the sensitivity. E.g., If global proportiotyatonstants are increased
by 2%, both the sensitivity and mean flux increaseatyy. Thus, as a net effect,
the measure can increase for this choice of control.

Power-law scaling in flux fluctuations

We will now show briefly how the slope change is related to pdese scaling that
is observed in flow fluctuations in other complex netwo@, @@Eﬁ 6).
In the scaling studies, it was investigated how the flux C\elated to mean flux
(actually, rather than flux, but the number of events occlwihin e, was investi-
gated). As shown in the Supporting Material, depending envdiue ofe relative
to the correlation time of the external noise, the scaliragsover takes different
forms (Egs. S2 and S3). We propose here that the scalingosersthat appears
in other complex networks can also depend on the interplaydsn the external
noise correlation time and We note that only in the case ofliaear propensity
functionv(s.) = as, for e < 7, we could regenerate the crossover function given
in Eq.(7) in (26) (here the relative noise strength is givgrvariances.)/(s.)?,
and Eqg. S4 is used.) We have therefore shown a connectiorebetpower-law
scaling and flux fluctuations in reaction networks.

SCA: Parametric Control of Noise Level

In the literature on deterministic control theob—d(Sl) ancCM @,@,@S)
some authors have considered the orthogonal control oéreygariables such as
flux and species concentrations. Here we consider the arttadgontrol of mean
concentration levels and concentration CVs, in order tdrobnoise independently
of the mean concentration levels. Such control needs tefgdtie following re-
quirements. First, the concentration CV decreases as theentration mean in-
creases, and thus the control of mean and CV can be strontifgaarelated. In
this case one needs to find systematically which parametebg fperturbed by
how much for the orthogonal control. Second, the conceatra®V is dependent
0N noise propagatio 43), implying that a set of mudtiphrameters may need
to be controlled simultaneously to achieve a sensitive ghamCV. Taking into ac-
count these requirements, we present a systematic nolatetaod for orthogonal
control using the control coefficients.

We introduce a control vectaty, = (Cp,, Cp,,- -+ ,Cyp,) defined in anL-
dimensional control parameter space. When parameiene perturbed in the
direction ofC%, a system variablg (concentration mean or CV) shows a sensitive
response of increase. Wherare perturbed in one of the perpendicular directions
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of Czy,, the system variablg does not change.

We aim to find parameter perturbations) that lead to a decrease in the con-
centration CV without changing the concentration mean. tR@mean(s) not to
be changed, the parameters must be perturbed in the perpkmdiirections of
Cﬁ (Fig.[4). It needs to be determined which one of the perpeiaticlirections
leads to a sensitive response of a decrease in the congami€at. This determi-
nation can be done by projectir(gl‘,fs onto the parameter space perpendicular to

Cﬁ and multiplying by—1:

: w Cp"
(-1)[0{, — cos0C 17], (6)

A
Cp|

where the factor of-1 appears sinc&® should decrease.

The efficiency of this orthogonal control can be estimatedhby much per-
centage ratio of the control vector for CV is projected oh®perpendicular space:
| sin 0|, wheref is the angle between the two control vectord! i§ close to—180°,
the two controls are anti-correlated and the efficiency i8. If 6 is close t090°,
the two controls are already orthogonal and the efficieney is

We provide an example of orthogonal control to reduce theeotmation CV
by investigating a linear chain reaction system (Eig. 5Alis®ystem is under neg-
ative feedback control and receives external noiseyiaNe can predict the distri-
bution of control based on the linear noise approximatidg.(®B). We have esti-
mated control vectors for the concentration mean anoﬂéﬁf ande{,S4 (Fig.[BB,
crosses), by using the Lyapunov equation (refer to the StipgaMaterial) (also
known as the fluctuation dissipation relationslm Q_Li 42))

Jo+olJT + D=0, 7)

with J the Jacobian matrixg concentration covariance matrix, afigl diffusion
matrix. We estimated and\ for the original parameter values. We perturbed the
parameters along and estimated the netvand A for the perturbed ones. After
two more iterative perturbations, we could reduce the nieigel by 25% without
changing the mean level (Fig. 5C).

SCA: Flux Fluctuation Control

In this section, we discuss a way to reduce the flux CV. Consicdeenario where
a metabolic engineer aims to reduce the fluctuations in tbdyation rate of an
end product. To this aim, her/his first guess is that reduttiegconcentration fluc-
tuations will lead to a reduction in the rate fluctuationse Bmgineer introduces a
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negative feedback to reduce the concentration fluctuatibims question we might
ask is whether this operation guarantees that the rate #lilmts are reduced?

Let us consider the previous example of the linear-topolaaction system
with negative feedback (Figl 5A). We aim to reduce the fluibdms of Js, by con-
trolling ps. Based on Fid.J5B, decreasipg causes a reduction in the concentration
CV of S4. We can decide to redugg to decrease the flux fluctuations. To confirm
that, we have estimated its flux control coefficients basedtoohastic simula-

tions. We found that the sign of the control coeﬁicie@;%é is however negative
fore < 7¢ (7p ~ 1. feedback time scale) and positive for- 7. Reduction of the
concentration CV causes an increase in the flux CVefgr 74, while it does not

for e > 7;. This means that controllings can have an opposite effect depending
one. This is due to the fact that flux fluctuations become domuohéte different
sources of noise depending en Therefore, in this case, we need to choose the
appropriate value of depending on the rate fluctuations caused by which source
of noise to be reduced.

A question that comes next is: why does the control distidouodf flux CVs
change with the value @f? Consider again the negative feedback system. There are
three different time scales, related to the internal turerseactions<;), feedback
controls @), and external noiser(= 1/p2). For our choice of parameter values,
7; < 74 < 7. Depending on where the value ofesides, the flux CV control takes
different distributions as shown in F{g. 6.

For7; < e < 7, the control distribution for downstream flux CVs is quite
similar to that for the CV ob (Figurel6B ¢ = 40) is compared with Fid.15B). This
is due to the strong negative feedback and the slow fluctuabonponents ob,.
The reaction flux/3 has been confirmed to be approximately equalid®;, S;)
with S} the slow component of fluctuations 6f (graph not shown).

Fore 2 7, the external noise becomes averaged out. Thus, the deansflux
CV becomes less sensitive to the external noise correléitier (= 1/py). That
is why the control byp, becomes weaker (see Fig. B¢ 1000)). This change
leads to the change in the sum value of control coefficientsldéavnstream-flux
CV, from~ 0to~ —1.

Fore < 7y, the internal noise becomes dominant. All the downstream-fl
CVs asymptotically followd /e(.J) with (.J) the downstream-flux mean. Therefore,
the control vector for the downstream-flux CV is completatyi-parallel with that
of (J) (Fig.[8B,e = 0.01), implying that orthogonal control is impossible.

Fore ~ 74, there is a hump in the plot of flux CV vs.. This is due to the
negative feedback, where fluctuationsSgfcan be fed back at the same time scale
without losing its control strength (see Hig. 6A).
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Conclusion

In this paper we describe extensions of metabolic contralyais into the stochas-
tic regime for general biochemical reaction networks. Weehshown that there
exist MCA-like summation theorems for stochastic sengjtimeasures for mean
values and coefficients of variation/covariation (CV/CQG®) concentrations and
reaction fluxes. The summation theorems for the reactiores$linave shown that
the sum values of control coefficients for flux CVs/CCVs depen the size of the
measurement time window)( Such dependency becomes stronger as the reaction
systems shows multi-time-scale dynamics, i.e. the tinadesseparation between
slow and fast modes becomes larger. We have provided a nedasymantify such
separation.

In terms of the stochastic sensitivity measures, we haveiged a non-local
systematic way to control mean values and CVs of conceatrstorthogonally.
We hope this method will be useful for controlling noise lsvim various reac-
tion networks such as gene regulatory networks, metabediction networks, and
protein-protein interaction networks.

Finally, we have shown that the control distribution of fluxcfluations can be
significantly different depending anwhich reflects the dynamics at different time
scales that emerge under varying values. @epending on which noise source the
flux fluctuations to control is caused by, the appropriatedain size needs to be
chosen.

This work was supported by a National Science FoundationFjN&ant in
Theoretical Biology 0827592. Preliminary studies werepsufed by funds from
NSF FIBR 0527023. The authors acknowledge useful disaussiith Hong Qian.
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(f)@y Ensemble average gf(over x)
at a stationary state

Control Parameter

Concentration

Reaction propensity function

Reaction flux

Coefficient of co-variation (CCV) betweerandj
Coefficient of variation (CV) ofj

k:ig?k‘@%%

.

Table 1; Notation
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Figure Legends

Figure[dl.

Two step cascade reaction systesh:down-regulates the reaction creatifig/(A).
The reaction rates involving; are set 100 times slower than those involvisig
S1 applies an external noise onto the (internal) systemysof Time evolution of
Sy and S, is shown (B). The region of = [100, 120] is expanded (B,bottom).
The time evolution profile ob, follows the external noise with rapidly fluctuating
internal noise (B,top). In the time scale of the order ofd does not fluctuate but
S1 fluctuates significantly, i.e., the internal noise becomamidant (B,bottom).
Js3 is measured with three different time window sizess 0.0625, 8, 1024 (C).
J3 matches withvg for e ~ 8, because the internal noise is averaged out, i.e., the
external noise is dominant in this time scale (C,middleuxRlariance ofJ; de-
creases with the time window siz¢C,D). Vg{; shows a plateau, whilg;] does not
(D) (V5 overlaps withV;7, andV/ with V4 [not shown in graph]). The stochas-
tic simulation algorithmlﬁg) was used. Parametei®;, Xo, p1,p2, 3, p4) =
(1,1,0.1,0.01,1,1).

Figure[2.

Two step cascade reaction system (Elg. 1A): The estimat&drom the simula-
tions is compared with the exact analytic result (Eq. S4)iemdsymptotic forms
corresponding te < 7(= 1/p2) ande > 7. The two asymptotic lines have slope
-1 and their vertical separation (at the log-log scale) reotied by®, the time-scale
separation measure (Eg. 5).

Figure[3.

Time-scale separation measupe(Eq.[8) is verified with numerical simulations.

. X Se . .
External noises., generated byX, =% S, 2% @, is applied onto a reac-

tion: v(s.) = ps + 7235;. The CV of the reaction flux ofi(s.) is numeri-

cally estimated by using Eq. S1 (solid line, Original). Wevénaeducedd by

perturbing one or more factors affectidgfor each case (other solid lines). We

normalizedV” such that its normalized value fer= 0.1 equals 1 for ease of

comparison. ® given by Eq[b is shown to predict the separation well (dotted

lines: log(NormalizedV”) = ® — 1 — log;,(¢)). Parameters used{, = 1 for

all the cases(pi, p2, p3, pa, Km,n) = (0.2,0.01,0, 100, 400, 2) for “Original”,

(0.2,0.01, 0, 100, 20, 1) for “9v/ds”, (0.4,0.01,0, 100,400, 2) for "A”, (0.2,0.01, 100, 100, 400, 2)
)

(
for " (v)”, and (0.4, 0.02, 0, 100, 400, 2) for “7”.
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Figure[d.

Control vectorsCp = (Cp,,Cp,,---,C,, ) for a mean concentratior(s), and
its CV, V5, are shown in arl-dimensional parameter space as respective green
and purple arrows, oriented in different directiods the angle in between). The

control vectongS is projected onto a space perpendicular:‘ffj> (turquoise blue

plane). The projected vector 0]‘1‘;5 is denoted by-A. When parameters pertur-
bations are directed alony, the CV shows a sensitive response of decrease while
mean concentration remains the same.

Figure[B.

Orthogonal control of concentration CV for a linear topglagaction system with
a negative feedback and under external noise (A). Distdbsatof (scaled) con-
trol coefficients for mean values and CVs of all species aimated by perturbing
each parameter by 5% (B) (simulation: hash and solid baesatinoise approxima-
tion [shown only forS,]: crosses). The original parameter setls,, Xs, K,,,) =
(1,1,10%), py = (p1, P2, P3, pa, P5,p6) = (0.1,0.01,2 x 10%,1,1,1). We aim to
reduce the noise level &, without changing its mean. Control vectors cf;)
andV are estimated from the linear noise approximation. Therestienated ~
164° andA ~ (0.0,0.0,—0.1,0.1,0.1, —0.1). We perturbedp, in the direction of
A by 40%, i.e.fp, = (0,0, —8x102,0.4,0.4, —0.4) and the new values of param-
etersp, are settg, +dp, = (0.1,0.01,1.2 x 10*,1.4,1.4,0.6). We repeated this
procedure twice more. The probability distribution funa of S, are shown for
the series of the perturbations (C). The fipais (0.1,0.01, 5000, 2.6, 2.6, 0.24).
Efficiencies (sin(0)|) of orthogonal controls are shown for different values oéa p
rameterpg for the other parameters fixed (D). Orthogonal control is tedfscient
around0.2 < pg < 0.6.

Figure[@.

Flux control distributions for the linear-topology reaxti system with negative
feedback (Figll5A). Flux CV of internal fluxes (A, left) sholwamps in the time
scale of the feedbacke (~ 1); correlation functions betweefi, and all inter-
nal species are shown on the riglit;, (At) = limy, 00 (Sz(to + At)S,(t0)) —
(Sz(t0))(Sy(to)). The parameter set, is used (Figl b caption.) Control distribu-
tions (control vectors) for flux CVs are significantly depentione. Fore = 0.01,
the control vector for each mean flux is anti-parallel witattfor each correspond-
ing flux CV. Fore = 40, control distribution becomes similar to the control distr
butions of CV ofS, (Fig.[3B.)
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Stochastic Control Analysis for Biochemical Reaction
Systems
(Supporting Material)

Kyung Hyuk Kim and Herbert M. Sauro

1 Time scale separation measure

We consider a reaction step with its propensity functioregityv(s. ), showing a
dependence on the external noise. If events i) do not cause large fluctuations
of its substrate concentrations, the counting processeofdhction events can be
described by a doubly-stochastic Poisson pro@s (40)pidbility P(n;€) of
having the number of events of reactiom within the time windowe is given by
Pl = 0 3 P({se)DN (e ™0,
{se(®)}

whereP({s.(t)}) is the probability of having a trajectory ¢§.(¢)} for the region
t €[0,¢], andN(e) = [; dt v(se(t)). The CV of its flux is given byl (40)

v/ =

1 Variance N (¢))
) (1+ ) ) (®)

where
Variancé N (¢)) = /0e dty /OE dta (v (se(t1))0v(se(t2))),

with dv(se) = v(se) — (v(Se))s. -

Fore < 7, Variancg N (¢)) can be simplified as

Variancé N (e)) =~ 62< [6v(se(t))] 2>.

Thus, we obtain

VI~

1 < Variancdv(s.))

) + € ) >, for e < 7. 9)

Fore > 7, Variancé N (¢)) is simplified as

Variancé N (¢)) :2/ dtl/ dt' Ga(s (1),
0 0
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whereG, (t') denotes an autocorrelation function defined &y(to +¢')dv(to))s, -
This can be further simplified e A’, with A" = [ dt' G5, (t'). A’ is the area
underneath the autocorrelation function. Thus, we obtain

| 2/
ijm(ler), for > 7 (10)

If the fluctuations ins. is mostly confined to the linear region ofs.), then

dv(se) == ads, With a = ag(ss) |s=(s.)- Thus, we obtain two different asymptotic

forms of the flux CV fore < 7 ande > 7, respectively:

v — €<b> [1%(55@)2%3&38)], for e < T, (11)
and
VJ:$[1+2(§:6)2%}, for e 7, (12)

whereA = [° dt'Gs,, (') is the area underneath of the autocorrelation function
of the concentration of the external species,

The time scale separation measure is defined as the veristahce between
the two asymptotic linear lines for the log-log plot of flux G%. ¢ corresponding
to ¢ — 0 andoo. The measure is obtained from Eql(11) dnd (12):

ov\2 A
o =1 ﬁ 20—)——]
st ox/ (J)

For the two-step reaction process as shown in Fig.1A, we bgairothe fol-

lowing exact result from Ed.I8) without any approximation:

1 N 2 x—14eX
(J3) (1) X2 ’

wherey = poe. The second term converges @2 for y < 1 and vanishes as
1/x for x > 1. While control parameters are fixed, we vary the value (fee
Fig.2). Vi =~ 1/e(J3) for e < 1/py. As e increases, the flux variance reaches a
plateau region followingl /e(J3) + 1/(S1). Ase > 1/py, it follows (1/(.J3) +
2/(S1)p2)/e. The time scale separation measure for this system is esqutes

2<J3>]
(Ji)y I

The measure increases with the internal flux) and the time scale separation
becomes larger as the internal dynamics becomes faster.

Vis = (13)

@zlog[H
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Figure 7: Flux covariances of different pairs of reactianfe two step cascade re-
action system Fig.1A. Paramete(s(;, X2, p1,p2,p3,p4) = (1,1,0.1,0.01,1, 1).

2 Coefficients of covariance of fluxes vs

In this section, we will investigate how the sum value of Bfjdhanges witla for
the coefficients of covariation(CCV) between two differokes by investigating
the slope of the log-log plot of flux CCV vse. For ease of presentation, we
will consider covariances of fluxes rather than the coeffitsieof covariation. A
covariance between two different fluxes is defined as

o) = <(Ji — (1) (5 = (Jj>)> = (JiJj) — {J){Js),

where the ensemble averageis performed over the stationary states obtained by
independent runs of stochastic simulations.

Consider a two-step cascade reaction system as shown iiAFEirst, we will
investigate how the flux covariance behaves in the limit-ef 0. Flux covariances
show different asymptotic behaviors in the limitoof-> 0 depending on the differ-
ent pairs of fluxes (see Hig.7). We will explain the mechasishat generate the
different behaviors.

First, we investigate the flux covariance betwegnand J>. If we assume
that J; and .J, become independent in the limit of — 0, the covariancery,
vanishes. This, however, is not what we observed by sinomatilrhis indicates
that there is a correlation between them. The correlatiguésto the fact that one
reaction ofv; will increasesS; by one, resulting in the increase @f and affecting
the proabability that the reactiam will occur. We take into account thisausal
correlation to estiamte the flux covariance. For a suffityesrinall value ofe, the
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Figure 8: Flux covariance of two reactions andwv, in the two step cascade reac-
tion system Fig.1A. ParametersXy, X, p1,p2,p3,p4) = (1,1,0.1,0.01,1, 1).

dominant contributions to the flux covariance come from tases: first, reactions

of v1 andvy occur once for each within the time intervalwith the reaction first

and then the reaction,, and second, each reaction occurs in the opposite order.
The contribution of the first case to the estimation(df.J;) is, for sufficiently
smalle,

© e S+ 1
iz/ dt/ dt’vlvg(Sl—i—l)Ps(Sl,Sg):M.
€ Jo t

2
The contribution of the second case is
(v1v2(51))
—
Thus, we obtain the covariance:
v1v9(S1 + 1) + viva(S
ol ~ (v1v2(S1+1) + v1v2(S1)) (o) (va).

2
Sincev; is constant{; = p1) andwvy, = p2S7, we obtain

1 1
Oy = Jup2 = §p1X1p2-

We have verified this result with the simulation data as shiowfig.[8.
The flux covariance betweey, and.Js in the limit of ¢ — 0 can be also
estimated in the same way as above:

1 1

o SU1P3 = §p1X1p3-
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Figure 9: Flux covariance of two reactions andvs in the two step cascade reac-
tion system Fig.1A. ParametersXy, X, p1,p2,p3,p4) = (1,1,0.1,0.01,1, 1).

The covariance is estimated at 0.05 (se€Fig.9).

oi, converges to O linearly witk ase — 0. This is because an event of
reactionv; does not make any change in the numbesofThe only way to make
a correlation betweer; and.Jy is through an event of reactiary. By taking into
account such indirect effects, the contributionf@./;) becomes

;2 / dt / i’ / At v10s(S1 + 1)v4(Ss + 1) P(S1, Sa)
0 t t

= %p1p3p4<(51 + 1)(52 + 1)>6.

Since the non-zero effect @y, comes from the three-event correlation, we obtain

1

ofy = GPIP3PAE,

and this result is verified with the simulation data as shawig.[10.

The covariance betweeh and.J; shows a plateau region for the small value of
e < 1 and this occurance is due to the fact thiaand./; are causally correlated and
also that they share a common source of nadjdeJs;) are estimated by considering
two cases of event sequences: one event afomes first and then, later, and
these events occur in the opposite order. By taking intowtdooth the cases, we
can estimate.J,.J;) as

(Jads) = 5 ealsi)s(s1 = 1) + 3 (os(s0)ealsn),

DO =
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Figure 10: Flux covariance of two reactionsandwv, in the two step cascade re-
action system Fig.1A. Paramete(s(;, X2, p1,p2,p3,p4) = (1,1,0.1,0.01,1, 1).

where the first term represents the case that an event ofaeastoccurs first,
resulting in the decrease it by one, and then an event of reactionoccurs.
The second term is for the other case that the reactions otthe opposite order.
Therefore, we obtain the flux covariance:

1
095 =~ pop3 |05y — §<51>]-

The first term on the left hand side is due to the common souroeise, in this
caseS1, and the second due to the causal correlation. The abovesstpn can be
further simplified tQJ'élg ~ %p2p3<51>. The height of the plateau is well estimated
at0.05 (graph is not shown).

The covariance between, and.J, also shows a plateau region for the small
value ofe < 1, and the height of the plateau can be estimated by

03y = (v2(S1)v4(S2)) — (v2)(va) = papaciy.

This estimates the plateau height well (graph is not showime reason for the
occurance of the plateau region is thiatand.J, have a common source of noise,
resulting in the flux covariance: E.g., an event of reactipnan be correlated with
that of reactiorv, by events of reaction; that has occurred previously.

o4, can be estimated by following the simliar estimation pracedo the one
for o3

1
oY) = p3pa [of, + §<51>}
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Figure 11: Flux covariance of two reactiong andv, in the two step cascade re-
action system Fig.1A. Paramete(s(;, X2, p1,p2,p3,p4) = (1,1,0.1,0.01,1, 1).

The first term is due to the noise propagation from commoncesuof noise and
the second due to the causal correlation. The flux covarigrestimated at 15 (see
Fig[11).

Finally, for the intermediate and large valuefi.e., e = 50, four different
covariance quantities match with one anothef, o4;, 03, ofy; J1 ~ Jo and
Jg ~ J4.

In summary, the sum value of the flux CV summation theorem migp®n
which reaction pairs to choose as well as the value dthe asymptotic forms of
flux CCVs in the limit ofe — 0 are independent af i.e., plateau regions appear,
if (1) the two reaction steps are affected by the noise pratgagfrom common
sources or (2) they are directly connected such that ondoaasvent leads to the
direct change in the probability that the other reactioruogc

3 Estimation of control coefficients for concentration CVs
from the Lyapunov equation

In this section, we will show how we estimate control coedints for concentration
CV based on the linear noise approximation. Let us define henatical notation:
The matrix componenti, j) of g—g is ggf. (;% denotes the change in the system
variablez from one stationary state to ‘another due to a parameterrpatiton of
pi — pi + 0p;-

Consider an infinitesimal perturbation in the control pagters denoted by.
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The Lyapunov equation Eq.[ﬂ4E|42) is invariant because@nsider stationary
state perturbations:
§(Jo+o'JT + D)=0.

We obtain .
) ) oJ oJ 0D
JZ g7 ey +

= 14
opi  Op; op; 7 op; 0 (14)

opi B

where we have usedt = o’ anddo /§p; means the change in the concentration
covariance matrix due to the changepinand it is defined as an unscaled control
coefficient of the concentration covariance matesix,This unscaled control coeffi-
cient will be estimated first and then the scaled controlfegent of concentration
CV will be obtained later.

To solve the above equation féw /dp;, we need to express/ /dp; andd D /op;
in terms of concentrations andp. §J (s, p)/dp; can be expressed as follows:

0J(s,p) OJ OJ Os

op;  Op;  0s Op;

By performing the similar procedure fdp, D /jp; can be expressed as:

6D(s,p) _ 0D 0D 9s
op;  Opi  Os Op;’

By substituting the above two expressions in [Ed.(14), thecaled control coef-
ficients for a concentration covariance matrxr(dp;) can be numerically esti-
mated.

Next, we need to obtain the control coefficients for conegittn CV/CCV
instead of concentration variance/covariance. The cdrat@n CV is defined as
V. = ojk/sjsk- The unscaled control coefficients for the concentrationdan
be obtained:

Vi 1 0o Ojk 08; Ok 05k

(15)

6pi  SjSk Op; S?Sk opi  sjsy, Opi’

whereds;/dp; is an unscaled control coefficient for mean concentratiorin this
section, we have obtained the mathematical forms of cowwefficients, under
the assumption of the linear noise approximation. At thigrapimation level,
the mean concentration dynamics are described by the datstimrate laws, by
neglecting the contributions of all concentration covacis and higher moments
. Thus, we can express the unscaled concentrationotaogfficients as in the

deterministic case: 5
S
— =-J 'Np—,
op; Op;
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where N i is a reduced stoichiometry matri[t44). By substitutinghbtitis ex-
pression fovs/ép; and the numerical estimate &b /p; in Eq.(18), the unscaled
control coefficients for the concentration CV/CCV can bénested.

Finally, we convert the unscaled control coefficient to destaersion by using:

V_jsk _ Di 0 jSkJ
P Vi Opi

We provide a MATHEMATICA file for this estimation in the Suppimg MATH-
EMATICA file.
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