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Abstract

Apoptosis is a highly regulated cell death mechanism involved in many physiological processes. One
of the key components of extrinsically activated apoptosis is the death receptor Fas, which, on binding
to its cognate ligand, oligomerize to form the death-inducing signaling complex, a pivotal trigger of
apoptosis. Motivated by recent experimental data demonstrating the capacity of Fas to self-stabilize
in their signaling forms, we propose a mathematical model of death ligand-receptor interaction that
exhibits hysteresis. This provides an upstream mechanism for bistability in apoptosis, which is seen to
be a consequence of biologically observed receptor trimerization. We analyze the bistability thresholds
of the model, which furthermore possesses robustness of bistability, and provide a model assessment
criterion using tools from algebraic geometry. Our results strongly suggest a role for Fas and other death
receptors in generating robust threshold switching between coherent life and death states. Discussion
includes an analogy with ferromagnetism and the generalization of self-stabilization to other apoptotic
complexes such as the apoptosome.
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Introduction

Apoptosis is a coordinated cell death program employed by multicellular organisms that plays a central role
in many physiological processes. Normal function of apoptosis is critical for development, tissue homeostasis,
cell termination, and immune response, and its disruption is associated with pathological conditions such as
developmental defects, neurodegenerative disorders, autoimmune disorders, and tumorigenesis (Fulda and
Debatin, 2006; Kerr et al., 1972; Meier et al., 2000; Raff, 1998; Taylor et al., 2008; Thompson, 1995; Wyllie
et al., 1980). Due to its fundamental importance, apoptosis has been the subject of intense active research,
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and much has been learned of the biochemical pathways involved. Indeed, the maturity of the field has,
in recent years, enabled the proliferation of mathematical models, both mechanistic and integrative, which
have, in aggregate, contributed significantly to the theoretical analysis and understanding of the underlying
molecular interactions (Albeck et al., 2008a,b; Bagci et al., 2006; Cui et al., 2008; Eißing et al., 2005, 2004;
Fussenegger et al., 2000; Harrington et al., 2008; Hua et al., 2005, 2006; Janes et al., 2005; Lai and Jackson,
2004; Legewie et al., 2006; Nakabayashi and Sasaki, 2006; Okazaki et al., 2008; Rangamani and Sirovich,
2007; Ryu et al., 2008; Stucki and Simon, 2005). The current work takes a similarly mathematical approach
and hence inherits from this legacy.

There are two main pathways of apoptotic activation: the extrinsic (receptor-mediated) pathway and the
intrinsic (mitochondrial) pathway, both of which are highly regulated (Budihardjo et al., 1999; Danial and
Korsmeyer, 2004). In this study, we focus on the core machinery of the extrinsic pathway, which is initiated
upon detection of an extracellular death signal, e.g., FasL, a homotrimeric ligand that binds to its cognate
death receptor, Fas, in a 1:3 ratio. This clusters the intracellular receptor death domains and promotes
the ligation of FADD, forming the death-inducing signaling complex (DISC) (Ashkenazi and Dixit, 1998;
Peter and Krammer, 1998, 2003). The DISC recruits initiator caspase zymogens, e.g., procaspase-8, through
death effector domain interactions, and catalyzes their activation to, e.g., caspase-8. Initiator caspases then
activate effector caspases, e.g., procaspase-3/caspase-3, which ultimately execute cell death by direct cleavage
of cellular targets (Nicholson, 1999; Nicholson and Thornberry, 1997; Nuñez et al., 1998; Thornberry and
Lazebnik, 1998).

Apoptosis is typically thought of as a bistable system, ideally irreversible bistable, with attracting life
and death states, and a sharp all-or-none switch in between. This bistability is important for conferring
biological robustness (Kitano, 2004). Consequently, researchers have used computational models to identify
and study potential sources of bistability in apoptosis, including positive caspase feedback (Eißing et al.,
2004), inhibition of DISC by cFLIP (Bentele et al., 2004), cooperativity in apoptosome formation (Bagci
et al., 2006), double-negative caspase feedback through XIAP (Legewie et al., 2006), and double-negative
feedback in Bcl-2 protein interactions (Cui et al., 2008). In this work, we propose that bistability may be
induced upstream by the death receptors themselves.

The current model of death ligand-receptor dynamics supposes that FasL recruits Fas independently
at each of three binding sites, thereby producing a steady-state DISC concentration that varies smoothly
with the input ligand concentration (Harrington et al., 2008; Lai and Jackson, 2004). However, recent
structural data by Scott et al. (2009) suggests a different view. Briefly, Fas was found to exist in both closed
and open forms, only the latter of which allows FADD binding and hence transduction of the apoptotic
signal. Moreover, open Fas were shown to be capable of self-stabilization through stem helix and globular
interactions. This immediately affords a mechanism for bistability, much akin to the celebrated Ising model
in ferromagnetism (Ising, 1925), in which open Fas, disfavored relative to their native closed forms, are
able to sustain their conformations even after removal of the initial stimulus promoting receptor opening,
past a certain critical density of open Fas. This induces hysteretic behavior in the concentration of active,
signaling receptors and therefore in apoptosis. The Fas trimer hysteron model is a mathematical formulation
of this idea, which furthermore provides a possible rationale for the observed 1:3 binding stoichiometry. The
essential interpretation is that FasL acts as a clustering platform for Fas (Figure 1A), which then establish
contacts through pairwise and higher-order interactions to form units capable of hysteresis, i.e., hysterons.

Results

Model formulation and bistability

The bistable character of the hysteron model is contingent on the necessity of receptor clustering by FasL for
high-order Fas interactions. Thus, we proceeded first with a simple estimate of Fas density in the membrane.
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Figure 1 The Fas trimer hysteron model. All parameters were set at baseline values (Table I) unless otherwise stated. (A)
The transmembrane death receptor Fas natively adopts a closed conformation, but can open to allow the binding of FADD,
an adaptor molecule that facilitates apoptotic signal transduction. Open Fas can self-stabilize via stem helix and globular
interactions, which may be enhanced by receptor clustering through association with the ligand FasL. (B) Process diagram
(SBGN PD L1) of the hysteron model with n = 3 (Box 1). Fas exists in three forms: closed; open, unstable; and open,
stable. Green entities are capable of ligand-independent processes, where we have marked ligand-induced receptor opening
as uncertain; blue, ligand-catalyzed processes of molecularity two; and red, ligand-necessary processes of molecularity three.
(C) Variational effects of model parameters on the steady-state signaling Fas fraction ζ∞ as a function of the scaled FasL
concentration λ. Full and dashed lines indicate stable and unstable steady states, respectively. Bistability requires n ≥ 3
(n = 3 for receptor trimerization). (D) Time courses at baseline parameters for λ fixed within the bistable regime and
variable ζ0, the initial signaling Fas fraction (top); and fixed ζ0 and variable λ (bottom).
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Table I Baseline nondimensional parameter values for the hysteron, crosslinking, and caspase models.

Model Parameter Value

hysteron

n 3
α 500
β 1
γ 5
δ 0.01
θ 0

crosslinking κ 0.1

caspase

πφ 10
πψ 10
πδ 1
σ 0.1

Previous models incorporating ligand-receptor dynamics have all used Fas concentrations on the order of 10–
100 nM (Albeck et al., 2008a,b; Bentele et al., 2004; Harrington et al., 2008; Hua et al., 2005; Okazaki et al.,
2008), so conservatively taking an estimate of 100 nM gives an areal density of ∼ 10−4 molecules/nm2. We
hence found that receptors are sparsely distributed, with only about one Fas molecule in the area accessible
around each receptor, assuming a characteristic size of 100 nm. High-order Fas interactions (i.e., termolecular
and above) in the absence of FasL were therefore neglected.

The model includes constitutive receptor opening and closing, pairwise open Fas stabilization, higher-
order open Fas stabilization enabled by FasL, and ligand-induced receptor opening (Figure 1B). For simplic-
ity, mass action was used to describe the chemical kinetics. The resulting model has three receptor species,
five reaction forms, and, at steady state, is characterized by seven nondimensional parameters (Box 1). The
steady state is given by solving a polynomial equation of degree n, denoting the number of receptors that each
ligand can coordinate, which, significantly, admits bistability only if n ≥ 3. In the context of this model, the
biologically observed value of n = 3 thus demonstrates the lowest-order complexity required for bistability.
The model was shown to indeed exhibit bistability (Figure 1C and D) for reasonable parameter choices (see
Table I). Notably, the bistability is reversible, as the governing polynomial reduces to a quadratic in the
absence of ligand; alternatively, from a dynamical systems perspective, the steady-state structure undergoes
a saddle-node bifurcation as FasL is decreased.

For the remainder of this study, we restricted to the biological case of n = 3. Moreover, intuition suggests
that ligand-induced receptor opening is not crucial for bistability, hence for simplicity, we further set θ = 0,
with the understanding that the error so incurred is only cursory at this level and thus unlikely to change
the essential character of the following results.

Bistability thresholds and robustness

Having established the capacity of the model for bistability, we then sought to study its defining features
in more detail by using a combination of analytical and numerical tools. In particular, we focused on the
activation and deactivation thresholds λ±, respectively, that define the bistable regime; these are the points
at which the steady state switches discontinuously from one branch to the other, and are given by the
values of λ at which the hysteresis curve turns, i.e., at ∂λ/∂ζ∞ = 0 (Figure 2A). These critical values of λ
imply a polynomial equation in ζ∞ of order four, which, through an asymptotic analysis with α = O(1/ε),
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Figure 2 Bistability thresholds and robustness. (A) Definition of the activation and deactivation thresholds λ±, which
bound the bistable regime of the model. (B) Parameter and threshold variation for N = 103 samples (Dataset 1), where
the parameters α, β, γ, and δ were drawn independently from log-normal distributions with scaled standard deviation
χ = 0.25 about baseline median values (Table I). Parameters are expressed relative to their baseline values, and thresholds
relative to their values at baseline parameters. Scatter plots reveal relationships between the parameters and their induced
thresholds (green, linear regressions), and marginal probability distributions (top, parameters; side, thresholds) characterize
the total variation of each quantity. For both visualizations, blue corresponds to samples with bistability, and red to
those without. (C) Threshold variation with the intrinsic deactivation strength ∆ (data and visualization as in B). (D)
Robustness of bistability. Data were generated over 0 ≤ χ ≤ 10 (N samples each; protocol as in B), and the fraction of
bistable samples recorded (Dataset 2). The bistable proportion remains substantial at ≈ 0.5 even under extreme variation.
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β, γ = O(1), and δ = O(ε) for ε� 1, we showed to have at most two nonnegative roots, namely

ζ+ ∼
√

2∆
α [γ (∆− 1)−∆]

, (1)

ζ− ∼
√

∆Θ
γ
− (∆− 1) , (2)

where

∆ =
αδ

β
, (3)

Θ = γ (∆− 1)− 1, (4)

with the consistency requirement that ζ+ = O(
√
ε) and ζ− = O(1) (Supplementary Note 1). These corre-

spond to

λ+ ∼ β (∆− 1) , (5)

λ− ∼
β

γ∆ + Θ− 2
√
γ∆Θ

, (6)

respectively, which are both of O(1). This fully characterizes the bistability in the asymptotic limit (Supple-
mentary Figure 1). Note that α and δ only enter these expressions together through ∆; this likely explains
their similar variational effects (Figure 1C).

The asymptotic forms of the thresholds reveal their critical dependence on ∆, the relative intrinsic
deactivation strength. In particular, provided that γ > 1, all thresholds are real and nonnegative if

∆ > ∆∗ ≡ max
{

γ

γ − 1
,
γ + 1
γ

}
> 1. (7)

We hence assumed that γ > 1, which quantifies the intuition that ligand-enabled higher-order receptor
cluster-stabilization is favored over the corresponding pairwise stabilization, as due to, e.g., aggregate globular
interactions. Thus, given the well-ordering of the ζ±, the asymptotic bistability condition is ∆ > ∆∗.
Robustness of bistability is therefore immediate if ∆� ∆∗ at baseline values; in this regime, we expect the
model to retain sharp switching behavior, and hence a robust distinction between coherent life and death
states, over a wide operating range.

To study the bistability thresholds in general, we turned to numerical computation. Parameters were
drawn independently from log-normal distributions with scaled standard deviations of χ = 0.25 relative to
baseline median values (Table I and Supplementary Table II; Dataset 1). The resulting thresholds are not
particularly robust, exhibiting variations of χ(λ±) ≈ 0.5. However, robustness to specific parameters was
observed, notably both λ± to β, and λ+ additionally to γ (Figure 2B and Supplementary Table III).

Almost 99% of parameter sets were bistable, despite significant variation in the parameters and corre-
sponding thresholds. Thus, the model exhibits robustness of bistability. While none of the natural system
parameters provided effective discrimination for bistability, consistent with the analysis, we found that the
simplified condition ∆ > 1 accurately characterizes the data, correctly classifying over 98% of parameter sets
(Figure 2C). Our baseline parameters give ∆ = 5, so the expected robustness is substantial, as observed. A
simple argument further suggests that, given γ > 1, this robustness asymptotes toward 50% bistability as
χ → ∞ (Supplementary Table IV). Parameters sampled widely over 0 ≤ χ ≤ 10 support this (Figure 2D
and Dataset 2).
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Figure 3 Cell-level analysis using relay hysterons. (A) Digital abstraction as a relay hysteron, defined as either active
or inactive, corresponding to high or low Fas signaling, respectively (thick black lines). State switching occurs according
to the activation and deactivation thresholds (red and blue arrows, respectively) and the local FasL concentration. (B)
Schematic diagram of the Preisach model. The activities of an ensemble of independent relay hysterons are summed to
give the total output activity; in our case, due to normalization, the total activity is an average. (C) and (D) Cell analysis
using Preisach averaging on relay hysterons defined on the threshold variation data (Dataset 1). (C) Hysteresis curve of
cell activity ζcell. (D) Distribution of thresholds on the Preisach plane (green); coloring as in Figure 2B and C, where
additionally, the thresholds at baseline parameters (Table I) are shown in yellow.

Cell-level analysis using relay hysterons

The model thus far has been formulated based on constant parameters. At the level of the cell, however, this is
unlikely to be true due to local inhomogeneities, e.g., variations in receptor concentration, lipid composition,
and other membrane factors, as well as to stochasticity at low molecule numbers (see Supplementary Note 3).
These issues may be treated simultaneously by applying the model locally within some membrane patch—
i.e., by dividing the cell into individual hysteretic units—and positing the cell as an array of such hysterons,
each with parameters drawn randomly from an appropriate distribution. For ease of analysis, we further
applied a digital abstraction, whereby each hysteron is either active or inactive, depending on the local ligand
concentration and its activation and deactivation thresholds. More precisely, the abstracted activity of a
given hysteron is

ζ̂ =





0, λ ≤ λ−,
1, λ ≥ λ+,

ζ̂0, λ− < λ < λ+,

(8)

where ζ̂0 is its previous activity level and hence accounts for its memory (Figure 3A).
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Thus, the cell is viewed as a set of relay hysterons connected in parallel, whose sum activity gives the
total (normalized) cell response

ζcell =
1
N

N∑

i=1

ζ̂i, (9)

where ζ̂i is the activity of hysteron i (Figure 3B). Observe that this is simply the classical Preisach model
(Preisach, 1935), which has enjoyed remarkable success in describing magnetic hysteresis (Barker et al.,
1983).

We used the data previously generated at χ = 0.25 (Dataset 1) to trace out a cell-level hysteresis curve
under the assumption of a uniform ligand distribution (Figure 3C). Clearly, this is a smoothing operator,
averaging over the sudden shifts associated with each hysteron. Indeed, this idea has been applied previously
to explain experimentally measured population-level data: by summing over individual hysteretic cells, sharp
thresholds are smeared out, producing a smooth, graded population response (Eißing et al., 2004). Note,
though, that the current analysis predicts a graded response at the cell level; whether this is true remains
as yet beyond the reach of experiment. Moreover, the lack of a sharp switch from low to high Fas signaling
does not necessarily imply the same at the level of the caspases which ultimately govern cell death, as
downstream components may possess switching dynamics (see, e.g., Bagci et al., 2006; Bentele et al., 2004;
Cui et al., 2008; Eißing et al., 2004; Legewie et al., 2006). In principle, the bistability thresholds may be
distributed randomly on the Preisach plane, but we in fact observed a strong linear dependence between the
λ± (r > 0.95; Figure 3D). This suggests an intrinsic ordering of the thresholds that promotes bistability and
hence robustness.

Comparison with the crosslinking model

The prevailing model of ligand-receptor interaction in apoptosis is based on a crosslinking formulation,
whereby FasL recruits Fas independently at each of three binding sites. As a representative of such models,
we analyzed a variant of that by Lai and Jackson (2004), as introduced in Harrington et al. (2008); other
formulations include Hua et al. (2005) and, for more simplified versions, see Albeck et al. (2008a,b); Bentele
et al. (2004); Fussenegger et al. (2000).

The crosslinking model describes reversible binding at each site and admits only one steady state (Box
2 and Figure 4A).

In analogy with the hysteron model, we used

ζ ≡ γ1 + 2γ2 + 3γ3 = 1− ρ (10)

as a measure of the signaling Fas fraction (Figure 4B). Clearly, the crosslinking model cannot be bistable, in
contrast to the hysteron model. In principle, therefore, this provides a ready criterion for model discrimina-
tion, assuming that the ligand-receptor dynamics can be isolated. Alternatively, if this level of experimental
control cannot be exercised, we provide also a discrimination test based on steady-state invariants derived
using tools from algebraic geometry, following Manrai and Gunawardena (2008). The basic idea is that dy-
namics resulting from mass action chemical kinetics are polynomial equations in the species concentrations;
consequently, their steady states describe algebraic curves, whose intersection—describing the steady states
of the system—is an algebraic variety that can be studied using algebraic geometry.

Our primary tool is the Gröbner basis, which we used to compute steady-state invariants of each model,
i.e., polynomials in the species concentrations that vanish at steady state (Box 3), with respect to the
observables λ0, the total FasL concentration, presumably a controlled experimental input; and ζ, the active
Fas concentration, which may be measured, for example, by using FADD binding as an indicator. The
identification of experimental observables is important as concentrations that cannot be measured must, in
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Figure 4 Comparison with the crosslinking model. (A) Process diagram (SBGN PD L1) of the crosslinking model (Box
2). (B) Variation of the steady-state signaling Fas fraction ζ∞ with respect to the model parameter κ. (C) Minimization
errors ε of the steady-state invariants ωH and ωC for the hysteron and crosslinking models, respectively (Box 3), over data
generated from each model (Datasets 3 and 4) using nonnegative least squares (see Materials and methods for details).
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principle, remain unknown and hence be eliminated from any experimentally relevant invariant. Gröbner
bases readily allow such elimination to be performed. With each system expressed in terms of λ0 and ζ,
and all other variables eliminated, the resulting steady-state invariants ωH and ωC for the hysteron and
crosslinking models, respectively, are polynomials of the form

∑
i,j cijλ

i
0ζ
j (Supplementary Note 4).

We may use these invariants for model discrimination by comparing the errors εH = |ωH| and εC = |ωC|
for the hysteron and crosslinking models, respectively, given experimental data (λ0, ζ∞). If the model
parameters are unknown, then we may minimize εH and εC over the space of respective parameters and
compare their optimal values. As a demonstration that such discrimination is feasible, we generated sample
steady-state concentrations from each model (Datasets 3 and 4) and minimized the data with respect to each
invariant. The problem is highly nonlinear, so to improve the optimization, we considered each term λi0ζ

j as
an independent variable, thus effectively linearizing the problem with respect to the associated coefficients
cij . We further constrained the cij and hence, by relabeling, cast the minimization as a nonnegative least
squares problem, which can solved exactly in that the error achieved is a global minimum (Lawson and
Hanson, 1995). The results show that the errors are small if the models underlying the data generation and
the invariant minimization are the same, and large otherwise (Figure 4C). This is precisely the condition
necessary for effective model discrimination.

Feedforward caspase bistability

Bistability is often taken as a required property of apoptosis, under the intuitive reasoning that a cell must
possess both stable life and death states. One common way of achieving bistability is by using positive feed-
back; in fact, positive feedback between caspases-8 and -3, e.g., through caspase-6 (Cowling and Downward,
2002; Slee et al., 1999), has been shown to mediate bistability in the extrinsic pathway (Eißing et al., 2004).
However, whether this feedback is relevant appears controversial, due, first, to its omission in several recent
models (Bentele et al., 2004; Hua et al., 2005; Okazaki et al., 2008); and second, to the prediction that it does
not contribute significantly to the qualitative dynamics of the system (Albeck et al., 2008b). While numerous
apoptotic processes generating bistability have been identified in the intrinsic pathway (Bagci et al., 2006;
Cui et al., 2008; Legewie et al., 2006), such mechanisms operating independently of caspase feedback in the
extrinsic pathway are scarce, including, so far, only direct inhibition of DISC by cFLIP (Bentele et al., 2004).
It is immediate, however, that the proposed hysteron model offers another solution by moving the burden
of bistability from the caspases to the upstream death receptors; the model therefore provides a welcome
resolution to the problem of bistability in feedforward extrinsic caspase networks.

To demonstrate this, we constructed a rudimentary feedforward model of caspase activation capturing
only the most basic interactions, particularly the activation of caspase-3 by caspase-8, which itself is activated
by DISC (Figure 5A).

Significantly, the model has only one steady state, so in the absence of bistability at the DISC, hysteresis
is clearly not possible (Box 4 and Figure 5B). To probe this directly, we coupled the model to the upstream
hysteron and crosslinking models by using active Fas as a functional surrogate for DISC (Figure 5C). The
results confirm that only the hysteron-caspase model achieves hysteresis (Figure 5D). The hysteron model
thus provides a possible mechanism for extrinsic apoptosis to function as a bistable switch even in cells with
nonexistent or weak caspase feedback.

Discussion

Summary and biological significance

In this work, we have presented a model of death ligand-receptor interaction incorporating recent experi-
mental findings (Scott et al., 2009) that demonstrates its capacity for bistability in extrinsic apoptosis. The
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Figure 5 Feedforward caspase bistability. All parameters were set at baseline values (Table I) unless otherwise stated.
(A) Process diagram (SBGN PD L1) of the feedforward caspase model (Box 4). Caspases-8 and -3 represent all initiator
and effector caspases, respectively, and can each be active (orange) or inactive (green; procaspases-8 and -3, respectively).
The system input is a death signal (purple; e.g., DISC or active Fas) and its output, the degree of apoptotic activation
(red, taken as the caspase-3 concentration). (B) Variation of the steady-state caspase-3 concentration ψ∗∞ with respect to
the model parameters as a function of the scaled apoptotic signal ζ. (C) Systems diagram of Fas-caspase coupling. The
apoptotic signal generated by the Fas module (e.g., hysteron or crosslinking) is used as input to the downstream caspase
module. (D) Hysteresis curves of caspase-coupled models using either the hysteron (left) or crosslinking (right) models
for the Fas subsystem. Flow of information as in C. In the absence of caspase feedback, only the hysteron model provides
a mechanism for bistability.
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Fas trimer hysteron model is a mathematical formulation of the observation that Fas can aggregate and
self-stabilize in their active signaling forms; in this interpretation, FasL provides a clustering platform for
Fas, promoting receptor activation and hence apoptosis by enabling proximity-induced receptor interactions.
Although the precise mechanism by which this may occur is unclear—it is necessary only that we have
captured its basic qualitative behavior—the model strongly suggests a role for Fas in generating apoptotic
hysteresis, which is essential for the maintenance of an unambiguous transition between robust life and death
states. Significantly, the model predicts that bistability is a consequence of receptor trimerization, which
hence provides an explanation for the homotrimeric character of FasL.

The hysteron model thus implies an additional all-or-none switch in apoptosis, supplementing those that
have been studied previously (Bagci et al., 2006; Bentele et al., 2004; Cui et al., 2008; Eißing et al., 2004;
Legewie et al., 2006). Critically, the proposed mechanism is triggered upstream at the very death receptors
that initially detect the death signal encoded by FasL; therefore, this switch is apical in that it precedes and
hence provides context for all other switches in the system. Consequently, it thus operates independently of
all intracellular components and so offers a general mechanism for bistability, even in cell lines deficient in, for
example, caspase feedback (see Albeck et al., 2008b). As the signal received by all downstream components
is hence convolved with the signature of Fas activation, we highlight the importance of understanding the
mechanism and kinetics of death ligand-receptor interaction. More generally, this provides encouragment for
further research into the formation of the DISC, which, in this view, may be considered the macromolecular
aggregates of active Fas.

We remark that the hysteron model does not restrict only to Fas, but may apply also to related death
receptors such as those in the tumor necrosis factor receptor (TNFR) family, provided that they similarly
possesses an active form which is capable of aggregate self-stabilization.

Model assumptions and analysis

In formulating the hysteron model, we have sought to emphasize simplicity and tractability, though often
at the expense of biological realism. For instance, it is more appropriate to use Michaelis-Menten kinetics
with generalized loads for all ligand-dependent reactions; however, it is clear that this should not change the
essential character of the model as no new physical steady state can be introduced. Although the emergence
of a new phenotype in which apoptosis cannot occur due to saturation of reaction rates is possible, this is
not of practical novelty as, within the biological regime λ ∼ 1 of interest, it is essentially equivalent to a
mass-action hysteron with activation threshold λ+ � 1.

The model invokes the assumption that higher-order Fas interactions are not permitted in the absence of
FasL. This is a strong statement and should be replaced by the requirement only that any such interaction,
characterized by the analogous parameter γ̃, is weak, i.e., γ̃ � 1. But clearly this relaxation poses no
difficulty, since by rescaling we see that this modification has an effect only if γ̃ ∼ γλ+ = O(1). In particular,
this also shows that irreversible bistability cannot be achieved in this way.

Although we have assumed monomeric Fas, the model is not strictly incompatible with pre-ligand receptor
assembly, in which Fas dimerizes or trimerizes prior to ligand exposure (Chan, 2007; Chan et al., 2000; Siegel
et al., 2000). Indeed, it is necessary only that pre-associated Fas be inactive with respect to signaling
via FADD binding, and furthermore be incapable of ligand-independent cluster-activation. We may then
essentially apply our model locally to the region about each pre-assembled receptor complex, with the
result that bistability is yet achieved. The interpretation now is that FasL acts on pre-associated Fas to
induce a structural shift from a metastable pre-assembled conformation to a preferred state of aggregate
activation. Notably, conformational change of the pre-assembled complex upon ligand binding has been
confirmed experimentally (Chan et al., 2001); this is furthermore consistent with the finding that receptor
pre-assembly promotes sensitivity to apoptosis, presumably by increasing the local receptor concentration
(Muppidi and Siegel, 2004).
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We have presently only considered the asymptotic limit α� 1 and δ � 1. In the event that this does not
reflect reality, however, our analysis should be viewed only as a representative application of asymptotics in
general, which, in this particular case, revealed the criticality of the derived parameter ∆, whose importance
would likely have eluded standard numerical sensitivity tests operating on the explicit system parameters.
The value of such mathematical treatment is thus apparent. Moreover, we note that asymptotic analysis is
an effective tool for biology in general, particularly for model reduction, as biological systems often contain
multiple timescales that separate naturally.

Tools for model selection

A primary goal of systems biology is to construct quantitative models of biochemical processes that are
mechanistically correct. However, for any given process, a number of descriptions may exist—as due to,
e.g., a lack of specificity from unresolved experimental data—of which only one can in principle be correct.
Model selection is therefore essential; and a scalable unbiased algorithm for doing so, particularly desirable
(see, e.g., Apgar et al., 2008).

In discriminating the hysteron and crosslinking models, we used Gröbner basis methods to compute
steady-state invariants, whose satisfiability can assess model correctness. This approach possesses three
significant advantages: first, model parameters can be absorbed into the coefficient field over which the dy-
namics are described, resulting in invariants that are valid for all parameter choices and thus parameter-free
selection criteria; second, experimentally relevant invariants can be generated through the elimination of vari-
ables that cannot be measured; and third, application of the method requires no sophisticated experimental
control, e.g., gene knockdowns or knockouts, revealing only natural relations between the system variables.
This last point deserves particular emphasis: steady-state invariants can be applied passively, tailored to the
data at hand—which, for example, may be existing data—and hence present a flexible, cost-effective basis
for model selection. We note furthermore that although we have so far treated only mass-action systems,
the described approach can be generalized for other types of kinetics by using different fields; in fact, the
current choice of Z(a) is appropriate for Michaelis-Menten and Hill reaction forms, as well as their integral
polynomial generalizations.

Invariant assessment may be performed in a number of different ways. For example, Manrai and Gu-
nawardena (2008) exploited the low effective dimensionality of invariants in multisite phosphorylation to
derive a discrimination criterion based on the visual assessment of planarity. In the current work, this was
not feasible, so we turned instead to numerical optimization, ultimately using nonnegative least squares
(NNLS) for performance. It is profitable to remember that an invariant is simply a polynomial that van-
ishes, so a wide variety of methods may be well used for its analysis. For large systems, however, the method
of choice will likely be optimization, and, in such cases, we feel that NNLS is a particularly strong tool:
assuming effective linearization by introducing additional degrees of freedom, NNLS provides an efficient
scheme for minimizing the resulting linear form exactly subject to physical constraints (Lawson and Hanson,
1995). Thus, steady-state invariants and NNLS seem to form the basis for an effective procedure for model
selection and, more generally, model assessment. Scaling this up, however, is difficult, owing primarily to
the bottleneck of computing Gröbner bases for large systems, though this may be overcome by embracing
parallelism (Neun and Melenk, 1992) or by implementing more sophisticated algorithms such as Faugère’s F4

and F5 (Faugère, 1999, 2002). With such enhancements in place, a large-scale automated model assessment
tool may well be achievable.

Broadly, algebraic geometry is concerned with the solutions of systems of polynomial equations. Given its
generality, we hence expect algebraic geometry to find wide application across all of biology, not limited only
to steady-state model characterization; for an application of Gröbner basis methods in membrane biophysics,
see Faugère et al. (2003).
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Alternative mechanisms for bistability

The experimental data by Scott et al. (2009) motivating this work do not constrain to the particular form of
the model presented, but in fact admit a class of models operating on the basic principle of aggregate self-
stabilization, all possessing the capacity for bistability. The current form has been chosen for its simplicity
and its direct illustration of why the 1:3 ligand-receptor binding stoichiometry might have evolved; this,
however, is not strictly necessary, so the hysteron model may be better viewed as a representative instance
of all such models, which furthermore provides a formal demonstration that the data are compatible with
bistability and hysteresis—this, in truth, is the main point of this work. Nevertheless, this does not imply
that the analyses performed are not generally meaningful as the resulting derived parameters certainly have
general analogues, which likely play similar roles in their respective contexts in deciding bistability.

The concept of self-stabilization may be applied more intuitively by adhering to the form of the Ising
model (Ising, 1925). Thus, identify open and closed receptors with up (↑) and down (↓) spins, respectively,
and assume a local energy function that penalizes opposite neighboring spins; this is reasonable, for exam-
ple, because the state ↑↓ is disfavored relative to either ↑↑ or ↓↓ as it cannot invoke self-stabilization and
additionally has to pay the price of having an open receptor. Addition of ligand corresponds to an increased
propensity for receptors to open and therefore, in this model, to an external magnetic field providing a bias
for up spins. A simple argument then shows that bistability is a natural consequence, which we may even
make effectively irreversible by controlling the relative state energies (Figure 6A). Note, though, in this view
that there appears to be nothing particularly special about the choice that receptors interact as trimers;
bistability may well be achievable for interactions of two, or four, or more units.

Interestingly, it is precisely this degeneracy that allows the notion of cluster-stabilization to apply more
generally than has presently been considered. As an example, we turn to the apoptosome, a wheel-shaped
caspase-activating complex in the intrinsic pathway formed by the heptamerization of Apaf-1 (Cain et al.,
2002; Riedl and Salvesen, 2007; Yu et al., 2005). Similarly to Fas, Apaf-1 natively adopts a closed form,
opening only upon binding of cytochrome c, which represents an intracellular death signal (Fumarola and
Guidotti, 2004). This conformational change allows Apaf-1 to oligomerize to form the apoptosome. Pre-
sumably, the tight interlocking of Apaf-1 results in a highly stable structure, such that if cytochrome c were
now to dissociate, it is conceivable that the apoptosome might remain intact, thus resulting in bistability
(Figure 6B). Similar lock-in mechanisms may exist for, noting as before, other receptors of the TNFR family
(e.g., TNFR1, DR3, DR4, and DR5), as well as, observing their functional and structural homology, the
PIDDosome, the octameric Dark-apoptosome in the fruit fly Drosophila, the tetrameric CED-4-apoptosome
in the nematode C. elegans, and the inflammasome (Bao and Shi, 2007; Riedl and Salvesen, 2007; Tinel and
Tschopp, 2004).

Concluding remarks

We have presented a mathematical model of death ligand-receptor interaction that strongly implicates Fas
aggregation, e.g., through trimerization, in generating bistability at the level of the DISC. Naturally, this has
profound consequences for apoptosis and therefore deserves further investigation. Our model assumptions
of receptor clustering by FasL and of cluster-stabilization of open Fas should hence be verified, either,
ideally, experimentally or by using atomistic simulations, e.g., molecular dynamics. Moreover, such properties
should also be tested for functional homologues like other death receptors, as well as the PIDDosome, the
apoptosome, and the inflammosome, as they may all share a conserved mode of operation. Furthermore,
the current work has highlighted the critical role of receptor clustering, particularly in the context of pre-
association, which enhances sensitivity to extrinsic apoptosis and additionally is upregulated by localization
to lipid rafts (Muppidi et al., 2004). Therefore, future models of Fas signaling are likely to benefit from
a spatial component modeling receptor distribution, which, in the continuum limit, generates a system
of partial differential equations rather than the simpler ordinary differential equations presently considered.
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Figure 6 Alternative mechanisms for bistability. (A) Analogy with the Ising model from ferromagnetism. A mixed
receptor state (↓↑) is disfavored relative to both the uniformly closed (↓↓) and open (↑↑) states, as characterized by the
given potential. Introduction of ligand corresponds to the addition of an external field, which biases the potential and
induces a state transition (red circle). (B) Hypothesis for bistability in apoptosome formation. Binding of cytochrome c
to natively closed Apaf-1 produces an open conformation required for the assembly of the apoptosome, a macromolecule
composed of seven Apaf-1 subunits. Considerations of symmetry and steric constraints suggest that the apoptosome is
highly stable, such that its structure may persist even upon dissociation of cytochrome c.
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Finally, we hope that this study demonstrates the tremendous insight that can provided by structural biology
(see, e.g., Fesik, 2000), especially in collaboration with mathematical and computational modeling.

Materials and methods

Receptor density estimate

Approximating the cell as a cube of linear dimension l ∼ 10 µm, the associated volume v = l3 ∼ 1 pL
implies the correspondence 1 nM ∼ 600 molecules ∼ 10−6 molecules/nm2 on restricting to the membrane,
i.e., by averaging over the surface area s = 6l2 ∼ 600 µm2. Thus, for a receptor concentration of 100 nM,
the number of Fas molecules in the region about each receptor is only ∼ 1, assuming a square patch of size
100 nm.

Graphical notation

Models diagrams (Figures 1B, 4A, and 5A) follow the Systems Biology Graphical Notation (SBGN) and
were drawn to comply with the SBGN Process Description language Level 1 (Le Novère et al., 2009).

Parameter selection

The baseline value of n = 3 was chosen for its biological relevance; the remaining parameters were set
according to the following dimensional considerations. The characteristic Fas concentration is s ∼ 10 nM, so
the characteristic FasL concentration, estimated as its threshold concentration, is l ∼ 0.1 nM (Bentele et al.,
2004). Estimating k−1 ∼ 10−2 min−1 gives a reaction rate of v ∼ 0.1 nM/min for spontaneous receptor
opening. Referencing the respective reactions against v hence gives k2 ∼ 10−3 nM−1 min−1 and k(2)

l ∼ 10−2

nM−2 min−1, so β ∼ 1 and λ ∼ 10l nM−1. Therefore, the nondimensional threshold ligand concentration is
λ+ ∼ 1; we set α, γ, and δ, where intuitively α � 1 and δ � 1, to match this. Similarly, k4 ∼ 0.1 nM−1

min−1, i.e., θ = 1, but we set θ = 0 for simplicity.

Steady-state solution

The steady states of the hysteron model are given by solving dζ/dτ = 0, with each steady state classified
as either stable if dζ/dτ |ζ=ζ∞ < 0 and unstable otherwise (Box 1); this was done analytically if θ = 0 and
numerically otherwise.

Dynamic characterization

Trajectory families were generated under two conditions: first, by fixing FasL at λ = 2.5 (within the bistable
regime) and imposing the initial conditions (ξ0, η0, ζ0) = (1− ζ0, 0, ζ0) for 0 ≤ ζ0 ≤ 1; and second, by fixing
(ξ0, η0, ζ0) = (1, 0, 0) and letting 0 ≤ λ ≤ 10. Integrations were performed at baseline parameter values
(Table I) over 0 ≤ τ ≤ 104 using ODEPACK (Hindmarsh, 1983).

Asymptotic analysis

Solving dζ/dτ = 0 for λ at n = 3 and θ = 0 gives

λ = fλ (ζ∞) ≡ pλ (ζ∞)
qλ (ζ∞)

,
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where pλ and qλ are polynomials of degrees two and three, respectively, so

∂λ

∂ζ∞
= f∂λ/∂ζ (ζ∞) ≡ p∂λ/∂ζ (ζ∞)

q∂λ/∂ζ (ζ∞)
,

where p∂λ/∂ζ and q∂λ/∂ζ are of degrees four and six, respectively. The Fas activation and deactivation
thresholds ζ± are given by solving ∂λ/∂ζ∞ = 0, i.e., p∂λ/∂ζ = 0. Assuming that ζ∞ = O(εν) with α =
O(1/ε), β, γ = O(1), and δ = O(ε) for ε � 1, and balancing the orders of each pair of terms in p∂λ/∂ζ , we
found the admissible values ν = 0 and 1/2 (Supplementary Table I). Solving the asymptotic forms of p∂λ/∂ζ
then gives ζ+ = O(

√
ε) and ζ− = O(1) as the only nonnegative roots; the corresponding FasL thresholds are

λ± = fλ(ζ±).

Numerical computation of thresholds

Given α, β, γ, and δ, the bistability thresholds are computed by solving p∂λ/∂ζ numerically for ζ± and then
computing λ± = fλ(ζ±). If the ζ± do not exist (i.e., all solutions are negative or complex), then we set
ζ± = 1/2 and λ± accordingly.

Log-normal distribution with scaled standard deviation

If X ∼ Log-N(µ, σ2), then the median and standard deviation of X are

med (X) = eµ,

std (X) =
√(

eσ2 − 1
)
e2µ+σ2 ,

respectively. Hence rescaling the standard deviation by defining χ = std(X)/med(X), i.e., the median
analogue of the coefficient of variation,

σ =

√√√√log

(
1 +

√
1 + 4χ2

2

)
.

Parameter generation for threshold analysis

For the threshold variation analysis, N = 103 parameter sets (α, β, γ, δ) were drawn from a log-normal
distribution with baseline median values (Table I) at χ = 0.25 (Dataset 1). For the robustness of bistability
analysis, we took χ at equally spaced points over 0 ≤ χ ≤ 10, at each similarly drawing N parameter sets
about baseline values (Dataset 2).

Estimation of probability distributions

Probability distributions of parameters and thresholds were estimated using Gaussian kernel density estima-
tion, with automatic bandwidth selection using the Scott factor (Scott, 1992).

Cell-level analysis

The cell-level analysis was performed using the data computed at χ = 0.25 (Dataset 1), i.e., we partitioned
the cell intoN = 103 relay hysterons. The hysteresis curve was traced out by ranging FasL over 0 ≤ λ ≤ λmax

+ ,
where λmax

+ is the maximum activation threshold over all parameters drawn, and then back, updating ζcell
whenever a threshold is crossed.
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Steady-state invariants

Gröbner bases were computed over K = Z(a) using the lexicographic monomial ordering (Box 3). For the
hysteron invariant, we set λ = λ0 and ξ = 1− η − ζ, hence expressing the dynamics f = ∂τ (ξ, η, ζ) in terms
of the variables x = (η, λ0, ζ); the variables are a = (α, β, γ, δ). We computed a Gröbner basis of 〈f〉, from
which elimination of η gives ωH. Similarly, for the crosslinking invariant, we took λ = λ0− γ1− γ2− γ3, ρ =
1− ζ, and γ1 = ζ− 2γ2− 3γ3, and computed a Gröbner basis with f = ∂τ (λ, ρ, γ1, γ2, γ3), x = (γ2, γ3, λ0, ζ),
and a = κ; eliminating γ2 and γ3, we obtained ωC.

Nonnegative least squares for model discrimination

Considering each term ±λi0ζj (with sign chosen as appropriate) in ωH and ωC as an independent variable,
we split the associated constant cij into variable and constant parts cvarij (a) and cconst

ij , respectively, so that
cvarij ≥ 0, assuming the asymptotic ordering α = O(1/ε), β, γ = O(1), and δ = O(ε) for ε � 1, with
∆ > 1. The required optimization is then a nonnegative least squares problem (Lawson and Hanson, 1995)
minimizing ε = ‖Ucvar + Ucconst‖2, suppressing model reference for generality, where U = (u1, . . . , uN ) is a
matrix of experimental data, for each ui a row vector corresponding to an experimental trial; cvar = (cvarij )
is a column vector of nonnegative coefficients to be determined; and cconst = (cconst

ij ) is a column vector of
constants.

Parameter generation for model discrimination

Parameters were randomly drawn for each model using the following procedure. The initial FasL concen-
tration λ0 was sampled from a log-normal distribution with median med(λ0

H) = 2.5 and med(λ0
C) = 0.25

for the hysteron and crosslinking models, respectively (FasL is nondimensionalized differently in the two
models), and scaled standard deviation χ(λ0) = 1. The concentrations of the remaining species, which are
all constrained by nondimensionalization, were then drawn uniformly in sequence over the appropriate range,
i.e., for the hysteron model, we sampled ξ0 ∈ [0, 1], then η0 ∈ [0, 1 − ξ0], then ζ0 ∈ [0, 1 − ξ0 − η0], while
for the crosslinking model, we took ρ0 ∈ [0, 1], next γ0

1 ∈ [0, 1 − ρ0], then γ0
2 ∈ [0, (1 − ρ0 − γ0

1)/2], and
finally γ0

3 ∈ [0, (1− ρ0 − γ0
1 − 2γ0

2)/3]. Steady-state experimental data were obtained for each parameter set
by solving the steady-state equations governing each model and making the identifications λ0 = λ∞ for the
hysteron model, and λ0 = λ∞ + γ1,∞ + γ2,∞ + γ3,∞ and ζ∞ = γ1,∞ + 2γ2,∞ + 3γ3,∞ for the crosslinking
model. For each model, N = 100 parameter sets were drawn (Datasets 3 and 4).

SBML implementation

For standards compliance, the hysteron and hysteron-caspase models were implemented in dimensional form
using the Systems Biology Markup Language (SBML) Level 2 Version 1 (Finney and Hucka, 2003; Hucka
et al., 2003). The models and sample analyses performed on them are given in the Supplementary Information
(Supplementary Note 5).

Computational software

All calculations in the main paper were performed using Sage 4.2.1 (http://www.sagemath.org/), sup-
plemented with NumPy/SciPy (http://www.scipy.org/; Oliphant, 2007) for numerical computation and
matplotlib (Hunter, 2007) for data visualization. The Sage worksheet containing all computations described
is provided in the Supplementary Information and can also be downloaded from http://www.sagenb.org/
home/pub/1224/ or http://www.courant.nyu.edu/~ho/. Some supporting calculations in the Supplemen-
tary Information were performed in Matlab (The MathWorks, Inc., Natick, MA, USA) using SBTOOL-
BOX2 (Schmidt and Jirstrand, 2006) and SBML-SAT (Zi et al., 2008).
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Boxes

Box 1. Hysteron model equations and solution

Posit three species of Fas according to their conformational states: closed (X); open, unstable (Y ); and
open, stable (Z), i.e., active and signaling. Furthermore, let the ligand FasL be denoted by L. For a general
clustering parameter n, giving the maximum number of receptors that each ligand can coordinate, assign
the reactions

Y
k1−−−⇀↽−−−
k−1

X, {2Y, Y + Z} k2−→ 2Z, Z
k3−→ Y, L+X

k4−→ L+ Y,

L+ jY + (i− j)Z k
(i)
l−−→ L+ iZ,

{
i = 2, . . . , n,
j = 1, . . . , i.

The first reaction describes spontaneous receptor opening and closing. The second reaction describes pairwise
stabilization by open Fas, irrespective of the presence of FasL; higher-order analogues, though in principle
available, are neglected as justified by the low estimated receptor density. The third reaction describes the
constitutive destabilization of open Fas; and the fourth, ligand-induced receptor opening. Finally, the fifth
reaction captures all cluster-stabilization events enabled by FasL, the order being limited by n.

Under the convention that lowercase letters denote the concentrations of their uppercase counterparts,
the model dynamics, as given by mass action, are

dx

dt
= v1 − v4,

dy

dt
= −v1 − v2 + v3 + v4 − vl,

dz

dt
= v2 − v3 + vl,

where

v1 = k1y − k−1x, v2 = 2k2y
2 + k2yz, v3 = k3z, v4 = k4lx, vl = l

n∑

i=2

k
(i)
l

i∑

j=1

jyjzi−j .

Clearly, ligand is conserved and so may be treated as a parameter. We rescale the system by introducing
the nondimensional variables

ξ =
x

s
, η =

y

s
, ζ =

z

s
, λ =

k
(2)
l ls

k−1
, τ = k−1t,

where s ≡ x+ y + z is the conserved receptor concentration. Further, let

α =
k1

k−1
, β =

k2s

k−1
, δ =

k3

k−1
, θ =

k4

k
(2)
l s

,

and, for simplicity, enforce the uniformity condition

γ =
k

(i)
l si−2

k
(2)
l

, i = 3, . . . , n.
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Then at steady state, denoted by the subscript ∞,

ξ∞ =
αη∞

1 + θλ
, η∞ =

1− ζ∞
1 + α/ (1 + θλ)

,

so ζ∞ is given by considering

dζ

dτ
= 2 (β + λ) η2 + (β + λ) ηζ + γλ

n∑

i=3

i∑

j=1

jηjζi−j − δζ

and solving dζ/dτ = 0 with η 7→ η∞ and ζ 7→ ζ∞, a polynomial equation in ζ∞ of degree n.

Box 2. Crosslinking model equations and solution

We assume five species: FasL (L), Fas (R), and the complexes FasL:Fas (C1), FasL:Fas2 (C2), and FasL:Fas3
(C3). These obey the reactions

L+R
3k+−−−⇀↽−−−
k−

C1, C1 +R
2k+−−−⇀↽−−−
2k−

C2, C2 +R
k+−−−⇀↽−−−
3k−

C3,

which describe the independent recruitment of Fas at each of three binding sites by FasL; note that the
reaction rates have been adjusted for combinatorial factors. The dynamics are

dl

dt
= −v1,

dr

dt
= −v1 − v2 − v3,

dc1
dt

= v1 − v2,
dc2
dt

= v2 − v3,
dc3
dt

= v3,

where

v1 = 3k+lr − k−c1, v2 = 2k+c1r − 2k−c2, v3 = k+c2r − 3k−c3.

Nondimensionalize by setting

λ =
l

r0
, ρ =

r

r0
, γi =

ci
r0
, τ = k−t, κ =

k−
k+r0

,

where r0 is the total receptor concentration. In these variables, the system admits the conservation relations

λ0 = λ+ γ1 + γ2 + γ3, 1 = ρ+ γ1 + 2γ2 + 3γ3,

interpreted as ligand and receptor conservation, respectively. At steady state,

γ1,∞ = 3λ∞
(ρ∞
κ

)
, γ2,∞ = 3λ∞

(ρ∞
κ

)2

, γ3,∞ = λ∞
(ρ∞
κ

)3

,

where

λ∞ =
λ0

1 + 3 (ρ∞/κ) + 3 (ρ∞/κ)2 + (ρ∞/κ)3

and

ρ∞ =
1
2

[√
(3λ0 + κ− 1)2 + 4κ− (3λ0 + κ− 1)

]
.
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Box 3. Steady-state invariants using Gröbner bases

We give a brief overview of the relevant mathematics below; for details, see, e.g., Cox et al. (2007). For
convenience, we will use boldface notation to denote both vectors and sets interchangeably as appropriate,
the precise meaning to be understood from the context.

Let f = (f1, . . . , fm) ∈ K[x] be a system of polynomials in x = (x1, . . . , xn) with coefficients from a field
K. For our purposes, f is a set of mass-action dynamics, where x is a set of species concentrations, and K
is, e.g., the real numbers R; or the field R(a) of rational functions in the kinetic parameters a = (a1, . . . , ak)
with coefficients in R; or the field Z(a) of rational functions in a with coefficients in the integers Z. Consider
the variety V = {x ∈ Kn : f(x) = 0} on which f vanishes—this is simply the set of steady states of
f—and let I = 〈f〉 be the ideal generated by f , containing all polynomials of the form

∑m
i=1 fihi, where the

hi ∈ K[x] are arbitrary polynomials. Clearly, I consists of all polynomials in K[x] that vanish on V . Thus,
I is invariant on and hence characterizes V , in particular, through the requirement that for any x ∈ V ,
h(x) = 0 for all h ∈ I.

The elements f1, . . . , fm of f form a basis for I. This basis is not unique; notably, we may express
I = 〈g〉 in terms of a Gröbner basis g = (g1, . . . , gl), which has particularly useful properties, chief among
them, for this application, the elimination property, which states that, relative to the lexicographic ordering
x1 > · · · > xn, the elimination ideal Ĩ = I ∩K[x̃] of I containing only the variables x̃ = (xi+1, . . . , xn) is
simply Ĩ = 〈g ∩K[x̃]〉. Gröbner bases thus give a straightforward method of computing elimination ideals,
which may be useful, for example, if the concentrations of certain molecular species x1, . . . , xi cannot be
measured experimentally and hence, in principle, must remain unknown. The generators g̃ = g ∩K[x̃] of Ĩ
then constitute experimentally measurable steady-state invariants of the system, i.e., g̃(x̃) = 0 for all x̃ ∈ Ṽ ,
where Ṽ is the projection of V onto the coordinates x̃.

In the current context, since f comes from mass action, we will work over K = Z(a), thus treating
parameters symbolically and hence allowing the derivation of invariants valid for all choices of a.

Gröbner bases are a standard tool in computational algebraic geometry and can be computed by many
software packages, including Maple (Waterloo Maple Inc., Waterloo, Ontario, Canada), Mathematica (Wol-
fram Research, Inc., Champaign, IL, USA), and Sage (http://www.sagemath.org/).

Box 4. Feedforward caspase model equations and solution

Posit the inactive caspase zymogens procaspase-8 (Casp8) and procaspase-3 (Casp3), and their corresponding
active forms caspase-8 (Casp8∗) and caspase-3 (Casp3∗). Caspase-3 represents all effector caspases in the
system, so its concentration will be considered a measure of the degree of apoptotic activation. The model
reactions are

Z + Casp8 k1−→ Z + Casp8∗, Casp8∗ + Casp3 k2−→ Casp8∗ + Casp3∗,

where the first reaction describes the activation of caspase-8; and the second, the activation of caspase-3. In
general, Z denotes a death signal such as the DISC, but in our application will refer to active Fas, so as to
provide a link to the hysteron and crosslinking models. For reasons of stability, we further supplement with
the constitutive synthesis and degradation reactions

k3−−−⇀↽−−−
k−3

{
Casp8
Casp3

}
,

{
Casp8∗

Casp3∗

}
k4−→ ,

which we take as symmetric for simplicity.
Letting

x = [Casp8] , x∗ = [Casp8∗] , y = [Casp3] , y∗ = [Casp3∗] ,
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the dynamics are

dx

dt
= −v1 + vx,

dx∗

dt
= v1 − vx∗ ,

dy

dt
= −v2 + vy,

dy∗

dt
= v2 − vy∗ ,

where

v1 = k1xz, v2 = k2x
∗y,

{
vx
vy

}
= k3 − k−3

{
x
y

}
,

{
vx∗

vy∗

}
= k4

{
x∗

y∗

}
.

Define Ω = k3/k−3 and σ = s/Ω, i.e., the equilibrium procaspase and relative receptor concentrations,
respectively, and let

φ =
x

Ω
, φ∗ =

x∗

Ω
, ψ =

y

Ω
, ψ∗ =

y∗

Ω
.

Then expressing the dynamics in terms of

πφ =
k1Ω
k−3

, πψ =
k2Ω
k−3

, πδ =
k4

k−3
, τ = k−3t,

we obtain, at steady state,

φ∞ =
1

1 + πφσζ
, φ∗∞ =

1− φ∞
πδ

, ψ∞ =
1

1 + πψφ∗∞
, ψ∗∞ =

1− ψ∞
πδ

.
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Legewie S, Blüthgen N, Herzel H (2006) Mathematical modeling identifies inhibitors of apoptosis as mediators
of positive feedback and bistability. PLoS Comput Biol 2: e120

Manrai AK, Gunawardena J (2008) The geometry of multisite phosphorylation. Biophys J 95: 5533–5543

Meier P, Finch A, Evan G (2000) Apoptosis in development. Nature 407: 796–801

Muppidi JR, Siegel RM (2004) Ligand-independent redistribution of Fas (CD95) into lipid rafts mediates
clonotypic T cell death. Nat Immunol 5: 182–189

Muppidi JR, Tschopp J, Siegel RM (2004) Life and death decisions: Secondary complexes and lipid rafts in
TNF receptor family signal transduction. Immunity 21: 461–465

Nakabayashi J, Sasaki A (2006) A mathematical model for apoptosome assembly: The optimal cytochrome
c/Apaf-1 ratio. J Theor Biol 242: 280–287

24
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1 Bistability thresholds and robustness

1.1 Asymptotic analysis

The activation and deactivation thresholds λ± that define the bistable regime are given by the values of λ
at which ∂λ/∂ζ∞ = 0. As mentioned in the main paper, we restricted to the biological context of n = 3 and
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Supplementary Table I Order balance of p∂λ/∂ζ =
∑4
i=0 ciζ

i
∞. Top, critical values of ν, where ζ∞ =

O(εν) for ε � 1, balancing each pair of terms in p∂λ/∂ζ ; bottom, corresponding ε-exponent of the order of
each term. Admissible balances are enclosed in parenthesis.

c4 = O(ε4ν−4) c3 = O(ε3ν−4) c2 = O(ε2ν−4) c1 = O(εν−3) c0 = O(ε−3)

c4 — 0 0 1/3 1/4
c3 — 0 1/2 1/3
c2 — 1 1/2
c1 — 0
c0 —

1 0 −1 −2 −2 −3
(1/2) −2 −5/2 (−3) −5/2 (−3)
1/3 −8/3 −3 −10/3 −8/3 −3
1/4 −3 −13/4 −7/2 −11/4 −3
(0) (−4) (−4) (−4) −3 −3

further fixed θ = 0. Thus, solving dζ/dτ = 0 gives

λ = fλ (ζ∞) ≡ pλ (ζ∞)
qλ (ζ∞)

,

where pλ and qλ are polynomials of degrees two and three, respectively, hence

∂λ

∂ζ∞
= f∂λ/∂ζ (ζ∞) ≡ p∂λ/∂ζ (ζ∞)

q∂λ/∂ζ (ζ∞)
,

where p∂λ/∂ζ and q∂λ/∂ζ are polynomials of degrees four and six, respectively. Since we are concerned with
∂λ/∂ζ∞ = 0, we considered only p∂λ/∂ζ in solving for λ±. The strategy then is to solve p∂λ/∂ζ for the Fas
thresholds ζ±, then to compute λ± = fλ(ζ±).

In the asymptotic limit

α = O
(

1
ε

)
, β, γ = O (1) , δ = O (ε) (1)

for ε� 1,

pλ (ζ) ∼ −α2βζ2 − α2 (αδ − β) ζ + 2αβ, qλ (ζ) ∼ α2γζ3 − α2 (γ − 1) ζ2 − α2ζ − 2α,

and

p∂λ/∂ζ (ζ) ∼ α4βγζ4 + 2α4 (αδ − β) γζ3 − α2 [(αδ − β) γ − αδ] ζ2 + 4α3βγζ + 2α4δ

on asympotically expanding each coefficient. Thus, suppose that ζ∞ = O(εν) and find the critical values of ν
that balance the orders of each pair of terms in p∂λ/∂ζ . Clearly, the values of ν such that only one dominant
term exists must be discounted, hence we obtained the admissible values ν = 0 and 1/2 (Supplementary
Table I).

For ν = 1/2,

p∂λ/∂ζ (ζ) ∼ −α4γ (αδ − β) δζ2 + 2α4δ,

2



so

ζ+ ∼
√

2∆
α [γ (∆− 1)−∆]

(2)

is the unique nonnegative root, provided that γ > 1 and ∆ > γ/(γ − 1), where, recall,

∆ =
αδ

β
= O (1) (3)

is the relative intrinsic deactivation strength. Similarly, for ν = 0,

p∂λ/∂ζ (ζ) ∼ α4βγζ4 + 2α4 (αδ − β) γζ3 − α4 [(αδ − β) γ − αδ] ζ2,

so

ζ− ∼
√

∆Θ
γ
− (∆− 1) , (4)

where

Θ = γ (∆− 1)− 1 = O (1) , (5)

which exists if Θ ≥ 0, i.e., ∆ ≥ 1 + 1/γ; note that the trivial root ζ∞ ∼ 0 of multiplicity two recovers the
solutions of order O(

√
ε). As physical intuition demands, p∂λ/∂ζ has at most two nonnegative roots, which

both exist if

∆ > ∆∗ ≡ max
{

γ

γ − 1
,
γ + 1
γ

}
> 1, (6)

given γ > 1.
Clearly, the ζ± give, under the map fλ, the activation and deactivation thresholds λ±, respectively.

Proceeding first with ζ+ = O(
√
ε),

pλ (ζ+) ∼ −α2 (αδ − β) ζ+, qλ (ζ+) ∼ −α2ζ+,

so

λ+ = fλ (ζ+) ∼ β (∆− 1) . (7)

Similarly, for ζ− = O(1),

pλ (ζ−) ∼ −α2βζ2
− − α2 (αδ − β) ζ−, qλ (ζ−) ∼ α2γζ3

− − α2 (γ − 1) ζ2
− − α2ζ−,

so

λ− = fλ (ζ−) ∼ β

γ∆ + Θ− 2
√
γ∆Θ

, (8)

which, in particular, is positive if Θ ≥ 0 as, in this case, the nontrivial positivity condition is
√
γ∆
Θ

+

√
Θ
γ∆

> 2,

3



Supplementary Figure 1 Relative errors of approximation of the asymptotic forms of the Fas and FasL thresholds ζ±
and λ±, respectively, with respect to the numerically computed thresholds.

which is satisfied since Θ = γ∆− (γ + 1) < γ∆, so γ∆/Θ 6= 1. Therefore, all thresholds ζ± and λ± are real
and nonnegative if (6) holds.

We verified the accuracy of the asymptotic forms of ζ± and λ± by letting

α =
5
ε
, β = 1, γ = 5, δ = ε

(so that the baseline is achieved with ε = 10−2) and comparing with the numerically computed thresholds
over 10−6 ≤ ε ≤ 10−1. The results confirm the analysis and furthermore reveal that ζ+ and λ+ have relative
approximation errors of O(

√
ε); and ζ− and λ−, O(ε) (Supplementary Figure 1).

1.2 Threshold variation data statistics

The statistics of the threshold variation data (Dataset 1; N = 103, χ = 0.25) are observed to match well with
expectations and furthermore reveal the effect of total parameter variation on the bistability thresholds λ±
(Supplementary Table II). Moreover, parameter-threshold correlations suggest that both λ± are relatively
insensitive to β, with λ+ being additionally robust to γ (Supplementary Table III).

1.3 Discrete variation analysis for robustness of bistability

In the main paper, we described data (Dataset 2) that suggested convergence of the bistable fraction to 0.5 as
the magnitude of parameter variation χ→∞. This asymptotic value may be explained using a very simple
discrete analysis. Characterize the variation of each parameter as either greater or less than the baseline,
and assume that all variation is identical in proportion. Propagate changes in α, β, and δ to ∆ using (3), and
further assume that variation is large so that ∆ > ∆∗ if the net result is an overall increase, and ∆ < ∆∗ if a
decrease (Supplementary Table IV); recall that, given γ > 1, ∆ > ∆∗ is the asymptotic bistability condition,
which has been validated against the threshold variation data (Dataset 1). Since the baseline values are also
the median values of the parameter distributions, each variation occurs independently with probability 1/2,
so each outcome is equally likely. Therefore, assuming that γ > 1, the bistable fraction (∆ with + variation)
is also 1/2.
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Supplementary Table II Parameter and threshold statistics for threshold variation data (Dataset 1).
The data comprise N = 103 trials drawn by independently sampling each parameter from a log-normal
distribution with a scaled standard deviation of χ = 0.25 about its baseline median value. Bistability
thresholds were computed numerically for each parameter set, with statistics computed only over bistable
sets.

Quantity Maximum Minimum Median Norm. std. dev.

parameters

α 1116.760 225.184 505.387 0.252
β 2.086 0.453 1.007 0.252
γ 10.859 1.887 4.989 0.254
δ 0.023 0.005 0.010 0.250

thresholds λ+ 11.020 0.636 3.258 0.504
λ− 8.297 0.579 2.482 0.480

Supplementary Table III Parameter-threshold correlations for threshold variation data (Dataset 1).
Correlations were computed only over bistable parameter sets.

Threshold Parameter Correlation

λ+

α +0.724982
β −0.148639
γ −0.168286
δ +0.638670
∆ +0.855905

λ−

α +0.663543
β −0.105978
γ −0.404652
δ +0.620883
∆ +0.783721

Supplementary Table IV Discrete variation analysis for robustness of bistability. All variation is inde-
pendent and assumed binary (+/−, above/below baseline), identical in proportion, and large (∆ > ∆∗ if
+; ∆ < ∆∗ if −). Variations are propagated through ∆ = αδ/β, which predicts a 50% bistable fraction,
assuming that γ > 1.

Parameter Variation

α + + + + − − − −
β + + − − + + − −
δ + − + − + − + −
∆ + − + + − − + −

5



Supplementary Table V Order balance of pλ =
∑2
i=0 ciζ

i
∞. Top, critical values of ν, where ζ∞ = O(εν)

for ε� 1, balancing each pair of terms in pλ; bottom, corresponding ε-exponent of the order of each term.
Admissible balances are enclosed in parentheses.

c2 = O(ε2ν−2) c1 = O(εν−2) c0 = O(ε−1)

c2 — 0 1/2
c1 — 1
c0 —

(1) 0 (−1) (−1)
1/2 −1 −3/2 −1
(0) (−2) (−2) −1

2 Parameter identification

The values of the thresholds ζ± and λ± may be used to estimate the model parameters in the asymptotic
limit (1). To facilitate the estimation, we further require the unique value ζ0 of ζ∞ at λ = 0, which is given
by solving pλ = 0. Performing an order balance for pλ as in §1.1, we found that ν = 0 and 1 (Supplementary
Table V), so

ζ0 ∼
{

2/ [α (∆− 1)] , ∆ > 1,
1−∆, ∆ ≤ 1.

(9)

As the ζ± and λ± are assumed to exist, we hence defined ζ0 by the first formula.
We may then solve, for example, ζ0, λ+, and ζ+ for α, β, and γ, respectively as functions of ∆, i.e.,

α =
2

(∆− 1) ζ0
, β =

∆− 1
λ+

, γ =
∆

∆− 1

(
1 +

2
αζ2

+

)
, (10)

and finally, obtain ∆ by simultaneous optimization of both ζ− and λ−, subject to the bistability constraint
∆ > ∆∗. The value of δ is recovered through ∆.

To set the nondimensional timescale k−1, we considered the characteristic time for convergence to the
steady state. The Jacobian matrix

J =
(
ξτξ ξτζ
ζτξ ζτζ

)∣∣∣∣
∞

evaluated at steady state, i.e., at η = (1− ζ∞)/(1 + α), has the eigenvalues

µ1 = −1, µ2 = −δ
ε

+O (ε) , (11)

where we assumed ζ∞, λ = O(1) for cell death. Therefore, the nondimensional relaxation time is τrelax =
max{−1/µ1,2} = O(1), so by rescaling, k−1 = τrelax/trelax = O(1/trelax), where trelax is the experimentally
measured relaxation time. This leaves only one of k(2)

l and k
(3)
l undetermined.
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Supplementary Table VI Reaction rates of the stochastic formulation of the hysteron model with n = 3
in a reaction area A, where lowercase letters denote the molecule numbers of the corresponding uppercase
species.

Reaction Rate

Y → X k1y
X → Y k−1x

2Y → 2Z k2y(y − 1)/A
Y + Z → 2Z k2yz/A

Z → Y k3Z
L+X → L+ Y k4lx/A

L+ 2Y → L+ 2Z k
(2)
l ly(y − 1)/A2

L+ Y + Z → L+ 2Z k
(2)
l lyz/A2

L+ 3Y → L+ 3Z k
(3)
l ly(y − 1)(y − 2)/A3

L+ 2Y + Z → L+ 3Z k
(3)
l ly(y − 1)z/A3

L+ Y + 2Z → L+ 3Z k
(3)
l lyz(z − 1)/A3

3 Stochastic simulation

For completeness, we derived also a stochastic formulation of the hysteron model with n = 3, with modified
reaction rates depending on the reaction area A (Supplementary Table VI). For illustration, we considered
a reaction area of 1 µm2, roughly 1/600th of that of the cell membrane, corresponding to a total of ∼ 10
receptors, assuming a uniform distribution. We assumed the initial condition

#X = 8, #Y = 0, #Z = 2, #L = 1,

where number notation denotes molecule number, as an intermediate state that will allow the sampling of
both deterministic steady states, and used the Gillespie algorithm (Gillespie, 1977) to generate an ensemble
of N = 20 trajectories at baseline parameters (Supplementary Table VII). Trajectories visiting both low
and high #Z are obtained (Supplementary Figure 2), notably in contrast to the deterministic model, which
allows only convergence to the death state as the corresponding threshold is #L ∼ 0.1.

4 Comparison with the crosslinking model

4.1 Solution of crosslinking model

From Box 2, the steady-state FasL-Fas complex concentrations are

γ1,∞ = 3λ∞
(ρ∞
κ

)
, γ2,∞ = 3λ∞

(ρ∞
κ

)2

, γ3,∞ = λ∞
(ρ∞
κ

)3

, (12)

so apply ligand conservation, i.e., λ0 = λ+ γ1 + γ2 + γ3, at steady state to obtain

λ∞ =
λ0

1 + 3 (ρ∞/κ) + 3 (ρ∞/κ)2 + (ρ∞/κ)3
, (13)
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Supplementary Table VII Baseline dimensional parameter values for the hysteron and caspase models.
Parameters were derived from the corresponding nondimensional baseline values assuming s = 10 nM,
k−1 = 10−2 min−1, and k(2)

l = 10−2 nM−2 min−1 for the hysteron model; and Ω = 100 nM and k−3 = 10−3

min−1 for the caspase model. For SBML computations, we set k4 = 0.1 nM/min.

Model Parameter Value

hysteron

k1 5 min−1

k−1 10−2 min−1

k2 10−3 nM−1 min−1

k3 10−4 min−1

k4 0 (0.1) nM−1 min−1

k
(2)
l 10−2 nM−2 min−1

k
(3)
l 5× 10−3 nM−3 min−1

caspase

k1 10−4 nM−1 min−1

k2 10−4 nM−1 min−1

k3 1 nM/min
k−3 10−3 min−1

k4 10−3 min−1

Supplementary Figure 2 Stochastic simulation of the hysteron model for an ensemble of N = 20 trajectories in a reaction
area A = 1 µm2 using baseline parameter values (Supplementary Table VII). Trajectories were smoothed using a moving
average with time window ≈ 3× 105 min.
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where ρ∞ is given by applying receptor conservation, i.e., 1 = ρ+ γ1 + 2γ2 + 3γ3, and solving

ρ4
∞ + (3λ0 + 3κ− 1) ρ3

∞ + 3κ (2λ0 + κ− 1) ρ2
∞ + κ2 (3λ0 + κ− 3) ρ− κ3 = 0,

which has the unique nonnegative root

ρ∞ =
1
2

[√
(3λ0 + κ− 1)2 + 4κ− (3λ0 + κ− 1)

]
. (14)

4.2 Steady-state invariants

Steady-state invariants (Box 3) for the hysteron and crosslinking models were computed as outlined in the
Materials and methods using Sage (http://www.sagemath.org/), giving

ωH (λ0, ζ) = c13λ0ζ
3 + c12λ0ζ

2 + c11λ0ζ + c02ζ
2 + c10λ0 + c01ζ + c00, (15)

where

c13 = −α2γ − 2γ,

c12 = α2 (γ − 1)− 2αγ + 6γ + 1,

c11 = α2 + 2α (γ − 1)− (7γ + 3)

c02 = −α2β + β,

c10 = 2α+ 3γ + 2,

c01 = −α2 (αδ − β)− α (3αδ + 2β)− 3 (αδ + β)− δ,
c00 = 2αβ + 2β,

and

ωC (λ0, ζ) = 3λ0ζ − ζ2 − 3λ0 + (κ+ 1) ζ, (16)

respectively. Correctness of ωH may be shown by observing that ωH/ζτ = (α + 1)3 is constant under
the identification λ = λ0; similarly, we demonstrate correctness of ωC by verifying that ωC = 0 for ζ =
γ1,∞ + 2γ2,∞ + 3γ3,∞.

4.3 Nonnegative least squares for model discrimination

To cast the optimization of ωH and ωC into nonnegative least squares (NNLS) form, we linearized the problem
by considering ωH and ωC as functions of

xH =
(
−λ0ζ

3, λ0ζ
2, λ0ζ, −ζ2, λ0, −ζ, 1

)
, xC = ζ,

respectively. Then, given experimental data U = (λ0, ζ∞), we may write

ω (U ; c) = Uc (a)− b (U) , (17)

suppressing model reference for generality, where U is a row vector corresponding to the data represented
in terms of the variables x; c (a) is a column vector of nonnegative coefficients in the model parameters a
to be determined, constrained by the limit (1) with ∆ > 1; and b is a column vector of constants given the
data. For the hysteron model,

cH ∈ R7
+, bH = −λ0ζ

2 + 3λ0ζ − 2λ0,
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Supplementary Figure 3 Distributions of the invariant measurables λ0, the total FasL concentration, and ζ∞, the
steady-state active Fas concentration, for data generated from the hysteron and crosslinking models (Datasets 3 and 4).

where we have used subscript notation in the obvious manner and R+ denotes the nonnegative real numbers,
while for the crosslinking model,

cC ∈ R+, bC = −3λ0ζ + ζ2 + 3λ0 − ζ.

For many experimental trials, U is considered instead a matrix, with each row denoting an individual
sample, so that ω(U ; c) = 0 now gives an overdetermined system. This leads to a natural least squares
problem for ε = ‖ω‖ = ‖Uc−b‖ as a function of c, which in particular is in NNLS form given the nonnegativity
of c. A significant advantage of NNLS over direct nonlinear optimization is that ε is minimized exactly,
producing an error that is indeed a global minimum (Lawson and Hanson, 1995).

4.4 Performance of model discrimination

As described in the main paper, we tested the NNLS formulation for model discrimination, using N = 100
samples generated from each model (Datasets 3 and 4), chosen based on the dimensions of cH and cC. The
results show that errors are low if the models underlying the data generation and the invariant minimization
are the same, and large otherwise. Note that NNLS provides a lower bound to the cross-model errors
due to the introduction of additional degrees of freedom for linearization. Furthermore, we remark that
the crosslinking-crosslinking optimization was able to recover the coefficient κ + 1 of ζ in ωC to machine
precision.

To verify that these results should hold generally, we analyzed the distributions of the data λ0 and ζ∞
(Supplementary Figure 3). The data are clearly nondegenerate, so we expect that the results are represen-
tative.
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Supplementary Table VIII Initial concentrations for the SBML implementations of the hysteron and
hysteron-caspase models. For sensitivity analyses, the FasL (L) concentration was set to l = 0.1 nM (within
the bistable regime). FasL is considered a species only nominally and is otherwise treated as a parameter.

Model Species Initial condition (nM)

hysteron

X 10
Y 0
Z 0
L 0.2 (0.1)

caspase

Casp8 100
Casp8∗ 0
Casp3 100
Casp3∗ 0

5 SBML implementation

5.1 Model definition

The hysteron and hysteron-caspase models with n = 3 were implemented in dimensional form using the
Systems Biology Markup Language (SBML) Level 2 Version 1 (Finney and Hucka, 2003; Hucka et al.,
2003) and are named hysteron.xml and hysteron-caspase.xml, respectively. Corresponding dimensional
baseline parameters were used, though we did not restrict k4 = 0 (θ = 0) as in the nondimensional case
(Supplementary Table VII). Initial concentrations (Supplementary Table VIII) were estimated from the
literature (Albeck et al., 2008a,b; Bagci et al., 2006; Bentele et al., 2004; Eißing et al., 2004; Harrington
et al., 2008; Hua et al., 2005; Legewie et al., 2006; Okazaki et al., 2008; Rangamani and Sirovich, 2007),
though we caution that substantial variation exists (see Svingen et al., 2004). Time course simulation of the
models validates their definition (Supplementary Figure 4).

We demonstrate the SBML models below by using standard SBML-compliant software (see Bergmann
and Sauro, 2006).

5.2 Sensitivity analysis

Sensitivity analysis of the hysteron model was performed with respect to the steady state by using openly
available toolboxes such as SBML-SAT (Zi et al., 2008) and SBTOOLBOX2 (Schmidt and Jirstrand, 2006).
Local sensitivity analysis was conducted using SBML-SAT with a perturbation coefficient of 0.01 about
baseline parameters (Supplementary Tables VII and VIII). The results highlight the importance of the
parameters l, the FasL concentration; k±1, the rates of constitutive receptor closing and opening, respectively;
k4, the rate of ligand-induced receptor opening; and x0, the initial Fas concentration (Supplementary Figure
5A). These corroborate, but do not completely reproduce, the nondimensional analysis.

We also performed global sensitivity analyses. Methods employed include partial rank correlation coeffi-
cient analysis (PRCC), Sobol’s method, multi-parametric sensitivity analysis (MPSA), weighted average of
local sensitivities (WALS), and the Fourier amplitude sensitivity test (FAST). Briefly, PRCC is based on
multiple linear regression, Sobol and FAST are variance-decomposition methods, MPSA uses a classifier-
based discrimination scheme, and WALS extends local sensitivity analysis; for details, see Bentele et al.
(2004); Chan et al. (1997); Marino et al. (2008); Saltelli et al. (2005); Sobol’ (2001); Turányi (1990); Zheng
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Supplementary Figure 4 Time courses of SBML hysteron and hysteron-caspase models at baseline parameters and initial
conditions (Supplementary Tables VII and VIII).

Supplementary Figure 5 Sensitivity and robustness analysis of the hysteron model with respect to the steady state
using SBML-SAT. Baseline values as reference (Supplementary Tables VII and VIII). (A) Local sensitivity analysis using a
perturbation coefficient of 0.01. (B) Global sensitivity analysis using partial correlation coefficient analysis (PRCC), Sobol’s
method, and multi-parametric sensitivity analysis. Parameters were perturbed over five orders of magnitude (N = 2× 103

simulations). (C) Robustness analysis using N = 103 perturbations.
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Supplementary Figure 6 Global sensitivity analysis of the hysteron model with respect to the steady state using SBTOOL-
BOX2. Baseline values as reference (Supplementary Tables VII and VIII). Parameters were perturbed over five orders of
magnitude (N = 2× 103 simulations for PRCC, FAST, and Sobol; N = 103 for WALS).

and Rundell (2006); Zi et al. (2005). Total effect sensitivities account for combinatorial parameter effects.
Analyses performed using both SBML-SAT and SBTOOLBOX2 exhibit general consistency in emphasizing
the parameters l, k±1, and k4 (Supplementary Figures 5B and 6).

5.3 Robustness analysis

Robustness analysis was also conducted using SBML-SAT. The robustness is defined as

R = − 1
N

N∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣∣log10

(
f̃i
f

)∣∣∣∣∣ , (18)

where f is the reference model output, f̃i is the perturbed model output of parameter set i, and N is the
number of randomly generated parameter sets (see Kitano, 2007). Note that R ≤ 0; the closer that R is
to zero, the more robust the system. Parameter generation was done using Latin hypercube sampling, with
each parameter set characterized by the total parameter variation

TPV =
M∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣∣log10

(
k̃i
ki

)∣∣∣∣∣ , (19)

where ki and k̃i are the reference and perturbed values of parameter i, and M is the number of model
parameters. For details, see Barkai and Leibler (1997); Blüthgen and Herzel (2003); Zi and Sun (2005).
Results exhibit a double-banded structure for the steady-state concentrations x∞ and z∞, demonstrating
robustness in the context of bistability (Supplementary Figure 5C).

6 Datasets

Threshold variation (Dataset 1), bistability robustness (Dataset 2), and hysteron and crosslinking model
discrimination (Datasets 3 and 4) data are consolidated in space-delimited format (Supplementary Table IX),
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Supplementary Table IX Space-delimited format for stored data. Dataset 1, threshold variation; dataset
2, bistability robustness; dataset 3, hysteron model discrimination; dataset 4, crosslinking model discrimi-
nation. Notation as in main text; 1bistable (true/false), and 2bistable fraction.

Dataset Column
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 α β γ δ λ+ λ− 1b
2 χ 2b.f.
3 λ0 ξ0 η0 ζ0 λ0 ζ∞
4 λ0 ρ0 γ0

1 γ0
2 γ0

3 λ0 ζ∞

and are named threshold-variation.txt, bistability-robustness.txt, hysteron-discrimination.txt,
and crosslinking-discrimination.txt, respectively.
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