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It has been reported that the number of transcription factors en-
coded in prokaryotic genomes scales approximately quadratically
with their total number of genes. We propose a conceptual expla-
nation of this finding and illustrate it using a simple model in which
metabolic and regulatory networks of prokaryotes are shaped by hor-
izontal gene transfer of co-regulated metabolic pathways. Adapting
to a new environmental condition monitored by a new transcription
factor (e.g. learning to utilize another nutrient) involves both ac-
quiring new enzymes as well as reusing some of the enzymes already
encoded in the genome. As the repertoire of enzymes of an organ-
ism (its toolbox) grows larger, it can reuse its enzyme tools more
often, and thus needs to get fewer new ones to master each new
task. From this observation it logically follows that the number of
functional tasks and their regulators increases faster than linearly
with the total number of genes encoding enzymes. Genomes can
also shrink e.g. due to a loss of a nutrient from the environment
followed by deletion of its regulator and all enzymes that become
redundant. We propose several simple models of network evolution
elaborating on this toolbox argument and reproducing the empiri-
cally observed quadratic scaling. The distribution of lengths of co-
regulated pathways in our model quantitatively agrees with that of
the real-life metabolic network of E. coli. Furthermore, our model
provides a qualitative explanation for broad distributions of regulon
sizes in prokaryotes.

Horizontal Gene Transfer, Transcriptional regulatory networks, Functional genome
analysis

Abbreviations: HGT, Horizontal Gene Transfer; KEGG, Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes
and Genomes; TF, Transcription Factor

Introduction

Biological functioning of a living cell involves coordirned activ-
ity of its metabolic and regulatory networks. While the nhetic
network specifies which biochemical reactions the cell iprinci-
ple able to carry out, its actual operation in a given envitent is
orchestrated by the transcription regulatory networkugtoup- or
down-regulation of enzyme levels. A large size of the irzteef be-
tween these two networks in prokaryotes is indicated byahethat
nearly half of transcription factors iR.coli have a binding site for
a small molecule [1], which implicates them [2] as potenté&gula-
tors of metabolic pathways. This interface is further iased when
one takes into account two component systems whose semsdte b
small molecules and only then activate a dedicated trgstemmifac-
tor. Thus, at least in prokaryotes, regulation of metaboliecupies
the majority of all transcription factors.

Two recent empirical observations shed additional lightweo-
lutionary processes shaping these two networks:

® The number of transcriptional regulators is shown to grostefa
than linearly[3| 4, B, 6] (approximately quadratically)#jith the
total number of proteins encoded in a prokaryotic genome.

® The distribution of sizes of co-regulated pathways (regsijp

genes, many local regulators controlling several targath eand
all regulon sizes in-between these two extremes.

A simple evolutionary model explains both these empiridal o
servations in a unified framework based on modular functidesign
of prokaryotic metabolic networks and their regulation.

A toolbox view of metabolic networks.. Metabolic networks
are composed of many semi-autonomous functional modules-co
sponding to traditional metabolic pathways$ [8] or theirwsuiks [S]).
Constituent genes of such evolutionary modules tend toccorgbe
either all present or all absent) in genonies [10, 9]. Thedewzsy's
overlap with each other to form branched, interconnectethinodic
networks. Many of these pathways/branches include a dedica
transcription factor turning them on under appropriatarenvnental
conditions. In prokaryotic organisms there is a strongtp@scorre-
lation between the number of protein-coding genes in thaioges,
the number of metabolic pathways formed by these genes utine n
ber of transcription factors regulating these pathwaysl, &inally,
the number of environments or conditions that organism apeati
to live in.

We propose to view the repertoire of metabolic enzymes of an
organism as its toolbox. Each metabolic pathway is thenlaaian
of tools (enzymes), which enables the organism to utilizeudig
ular metabolite by progressively breaking it down to simmem-
ponents, or, alternatively, to synthesize a more completabodite
from simpler ingredients. Adapting to a new environmentaidi-
tion e.g. learning to metabolize a new nutrient, involveguiring
some new tools as well as reusing some of the tools/enzyraearih
already encoded in the genome. From this analogy it is cledras
the toolbox of an organism grows larger, on average, it nézds-
quire fewer and fewer new tools to master each new metalasic t
This is because the larger is the toolbox the more likelyti elready
contain some of the tools necessary for the new functionréfbee,
the number of proteins encoded in organism’s genome (iesite
of its toolbox) is expected to increas®wer than linearlywith the
number of metabolic tasks it can accomplish. Or, converdaly
number of nutrients an organism can utilize via distinctabetic
pathways is expected to scdéster than linearlywith its number of
enzymes or reactions in its metabolic network. This lastist®n
is empirically confirmed by the data in the KEGG database §8]:
shown in Fig. S6 in supplementary materials the best powsiita
to the number of metabolic pathways vs the number of metabli
actions in prokaryotic genomes has the expor2edtt 0.2. This is
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which in network language correspond to out-degrees of tran

scription factors in the regulatory network, has long t§ik

As a result the set of transcription factors of each organism

includes few global (“hub”) regulators controlling hundseof
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in agreement with quadratic scaling of the number of trapson In our model pathway additions and removals are treated in a
factors [4] if one assumes that most of these pathways atdateg  symmetric fashion. The steps leading to pathway deletierilkus-
by a dedicated transcription factor. trated in Fig[LB. First, one of the leaves of the network espond-
ing to a vanished nutrient is chosen randomly. The brandatirgga
at this nutrient/leaf is followed downstream to the poinenit first
Results intersects another branch of the network. This entire pEtrfing
from the leaf down to the merging point with another pathv&then
0removed from the network. The selected nutrient along wlitina
termediate metabolites thereby become non-metabolizable
The network in our model evolves by a random sequence of path-
way additions and removals (see Methods for more details)ceS
our goal is to understand how properties of metabolic andlaggry
networks scale with the genome size of an organism, we taki mu
ple snapshots of the evolving network with different valoév,,..
—the current number of nodes in the metabolic network, wincur
model is equal to the number of reactions or metabolic engyme

Evolution of networks by random removal and addition of
pathways. We propose a simple model of evolution of metabolic an
regulatory networks based on this toolbox viewpoint. Theainelic
network of a given organism constitutes a subset of the &rsal
biochemistry” network, formed by the union of all metabeditand
metabolic reactions taking place in any organism. An apprax
tion to this universal biochemistry can be obtained by caorimgj all
currently known metabolic reactions in the KEGG databakeH8r
prokaryotes, entire metabolic pathways from this univenséwork
could be added all at once by the virtue of Horizontal GeneSfiex
(HGT), which according to Ref[ [11] is the dominant form obay
tion of bacterial metabolic networks. Recent studies [EPorted a
number of HGT “highways” or preferential directions of rmontal
gene transfer between major divisions of prokaryotes. Aesalt of
these and other constraints the effective size of the wsav@etwork
from which an organism gets most new pathways is likely ta-dev
ate from the simple union of reactions in all organisms. Melia
networks can also shrink due to removal of pathways. Thisnoft
happens when a nutrient disappears from the environment of-a
ganism over an evolutionary significant time interval (sase'it or
loose it” principle by Savageau [113]). A massive eliminataf path-
ways occurs e.g when an organism becomes obligate paralijte f
relying on its host for “pre-processing” of most nutrients.

The state-of-the-art information on metabolic networksdasad-
equate for a fully realistic modeling of their evolution. remately,
faster-than-linear scaling of the number of pathways aeit tlegu-
lators with the number of genes is the robust outcome of thibox
evolution scenario and as such it is not particularly sestb topo-
logical structure of the universal biochemistry network phrticular
we found (see Fig. S1) essentially identical scaling in tvanleds us-
ing two very different variants of the universal biochemyjistetwork:

Assigning transcriptional regulators to metabolic pathways.
Operation of metabolic networks involves regulating picichn of
enzymes in response to nutrient availability. In prokaegamost of
this regulation is achieved at the transcriptional levelolder to in-
vestigate the interface between metabolic and regulatetyorks
we extend our model to include transcription factors (TF&)jclv
are activated by nutrient availability to turn on or off thezgmes
in individual metabolic pathways. In the basic version of model
shown in Fig.[2A we chose the following simple method to assig
TFs to reactions: one randomly picks a leaf/nutrient antb¥e its
reactions downstream until this branch either reaches ttabolic
core or merges with a pathway regulated by a previously asdig
TF. A new TF is then assigned to regulate all reactions in phis
of the nutrient utilization pathway. This process is repdaintil all
enzymes/reactions have been assigned a (unique) traisuaireg-
ulator (see Fig.J2A). Each TF is activated by the presencheotor-
responding nutrient in the environment. Note that this mettesults
in exactly one TF per nutrient, and that the out-degreeiligion of
TFsin the regulatory network is identical to the distributdf branch
lengths in the metabolic network.

In addition to this simple regulatory network architectuve
have tried several others illustrated in Figk. 2B-D. Theaatlge of
these more complicated schemes is that they ensure théit states
of connected metabolic pathways are properly coordinatddesach
other. For example, unlike in Fid.] 2A, in Figsl 2B-D the reantr
scription factor (TF2) turns on the downstream (and onlydten-
stream) part of the blue pathway necessary for utilizatiothe red
nutrient. We will further compare network topologies getted by
these rules in the Discussion section.

® the union of KEGG reactions [8] in all organisms. The part
of this network connected to the biomass production cansit
Nuniv =~ 1800 metabolites;

® a random spanning tree on the fully connected grapivef;.
metabolites. While certainly not realistic, this versismathe-
matically tractable.

Furthermore, it turned out that many other details of pathaaqui-
sition process do not change scaling exponents of our meeel ( Comparison of the model with empirical data.In agreement

Fig. S2 in Supplementary materials). In the rest of this\swe i, the toolbox argument outlined in the introduction, werid (see
use the first universal network (union of all KEGG reactiomspur ¢ 3a) that the number of transcriptional regulators obaganism
numerical simulations of the model and the second netwolun  gcajes steeper than linearly with the total number of méitalsn

mathematical analysis. o i its metabolic network, which in our model is equal to its nembf
While toolbox view of evolution is equally applicable t0 (a5ctions or enzymes:

catabolic (breakdown of nutrients) and anabolic (synghesicom- o
plex metabolites) pathways, for simplicity we will simwgadnly ad- Nrp o< (Nmet)™ [1]
dition and removal of catabolic branches. Given the repertof  The best fit hasy = 1.8 & 0.2. In Fig.[4A we directly compare nu-
enzymes of an organism each of tNe,;,, universal metabolites can merical simulations of the toolbox model (red diamonds)® ¢m-
be categorized as either “metabolizable” (connected tmb&s pro- pirical scaling of the number of transcription factors witle number
duction), or “non-metabolizable” (currently outside oétmetabolic  of genes in all currently sequenced prokaryotic genome=e(gcir-
network). To add a new branch to the network in our model we firscles). To approximate the total number of geRgs.... in the whole
randomly choose a non-metabolizable molecule as a newentitri genome we multiplied the number of metabolites/reacti¥ps: by
(leaf). A pathway/branch that begins at the leaf and cosniédd  a constant factor. The empirical value of the ralig,c: /Ngenes ~
the set of metabolizable molecules is then added to the metWbis 0.2 was estimated as follows: metabolic enzymes constitutetao
connecting pathway consists of a linear chain of reactiandoamly  quarter of all genes in a procaryotic genome independent Glize
selected from the universal network untiffitst intersectswith the  (see blue line in Fig. 1a of[4]). Due to presence of isoenz/the
already existing metabolic network of the organism. Théphas all  number of different reactions catalyzed by these enzymgsa(e¢o
the intermediate metabolites of this branch thereby becoetabo-  the number of metabolite¥,..; in our model) is somewhat smaller
lizable. This process is illustrated in Fg. 1A. and its average value over 451 fully sequenced prokaryetiomes
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[14] is 20%. The model results shown in Fi§] 4 were simulatedMlathematical derivation of scaling behavior in toolbox
on the universal network formed by the union of KEGG readion model. When a new nutrient (leaf) is added to a network of size

in all organisms. However, a model simulated on a randomeuniv
sal network of the same siz¥,,:, ~ 1800 produced essentially
identical results (black crosses in Fig. S1). This agrednneiicates
that the scaling betweeNrr and N,,.: for the most part is deter-
mined by just the number of universal metabolit€S ..., and is not
particularly sensitive to the topology of connections hestw them.
On the other hand, we believe that nearly precise agreenfight o
actual number of regulators in real prokaryotic genomesiaritie
model is coincidental. Indeed, even in prokaryotes notrafigcrip-
tion factors are dedicated to regulation of metabolic eregnirhis

Nnmet, the length of the metabolic pathway required for its udilian

is (on average) inversely proportional Ay,,.:. This result is easy to
show for a mean-field version of the model on a randomly géeéra
universal network. In this case each reaction in the newwstthas
the same probability = Npet/Nuniv 10 end in one of theV,,e:
currently metabolizable molecules. The minimal pathwayuned
for utilization of the new nutrient involves only the reasts until the
first intersection with the already existing metabolic natkv The
average length of such pathway is just the inverse of thibagirility:
1/p = Nuniv/Nmet. When this pathway is added, the number of

means that to represent all TFs in the whole genome the nuafiber metabolizable molecules increaseSAW et = Nuniv/Nme: and

metabolic transcription factors in our model has to be rplid¢td by a
currently unknown number. Furthermore, as discussed ibégen-
ning of the Results section the effective size of the unadenstwork
for real-life horizontal transfer of metabolic pathwaydikely to be
different from the union of all reactions currently listad KEGG.
We still believe that the KEGG-based universal network ffes a
correct order-of-magnitude estimate &f,,.,,. Hence, the approxi-
mate agreement betwe@ r VS Ngenes plots in our model and real
prokaryotic genomes is an encouraging sign.

In addition to providing an explanation to the quadraticlisga

between numbers of leaves and all nodes, our model nicetprep

duces the large-scale topological structure of real-litgaholic net-
works. An example of a metabolic network generated by thibtoo
model is shown in Fig[]3B. Its tree-like topology reflects sim-

plification that each reaction converts a single substi@i@ $ingle
product. The network is hierarchical in the sense that snéiiear
pathways tend to be attached to progressively longer amgtiqrath-
ways, until they finally reach the metabolic core. This aetture
is reminiscent of drainage networks in which many shortutabes
merge to give rise to larger rivers. For comparison, in Eig. vée

show a tree-like backbone (to match linear pathways in outef)o

the number of regulators increases by aA&¥r» = 1. In the steady
state of the model, removal of a branch produces the oppesitet:

ANmet = —Nuniv/Nmet, ANTr = —1. In both cases one has:
deet Nuniv

= — 2

dNTF Nmet [ ]

the integration of which gives

2
met

2Nuniv '

Therefore, the quadratic scaling betwe®i» and N,,.: naturally
emerges from our toolbox model.

Similar calculations allow one to derive the scale-fredritia-
tion of branch lengths (regulon sizes) in our model:

Nrp = [3]

N(Kout) ~ K., with ~=3. [4]
Indeed, the expected length of a newly added metabolic @stliar
the out-degree of its regulator in transcription regukatoetwork

shown in Fig. [RA) isKout = Nuniv/Nmet- As the size of the

of the E. coli metabolic network[[8, 14] of approximately the same Mmetabolic network increases, the length of each new pattpray

size as the model network in Figl 3B. The details of genegatiis
backbone are described in the Methods section. The overadt
logical structure of real and model networks clearly redengach
other.

To better quantify this visual comparison in Hig. 4B we comgpa
cumulative branch length distributiod®(K,..: > K) in our model

gressively shrinks. If the network was monotonically gnogyilonger
pathways of lengtti,.,: > K were added at the time when the num-
ber of metabolites was smaller tha,..,/K or equivalently the
number of transcription factors was beldW,.:, /(2K?). There-
fore, P(Kout > K) = Nuniv/(2K?)/Npp of P(Kput = K) ~
Nuniv/(NrrK?) so thaty = 3 in Eq. [4. As evident from Fig.

With Nyner = 400 (red diamonds folV,,,.;, = 1800 and red squares 4B, random cycling through addition and removal of pathwiaytbe

for Nuni» = 900) and in real metabolic network iB. coli of com-
parable size (green circles). All three distributions draracterized
by a long powerlaw tail:P(K,..) ~ K, . Best fit value of the ex-
ponenty = 2.9 + 0.2 is similar in model and real-life networks and
agrees with our analytical resujt = 3 derived in the next section.
Furthermore, the data in our model simulated on a truncatec
sal network withN,,;, = 900 (red crosses in Fig]4B calculated
for the red network in Fig:13B) are in excellent agreemenhliteir
real-life conuterpart ife. coli (green circles in Fid.]4B calculated for
the green network in Fif] 3A) throughout the whole range.

steady state of our model does not significantly change xpisreent
with best fit value ofy = 2.9 + 0.2 shown as solid line in Fig.]4B.

Discussion

Trends of average in- and out-degrees in the regulatory
network as a function of genome size. As was pointed out by
van Nimwegen([4] 1€, 17] faster-than-linear scaling of tvenber
of transcription factors generates systematic differsrnicetopol-
ogy of transcriptional regulatory networks as a functiorgehome

In Fig. S3 we compare distributions of regulon sizes (branci$ize. Indeed, the total number of regulatory interactiqueiré of

lengths) in our model (red diamonds in Fig. 4B) and in the Ragu
database [15] including all presently known transcripgioregula-

TFs and their target genes) in a given organism can be writen
ther asNgenes (Kin ) if One counts the incoming regulatory inputs of

tions inE. coli. One can immediately see that the tail of the distribu-all genes, or asVrr (Ko.:) if one counts the regulatory outputs of

tion in the Regulon database with the exponen? is considerably
broader than in our model. There are several possible exjitears of
this discrepancy: 1) coordination of activity of differemietabolic

pathways with each other as shown in Figd. 2B-D inevitably in

creases out-degree of transcription factors and givestoidarger
regulatory hubs; 2) regulation of proteins other than mataken-
zymes in the same regulon; 3) an anthropogenic effect intwixt-
ter studied transcription factors included in the regulatalase have
larger-than-average out-degrees. In the Discussionosest return
to comparison real-life and model regulatory networks irrentge-
tails.

Footline Author

all transcription factors. Here the brackets denote theagesover a
given genome. Therefore, one always has

(Kin)
(Kout)

The empirical date [3./4] indicate that the left hand sidehif equa-

tion monotonically grows with genome size and is roughlypome
tional to Ngenes. Therefore, an increase in the number of genes in
larger genomes must be accompanied either by an increagerage
in-degree( K, ) of all genes or by a decrease in average out-degree
(Kout) Of transcriptional regulators. The latter trend is indilgc

Nrrp
Ngenes

[5]
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supported by the empirical observation|[16] that the ave@aeron
size (a lower bound on regulon size) is negatively corrdlatéh

in Fig.[2D is to add a new transcription factor (TF3) actichlby the
TF2 to regulate only the downstream part of the blue path&agn

Nyenes. This trend also exists in our basic model (Fiy. 2A) in whichthough the number of transcription factors in Fig. 2D is ugwo

K.+ of transcription factors regulating newly added metabpdith-
ways progressively decreases With.c: ~ Ngenes. Furthermore,
another recent study [17] found no systematic correlatietwben
(Kin) and Ngenes. This is the case in our model in Figl 2A where
all enzymes representing vast majority of all proteins in model
have the samé;,, = 1 independently of genome size. However,
such complete lack of coordination between different matatpath-
ways is not realistic. To correct this we explored severhéoteg-
ulatory network architectures illustrated in Figg. 2B-D.dll these
models enzymes are regulated by more than one transcrifatisn
tor. Transcription factors in the model in Fig. 2B ensure mplete
top-to-bottom regulation of the entire pathway for utitiva of each
nutrient. In this case centrally positioned metabolitegehanreal-
istically large in-degrees. Opposite to the basic modelign 2A,
the average in-degreés;,, ) in Fig.[2B increases wittVyc.,.s, while
(Kout) remains constant. Real-life regulatory networks areiltel
be somewhere in-between these two extreme scenariosabiedtin

Figs.[2A2B.

Coordination of activity of upstream and downstream
metabolic pathways. Converting a nutrient into biomass of an or-
ganism often involves several successive pathways eaatated by
its own transcription factor. States of activity of suchhyedys have
to be coordinated with each other. Our basic model illustrat Fig.
[2A does not involve such coordination. In this model:

* Transcription factors do not regulate other transcripfactors.
This results in “shallow” transcriptional regulatory netks con-
sisting of only two hierarchical layers: the upper levellinting
all regulators, and the lower level including all workhogz®-
teins (metabolic enzymes). While this assumption in itegarm

is certainly unrealistic, it approximates the hierarchgtaucture
of real prokaryotic regulatory networks, which were showmé
relatively shallow[[7[ 18, 19]. That is to say, the number bf h
erarchical layers in these networks was shown to be smaber t
expected by pure chande [19].

In the regulatory network shown in Figl 2A every enzyme is reg
ulated by precisely one transcription factor. Once agam fea-
ture, while obviously unrealistic, approximates topotagiprop-
erties of real-life regulatory networks e.g oneBncoli. In [7] it
was shown that in this network the in-degree distributioakse
at one regulatory input per protein beyond which it rapidiy-(
ponentially) decays. This should be contrasted with a boae
degree (regulon size) distributidnl [7] which has a long pelae
tail reaching as high as hundreds of targets.

Several possible regulatory network architectures engurec-
essary coordination of activity of upstream and downstreatin-

times larger than the number of leaves in the metabolic métwee
have verified that their quadratic scaling remains unchénge
Transcription regulatory networks are also characterizgdch
large number of feed-forward loops [18]. It has been alsgestared
[18] that some of them serve as low-pass filters bufferingregjéran-
sient fluctuations in nutrient availability. Such loops ltbhe easily
incorporated in our models. One possibility would be to asfglta-
tory interaction between TF2 and TF1 in FId. 2B. For the madel
Fig.[2D one might extend the range of TF2 to include at leastqfa
the targets of TF3 and/or add a regulatory interaction betwe-1
and TF2. Our simulations of models in F[g. 2B-D indicate titnaty
all give rise to very long regulons. The distribution of rémusizes
of these models shown in Fig. S4 has a tail significantly beo#thn
the one empirically observed B coli[15]. A detailed study of reg-
ulatory network architectures used by real-life prokaegdio ensure
coordination of activity of their metabolic pathways goeydnd the
scope of this study and will be addressed in our future rekear

Prokaryotic genomes are shaped by horizontal gene transfer
and prompt removal of redundant genes. The Horizontal Gene
Transfer (HGT) of whole modules of functionally related gerirom
other organisms is the likely mechanism by which new patiseag
added to the metabolic network in our model. Indeed, thesrafe
our model imply that an organism acquires several enzymessne
sary to utilize a new nutrient not one by one but all togethateed,
a pathway converting a nutrient to a downstream productishdis-
connected from the rest of the metabolic network does ndtitore
to biomass production and thus confers no evolutionary radge
to the organism. The dominant role of HGT in shaping contents
of prokaryotic genomes in general and their metabolic ngtgvin
particular is well documented [21]. For example, a recenpigoal
study [11] reports that horizontally transferred enzymes

® Qutnumber duplicated enzymes during the last 100 millicarye
in evolution ofE. coli.

Frequently confer condition-specific advantages, fatitig
adaptation to new environments. As a consequence, haoaibgnt
transferred pathways tend to be located at the peripherpeof t
metabolic network rather than near its core.

tend to come in functionally-coupled groups (see also [9]&fo
genome-wide analysis of this trend).

These empirical observations make the central assumptibosr
model all the more plausible. Another feature of evolutidn o
prokaryotic genomes used in our model is their tendencydmptly
remove redundant genes. Indeed, in our model we implicithume
that if a set of horizontally transferred genes containsesenzymes
that are already encoded in the genome, these redundaetscang

ways are shown in Figg] 2B-D. Models shown in Fig. 2C-D solvePromptly removed. Stopping the added metabolic branchigeic

the coordination problem by adding regulatory interactiamong
transcription factors. The positive regulation TR2TF1 in Fig.[2C
ensures that the nutrient processed by the red pathway Wwewdn-
verted to the central metabolism (dark green area) by thasiveam
part of the blue pathwllly One problem with adding the TF2 TF1
regulation is that it stimulates some unnecessary enzyouption.
Indeed, the presence of the red nutrient triggers the ptmofucf en-
zymes of the entire blue pathway including those locatedreas
of the merging point with the red pathway which are not reeglir
for red nutrient utilization. To eliminate this waste of oesces we
added negative regulations of these upstream enzymes bySEE2
Fig. [AC). Other architectures shown in Fig. 2B &nd 2D insiefad
suppressing the upstream enzymes of the blue pathway &edjus
activate its downstream enzymes. In F[g. 2B transcriptactdrs
regulate the entire length of the long path from every leatr{ant)
all the way down to central metabolism. Another option iitated

4 | WWW.pnas.org — —

at the intersection point with the existing metabolic netwoorre-
sponds to instantaneous removal of these redundant gereeseiV
ified that this simplification could be relaxed without chamggscal-
ing exponents of the model . This is demonstrated in Fig. S2 in
supplementary materials where we simulated a version ofnmatel
assuming more realistic finite rate of removal of redundameg.
Both these features (massive horizontal gene transfers
prompt removal of redundant genes) are not characteristialary-
otic genomes in general, and those of multicellular orgasis par-
ticular. That is consistent with our finding of approximgtéhear

and

INote that in biosynthetic (anabolic) pathways the direction of metabolic flow is opposite to that
in a nutrient-utilization (catabolic) pathways used in our illustrations (Fig. [JA-D). As a result, the
direction of regulatory interactions between transcription factors should be reversed as well. Thus
in biosynthetic pathways one expects more centrally-positioned regulator with larger out-degree to
regulate its more peripheral (and less connected) counterparts as is known to be the case e.g. in
the leucine biosynthetic pathway (see [20] and references therein)

Footline Author



scaling of Nzr with Nyenes in genomes of animals (see Fig. S5 lites connected by 2745 edges. The exact size and topolagioa-

where the best fit exponeit15 4+ 0.2). The best fit exponent for all
eukaryotic genomesl (3 = 0.2 [4]) is marginally higher and is still
much lower than its value in prokaryotes{ & 0.2).

ture of the universal network is not known. To test our model o
a universal network of a different size (red squares in El§) we
pruned the KEGG network down to 900 metabolites. This pruning

Several earlier modeling efforts |[4, 122, 123] explained thewas achieved by randomly removing nodes along with brantttats

quadratic scaling in terms of gene duplications followeddbyer-

gence of the resulting paralogs. Models of this type assinatesaid-
ditions and deletions of individual genes are to a largeekdecou-
pled from their biological function. Conversely, our modglto the
best of our knowledge, the first attempt to explain this scafiela-
tion in purely functional terms. Instead of single genes wé and
delete larger functional units (metabolic pathways) arsliage that
they are retained by evolution only if they positively cdindte to the
functioning of the organism, that is to say if they get coneddo its
biomass production through the existing metabolic netwakkso,

contrary to earlier explanations| [4.]122, 23], our toolboxd®lorelies
on a different evolutionary mechanism (horizontal genesfer vs
gene duplications) that is predominant in prokaryotes.

How quickly do new pathways acquire transcriptional regu-

got disconnected from the central metabolism. In yet amothe
sion shown in Supplementary Fig. S1 the universal networkade
of random walks on the fully connected graph /f,.;, = 1800
metabolites. From this figure it follows that properties af smodel
are mainly determined by the number of nodes in the universal
work and not by details of its topology.

1) Pathway addition. One randomly chooses a new leaf (nutri-
ent) and a self-avoiding random walk on the universal netwhis
directed walk is started at the leaf and extended until it fitersects
the subset ofV,,,.: presently metabolizable molecules. The leaf plus
all the intermediate metabolites of this new branch thetsdgome
metabolizable.

2) Pathway deletion. One of thérr network leaves (nutrients)
is chosen randomly. The links downstream from this leaf ate f
lowed until the first merging point of two metabolic branchesl|

lators?. In our model we assume that the regulatory network closelghe metabolites down to this merging point are removed frben t

follows changes in the metabolic toolbox of the organismr the
sake of convenience in our simulations we choose to ass@nare

network, thereby becoming non-metabolizable.
We typically choose to begin all simulations with 20 nodegim

tors de novoto each new state of the metabolic network. To verify“metabolic core” (the dark green central circle in FigH.)itt#at are

that this simplification does not distort our final results stadied a
variant of our model in which the transcriptional regulgtaetwork
dynamically follows changes in the metabolic network. Tégulon
size distribution in this model was essentially unchangednfthe
case where regulators were assigdechovo Such nearly immedi-
ate assignment of regulators to newly acquired pathwayspisated
by the empirical study of Price and collaboratars| [24] réipgrthat
horizontally transferred peripheral metabolic pathwaggtiently in-
clude their own transcriptional regulators. This shoultheoas no

already metabolizable. This core could be thought of as diné/&r-
sal central metabolism” present in most organisms. The euarab
these core metabolited] .., is the second parameter of our model.
However, in practice, as long @.ore < Nuniv, the network topo-
logical structure in the steady state does not depend ondtlie of
Neore. In our simulations we also tried different starting setsnaf
tabolizable molecules connected by linear branches to dhe lout
inevitably arrived to the statistically identical steastgte networks.

surprise, given many well known cases where metabolic eagym Sources of empirical datasets. The distribution of branch lengths

and their regulators either belong to the same operon omastdd
very close to each other on the chromosome (as e.g. the Legsrep
sor and the Lac operon). Our model is also consistent witkelfesh
operon theory [25] stating that genomic proximity of funcially re-
lated genes is favored by evolution since it increases kiséhiood of

a successful horizontal transfer of a fully functional pely.

Overall, the emerging consensls|[26] is that regulatoryowrkds
in prokaryotic genomes are flexible, quickly adaptable, eamidly
divergent even between closely related strains. Thus, eveases
when a horizontally transferred pathway does not includedioated
transcriptional regulator it could nevertheless be quiedquired in
a separate HGT event or created by gene duplication of an®the
in the genome.

Materials and Methods

Numerical simulations of the model. Metabolic network in our
model is shaped by randomly repeating pathway addition atia- p
way removal steps.

in Fig. [2A was calculated as follows: first a leaf was randoniip-
sen and followed to the metabolic core. Subsequent brangbes
followed until the merging point with another branch thatsvpevi-
ously selected. In the metabolic network of the K-12 strdi&.ocoli
leaves were defined as either 1) having zero in-degree (rdupro
tion within the organism) or 2) having an undirected degreens
(endpoints of linear branches formed by reversible reas}io The
backbone of thé. coli network was defined by following random
linear paths starting at these leaves and ending at theéution with
each other or at the metabolic core. This left us with the ogtin
Fig. [3A of ~ 420 metabolite nodes (including 112 leaves) located
upstream of the central metabolism [8].

To estimate the number of transcription factors in differ-
ent genomes shown in Fig[] 4A (green symbols) we used the
DBD databasel [27]Www.transcriptionfactor.org) with
its manually curated list of 147 Pfam families of transdadptfac-
tors. The resulting values dfrr are in good agreement with those
obtained in earlier studies![3}4,8, 6].

The boundary conditions for this stochas

tic process do not allow the number of metabolites to fall be-
low 40 or exceed about 1600. Networks with different values o Acknowledgments
Nnme: are then sampled and analyzed. The universal network usétfork at Brookhaven National Laboratory was carried out uiimn-

in our study consists of the union of all reactions listed e t
KEGG database [8]. The directionality of reactions and eated
pairs of metabolites are inferred from the map version ofrédae-
tion formula:[ftp://ftp.genome. jp/pub/kegg/ligand/
reaction/reaction_mapformula.lstl Since our goal is to
model the conversion of nutrients to organism’s biomass ept the
metabolites located upstream of the central metabolisackzble
by a directed path from Pyruvate). This left us with 1813 rheta
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Fig. 1. “Toolbox” rules for evolving metabolic networks in our model. A) addition of a
new metabolic pathway (red) that is long enough to connect the red nutrient to a previously
existing pathway (blue) which further converts it to the central metabolic core (dark green).
B) removal of a part of the blue pathway following loss of the blue nutrient. The upstream
portion of the blue pathway that is no longer required is removed down to the point where
it merges with another pathway (red). The light green circle denotes all metabolites in the
universal biochemistry network from which new pathways are drawn (see text for details).
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagrams illustrating several possible regulatory network architectures for
control of metabolic enzymes/pathways. Four panels correspond to different versions of our
model discussed in the text. In the basic model (panel A) there is no coordination of activity
between red and blue metabolic pathways. More realistic models (panels B-D) include extra
regulatory interactions (purple dashed lines) and transcription factors (purple TF3 in panel D)
ensuring that only the part of the blue pathway necessary for utilization of the red nutrient is
turned on by the corresponding transcription factor (red TF2).

Footline Author

PNAS | Issue Date | Volume | Issue Number | 7



Fig. 3. A. The backbone of the metabolic network in E. coli [8] located upstream of central
metabolism (green). B. A similarly-sized network generated by our model (red). Note hierarchy
of branch lengths in both panels in which shorter pathways tend to be attached to progressively

longer pathways. The branch length distributions in real and model networks are shown as
green circles and red squares in Fig. FB.
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Fig. 4. A. The number of transcription factors scales approximately quadratically with the
total number of genes in real prokaryotic genomes [8][27] (green) and our model (red) simulated
on the KEGG universal network with Nynsw = 1800. The number of metabolic reactions
in the model was rescaled to approximate the total number of genes in a genome (see text for
more details). Error bars correspond to data scatter in multiple simulations of the model. The
solid line with slope 2 is the best powerlaw fit to the scaling in real prokaryotic genomes (the
best fit to our model is 1.8 £ 0.2), while the dashed line with slope 1 is shown for comparison
to emphasize deviations from linearity. B. Cumulative distributions of pathway/branch lengths
in the E. coli metabolic network (green circles) and our model of comparable size (red symbols)
have similar tail exponents. The negative slope of the best powerlaw fit v — 1 = 1.9 £ 0.2
(solid line) is consistent with our analytical result v = 3 (see text for details). The toolbox
model with Nymet = 400 was simulated on universal networks of KEGG reactions with
Nyniv = 1800 (red diamonds) and Ny iy = 900 (red squares) nodes.
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