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Delays in biological systems may be used to model eventstigriwthe underlying dynamics cannot
be precisely observed, or to provide abstraction of somawehof the system resulting more com-
pact models. In this paper we enrich the stochastic prodgebra Bio-PEPA, with the possibility
of assigning delays to actions, yielding a new non-Markoeyeocess algebra: Bio-PEPAd. This
is a conservative extension meaning that the original syotdio-PEPA is retained and the delay
specification which can now be associated with actions madded to existing Bio-PEPA models.
The semantics of the firing of the actions with delays is tHaydas-duration approach, earlier pre-
sented in papers on the stochastic simulation of biologigstems with delays. These semantics of
the algebra are given in the Starting-Terminating styleamigg that the state and the completion of
an action are observed as two separate events, as requideldys. Furthermore we outline how
to perform stochastic simulation of Bio-PEPAd systems aod to automatically translate a Bio-
PEPAd system into a set of Delay Differential Equations,daerministic framework for modeling
of biological systems with delays. We end the paper with twangple models of biological systems
with delays to illustrate the approach.

1 Introduction

The contribution of computer science in the interdiscigfinfield of Systems Biology is to provide lan-
guages, tools and techniques for the description and asalfysomplex biological systems. In particular,
there exist many formal languages, either based on prod¢gsisras or term-rewriting systems, worth
noting: Bio-PEPAI[10, 11], the stochasticcalculus [[23, 24, 26], Bioambientis [25], tikecalculus[[13],
LBS [21], the CLSI[19] 3,4], to name but a few.

Biological systems can often be modeled at different abstra levels. Specifically, a simple event
in a model that describes the system at a certain level ofl detey correspond to a rather complex
network of events in a lower level description. The choicehef abstraction level of a model usually
depends on the knowledge of the system and on the efficientthyeatnalysis tools to be applied to the
model.

Delays can appear in a biological system at any level of attbn. In particular, there are two good
reasons for considering delays. Firstly, when there is wonlt of events whose dynamics cannot be
precisely observed, or measured in terms of kinetic rates secondly, when a complex portion of a
system is to be abstracted by means of a smaller one. In beds,ca delay may represent the time
necessary for the underlying network of events to produceesiesult observable in the higher level
model. In both cases, the state space of the model with defiflyse a reduction of the complete one as
some parts are abstracted by the delays.

In mathematics, the modeling of biological systems wittagglis mainly based on Delay Differen-
tial Equations (DDESs), a kind of differential equationstaibed by generalizing Ordinary Differential
Equations (ODESs), in which the derivative of the unknownction at a certain time is given in terms
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of the values of the function at previous times. This framwis very general and allows both simple
(constant) and complex (variable or distributed) formsealfgs to be modeled. Practically, DDEs have
been used to describe biological systems in which events hawn-negligible duration[[G, 29] or in
which a sequence of simple events is abstracted as a singipleo event associated with a duration
[28,12].

It is well-known that the analysis of ODEs can become imm&due to the approximation intro-
duced by representing discrete quantities with continu@ugbles when quantities are close to zero,
and the same problem can arise in DDEs. Thus techniques ffimrméng stochastic simulation of bio-
logical systems with delays have been defined. The Delayh&stic Simulation Algorithms (DSSAS)
[1,[2,[5], often exploiting the Gillespie’s Stochastic Siation Algorithm (SSA) of chemical reactions
[16], permit computation of a time—trace of the non—Markovstochastic process underlying a model
with delays. These algorithms permit different interptieta of delays([1, 2], in particular, it is possible
to have adelay-as-duratiorapproach to the firing of reactions, oparely delayecbne. In the former
[1, 5], the reactants are removed at the beginning of a maethd the products are added at its end,
namely after the delay plus an exponentially distributegktquantity. In this sense, during the time of
firing of the reaction, the reactants will not be able to talg p other reactions. However, in [1, 2] the
need for a different interpretation of delays is discussiadan example of the cell-cycle with delays.
More precisely, it is shown that, for some biological systeihis necessary that reactants involved in
a reaction with delay can have other interactions while ingifor the delay to complete. Indeed, the
latter interpretation, namely the purely delayed apprpacsuch that the reactants involved in a reaction
can have other interactions during the firing of the reactiself. The reactions are hence scheduled
and fully performed after the delay and the stochastic tinntjty have expired, if the reaction is still
applicable.

In this paper, we define a process algebra for the modelingotddical systems with delays. More
precisely, we use constant delays in the DDEs and, for theA3S®e take the delay-as-duration ap-
proach presented inl[1]. These restrictions are reasosaite they permit us to have a simple algebra
obtained by extending a well-known one, Bio-PEPAI[10, 11kdAlater versions of this algebra may be
extended to more complex forms of delay and interpretatfatelays.

Bio-PEPA is a stochastic process algebra for the modelidgtaanalysis of biochemical networks.
Bio-PEPA is based on PEPA [117], a process algebra origirtEfined for the performance analysis of
computer systems, and extends it in order to handle somerésabf biochemical networks, such as
stoichiometry and different kinds of kinetic laws. A mairafere of Bio-PEPA is the ability to support
different kinds of analysis. In particular, Bio-PEPA malelan be analyzed by performing stochas-
tic simulation based on the Gillespie’'s SSA [16] and steadyesanalysis can be performed on the
Continuous—Time Markov Chain underlying the semantics ioglel. Furthermore, Bio-PEPA models
can be translated into equivalent deterministic modeledas ODEs and, finally, they can be model
checked using the PRISM [18, 127] model checker. The Bio-PER&aeling paradigm iprocesses-as-
speciesather tharprocesses-as-moleculexs in the Stochastit—calculus[[23]. This choice, in general,
permits a smaller state space and hence a model whose analfgasible.

In this paper, we enrich the stochastic process algebradPBieA with the possibility of assigning
delays to actions, yielding the definition of a new non—Mai&n process algebra: Bio-PEPAd. The new
algebra is based on the same syntax as Bio-PEPA, hence thitidefof Bio-PEPAd systems with delays
can be easily obtained by adding, to a Bio-PEPA system ofaigget model, the delay specifications.
Bio-PEPAd contains two issues to tackle model reductioa:use of the level of concentrations for the
species, as in Bio-PEPA, and the delays, as a new featureserhantics of the algebra is given in the
Starting-Terminating style [9], which allows us to obsetle start and the completion of an action as
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two separate events, as required by delays. Following guevivork on Bio-PEPA analysis, we outline
how to perform stochastic simulation of Bio-PEPAd systersisigi the DSSAs introduced inl[1], and
how to automatically translate a Bio-PEPAd system in a sEtDiEs.

At the end of the paper we present some examples of biologystitms described by Bio-PEPAd.
In particular, we show the semantics of a toy model in ordetddfy the ideas underlying the definition
of the algebra. Also, we encode in Bio-PEPAd a well-known etad the cell-cycle with delays where
the passage of cells from different phases of the cell cgclaadeled by a delay. Such a model is then
translated into a set of DDEs which match with the first daéinitof the model, appearing ih [28]. We
end the paper with some discussions about the future workame p

The paper is structured as follows: in Secfion 2 we recalbigfenitions of Bio-PEPA that we main-
tain in the definition of Bio-PEPAd. In Section 3 we sepasatatroduce the syntax and the semantics
of the language. In Sectidd 4 we present analysis technifqueBio-PEPAd systems based on DDEs
and DSSAs. In Sectidd 5 some examples of Bio-PEPAd systeengrasented and, finally, in Sectioh 6
conclusions and future work are discussed.

2 Bio-PEPA

Bio-PEPA[10[ 11] is a stochastic process algebra, based®APL7], for the modeling and the analysis
of biochemical networks. The operators of this algebra asegmed for easily describing biochemical
networks. Indeed, features such as stoichiometry of @matand general kinetic laws can be easily
described in Bio-PEPA models. Furthermore, as alreadyiséig previous section, the algebra supports
multiple analysis techniques for the defined models. Stwighaimulations, steady state analysis of the
CTMC, automatic translation in sets of deterministic ODEd,dinally, model checking analysis can be
performed on Bio-PEPA models.

The processes-as-species modeling paradigm of Bio-PERAifsea smaller state space and, conse-
guently, a model whose analysis is feasible. A model is dasdiby sequential components representing
species, and by some model components representing thesibfinteractions.

In this section we recall the parts of the definition of BioHARhat we will use to define Bio-PEPA
with delays. We assume a set of action typésnd we start by recalling the syntax of the processes.

Definition Bio-PEPA processes are defined by the following grammar:

S:u= (a,k)opS | S+S | C

P:=PXEP | g
whereop=||1T| 0| & |6, 0 € &, L is a set of actions andk € N. We denote with the set of
all possible species specifications, and we denote tthe set of all possible well-formed Bio-PEPA
processes, as defined in[10].

The componentSandP represent species and their possible interactions, réagglgc The elemenC is
used to define constant processes.

Bio-PEPA actions are used to model the events (i.e. theioeagthappening in the biological sys-
tems we model. The prefix terms in this algebra contain inftimm about the role of the species in the
actions. In particular, fofa, k)op Swe have thata, k) is the prefix, where € </ is the action type and
K is the stoichiometry coefficient of the species in the reactiThe prefix combinatdiop” represents
the role of the species in the reaction. In particulaindicates a reactant, a product,® an activator,
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S an inhibitor and® a generic modifier. The actions can appear in a summation $rS,, whose
meaning is the classical “choice” of process algebras.

In Bio-PEPA a discrete concentration levas associated with each species. During the simulation
of a system, the concentration of a speceslenoted byS(l) ranges ovexO,...,Ns}, whereNs is its
maximum level of concentration statically defined to boumel population size. Also, a fixed step size
h for all the species is defined. This means that, changingetred toncentration of a species by one,
implies a change ih units of concentration of that species. The granularityyelas the rate functions,
are defined in terms of the step sizef the concentration intervals. This choice permits us @l dath
incomplete information in the exact number of elements, laads to a reduction of the state space as
there are less states for each component.

Bio-PEPA supports multiway synchronization, i.e. synciization can involve more than two com-
ponents. This makes it easy to model n-ary reactions, whaskeling in dyadic process algebras is not
trivial. The termPy Ej P, denotes cooperation betweBpandP, over thecooperation setZ, which
determines those activities on which the cooperands acedaio synchronise. For action types not in
Z, the components proceed independently and concurrenthytiagir enabled activities.

A Bio-PEPA model specification is given in terms of systemkere a system is defined as follows.

Definition A Bio-PEPA system?’ is a 6-tuple(¥', 4", . % ,.% ,CompP) where:
e 7 is the set of compartments;
e 1 is the set of quantities describing each species;
e 7 is the set of parameter definitions;
e 7% is the set of functional rate definitions;
e Compis the set of sequential component definitions;
e Pis the initial process definition.

Notice that in Bio-PEPA the kinetic characteristics of tlaians are not specified in the syntax
of processes as in other calculi but, instead, they are sgharepresented in the notation of system.
Indeed, in this definition the information about rates isegiby.# and that about kinetic constants is
given by.Z", while the initial process definition B.

The semantics of Bio-PEPA is given by a Structural Operati&@emantics (SOS)) [22], similar to
the one for PEPA. The semantics is based on a capabilityiaelathich supports the derivation of
guantitative information and which is auxiliary to a stosti@relation. The stochastic relation associates
the rates with the actions performed. The rates are obtéipedaluating the functional rate associated
with the action, divided by the step size, and by using thentiizive information derived from the
capability relation, as explained in [10]. The use of twatieins allows for the association of the rate
with the last step of the derivation representing a givestrea, which makes it easier to derive the rate
in the appropriate way, especially in the case of generatkitaws different from mass-action.

For the precise definitions and explanations of the compsraa Bio-PEPA system, as well as for
the formal definition of the SOS of Bio-PEPA, we referl[tol[10].

3 Bio-PEPAd: Bio-PEPA with delays

In the following sections we separately present the syntakthe semantics of Bio-PEPA with delays
(Bio-PEPAQ).
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3.1 Syntax and process configurations

Processes of Bio-PEPAd are defined by the same syntax as#ié-processes, hence it will be possible
to easily encode a Bio-PEPA system in one with delays.

As in Bio-PEPA the general kinetic information is specifiegparately from the syntax of processes.
The delays, which are also properties of the actions whichbeaperformed, are similarly represented
separately in Bio-PEPAd. Indeed, they are defined by funstas

0.9 —{reR|r>0} (1)

such that(a) denotes the delay of actianc .«#'. From the biological perspective, the choice of using
to specify the delays implies that, for every participanamactiona, a unique delay (o) corresponds,
which is sound since for each species involved in the reagtiodeled bya the delay is unique. A
Bio-PEPAd system is defined as an extension of a Bio-PEPA sifalaws.

Definition A Bio-PEPAd system is a 7-upk’, 4", ¢ ,.% ,Comp g, P) where:
o (V. N &, F CompP) is a Bio-PEPA system;
e O is a function satisfying (1) and used to specify the delaythefactions.
We denote withZ the set of all possible Bio-PEPAd systems.

Again, moving from a Bio-PEPA system specification to a BEFRAd one is straightforward. This will
permit us, in the future, to reuse the system specificationBib-PEPA in the context of Bio-PEPAd. In
order to define the semantics of Bio-PEPAd we define a notigmaafess configuration.

Definition Bio-PEPAd process configurations are defined by the follgvgiyntax:

Cs u= (a,k)opCs | Cs+Cs | C
Cp = CpiﬂCp ‘ Cs(l,L)

whereL is a list of 4-tuplegl,k,a,0p) with |,k € N, a € & andop=| | 1| ® | ® | ©. We denote with
% the set of all well-formed processes configurations.

The notion of well-formed process configuration is strdimftard; any process configuration is
well-formed if, by removing the lidt, its corresponding Bio-PEPA process is well-formed. Farit},
in the following we denote a generic process configuratio§(Bs. ).

A speciesS(l,L) is a species with a discrete level of concentratiptike the species(l) in Bio-
PEPA, but which is currently involved in the actions withalebescribed by the lidt. In particular, if
the listL contains an entryl’, K, a,op), this means that there akelevels of concentration of speci€s
involved in a currently running actioa which fired when the discrete level of concentration of speci
Swasl’, its role in this instance of action is describeddyy

Consequenthyi. is to be considered as a view of the scheduling list used ialtj@ithms described
in [1] for simulating stochastic models with delays. Moregsely,L is a view of only the scheduled
events which involve elements of speci&s

In order to define the semantics of Bio-PEPAC, it is necesgadgfine some auxiliary functions for
manipulating the scheduling list We denote withZ the domain of all the possible tuples of the form
(I,k,a,0p), and with ., all the possible lists built ove®, hencel € .#,. We start by defining, in
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a functional style[[20], a functiop : & — %5 — 2 to extract the first scheduled events with a given
action name from the lidt as follows:

@alL = matchL with
1] = L;
| (1K a,0p) i xs — (I,K,a,0p);
|X::Xs — @axs

The function valuep a L is L if no entries of actiorur existinL (i.e. no actiongx are currently running),
otherwise it is the first entry obtained by a left-to-rightuesive scan of.. Notice that we assume the
syntactic priority of pattern matching.

Now, we define a functioq : .« — £y — %4 such that{ a L is a new list obtained by removing
the first, if any, occurrence of an actionobtained by a left-to-right recursive scanlofWe define{ as
follows:

{ aL = matchL with

] =[5
| (I,k,0,0p) XS — XS
|x:ixs — x:{axs

As this is an event list, the ordering of insertion of the agptetermines their ordering for extraction.
The functionsg and , together with the classical append function on lists, dgrumction @, will be
used to implement a First-In First-Out (FIFO) policy forémson and extraction of elementslin

Furthermore, as in Bio-PEPA we want to keep the state reptasen of the models finite by using
some constraints for the starting of actions. Thus, let netethe scheduled actions in which the species
Sis involved as a product by L, whererr: £y — %5 is a recursive function defined as

L = matchL with

[ = [L
| (I,k,a,T):xs — (I,k,a,1) XS
| X:1XS — TIXS

The species(l,L) is currently involved in the delayed actions as follows: thoe scheduled actions in
L it is involved as a product, and for the other ones it is ingdleither as a reactant, a modifier, an
activator or an inhibitor. Furthermore, let us denoteghy. %, — N the function

pL = matchL with
[[] =0
| (I,k,a0,0p) XS — K+ pXS

This function computes how many levels of concentrationirarelved in all the actions described in its
input list, regardless of the role of the species in the saleebevent. By following the delay-as-duration
of approach([1] in the interpretation of the delays this iepkhat, for specie§, there are exactlp L
levels of concentrations of speci®ghich are currently waiting for their delay to expire befoeroming
available in the specieS These two functions will be used to define the constrainigeetzp the state
space finite, as presented in the next sections.
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A Bio-PEPAd system specification is typically given in terofsa proces$ € &2 whose semantics
is given in terms of its equivalent process configuratiere %'. Intuitively, we want the initial terni to
be modified in the corresponding initial configuratiBhwhere every species declaratilo,[]) in P
is such tha§(lp) is in P. The initial process configuration is obtained by addingrapty scheduling list
to each species because, in the initial configuration, ther@o instances of actions with delay currently
running. Formally, we define, by structural recursion onphecesses’ syntax a functign: & — %
such that

u((a,k)op§ = (a,k)op S H(PLEIP) = p(Pr) X u(Py)
HE+S)=S+S u(s1)) =S,[1).

We augment the definition of Bio-PEPAd systems to 7-tupléseform(¥', 4", ¢, .7 ,Compo, )
whereP: is a process configuration of a process. In the following, ves mise the notatioP to refer
to either a process or a process configuration; it will berdiesn the context to which of them we are
referring. We denote the extended set of all Bio-PEPAd syste&ith process configurations &2.
Similarly to Bio-PEPA where the SOS is defined by means of ®lations, in this algebra the SOS,
given in a Starting—Terminating (ST) styl€ [9], is definedrbgans of three relations that we present in
the following section.

3.2 A Structural Operational Semantics

In the following subsections we definestart relationon process configurations which, in the same style
as the Bio-PEPA capability one, contains the quantitatiferimation needed to evaluate the functional
rates and modifies the process configurations to model th@stmn action. Also, we define@mpletion
relation on process configuration which describes the terminatioancdiction. Finally, along the line
of the stochastic relation in Bio-PEPA, we definstachastic relatiorfor Bio-PEPAd systems, based on
the start and completion relations, which associates vatbgransitions.

The start relation

This relation contains the quantitative information to guite rates of starting actions. Also, this relation
modifies the process configuration to model the starting @lcion.

The start relation is—+C € x O x ¥ where8' € ©F contains, like the capability relation in
Bio-PEPA, the information to evaluate the functional ratée define the label6™ as

0" = (a™,w)

wherew is defined asw ::= [S: op(l,k)] | w@w, with S€ ., op an operator] the level andk the
stoichiometry coefficient of the components. Thewss of the same type as the one exhibited as a label
by the capability relation of Bio-PEPA. The Bio-PEPAd stathtion is defined as the minimum relation
satisfying the rules presented in Figlie 1.

Formally, if a specieg(a,k)|S)(l,L) is involved as reactant in an action, then by following the
delay-as-duration approach [1] its concentration levaldsreased bx. Differently, in the case of a
species involved as a product, its concentration level ishanged because, as previously stated, this
relation models the starting and not the completion of almaetith delay. In the case of a species taking
part in the reaction as a modifier, an inhibitor or an activate concentration level is not changed, as
expected. Independently of the role of a species, its sdimgdlist L is modified to record that some
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Figure 1: The start relatiors5C ¢ x O x €.

of its levels of concentration are currently performingi@ttar. Notice that, in order to maintain the
FIFO property on the scheduling list we simply use the append function @. This is possible becaus
of both the multiway synchronization of Bio-PEPAd and the u$ fixed deterministic delays. More
precisely, two instances of the same action starting in wbsequent instants, are assumed to terminate
in two subsequent instants. This is true in a framework wiletays are deterministic however, if they
were stochastic, the two instances could have multiplerorgke for completion. Indeed, because of the
multiway synchronization in the scheduling listhe two instances will appear subsequently and, hence,
will complete subsequently. Notice that, in a process dascwith dyadic synchronization, this would
not have held by simply using function @.

We use constraints on the levels to have a finite state spaceRis-PEPA. The constraints for
starting the actions are the same as those in Bio-PEPA efuepmine for the products. In particular,
the constraints which must be satisfied by a speSfes.) to fire an action as a product is, as expected,
0<Il+p L <N, if Nisits maximum level. Intuitively, this means that the lesvef concentration in the
state |, plus those which already scheduled to be produpeu]., must not cross the capacity threshold
N.

The starting of the action, in the style of the ST semantids [9], is denoted by the actiombol
a™, exhibited as a label for all the start derivations. The cositpn of the derivations of this relation is
straightforward.

Some further considerations and comparisons with Bio-P&feAuseful. Firstly, when the actions
have no delay as in Bio-PEPA, whenever an action fires, thegeasain the process are immediately
visible in a one—step derivation, since the Bio-PEPA cdjpabelation modifies the process according
to the action. In this algebra, as the instant in which arpacttarts and terminates are detached, then
the start relation modifies the process to represent justténgng of the action. Indeed, another relation,
which does not exist in the semantics of Bio-PEPA, will maithel termination of a currently running
action.

Secondly, by comparing the algorithm presented_ in [1] arddéfinition of this relation, it is clear
that the modification of the process to reflect the startingrofiction corresponds to scheduling of the
reaction in the scheduling list.
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Figure 2: The completion relatior;,C € x @~ x €.

The completion relation

This relation is used to model the completion of an actiomwilay which is currently running. Also,
this relation contains quantitative information neededetecompute the functional rate of the action at
the moment in which it started.

The completion relation is+¢,C % x ©~ x ¥ where6~ € ©~ is a similar label to the one exhibited
by the start relation. We define the labéls as

6™ = (a,w)

wherew is defined as for the start relation. The completion relaisotkefined as the minimum relation
satisfying the rules of Figui€ 2.

Formally, for a specie§(l,L) it is possible to get the instance of a currently runningeexti, if any,
by applying functiong. More precisely, this permits us to get, from all the possihktances of actions
a, the first which has been schedulegla L, and, hence, the first which will terminate. If the species
is involved as a product, then it is necessary to increasdefised by the delay-as-duration approach,
its concentration level by adding the scheduled productheise, whatever the role of the species,
its concentration level must remain constant. Indepemgefithe role of the species in the action, the
scheduling list is modified by means of the functionhence a new lisf a L is produced by removing
from L the entry which was computed by functign

Obviously, no constraints are stated for the completionaifraently running action, as the appropri-
ate ones are checked before the starting of actions.

The completion of the actioa, in the style of the ST semantics [9], is denoted by the acionbol
a—, exhibited as a label for all the completion derivationse Bither label, namely the list, is defined
like the one exhibited by the start relation. The composit this relation with the other operators is
straightforward and very similar to the composition of tlegightions of the start relation.

Some further considerations are worth noting. Firstlys ttalation is a new one with respect to
the Bio-PEPA semantics. Again, in a framework where actlmmge no delays the contribution of this
relation to the semantics would have been given by means oig@e relation. Also, as the role of this
relation is to model the completion of an action, it choosasoas to terminate from the list which is
associated with the species, namely the list of actionsently running. The start relation, differently,
chooses the action to fire from the species definition.

Furthermore, as we want the completion relation to exhilétrditative information to recompute the
functional rate of the action at the moment at which it sthrtben the labels exhibited by this relation
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Figure 3: The stochastic relationsC & x I x 2.

are very similar to those exhibited by the start relatiorereif they are computed starting froma L.
This permits us to have a unique policy for computing the fiomal rates from the input lists, obtained
by derivations of the transitions of these relations.

The stochastic relation

The stochastic relation permits us to associate rates msiti@ns. Also, this transition permits us to
observe changes in a Bio-PEPAd system due to either thgtartthe completion of an action.

The stochastic relation is%s C P xT x P wherey e T is defined as
y:: (a+>r(1>o-a) | (Cfi,l'a,ag)

with o € 7, r, € RT andg, € R. As in Bio-PEPA,r, represents the parameter of an exponential
distribution and, as expected, all activities enabledgtteo proceed but only the fastest succeeds.

As this relation is defined on the sét, namely the set of all possible Bio-PEPAd systems with pro-
cess configurations, whenever we refer to the semanticsystters(7, 4", .#",.% ,Comp o, P), where
Pis a process, we assume we apply the stochastic relatios sytttem?", .+, #",.% ,Compa, u(P)).
Again, this is necessary becauBds not a process configuration, and we want to build, fi®yrihe
corresponding initial configuratiop(P), and then we want apply the semantics to the system.

The stochastic relation is defined as the minimum relatidisfgang the rules given in Figuirg 3.

Formally, the starting of an actiam, obtained by composition with a derivation of the starttiets
is denoted by symbak ™. The completion of an action is obtained by composition sittterivation of
the completion relation, as denoted by syméol.

The rate of any action is computed as in Bio-PEPA, namely, 88 .4, 7| = fq[w,.4", ¢ ]-h~L.

For the explanation of how the rates are computed becaubke tEels we refer td [10]. For any possible
derivation of the stochastic relation, the valmga) denotes the delay of the action

A Stochastic Labelled Transition Systecas be defined for a Bio-PEPA system with delays.

Definition The Stochastic Labelled Transition Syste(84TS) for a Bio-PEPAd system {§7,1, —s)
where— g is the minimal relation satisfying the rules given in FigBte

4 Analysis techniques

In this section we present some analysis techniques forPBEBAd systems along the line of those
presented in [10] for Bio-PEPA systems. Firstly, we disdimssautomatic translation of a Bio-PEPAd
system into a set of Delay Differential Equations (DDEs)c@wlly, we discuss how to apply a Delay
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Stochastic Simulation Algorithm (DSSA) to compute the bagtic time—evolution of a Bio-PEPAd
model.

4.1 Translation in Delay Differential Equations

Whenever phenomena presenting a delayed effect are desstrytdifferential equations, we move from
ODEs to DDEs. In DDEs the derivatives at current time dependame past states of the system. The
simplest form of DDE considers constant delays, namelyistmef equations of the form

dX
E = fx(t>X(t)7X(t - 01)7 cee >X(t - Un))

with o1 > ... > 0, > 0, 6 € R and X(t — g;) denotes the state of the system at the past time;.
This form of DDE allows models to describe events which hafigead duration. Hence it is natural, in
the context of Bio-PEPAd, to reason about the translatioa imodel into a set of DDEs. Furthermore,
similar work has been presented|(in|[10] for translating aBEPA system into a set of ODEs.

In order to define the encoding it is important to recall thatdefined Bio-PEPAd in terms of Bio-
PEPA. This means that, given a system specification /", .#",.% ,Comp o, P) whereP is a valid Bio-
PEPA process, we just need to modify the algorithm definedidihtp add the information provided lay
concerning the delays. Formally, the results for Bio-PEBAt us to encodé?’, 4", %", .7 ,CompP)
in a set of ODEs by using the definition of the stoichiometrytnrassociated withe.

The algorithm presented in [10] consists of three stepshdiiitst the stoichiometry matrix is defined,
in the second the kinetic law vectox, is derived and in step three the deterministic variables are
associated with the components. Stehsand(3) are unaffected by the use of delays; hence we preserve
them.

Step(2), namely the definition of the kinetic law vecteg, , must be changed. Such a vector contains
the kinetic law of each reaction; we will explain the defimitivia an example. For instance, for an action
a involving speciesS; andS,, and with mass action kinetidsa(K), its original entry in the vectowy
would bekxg, (t)xs,(t) wherexs, andxs, are the deterministic variables representing speSiend S
species, respectively. The variables depend on the sttteedt, but in the context of DDESs, the delays
of the actions become dependencies on the past states gkthens Hence, for that particular example,
the correct entry in the vectafk. must bekxs (t — o(a))xs,(t —o(a)). Step(2) can be generalized
adding, in the process of the definitionwd_, the delays of the forms(t — o(a)) for all speciesSand
actionsa.

The DDE system can be defined in the same way as the ODE onelyresag/dt = D x vk where
x andD are the results of stef8) and (1) of the algorithm, respectively. The initial conditions are
however, different from the ones defined for ODEs. In paldicuhe DDES, because of the delays, must
be defined also in the intervih — o (a);to] wherea is the action with maximum delay.

It is not possible to define a universal initial condition foe DDES systems as every possible config-
uration will affect the dynamics of the whole system. Somes the initial conditions of a speci8are
defined via a constant functigm(t) for t € [to — o(a);to] such thaips(t) = hlso wherelgg is the initial
concentration level fo&in the Bio-PEPAd model anldis the step size for the concentration levels (see
[1] for details). In general, we leave this part of the tratish to the modeler who will tune the initial
conditions with respect to the specification of the targsteay.
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4.2 Stochastic Simulation

The stochastic simulation of biological systems is typichhsed on the SSA by Gillespie [16] and its
variants. Anyway, the SSA, as well as all its variants, areatde to deal with actions with delays but
only with Markovian actions. As a consequence, some DSSAS][have been defined to perform the
stochastic simulation of a system where actions have a figkxy.d

In this section we briefly explain how to perform the stocltasimulation of a Bio-PEPAd system by
using the DSSAs presented in [1], where all the reactiorieviod delay-as-duration approach. Also in
this context the choice of reusing part of the Bio-PEPA dedins in Blo-PEPAd is crucial. In particular,
this permits us to completely re-use the techniques defim¢tlj] to perform the stochastic simulation
of Bio-PEPA systems by using the SSA.

The main steps in preparing a Bio-PEPAd system for the agijmic of the DSSA are the two.
Firstly, given an initial systenq?’, 4", %" ,.% ,Compo,P), whereP is a Bio-PEPA process as well as a
Bio-PEPAd one, a vector describing the initial numbers ofenales to be simulated must be obtained
by an encoding oP. Secondly, the actual rates of the reactions have to be defiyecases, starting
from 7.

Both the two issues are independent of the target algoritiende of the delays). More precisely,
since both the SSA and the DSSA simply assume a véqigy describing the initial state of the system,
and asP is also a Bio-PEPA process since it is not in a configuratibentwe can simply use the
techniques developed in [10] to compXtéy) from P.

Also the definition of the actual rates of the reactions canddrge again in the same way for both
Bio-PEPA and Bio-PEPAd systems. This is possible since t88®we refer to is based on the SSA.
Indeed, it assumes the same type of definition of propensitgtions to compute the probability of
the reactions,. Finally, ag is defined in the same way for both Bio-PEPA and Bio-PEPAd) the
techniques developed in [10] to define frofn the actual rates can be used also in the context of Bio-
PEPAd.

Once these two steps have been performed, the resultingnsystan be simulated by the DSSA
presented in ]1,12] where all the actions follow a delay-asation approach.

5 Examples

In this section we present a toy example of a Bio-PEPAd manélustrate the approach, followed by
an encoding of a well-known model of the cell cycle in Bio-RPEP

A toy example

In order to clarify the modeling with Bio-PEPAd we presenbg example of a model. We assume a

single reaction channel of the formk'—a/> B to denote a transformation of an element of spegi@so
an element of speciegswith a kinetic constank and a delays’. The initial state contains three elements
of speciesA and no elements of speciBsformally it is described by the vectdt(to) = (3,0).

The Bio-PEPAd processes modeling the species can be eafited as follows:

A @1ua  BE(a,1)1B

wherea is the action which models the reaction, the functionalsate defined according to the mass—
action kinetics,f; = fya(k) and the delay is defined according to the functmfor) = o’. The Bio-
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Figure 4: A graphical representation of the stochasticgssobtained by applying the semantics to the
process configuration for the toy example.

PEPAd process describing the interacting componen@s{ﬁé B. By considering levels we assume the

species to have some maximum levBlg and Ng whereNa > 3 andNg > 3. The initial levels of
concentrations are described by the veet(ty), and the initial configuration of the process, obtained by
applying functiony, is the following

AG[) B[],

By applying the stochastic relation to the system with thi@cpss configuration we obtain all the
possible evolutions of the configuration. The obtained LASexpected, is finite, and, because of the
delays, it corresponds to a non—Markovian stochastic geoctntuitively, there is a one-to-one corre-
spondence between both the states and the transitions bf $1and of the stochastic process, exactly
as between the LTS for Bio-PEPA systems and the CTMCs.

A graphical representation of the stochastic process engiv Figurd 4. In that figure, all the states
are represented as circles where the notatiann,) : mrepresents the discrete levels of concentration
of the specied\, n;, andB, n,. The numbemrepresents the number of instances of the unique possible
action o currently scheduled in the state. All the arrows represtthgastic derivations of the whole
system, where the labels are exactly those computed byetlasion. The full arrows represent stochastic
derivations based on start derivation, empty arrows reptestochastic derivations based on completion
derivation. For this particular example, any empty arrovit fiom a derivation with a rate refers to the
completion of the unique action started with the samemate

Figure[5 presents a table showing the explicit mapping ofstages described in Figuiré 4 and the
corresponding process configuration obtained by the sersalftor the sake of clarity, as in this simple
example there is just one actioa, andA always participates in that action as a reactant Brab a
product, this information is omitted from the schedulirgjdi

As expected, this system, starting from the initial confagion X (tp), namely stat3,0) : 0, eventu-
ally reaches the final sta{®, 3) : 0, which corresponds to the final configuratit(o, [ ]) {Ef} B(3,[]) and

to the vectoiX (t') = (0,3)T, for somet’ > to.

A model of the cell cycle with delays

In this section we encode in Bio-PEPAd a model of the celleyeith delays as presented if [1]. Such
a model is obtained by simplifying a DDEs model of tumor ghowhat includes the immune system
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state process configuration
(3.0):0 AG,[]) EIB(O,[])
(2,0):1 A(3.((3,1)]) F1B(0,[(0,)))
(21):0 A2[]) BB [])
(1,0):2 A(L,((3,1),(2,1)]) FXIB(0,[(0.1),(0,1)])
(L,1):1 AL [(2,1)]) FIB(L[(1,2)))
(1,2):0 AL [) PIB(2.1])
(0,0):3 || A(L[(3,1),(2,1).(1,1)])) FIB(0,[(0,1),(0.1),(0,1)])
(0,1):2 A(1,](2.2),(1,1)]) PIB(1,[(1,1).(1,2)))
(0,2):1 A0,[(1,2))) XIB(2,[(2,1)))
(0,3):0 A0,[]) FIB(3.[])

Figure 5: A table stating the correspondence between thesstepresented in Figuré 4 and the process
configurations obtained by the semantics.

response and a phase-specific drug able to alter the natunalecof action of the cell cycle of the tumor
cells [28] .

The model of the cell cycle with delays has been analyzed]im[brder to discuss two possible
interpretations of delays in the delay stochastic simofaéilgorithms, a delay-as-duration approach and
a purely delayed approach. In this section, we simply showtbancode that model in Bio-PEPAd and
for a detailed analysis of the model we refer to that paper.

The cell cycle is a series of sequential events leading ta@glication via cell division. It consists
of four phases: g S, G and M. The first three phases{&, &) are called interphase. In these phases,
the main event which happens is the replication of DNA. Inldst phase (M), called mitosis, the cell
segregates the duplicated sets of chromosomes betweehntelacells and then divides to form two new
cells in their interphase. The duration of the cell cycleatets on the type of cell (e.g a nhormal human
cell takes approximately 24 hours to perform a cycle). Ceditd via apoptosis may happen in any phase
of the cell cycle.

The Bio-PEPAd model considers two populations of cells:the population of tumor cells during
cell cycle interphase, anty, the population of tumor cells during mitosis. We considmirfpossible
actions,a, 3, y and9, one for each of the events that we want to model. In particalziona models
the passage from the interphase to the mitotic phase, wi#taya8 models the mitosis, with rat, y
the death of a cell in the interphase, with rdteandd the death of a cell in the mitotic phase, with rate
ds. All the rates in the model refer to mass action kinetics.

The Bio-PEPAd model is defined by the following species diédins:

where the species behave as reactants or products, dep@mdineir role as previously specified. Also,
as all the actions obey a mass action kinetic law, we simgyragf, = fua(a), fg = fma(as), fy =
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fua(dz) and f5 = fua(ds). The Bio-PEPAd process modeling the interactions is giwen b

wherenj; andn)! represent the initial concentration levels for the cellthiminterphase and in the mitotic
phase, respectively. Notice thaandd are not in the cooperation set since model reactions invglai
single species. Also, we recall that this is also a valid BEPA process specification.

A delay o’ is used to model the duration of the interphase, hence thteagaof a tumor cell from
the population of those in the interphase to the populatfdhase in the mitotic phase, namely the event
modeled by actiomr, is delayed. To specify the delay in the Bio-PEPAd systemmtdyae, it is enough
to define a functioro where

o(a) =0’ a(B) = a(y) = a(8) =0.

As a consequence, the Bio-PEPAd process initialized byyamgpfunction u, namely the process con-
figuration T, (n}, [ ]) {E%}TM(ng", [1), together with the functiom, completes the definition of the Bio-
PEPAd system representing the cell cycle model.

By applying one of the techniques discussed in this papersistem can be analyzed. In particular,
the Bio-PEPAd model can be automatically translated intetao§ DDEs by applying the algorithm
presented in Sectidn 4.1. By computing the following vedtahe kinetic laws

VkL = (

Ti(t—0o(a)), a4Tu(t — a(B)), dTi(t — a(y)), dsTu(t — 0(3)))"
= (&g Ty (t —

a
a]_T( O'/), a4T|\/| (t), d2T| (t), d3TM(t))T

the following set of DDEs can be computed:

dT, dT,
d—tlzza4TM—d2T|—alT|(t—O'/) d—:/l:al-ﬁ(t—al)—dgTM—&TM.

As expected, this DDEs system is analogous to the one pessémtil]. The termsd,T; and d3Ty
represent cell deaths. The cells reside in the interphdsastts’ units of time; then the number of cells
that enter mitosis at timedepends on the number of cells that entered the interphragaits of time
before. This is modeled by the termigt — ¢’) in the DDEs. Also, each cell leaving the mitotic phase
produces two new cells in thB population, as given by termsas Ty and 24Ty. As a consequence,
by defining the appropriate initial conditions for the reéiig DDEs system it would be possible to
reproduce the results presented.in [1] for the determinitdel.

As far as the stochastic analysis of the Bio-PEPAd systenesriserned, we can notice that the
system we defined corresponds to the following set of reagtio

T &% Ty withdelayc Ty 22T T2 1.

Again, this is exactly the same reactions—based model msgd o compare the deterministic and the
stochastic models for the cell cycle. Consequently, byyapglthe DSSA as explained in Sectionl4.2, it
would be possible to reproduce the results presented imfthé stochastic model.
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6 Discussion and conclusions

In this paper, we have enriched the stochastic processral@é-PEPA with the possibility of assigning
delays to actions, yielding the definition of a new non—Mai&o process algebra: Bio-PEPAd. The use
of delays in biological systems is suitable to model evemtsvhich the underlying dynamics cannot be
precisely observed. Also, delays can be used to abstrambmpeiof systems, leading to a reduced state
space for models. From this point of view Bio-PEPA, which aséd on the idea of levels to tackle the
problem of state space explosion, was an appropriate catedidr defining our algebra.

The algebra is based on the syntax of Bio-PEPA. Hence theititefiiof Bio-PEPAd systems with
delays can be easily obtained by adding, to a Bio-PEPA sysfdhe target model, the delay specifica-
tions.

The semantics of the firing for the actions with delays is #laytas-duration approach, as presented
in the definition of DSSAs. In future work, we may enrich Bi&PAd with the other interpretation of
delays presented ihl[d} 2], in order to have the purely delagproach and its combination with the one
we currently consider.

The semantics of the algebra has been given in the Staréngifiating style. This permits us to
observe the start and the completion of an action as two a&pavents, as required by delays. In future
work, we will consider equivalence relations for Bio-PEP#y$tems and processes, as doné in [14] for
the Bio-PEPA ones.

In keeping with the techniques developed for analyzing BiERA models, we outlined how to per-
form stochastic simulation of Bio-PEPAd systems and howutoraatically translate a Bio-PEPAd sys-
tem in a set of Delay Differential Equations, the deterntinifamework for the modeling of biological
systems with delays. Moreover, the software framework forBEPA [7] could be extended to provide
a tool for the automatic analysis of Bio-PEPAd systems.

As a proof of concept, we presented two examples of Bio-PE®Atems. The first one, a toy
example, has been shown to illustrate the semantics we defirtee second one, a well-known model
of the cell-cycle where phase passages are abstracted by ofeadelay, has been presented in order to
show the translation of the Bio-PEPAd system into both algtstic process with delays to be simulated
by a DSSA, and a set of DDEs which can automatically derivethbysystem specification.

In the future, we plan to define Bio-PEPAd models of biolobg&gestems with delays and to analyze
such models using the anlysis techniques we defined in thisrpa

An interesting area for further future work will be to comedaBio-PEPAd with non—Markovian
Stochastic Petri Nets such as DSPN [15].
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