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A Model for Competition for Ribosomes in the Cell
Alon Raveh, Michael Margaliot, Eduardo D. Sontag* and Taimutler*

Abstract

A single mammalian cell includes an orderléf — 10° mRNA molecules and as many &8° — 10° ribosomes.
Large-scale simultaneous mRNA translation and the reguttompetition for the available ribosomes has important
implications to the cell’'s functioning and evolution. Déwging a better understanding of the intricate correlation
between these simultaneous processes, rather than fgausitihe translation of a single isolated transcript, should
help in gaining a better understanding of mMRNA translategutation and the way elongation rates affect organismal
fithess. A model of simultaneous translation is specificafiportant when dealing with highly expressed genes,
as these consume more resources. In addition, such a modkdathto more accurate predictions that are needed
in the interconnection of translational modules in syrithbiology.

We develop and analyze a general model for large-scale simadus mRNA translation and competition for
ribosomes. This is based on combining several ribosome flodets (RFMs) interconnected via a pool of free
ribosomes. We prove that the compound system always coswdogya steady-state and that it always entrains
or phase locks to periodically time-varying transitionesain any of the mRNA molecules. We use this model
to explore the interactions between the various mMRNA mdéscand ribosomes at steady-state. We show that
increasing the length of an mMRNA molecule decreases theuptimh rate of all the mRNAs. Increasing any of the
codon translation rates in a specific mMRNA molecule yieldscall effect: an increase in the translation rate of this
mRNA, and also a global effect: the translation rates in ttitelomRNA molecules all increase or all decrease.
These results suggest that the effect of codon decoding oditendogenous and heterologous mRNAs on protein
production is more complicated than previously thought.

Index Terms

mRNA translation, competition for resources, systemsdggl monotone dynamical systems, first integral,
entrainment, synthetic biology, context-dependence ilfN\daR-anslation, heterologous gene expression.

I. INTRODUCTION

Various processes in the cell utilize the same finite pool\@ilable resources. This means that the
processes actually compete for these resources, leadiag todirect coupling between the processes.
This is particularly relevant when many identical intrégkr processes, all using the same resources,
take place in parallel.

Biological evidence suggests that the competition for RNAymerase (RNAP) and ribosomes, and
various transcription and translation factors, is a keydiam the cellular economy of gene expression.
The limited availability of these resources is one of thesoeas why the levels of genes, mRNA, and

proteins produced in the cell do not necessarily correla®, [[32], [57], [67], [53], [69], [29].
It was estimated that in a yeast cell there are approxima&@l9p00 mMRNA molecules. These can be

translated in paralle[ [74][ [71], with possibly many rilbmses scanning the same transcript concurrently.
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Fig. 1. lllustration of simultaneous translation of mRNAadfs (right) interconnected via a pool of free ribosomeft)(le

The number of ribosomes is limited (in a yeast cell it is appmately 240,000) and this leads to a
competition for ribosomes. For example, if more ribosomiesl lo a certain MRNA molecule then the
pool of free ribosomes in the cell is depleted, and this mayl | lower initiation rates in the other
mRNAs (see Figl11).

There is a growing interest in computational or mathemhbtivadels that take into account the com-
petition for available resources in translation and/onsaiption (see, for example, [22], [23], [44],/[9],
[14], [7]). One such model, that explicitly considers thevament of the ribosomes [RNAP] along the
MRNA [DNA], is based on a set adisymmetric simple exclusion proces$&SEPS) interconnected to a
pool of free ribosomes. ASEP is an important model from nguHérium statistical physics describing
particles that hop randomly from one site to the next alongwatered lattice of sites, but only if the
next site is empty. This form of “rough exclusion” models faet that the particles cannot overtake one
another. ASEP has been used to model and analyze numerotiagent systems with local interactions
including the flow of ribosomes along the MRNA molecule [E]. In this context, the lattice represents
the mRNA molecule, and the particles are the ribosomes. Feran mathematical and computational
models of translation, see the survey paper [70].

Ref. [24] considered a closed system composed of a singlePASBEnected to a pool (or reservoir) of
“free” particles. The total number of particles is conselvEhis is sometimes referred to as tharking
garage problemwith the lattice modeling a road, the particles are carsl, thie pool corresponds to a
parking garage. Ref[ [12] studied a similar system using alomvall theory. Ref.[[13] (see alsd [21])
considered a network composed of two ASEPs connected tote pool of particles. The analysis in
these papers focuses on the phase diagram of the compouedhsyith respect to certain parameters,
and on how the phase of one ASEP affects the phase of the o8teP# These studies rely on the phase
diagram of a single ASEP that is well-understood only in tagsecwhere all the transition rates inside the
chain (the elongation rates) are equal. Thus, the netwotypisally composed ohomogeneouAaSEPs.
Another model [[7] combines non-homogenous ASEPSs in ordestudy competition between multiple
species of mMRNA molecules for a pool of tRNA molecules. Thiglg was based on th®accharomyces



cerevisiaegenome. However, in this case (and similar models, such 4% fhalysis seems intractable
and one must resort to simulations only.

Our approach is based on thibosome flow moddRFM) [52]. This is a deterministic, continuous-time,
synchronous model for translation that can be derived veantean-field approximation of ASEP][6].
The RFM includesn state-variables describing the ribosomal density:iconsecutive sites along the
MRNA molecule, andh + 1 positive parameters: the initiation ratg, and the elongation ratg; from
sitei to sitei + 1, : = 1,...,n. The RFM has a unique equilibrium poiat= e()\,...,\,), and any
trajectory emanating from a feasible initial condition eerges toe [42] (see alsol[39]). This means that
the system always converges to a steady-state ribosomsitylémat depends on the rates, but not on the
initial condition. In particular, the production rate cenges to a steady-state valize The mapping from
the rates toR is a concave function, so maximizing subject to a suitable constraint on the rates is a
convex optimization problem [48], [73]. Sensitivity ansily of the RFM with respect to the rates has been
studied in [49]. These results are important in the contéxbaiimizing the protein production rate in
synthetic biology. Ref[[39] has shown that when the rateare time-periodic functions, with a common
minimal periodT’, then every state-variable converges to a periodic soiuvith period7". In other
words, the ribosomal densitientrainto periodic excitations in the rates (due e.g. to periotijearying
abundances of tRNA molecules).

In ASEP withperiodic boundary conditiona particle that hops from the last site returns to the first one
The mean field approximation of this model is called th®some flow model on a rin(RFMR). The
periodic boundary conditions mean that the total numbeiitafsomes is conserved. Ref. [51] analyzed
the RFMR using the theory of monotone dynamical systemsatatit a first integral.

Both the RFM and the RFMR model mRNA translation on a singleNARmolecule. In this paper,
we introduce a new model, called tiRFM network with a poo(RFMNP), that includes a network
of RFMs, interconnected through a dynamical pool of freesdmes, to model and analyze simultaneous
translation and competition for ribosomes in the cell. Te ltiest of our knowledge, this is the first study
of a network of RFMs. The total number of ribosomes in the RFMIN conserved, leading to a first
integral of the dynamics. Applying the theory of monotonealyical systems that admit a first integral
we prove several mathematical properties of the RFMNP: fhitsdla continuum of equilibrium points,
every trajectory converges to an equilibrium point, and @y solutions emanating from initial conditions
corresponding to an equal number of ribosomes convergeetedme equilibrium point. These results
hold for any set of rates and in particular when the RFMs imisvork are not necessarily homogeneous.
These stability results are important because they proaidigorous framework for studying questions
such as how does a change in one RFM affects the behaviortbiatither RFMs in the network? Indeed,
since a steady-state exists, this can be reduced to askinglbes a change in one RFM in the network
affects thesteady-statéehavior of the network?

To analyze competition for ribosomes, we consider the etiemcreasing one of the rates in one RFM,
say RFM #1. This means that the ribosomes traverse RFM #1 mookly. We show that this always
leads to an increase in the production rate of RFM #1. All theeoRFMs are always affected in the
same manner, that is, either all the other production ratggase or they all decrease. Our analysis shows
that this can be explained as follows. Increasing the kaie RFM #1 tends to increase the steady-state
density in siteg + 1,7+ 2, ..., and decrease the density in sitef this RFM. Thetotal density (i.e., the
sum of all the densities on the different sites along RW) can either decrease or increase. In the first
case, more ribosomes are freed to the pool, and this in@dhsenitiation rates in all the other RFMs
leading to higher production rates. The second case leattsetopposite result. The exact outcome of
increasing one of the rates thus depends on the many paravagies defining the pool and the set of
RFMs in the network.

Our model takes into account the dynamics of the translatglongation stage, yet is still amenable
to analysis. This allows to develop a rigorous understandinthe effect of competition for ribosomes.
Previous studies on this topic were either based on sinounlsit{see, for example, [14],1[7]) or did not
include a dynamical model of translation elongation (seg., 23], [9]). For example, in an interesting



paper, combining mathematical modeling and biologicakeixpents, Gyorgy et all [23] study the expres-
sion levels of two adjacent reporter genes on a plasmi. iooli based on measurements of fluorescence
levels, that is, protein levels. These are of course thdtresall the gene expression steps (transcription,
translation, mMRNA degradation, protein degradation) mgkt difficult to separately study the effect of
competition for ribosomes or to study specifically the tfatisn elongation step. Their analysis yields
that the attainable output, p, of the two proteins satisfies the formula

api + Bp2 =Y, (1)

where Y is related to the total number of ribosomes (but also othanslation factors and possibly
additional gene expression factors), ands are constants that depend on parameters such as the plasmid
copy number, dissociation constants of the ribosomes hgnth the Ribosomal Binding Site (RBS), etc.
This equation implies that increasing the production of pnetein always leads to a decrease in the
production of the other protein (although more subtle datiens may take place via the effects on the
constantsy and 3). A similar conclusion has been derived for other models ab |6, Ch. 7].

In our model, improving the translation rate of a codon in amieNA may either increase or decrease
the translation rates @ll other mRNAs in the cell. Indeed, the effect on the other gelegends on the
change in thaotal densityof ribosomes on the modified mMRNA molecule, highlighting thgportance
of modeling the dynamics of the translation elongation sWp show however that when increasing the
initiation rate in an RFM in the network, the total densitytiis RFM always increases and, consequently,
the production rate in all the other RFMs decreases. Thisialpease agrees with the results in|[23].

Another recent study [50] showed that the hidden layer oframtions among genes arising from
competition for shared resources can dramatically chamgeank behavior. For example, a cascade of
activators can behave like an effective repressor, andrasgjon cascade can become bistable. This agrees
with several previous studies in the field (see, for exam2@], [2]).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The segtion describes the new model. We
demonstrate using several examples how it can be used tp sarklation at the cell level. Sectiénllll
describes our main theoretical results, and details thelogical implications. To streamline the presen-
tation, the proofs of the results are placed in the Appendhe final section concludes and describes
several directions for further research.

[I. THE MODEL AND SOME EXAMPLES

Since our model is based on a network of interconnected Ridspegin with a brief review of
the RFM.

A. Ribosome flow model

The RFM models the traffic flow of ribosomes along the mRNA. TileNA chain is divided into a
set of n compartments or sites, where each site may correspond td@aar a group of codons. The
state-variabler;(t), i = 1,...,n, describes the ribosome occupancy at site timet, normalized such
that z;(t) = 0 [x;(t) = 1] implies that site; is completely empty [full] at time. Roughly speaking, one
may also viewz;(t) as the probability that sité is occupied at timeé. The dynamical equations of the
RFM are:

jfl = )\0(1 — .I'l) — )\11’1(1 — .I'Q),
jfg = )\11’1(1 — 1’2) — )\233‘2(1 - 1’3),

Iij’g = )\21’2(1 — 1'3) — )\31’3(1 — 23'4),

Ty = )\n—an—Q(l - xn—l) - )\n—lxn—l(]- - flfn),
Iij’n = )\n_lflfn_l(l — {L'n) — )\nl'n (2)
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Fig. 2.  Topology of the RFM. State variable(t) € [0, 1] describes the normalized ribosome occupancy level inisgtetime ¢t. The
initiation rate isAo, and \; is the elongation rate between siteand: + 1. Production rate at timeis R(t) := Anzn(t).

These equations describe the movement of ribosomes alemgRMNA chain. Theransition rates\g, ..., \,
are all positive numbers (units=1/time). To explain thisd®io consider the equatioiy, = \jz;(1 —x5) —
Xoo(1 — x3). The term Az (1 — x5) represents the flow of particles from siteto site 2. This is
proportional to the occupancy, at sitel and also tol — x5, i.e. the flow decreases as sitdbecomes
fuller. In particular, ifz, = 1, i.e. site2 is completely full, the flow from sitd to site2 is zero. This is
a “soft” version of the rough exclusion principle in ASEP.tHdhat the maximal possible flow rate from
site 1 to site2 is the transition rate\;. The term,z5(1 — x3) represents the flow of particles from site
to site 3.

The dynamical equations for the other state-variables iandas. Note that)\, controls the initiation
rate into the chain, and that

R(t) := \x,(t),

is the rate of flow of ribosomes out of the chain, that is, ttangtation (or protein production) rate at
time t. The RFM topology is depicted in Figl 2.

The RFM encapsulates simple exclusion and unidirectiormalament along the lattice just as in ASEP.
This is not surprising, as the RFM can be derived via a medah-digproximation of ASEP (see, e.d.] [6,
p. R345] and[[62, p. 1919]). However, the analysis of these models is quite different as the RFM
is a deterministic, continuous-time, synchronous modéien@as ASEP is a stochastic, discrete-type,
asynchronous one.

In order to study a network of interconnected RFMs, it is uk#d first extend the RFM into a single-
input single-output (SISO) control system:

jfl = )\0(1 — xl)u — )\1371(1 — .132),
{t'g = )\11’1(1 — {EQ) — )\21’2(1 — {L'g),

{t'g = )\21’2(1 — {L'g) — )\31’3(1 — {E4),

Ty = )\n—2xn—2<1 - xn—l) - )\n—lxn—l(l - .Z’n>,
j:n = )\n—lxn—1<1 - an) - )\nxrw
Y = Ay, 3)

Here the translation rate becomes the outpuf the system, and the flow into sifeis multiplied by
a time-varying controk: : R, — R, representing the flow of ribosomes from the “outside worlttd
the strand which is related to the rate ribosomes diffusehéoFend (in eukaryotes) or the RBS (in
prokaryotes) of the mRNA. Of course, mathematically one alsorb)\, into «, but we do not do this
because we think ok, as representing some local/mRNA-specific features of thilAmBequence (e.g.
the strength of the Kozak sequences in eukaryotes or the RB®okaryote).

The set of admissible controlg is the set of bounded and measurable functions taking vatugs



for all time ¢t > 0. Eq. (3), referred to as the RFM with input and output (RFM[@3], facilitates the
study of RFMs with feedback connections. We note in pasdiag) 3) is amonotone control systeas
defined in [4]. From now on we writé(3) as

T = f(x,u),
Y = Ay, 4)

Let
Ch:={zeR":2€l0,1], i=1,...,n},

denote the closed unit cube R". Since the state-variables represent normalized occyparels, we
always consider initial conditions(0) € C™. It is straightforward to verify thaC™ is an invariant set
of (), i.e. for anyu € U and anyz(0) € C™ the trajectory satisfies(t,u) € C" for all ¢ > 0.

B. RFM network with a pool

To model competition for ribosomes in the cell, we considesed of m > 1 RFMIOs, represent-
ing m different MRNA chains. Théth RFMIO has length;, input functionu?, output functiony?, and
rates)\(, ..., A,,. The RFMIOs are interconnected through a pool of free ribwso (i.e., ribosomes that
are not attached to any mRNA molecule). The output of each RFM fed into the pool, and the pool
feeds the initiation locations in the mRNAs (see Fig. 3). §hihe model includes: RFMIOs:

'jjl = f(xl,ul), yl = )\ilxnla

i = @™ u™), Y = AT T, (5)

Nm

and a dynamic pool of ribosomes described by

z—Zy —Z)\ (1—a2))G,i(2). (6)

wherez : R, — R describes the pool occupancy. Elg. (6) means that the flowtl@@ool is the sum
of all output rateszg.”:1 y’ of the RFMIOs minus the total flow of ribosomes that bind to aRNw#

molecule} ™" (1 — 27)G;(2). Recall that the ternfl — ) represents the exclusion, i.e. as the first
site in RFMIO #; becomes fuller, less ribosomes can bind to it. Thus, thetitp®RFMIO # is

W (t) =G(2(), j=1,....,m. (7)

We assume that eacfy;(-) : Ry — R, satisfies: (1)G;(0) = 0; G; is continuously differentiable
and G’%(z) > 0 for all z > 0 (so Gj is strictly increasing orR,); and (3) there exists > 0 such
that G;(z) < sz for all = > 0 sufficiently small. These properties imply in particulaatlif the pool is
empty then no ribosomes can bind to the mRNA chains, and thtteapool becomes fuller the initiation
rates to the RFMIOs increase.

Typical examples for functions satisfying these propsriielude the linear function, sag;(z) = z,
and G(z) = a;tanh(b;z), with a;,b;, > 0. In the first case, the flow of ribosomes into the first site
of RFM # is given by, z(1 — z%), and the product here can be justified via mass-action kimetihe
use oftanh may be suitable for modeling a saturating function. Thigiact a standard function in ASEP
models with a pool [13],]1], because it is zero wheis zero, uniformly bounded, and strictly increasing
for = > 0. Also, for z > 0 the functiontanh(z) takes values irj0, 1) so it can also be interpreted as a
probability function [20].

In the context of a shared pool, it is natural to consider thec®l case wheré’;(z) = G(z) for
all j = 1,...,m. The differences between the initiation sites in the stsaace then modeled by the
different \)’s.
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Fig. 3. Topology of the RFMNP.

Note that combining the properties 6f; with (@) implies that ifz(0) > 0 then z(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0.
Thus, the pool occupancy is always non-negative.

Summarizing, theRFM network with a poo(RFMNP) is given by equation§l(5).1(6), arid (7). This is
a dynamical system witd := 1+ > n; state-variables.

Example 1 Consider a network withn = 2 RFMIOs, the first [second] with dimension = 2 [n, = 3].
Then the RFMNP is given by
= )‘(1](1 - x%)Gl( ) — )\1%( x%),
x% = )\}x%(l ) )‘2%7
= X5(1 = a1)Ga(2) — Mai(1 - a3),
= )\2 2( ) )‘2%( 9:3),
)‘2%( ) )\3x3,
2= Nay + Az — A\5(1— 21)Gi(2) — M\g(1 — 27)Ga(2). (8)
Note that this system has= 6 state-variabled.]
An important property of the RFMNP is, that being a closedeays the total occupancy

S S 1) ©)

j=1 i=1

is conserved, that is,
H(t)= H(0), forallt>D0. (10)

In other words,H is a first integral of the dynamics. In particular, this me#mast z(t) < H(t) = H(0)
for all ¢ > 0, i.e. the pool occupancy is uniformly bounded.

The RFMNP models mRNAs that compete for ribosomes becawesaothl number of ribosomes is
conserved. As more ribosomes bind to the RFMs, the pool teié;(z) decreases, and the effective
initiation rate to all the RFMs decreases. This allows totaystically address important biological
guestions on large-scale simultaneous translation urafepetition for ribosomes. The following examples



demonstrate this. We prove in Sectiod Ill that all the stateables in the RFMNP converge to a steady-
state. Letej. € [0, 1] denote the steady-state occupancy in gite RFMIO #:, and lete, € [0, c0) denote
the steady-state occupancy in the pool. In the examplesvbel® always consider these steady-state
values (obtained numerically by simulating the differahgquations).

Example 2 Although we are mainly interested in modeling large-scaleufaneous translation, it is
natural to first consider a model with a single mMRNA molecuarected to a pool of ribosomes. From a
biological perspective, this models the case where theoaesgene that is highly expressed with respect
to all other genes (e.g. an extremely highly expressed dletgyus gene).

Consider an RFMNP that includes a single RFMIO (ire= 1), with dimensionn; = 3, rates\! = 1,
i=0,1,2,3, and a pool with output functiofi’(z) = tanh(z). We simulated this system for the initial
condition z}(0) = 0, 2(0) = ¢ for various values of. Note thatH (t) = H(0) = c. Fig.[4 depicts the
steady-state values, e;, e3 of the state-variables in the RFMIO, and the steady-staté @acupancye...

It may be seen that for small values ofthe steady-state ribosomal densities and thus the praaucti

rates are very low. This is simply because there are not dndhgsomes in the network. The ribosomal

densities increase with For large values of, the output function of the pool saturates,tash(z) — 1,

and so does the initiation rate in the RFMIO. Thus, the desssin the RFMIO saturate to the values

corresponding to the initiation rate, = 1, and then all the remaining ribosomes accumulate in the. pool
Using a different pool output function, for exampl&z) = z, leads to the same qualitative behavior, but
with higher saturation values for the ribosomal densitiethe RFMIO. (Note that the ribosomal densities

in an RFM are finite even whek, — oo [41].) O

This simple example already demonstrates the coupling deiwhe ribosomal pool, initiation rate,
and elongation rates. When the ribosomal pool is small titeation rate is low. Thus, the ribosomal
densities on the mRNA are low and there are no interactiohsdas ribosomes (i.e., no “traffic jams”)
along the mRNA. The initiation rate becomes the rate lingitstep of translation. On the other-hand,
when there are many ribosomes in the pool the initiation irateeases, the elongation rates become rate
limiting and “traffic jams” along the mRNA evolve. At some pgi a further increase in the number of
ribosomes in the pool will have a negligible effect on thedarction rate.

It is known that there can be very large changes in the numbebosomes in the cell during e.g.
exponential growth. For example. Ref) [8] reports changethé ranges, 800 to 72,000. The example
above demonstrates how these large changes in the numbdrosbmes are expected to affect the
translational regimes; specifically, it may cause a switetwiken the different regimes mentioned above.

The next example describes an RFMNP with several mRNA chaies1,, € R™ denote the vector
of n ones.

Example 3 Consider an RFMNP withn = 3 RFMIOs of dimensions; = n, = n3 = 3, and rates

M=c MN=5 M=10, i=0,...,3.

7 7

In other words, every RFMIO has homogeneous rates. SuppeséhatG;(z) = tanh(z), fori = 1,2, 3.
We simulated this RFMNP for different values ofwith the initial conditionz(0) = 0, z'(0) = (1/2)13,
22(0) = (1/3)13 and 2*(0) = (1/4)13. Thus, H(0) = 3.25 in all the simulations. For each value of
every state-variable in the RFMNP converges to a steadg-sfg.[5 depicts the steady-state valye
and the steady-state outpyitin each RFMIO. It may be seen that increasing.e. increasing all the
elongation rates in RFMIG£1 leads to an increase in the steady-state translation rasbsthe RFMIOs
in the network. Also, it leads to an increase in the steadiesbccupancy of the pool. It may seem that
this contradicts[(10) but this is not so. Increasinmdeed increases all the steady-state translation rates,
but it decreases the steady-state occupancies inside ¢adiORso that the totaH (1) = H(0) = 3.25 is
conserved. '

Define theaverage steady-state occupan@sSO) in RFMIO#; by & := L 5™, ¢!. Fig.[8 depicts
the ASSO in each RFMIO as a function of It may be seen as increases the ASSO in RFMIE1
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Fig. 5. Steady-state outputé of the three RFMIOs and pool occupangys a function of the homogeneous transition raite RFMIO #1.

decreases quickly, yet the ASSOs in the other two RFMIOs Iglavereases. Since the ribosomes spend
less time on RFMIO#1 (due to increased) they are now available for translating the other RFMIOs,
leading to the increased ASSO in the other mRNAS.

From a biological point of view this example corresponds teitaation where acceleratingne of
the mRNA chains increases the protein production ratedlithe mRNAs and also increases the number
of free ribosomes. Surprisingly, perhaps, it also suggéstisa relatively larger number of free ribosomes
in the cell corresponds to higher protein production raléss agrees with evolutionary, biological, and
synthetic biology studies that have suggested that (spaityfj highly expressed genes (that are transcribed
into many mRNA molecules) undergo selection to include esdwith improved elongation rates [32],
[66], [63]. Specifically, two mechanisms by which improveations affect translation efficiency and the
organismal fitness are [66]: (IYlobal mechanismselection for improved codons contributes toward
improved ribosomal recycling and global allocation; thereased number of free ribosomes improves
the effective translation initiation rate of all genes, @hds improves global translation efficiency; and
(2) local mechanismthe improved translation elongation rate of an mRNA cdwiies directly to its
protein production rate.
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The example above demonstrates both mechanisms, as impgavef the translation elongation rates
of one RFM increases the translation rate of this mMRNA (loicaislation efficiency), and also of the other
RFMs (global translation efficiency). In addition, as canskeen, the decrease in ASSO in RFM§Q is
significantly higher than the increase in ASSO in the otheMRP. Thus, the simulation also demonstrates
that increasing the translation ratemay contribute to decreasing ribosomal collision (and ibbgs
ribosomal abortion).

We prove in Sectiof 1l that when one of the rates in one of tlMROs increases two outcomes
are possible: either all the production rates in the otheM&Ihcrease (as in this example) or they all
decrease. As discussed below, we believe that this seceedsess likely to occur in endogenous genes,
but may occur in heterologous gene expression.

The next example describes the effect of changing the leoigtme RFMIO in the network.

Example 4 Consider an RFMNP withn = 2 RFMIOs of dimensions:; andn, = 10, rates

M=1, i=0,...,n,
N=1, j=0,...,10,

and G;(z) = tanh(z/200), i = 1,2. In other words, both RFMIOs have the same homogeneous rates
We simulated this RFMNP for different values of with the initial conditionz(0) = 100, z*(0) = 0,,,,

22(0) = 019. Thus H(0) = 100 in all the simulations. For each value of, every state-variable in
the RFMNP converges to a steady-state. Eig. 7 depicts tlelysttate values of, and the steady-state
outputy’ in each RFMIO. It may be seen that increasing i.e. increasing the length of RFMIG1
leads to a decrease in the steady-state production rategradhd steady-state pool occupancy. This is
reasonable, as increasimg means that ribosomes that bind to the first chain remain oaritflonger
period of time. This decreases the production gatand, by the competition for ribosomes, also decreases
the pool occupancy and thus decreaged]

From a biological point of view this suggests that decreg#iie length of mMRNA molecules contributes
locally and globally to improving translation efficiency.shorter coding sequence improves the translation
rate of the mRNA and, by competition, may also improve thadiaion rates in all other mRNAs. Thus,
we should expect to see selection for shorter coding segsespecifically in highly expressed genes and
in organisms with large population size. Indeed, previdusliss have reported that in some organisms
the coding regions of highly expressed genes tend to beeshdd]; other studies have shown that other



11

0.32 T T

0.31f Bn

0.3F

DDDDD
g
)
)
0.291 Bog
Opg
DDD
0.281 =
0.27+
0.26 -
0.25

0.241

0.23
0

Fig. 7. Steady-state outputé of the two RFMIOs and steady-state pool occupangg00 as a function of the length; of RFMIO #1.
The normalization o by 300 is used to obtain similar magnitudes for all the values only.

(non-coding) parts of highly expressed genes tend to beteshfl], [17], [35], [64]. Decreasing the
length of different parts of the gene should contribute tgaoismal fitness via improving the energetic
cost of various gene expression steps. For example, shgetexs should improve the metabolic cost of
synthesizing mRNA and proteins; it can also reduce the grgpgnt for splicing and processing of RNA
and proteins. However, there are of course various funatiand regulatory constraints that also contribute
to shaping the gene length (see, for example [10]). Our tesuld these previous studies suggest that
in some cases genes are expected to undergo selection alsleofbcodingregions, as this reduces the
required number of translating ribosomes.

The next section describes theoretical results on the REMNEhe proofs are placed in the Appendix.

I1l. M ATHEMATICAL PROPERTIES OF THERFMNP

Let
Q:=10,1]" x -+ x [0,1]" x [0, c0)

denote the state-space of the RFMNP (recall that evérjakes values irff0,1] and z € [0, 0)). For
an initial conditiona € Q, let [x(t, a) z(t,a)]' denote the solution of the RFMNP at tinte It is
straightforward to show that the solution remaingiror all ¢ > 0. Our first result shows that a slightly
stronger property holds.

A. Persistence

Proposition 1 For any 7 > 0 there existss = ¢(7) > 0, with ¢(7) — 0 whent — 0, such that for
alt>r,alj=1,....m,alli=1,...,n;, and alla € (2\ {0}),

e<zl(t,a) <1-—¢,

and
e < z(t,a).

In other words, after time the solution iss-separated from the boundary 9f This result is useful
because on the boundary Qf denotedof?, the RFMNP looses some desirable properties. For example,
its Jacobian matrix may become reducibleash Prop.[1 allows us to overcome this technical difficulty,
as it implies that any trajectory is separated from the bamndfter an arbitrarily short time.
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B. Strong Monotonicity

Recall that a congd C R"™ defines a partial order iR as follows. For two vectorg, b € R", we
write a < bif (b—a) € K;a<bifa<banda # b, anda < b if (b —a) € Int(K). A dynamical
systemi = f(z) is calledmonotondf « < b implies thatz(¢,a) < z(t,b) for all ¢ > 0. In other words,
monotonicity means that the flow preserves the partial axddB9]. It is calledstrongly monotoné a < b
implies thatz(t,a) < z(t,b) for all t > 0.

From here on we consider the particular case where the cofe4sR’ . Thena < b if a; < b; for
all i, anda < b if a; < b; for all 7. A system that is monotone with respect to this partial oideralled
cooperative

m

The next result analyzes the cooperativity of the RFMNP.det 1 + ) n, denote the dimension of
the RFMNP. =

Proposition 2 For anya,b € Q with a < b,

z(t,a) < x(t,b) and z(t,a) < z(t,b), forall t> 0. (11)
Furthermore, ifa < b then

z(t,a) < z(t,b) and z(t,a) < z(t,b), forall ¢ > 0. (12)

This means the following. Consider the RFMNP initiated witho initial conditions such that the
ribosomal densities in every site and the pool correspantbnthe first initial condition are smaller or
equal to the densities in the second initial condition. Thieis correspondence between the densities
remains true for all time > 0.

C. Stability
Fors >0, let
Ly:={yeQ:1ly=s}

In other words,L, is alevel setof the first integralH.

Theorem 1 Every level seL,, s > 0, contains a unique equilibrium poirt,_ of the RFMNP, and for any
initial condition a € L, the solution of the RFMNP convergesdp,. Furthermore, for any) < s < p,

er, K€L, (13)

In particular, this means that every trajectory convergest an equilibrium point, representing steady-
state ribosomal densities in the RFMIOs and the pool. Noa¢ Fmopositiori [1 implies that for any >
0, ez, € Int(Q2). Eq. (I3) means that the continuum of equilibrium pointsnely, {e;. : s € [0,00)},
are linearly ordered.

Example 5 Consider an RFMNP withn = 2 RFMIOs with dimensions,; = ny, = 1, and G;(z) = z,
1=1,2, l.e.
1= No(1 = 21)z — Ay,
71 = N1 —ai)z — Naf,
F= Mot + X2 - N1 — 2Dz — 221 —2d)z. (14)

Note that even in this simple case the RFMNP is a nonlineaesysAssume thah} = A2 = 1, and
that A\l = A2, and denote this value simply By Pick an initial condition ir2, and lets := x1(0)+2%(0)+
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z(0), so that the trajectory belong tb, for all ¢ > 0. Any equilibrium pointe = [61 2 ez}' € L
satisfies

(1 —e1)e, = ey,
(1 —eg)e, = ey,
€1 t+et+e, =s.

This yields two solutions

61:62:<$+2+)\—\/(s+2+)\)2—85)/4, (15)
e, = (8—2—)\+\/(s+2+)\)2—8s>/2,

and

e1 = ey = <s+2+)\+\/(8+2+)\)2—83>/4,
e, = (s—Q—)\—\/(s+2+)\)2—85)/2,

It is straightforward to verify that in the latter solutian < 0, so this is not a feasible solution. The
solution [I5) does belong tb,, so the system admits a unique equilibriuntin Fig.[8 depicts trajectories
of (I4) for three initial conditions inZ;, namely,[1 0 0], [0 1 0], and [0 1/2 1/2], and the
equilibrium point [15) fors = A\ = 1. It may be seen that every one of these trajectories convéoge [

D. Contraction

Contraction theory is a powerful tool for analyzing nonan@lynamical systems (see, e.@.,1[36]), with
applications to many models from systems biology [3],] [440]. In a contractive system, the distance
between any two trajectories decreases at an exponertéaltrs clear that the RFMNP is not a contractive

system on(2, with respect to any norm, as it admits more than a singlelibguim point. Nevertheless,
the next result shows that the RFMNPrisn-expandingvith respect to the; norm: |¢|; = Zle |-
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Proposition 3 For anya,b € ,

a(t,a)| _ |=(t,b)

2(t,a) z(t,b)

In other words, the; distance between trajectories can never increase.
Pick a € 2, and lets := 1/,a. Substitutingb = ¢, in (18) yields

x(t,a)|
2(t,a)| e
This means that the convergence to the equilibrium petis monotone in the sense that tlie

distance toe;, can never increase. Combinirig(17) with Theofdm 1 implies évery equilibrium point
of the RFMNP issemistabld26].

<la—bl;, forallt>o0. (16)
1

1, forall¢>0. a7

<la—ep,
1

E. Entrainment

Many important biological processes are periodic. Exasipielude circadian clocks and the cell cycle
division process. Proper functioning requires certairidgizal systems to follow these periodic patterns,
i.e. toentrainto the periodic excitation.

In the context of translation, it has been shown that bothRR# [39] and the RFMR[[51] entrain to
periodic translation rates, i.e. if all the transition satge periodic time-varying functions, with a common
(minimal) periodT” > 0 then each state variable converges to a periodic trajectotty a period7’. Here
we show that the same property holds for the RFMNP. '

We say that a functiorf is 7-periodic if f(t+7') = f(¢) for all t. Assume that the’s in the RFMNP
are time-varying functions satisfying:

« there exist < &, < &, such that\/(t) € [0;,d,] forallt > 0and allj € {1,...,m},i € {1,...,n;}.

. there exists a (minimal]’ > 0 such that all the\)’s are T-periodic.

We refer to the model in this case as teriodic ribosome flow model network with a pdBRFMNP).

Theorem 2 Consider the PRFMNP. Fix an arbitrary > 0. There exists a unique functiaf, : R, —
Int(£2), that is T-periodic, and for anyu € L, the solution of the PRFMNP convergesda

In other words, every level set, of H contains a unique periodic solution, and every solution of
the PRFMNP emanating fronk, converges to this solution. Thus, the PRFMNP entrains (@seh
locks) to the periodic excitation in the’s. This implies in particular that all the protein productirates
converge to a periodic pattern with peri@d

Note that since a constant function is a periodic functianaiay 7', Theoreni 2 implies entrainment to
a periodic trajectory in the particular case where one ofhe oscillates, and all the other are constant.
Note also that the stability result in Theorém 1 follows frdmmeoren( 2.

Example 6 Consider the RFMNHI8) witlt;(2) = tanh(z), and all rates equal to one except #g(t) =
5+ 4sin(27t). In other words, there is a single time-varying periodierat RFMIO #2. Note that all
these rates are periodic with a common minimal pefiiog 1. Fig.[9 depicts the solution of this PRFMNP
as a function of time for 16.9 < ¢ < 20. The initial condition isz(0) = x(0) = 1/4 for all ¢, j. It may
be seen that all the state variables converge to a periotlitican In particular, all state variables(¢)
converge to a periodic solution with (minimal) peri@d = 1, and so does the pool occupaneit).
The le (t)'s also converge to a periodic solution, but it is not posstbl tell from the figure whether there
are small oscillations with perio@ = 1 or the convergence is to a constant (of course, in both chses t
is a periodic solution with period’ = 1). However, it can be shown using the first two equationg_in (8)
that if 2(¢) converges to a periodic solution then so:ddt) and zi(¢). Note that the peaks im3(¢) are
correlated with dips in:3(¢), this is because wheki() is high on some time interval, i.e. the transition
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Fig. 9. Trajectories of the PRFMNP in Examfile 6 as a functibtiroe.

rate from site2 to site 3 is high, there is a high flow of ribosomes from siteto site 3 during this
interval. [

From the biophysical point of view this means that the couplbetween the mRNA molecules can
induce periodic oscillations imall the protein production rates even when all the transitidasran the
molecules are constant, except for a single rate in a singllecule that oscillates periodicallithe
translation rate of codons is affected among others by tiNAtRupply (i.e. the intracellular abundance
of the different tRNA species) and demand (i.e. total nundferodons from each type on all the mRNA
molecules) (see for example [47]). Thus, the translatiae@ of a codon(s) is affected by changes in the
demand (e.g. oscillations in mMRNA levels) or by changes enghpply (e.g. oscillations in tRNA levels).
The results reported here may suggest that oscillationfienmiRNA levels of some genes or in the
concentration of some tRNA species (that occur for examplend the cell cycle([60],[[19]), can induce
oscillations in the translation rates of the rest of the gene

F. Competition

We already know that any trajectory of the RFMNP convergesanoequilibrium point. A natural
question is how will a change in the parameters (that is, idugsttion rates) affect this equilibrium point.
For example, if we increase some transition raten RFMIO #j, how will this affect the steady-state
production rate in the other RFMIOs? Without loss of gengralve assume that the change is in a
transition rate of RFMIO#].

Theorem 3 Consider an RFMNP with: RFMIOs with dimensions, . .., n,,. LetA := [Aj ... )\nmm]'
denote the set of all parameters of the RFMNP, and let
e = [ei coen €f el el el ez}/ € (0, 1) Hrm xRy,

denote the equilibrium point of the RFMNP on some fixed lestebs/. Picki € {0,...,n,}. Consider
the RFMNP obtained by modifying to A}, with A} > A\!. Lete denote the equilibrium point in the new
RFMNP and lete := & — e. Then

¢ <0, ande; >0, forall j e {i+1,...,n}, (18)
sign(e}) = sign(e.), for all i # 1 and all ;. (19)

(In the case = 0, the conditione} < 0 is vacuous.)
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Increasing\] means that ribosomes flow “more easily” from sit® sitei+ 1 in RFMIO #1. Eq. (18)
means that the effect on the density in this RFMIO is that thealmer of ribosomes in sité decreases,
and the number of ribosomes in all the sites to the right @& isihcreases. Eq[ (19) describes the effect
on the steady-state densities in all the other RFMIOs andptim: eitherall these steady-state values
increase or they all decrease. The first case agrees witlesidts in Examplél3 above.

Note that [[I8) does not provide information on the change}jlj < 4. Our simulations show that any
of these values may either increase or decrease, with tleormet depending on the various parameter
values. Thus, the amount of information provided [by (18)eshes on. In particular, whenk}z1 is changed
to AL, > Al then the information provided by (1L8) is only that

é, <O0.
Much more information is available when= 0.

Corollary 1 Suppose thad} is changed to\} > A\}. Then
¢; >0, forall je{l,.. .}, (20)

and
¢ <0, forall i #1andall j, andé. < 0. (21)

Indeed, fori = 0, (18) yields [20). Also, we know that the changes in the d&ssin all other RFMIOs
and the pool have the same sign. This sign cannot be positsvepmbining this with[(20) contradicts
the conservation of ribosomes, $01(21) follows.

In other words, increasing; yields an increase iall the densities in RFM#1, and a decrease in all
the other densities. This makes sense, as increagimgeans that it is easier for ribosomes to bind to the
MRNA molecule. This increases the total number of ribosoatesg this molecule and, by competition,
decreases all the densities in the other molecules and thie [dote that this special case agrees well
with the results described in [23] (sdd (1)).

It is important to emphasize, however, that there are varpmssible intracellular mechanisms that may
affect\, i > 0. For example, synonymous mutation/changes (in endogesrdusterologous) genes inside
the coding region may affect the adaptation of codons to At pool (codons that are recognized by
tRNA with higher intracellular abundance usually tend tdda@slated more quickly [15]), the local folding
of the mRNA (stronger folding tend to decrease elongatide [&5]), or the interaction/hybridization
between the ribosomal RNA and the mRNA[34] (there are nticles sub-sequence that tend to interact
with the ribosomal RNA, causing transient pausing of thesidme, and delay the translation elongation
rate). Non synonymous mutation/changes inside the codiggm may also affect the elongation for
example via the interaction between the nascent peptidalanéxit tunnel of the ribosomé [37], [55].
In addition, intracellular changes in various translatfantors (e.g. tRNA levels, translation elongation
factors, concentrations of amino acids, concentration&minoacyl tRNA synthetase) and, as explained
above, the mRNA levels can also affect elongation rategshEtmore, various recent studies have demon-
strated that manipulating the codons of a heterologous tgm to result in significant changes in the
translation rates and protein levels of the gene [32], [{&]],

Thus, our study is relevant to fundamental biological pmeea that are not covered in models that
do not take into account the elongation dynamics.

Example 7 Consider the RFMNP ir{8) with;(z) = z, A} = A2 =1, A2 = A\3 = 0.1, A} = 1, and initial
condition(1/4)1. We consider a range of values f&. For each fixed value, we simulated the dynamics
until steady-state for two cases; = 1 and A} = 10. Fig.[10 depictstt, &} for the various fixed values
of Al. It may be seen that we always hasje< 0 andeél > 0. Fig.[11 depicts?, i = 1,2, 3, andé, for

the various fixed values ofl. It may be seen that for a small value df all the ¢?'s andé, are negative,
whereas for large values of, they all become positive.]
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Theoreni B implies that when the codons of a gene are modifiedfaster codons” (either via synthetic
engineering or during evolution) then either all the tratish rates of the other genes increase, or they all
decrease. However, Theorém 3 does not provide informatiowleen each of these two cases happens.
In order to address this, we need to calculate derivativeéseoequilibrium point coordinates with respect
to the rates. The next result shows that these derivatiesval-defined. Denote the mapping from the
parameters to the unique equilibrium pointTint(Q2) by «, that is, e} = a}(\, H(0)), i = 1,...,m,

j = 1, ey Ny

Proposition 4 The derivativeg%ga;i()\, H(0)) exists for alli, j, p, q.

The next example uses these derivatives to obtain infoomatn the two cases that can take place as
we change one of the rates.

Example 8 Consider an RFMNP withn = 2 RFMIO’s with lengthsn and /. To simplify the notation,
lete = [er,....en) [0 = [v1,...,e]'] denote the equilibrium point of RFMIG:L [RFMIO #2], and
let \;, i =0,...,n, denote the rates along RFMI1. Suppose thak, is changed to\,. Differentiating
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the steady-state equations
)\0G1(€Z)(1 - 61) = )\161(1 - 62) = = )\n_len_l(l — €n> = )\nen,

Zel—i-Zvj—i-eZ: (0),

=1

w.r.t. \; yields
)\OGi(ez)e/Z(l - el) - )\0G1<€Z) — )\ne

/
n?

J4 n
e+ZU Ze,

j=1 i=1
where we use the notatiofi := a%f. These two equations yield

n—1

l
(Ao + MGh(e2) (1= en))el + A > vh = (NGile:) = An)eh — A Y el

j=1 =2

Recall thatG,(e.) > 0, Gi(e,) > 0, A; > 0 for all j, and0 < ¢, < 1 for all p. Also, by Theoreni3,
e1 <0,¢; >0, forall j €2, ..,n, andsign(e,) = sign(vy,), for all k. Thus,

n—1
sign(el) = sign(v}) = sign <<A001<ez> EWEESWS ) . (22)
=2

This means that the sign of the change in the densities irhallother RFMIO’s and the pool depends
on several steady-state quantities including terms rlaiethe initiation rate\,GG;(e.) and exit rate\,,
in RFMIO #1, and also the change in the total density/";' ¢/ in this RFMIO.

In the particular case = 2 (i.e., a very short RFM), Eq[({22) becomes:

sign(e,) = sign(vj) = sign(Aa — MG (e2)). (23)

Note that\oGi(e,) [A2] is the steady-state initiation [exit] rate in RFMI®1. Thus, s — M\Gi(e.) > 0
means that it is “easier” for ribosomes to exit than to entEMRO #1, and in this casd (23) means that
when )\, is increased the change in all other densities will be pasifrhis is intuitive, as more ribosomes
will exit the modified molecule and this will improve the prattion rates in the other molecules. On the
other-hand, ifAs — A\oG1(e,) < 0 then it is “easier” for ribosomes to enter than to exit RFM}Q, so
increasing\; will lead to an increased number of ribosomes in RFM#D and, by competition, to a
decrease in the production rate in all the other RFMIQOs.

Note that in the example above increasincalways increases the steady-state productionRate e,
in RFM #1 (recall thate!, > 0). One may expect that this will always lead to an increaséénproduction
rate in the second RFMIO as well. However, the behavior inRRMNP is more complicated because
the shared pool generates a feedback connection betwe&F¥&O’s in the network. In particular, the
effect on the other RFMIO’s depends not only on the modifieadpction rate of RFMIO#1, but on
other factors including the change in thaal ribosome density in RFMIGE] (see [(2R)).

This analysis of a very short RFM suggests that the steatg-gtitiation rate of the mRNA with the
modified codon plays an important role in determining thedfiof modifications in the network. If this
initiation rate is relatively low (so it becomes the rateiting factor), as believed to be the case in most
endogenous genes |28], then the increase in the rate of alom ad the mRNA increases the translation
rate in all the other mRNAs, whereas when this initiatiore iathigh then the opposite effect is obtained.
This latter case may occur for example when a heterologows igenighly expressed and thus “consumes”
some of the available elongation/termination factors mgkhe elongation rates the rate limiting factors.
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IV. DISCUSSION

We introduced a new model, the RFMNP, for large-scale semeibus translation and competition for
ribosomes that combines several RFMIOs interconnected ghymamic pool of free ribosomes. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first model of a network composkishterconnected RFMIOs. The RFMNP
is amenable to analysis because it is a monotone dynamismnsythat admits a non-trivial first integral.
Our results show that the RFMNP has several nice propeitiesan irreducible cooperative dynamical
system admitting a continuum of linearly ordered equilibtipoints, and every trajectory converges to an
equilibrium point. The RFMNP is also on the “verge of contiac”’ with respect to the; norm, and it
entrains to periodic transition rates with a common peridte fact that the total number of ribosomes in
the network is conserved means that local properties of a@riNmolecule (e.g., the abundance of the
corresponding tRNA molecules) affects its own translatiate, and via competition, alggobally affects
the translation rates of all the other mRNAs in the network.

An important implication of our analysis and simulationuks is that there are regimes and parameter
values where there is a strong coupling between the diffé¢teanslation components” (ribosomes and
MRNAS) in the cell. Such regimes cannot be studied using fadde translation of a single isolated
MRNA molecule. The RFMNP is specifically important when gind highly expressed genes with many
MRNA molecules and ribosomes translating them becauseyth@ndcs of such genes strongly affects
the ribosomal pool. For example, changes in the translatisramics of a heterologous gene which is
expressed with a very strong promoter, resulting in veryhimgRNA copy number should affect the
entire tRNA pool, and thus the translation of other endogengenes. Highly expressed endogenous
genes "consume” many ribosomes. Thus, a mutation thattaffeeir (“local”) translation rate is expected
to affect also the translation dynamics of other mRNA molesuStudying the evolution of such genes
should be based on understanding the global effect of sudhtims using a computational model such
as the RFMNP.

On the other hand, we can approximate the dynamics of gema¢sath not highly expressed (e.g., a
gene with mRNA levels that ar@01% of the mRNA levels in the cell) using a single RFM. In this gase
the relative effect of the mRNA on all other mRNAs is expedede limited.

Our analysis shows that increasing the translation intatate of a heterologous gene will always
have a negative effect on the translation rate of other géreesheir translation rates decrease) and vice
versa. The effect of increasing [decreasing] the trarmsiatate of a codon of the heterologous gene on the
translation rate of other genes is more complicated: whibdways increases [decreases] the translation
rate of the heterologous gene it may either increase or deertie translation rate of all other genes. The
specific outcome of such a manipulation can be studied ubiegRFEMNP with the parameters based on
the heterologous genes and the host genome.

Our analysis suggests that the effect of improving the ttiansrate of a codon in an mRNA molecule
on the production rate of other genes and the pool of ribosodepends on the initiation rate in the
modified mMRNA. When the initiation rate is very low the effastexpected to be positive (all other
production rates increase). However, if the initiationer& high the effect may be negative. This may
partially explain the selection for slower codons in higklpressed genes that practically decrease the
initiation rate [67], [63]. This relation may also suggeshew factor that contributes to the evolution
of highly expressed genes towards higher elongation amdirtation rates (i.e., the tendency of highly
expressed genes to include “fast” codons). Indeed, lowengaition rates (and thus a relatively high
initiation rate) may decrease the production rates of othiRNAS that are needed for proper functioning
of the organism.

The RFM, and thus also the model described here, do not eapéutain aspects of mRNA translation.
For example, eukaryotic ribosomes may translate mRNAs ihiphei cycles before entering the free ribo-
somal pool[[70],([43],[[31]. This phenomenon may perhaps beeted by adding positive feedback [43]
in the RFMNP. In addition, different genes are transcribediféerent rates, resulting in a different number
of (identical) mRNA copies for different genes. This can bedeled using a set of identical RFMs for
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each gene. Such a model can help in understanding how changeRNA levels of one gene affect the
translation rates of all the mRNAs. The analysis here sugdbhat modifying the mRNA levels of a gene
will affect the translation rates of all other genes in thmeavay. These and other aspects of biological
translation may be integrated in our model in future studres. [25] develops the notion of the realizable
region for steady-state gene expression under resourdations, and methods for mitigating the effects
of ribosome competition. Another interesting researclkedion is studying these topics in the context of
the RFMNP.

The results reported here can be studied experimentally ésygding and expressing a library of
heterologous genes [[72[,/ [5], [32]. The effect of the makdpan of a codon (i.e, increasing or decreasing
its rate) of the heterologous gene on the ribosomal dess#iel translation rates of all the mRNAs
(endogenous and heterologous) can be performed via riboponfiling [27] in addition to measurements
of MRNA levels, translation rates, and protein levels [56].

We believe that networks of interconnected RFMIOs may ptoviee powerful modeling and analysis
tools for other natural and artificial systems as well. Theskide communication networks, intracellular
trafficking in the cell, coordination of large groups of ongams (e.g., ants), traffic control, and more.
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APPENDIX: PROOFS
Proof of Propositiohl1We require the following result on repelling boundaries @edsistence.

Lemma 1 Consider a time-varying system

T = f(tv x) (24)

whose trajectories evolve o := [, x I, x ... x I, C R}, where each/; is an interval of the form
[0, A], A> 0, or [0,00). Suppose that the time-dependent vector ffeld [f1,.. ., fn]/ has the following
two properties:

« the cyclic boundary-repellingroperty (CBR): For each > 0 and each sufficiently smalh > 0,
there existsk' = K (J,A) > 0 such that, for eactk = 1,...,n and eacht > 0, the condition

z(t) <A, andx,_4(t) > 6 (25)
(all indexes are modula) implies that
fr(t,x) > K; (26)
. foranyi e {1,...,n}, and anys > 0, z;(s) > 0 implies that
x;(t) >0, forallt>s. (27)

Then given any > 0 there existg = () > 0, withe(7) — 0 asT — 0, such that every solution(t, a),
with a # 0, satisfies
xi(t,a) >eforall e {1,...,n} and allt > 7.

In other words, the conclusion is that after an arbitrariprs time everyz; (¢, a) is separated away from
zero.

Proof of LemmallPick > 0 anda # 0. Then there exists € {1,...,n} such thata; > 0. Since the
(CBR) condition is cyclic, we may assume without loss of gengrahat z,,(0) > 0. Then [27) implies
that there exist$ > 0 such thatz, () > ¢ for all ¢ € [0, 7/n].

Fix A > 0 such that(CBR) holds. LetK = K(4,A), and defines; := min{A, K7/n}. Lett, €
[0,7/n] be such that,(ty) > ;. Such at, exists, since by propert§CBR), z;(t) < ¢, < A for all
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t € [0,7/n] would imply thata, (t) = fi(t,z(t)) > K > 0 for all ¢t € [0,7/n], which in turn implies
x1(1/n) > x1(0) + K7/n > K7/n > £, contradictingz;(7/n) < ;. We claim that alsac(¢) > ¢ for
everyt > ty. Indeed, suppose otherwise. Then, there is somet, such that := z;(t;) < ;. Let

o= HIln{t >ty | l’l(t) < f} > 1.

(¢)) > 0, so it follows

As z1(0) <& <e <A, andzx,(o) > 0 property(CBR) says that,(c) = fi(o,
1 < &, which contradicts

that#,(t) > 0 on an intervalo — ¢, o], for somec > 0. But thenz, (0 —c¢) < z1(o
the minimality ofo. Thusz,(t) > ¢, for all ¢t > ¢, and in particular

x1(t) > e, forallt>7/n. (28)

)

Let K := K(s1,A), and defines, := min{A, K7/n}. Lett, € [t/n,27/n] be such thatr,(ty) > ..
Such at, exists, since by propertfCBR) and [28),2:(t) < &2 < A for all t € [r/n,27/n] would
imply that i(t) = fo(t,z(t)) > K > 0 for all t € [r/n,27/n], which in turn implieszy(27/n) >
2o(7/n) + K7/n > K7/n > &5, contradictingz,(27/n) < 5. We claim that alsac,y(t) > &, for every
t > to. Indeed, suppose otherwise. Then, there is somet, such that{ := x,(t;) < £o. Let

g = Il’llIl{t > t(] | l’g(t) < 5} > t(].

As z5(0) < € < g9 < A, andz (o) > e, property (CBR) says thatis (o) = fo(o,xz(0)) > 0, SO it
follows thati,(¢) > 0 on an intervallc — ¢, o], for somec > 0. But thenz,y(o — ¢) < x2(0) < £, which
contradicts the minimality of. Thuszy(t) > e, for all t > ¢, and in particular

ZL’Q(t) > €9, for all t > 27’/7’L
Continuing in this manner we have that for everg {1,... n} there exists; > 0 such that
[E’Z(t) > &4, for all t > Z’T/n
Thus,
x;(t) > min{eq,...,e,}, forallt>randalli=1,... n,
and this completes the proof of Leminall.
We can now prove Propositidi 1. Consider the case 1, i.e. the RFMNP is given by
jfl - )\0(1 - xl)G(xn—i-l) - )\133'1(1 - 1’2),
To = )\11’1(1 — ZL’Q) — )\21’2(1 — 1'3),

j:n—l - )\n—2xn—2(1 - xn—l) - )\n—lxn—l(]- - xn)a
Ty = )\n—lxn—l(l - xn) - )\nxru
jrn—l—l - )\nxn - )‘0<1 - xl)G(xn+l)7 (29)
where we writer,,,; instead ofz. The proof in the case where > 1 is similar. We begin by showing

that [29) satisfies the properties in Lemma 1¢@r= [0, 1]" x [0, 00). Fix an arbitrarys > 0. If z; < A
andz,; > 9 then

fi =20 = 21)G(2pe1) — Mz (1 — 22)

where K7 := A\o(1 — A)G(5) — MA. Now pick 1 < k < n. If x, <A andzy_; > § then

Jr = Mm1wp—1 (1 — ) — Mz (1 — 2p41)
Z Kk7
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where
Kk = )\k_l(S(l - A) - )\kA

If 2z, <A andz,_; > forl1<i<n-—1then

fn - )\n—lxn—l(l - In) - Anxn
2 Kn—1~

Finally, if z,,; < A andz, > 0 then

Jot1 = Ay — Ao(1 — 21)G(2p41)
Z Kn+17

where K,, .1 := X\, — \gG(A). Thus, [26) holds fork := min{K3,..., K,.1}, and clearlyK > 0 for
all A > 0 sufficiency small. Thus[(29) satisfié€BR).

To show that[(209) also satisfids {27), note that forkadt {1,...,n} and allz € Q, @ > — .2, and
that by the properties af/(-), #,.1 > —swz,1 for all z,,.; > 0 sufficiently small. Thus,[(29) satisfies all
the conditions in Lemmal1 and this implies that for any 0 there exists = «(7/2) > 0 such that

zi(t,a) >¢e, foralie{l,...,n+1} and allt > 7/2. (30)
This proves the first part of Propositidh 1. To complete thaofirdefine
vi(t) =1 —z,14(t), i=1,...,n, (31)
andy,,1(t) := x,41(t). Then

yl - )\n(l - yl) - )\n—lyl(]- - y2)7
Y2 = Ancay1(1 — y2) — A2y (1 — y3),

Yn—1 = >\2yn_2(1 - yn—1) - >\1yn_1(1 - yn),
yn == )\lyn—l(l - yn) - )\OG(yn+1)yn7
yn-l—l = )\n(l - yl) - )‘OG(yn-i-l)yn'

The firstn equations here are an RFM with a time-varying exit ragé (y,.1(t)). We already know
thaty,1(t) > ¢ for all t > 7/2 and the results i [39] imply that there exists= ¢,(7) > 0 such that

yi(t,a) > ey, forallie{l,...,n} andallt > 7.
Combining this with [(31l) completes the proof of Prép.[1.

Proof of Propositioh]2The Jacobian matrix¥ of the RFMNP has the form

J171 0 0 J17m+1
0 J272 0 J27m+1

J=1 : S e R™ (32)
0 0 o T i

Jm-l—l,l Jm+l,2 Jm—i—l,m Jm+1,m+1



Here J;; € R"*™, i =1,...,m, is the Jacobian of RFMIG#: given by

(A Gi(z) — Ao (1 — 28) Aiad 0 0 0
A (1 — ) —Aiz] — Ay(1 — f) Ash 0 0
0 Ao(1 — ) —Xbah — \i(1 — ) 0 0
0 —/\Zfzﬂ.”ﬂ - /\fbi—l(l - 1’:”) )\3“71963”71
0 /\fbrl(l - I:Ll) —/\fbflwafl - /\Zi_

and the other blocks are
Jmr1s = [NGi(2) 0 ... 0 X} ] € RP™,
Tome1 = (1= 2)Gi(2) 0 .. 0] € R™>Y,
1=1,...,m, and

m

Tmitmi = — Y N (1—2])G)(z) € R.

j=1

Since z; € [0,1] and X} > 0, every off-diagonal entry of/;; is non-negative. Since > 0, every
entry of J,,41 5, Jims1, © = 1,...,m, is also nonnegative. We conclude that every non-diagon e
of J is non-negative, and this implies (11) (séel[59]). To prdi@)( note that for any point ifint(2)
(.e.,z; € (0,1),j=1,....,d—1, andz > 0) every entry on the super- and sub-diagonalgfis strictly
positive. Also,G;(z) > 0, i =1, ..., m. This implies that the matri¥ in (32) is irreducible. Combining
this with Prop[l completes the prodfl

Proof of Theoreril1Since the RFMNP is a cooperative irreducible systenmhiaii(2) with a non-trivial
first integral, Thm[L follows from combining Prdg. 1 with thesults in [46] (see alsd [51], [45] and [33]
for related ideas)]

Proof of Propositiohl3Recall that the matrix measurg(-) : R”*" — R induced by the/; norm is

p1(A) = max{ci(A),...,c.(A)},

wherec;(A) := a; + Zk# lax;|, i.e. the sum of entries in columnof A, with the off-diagonal entries
taken with absolute valué [68]. For the Jacobian of the RFMBB), we havec;(J(z)) = 0 for all ¢
and allz € Q, so u(J(x)) = 0. Now (16) follows from standard results in contraction the¢see,

e.g., [64]).0

Proof of Theoreni]2Write the PRFMNP as: = f(t,z). Then f(t,y) = f(t + T,y) for all ¢ and y.
Furthermore,” in (@) is a non trivial first integral of the dynamics. Now Them[2 follows from the
results in [61] (see alsd [30]). The fact that € Int($2) follows from Propositio 1107

Proof of Theorerl3To simplify the presentation, we prove the theorem for theeea = 2 and change
some of the notation. The proof in the general case is verylasiniet n [¢] denote the dimension of
the first [second] RFMIO, and leX; [(;] denote the rates in the first [second] RFMIO. We denote the
state-variables of RFMIG#1 by z;, i = 1,...,n, and those of the second RFMIO lyy, : = 1, ..., 7.
Lete;, i =1,...,n, [v;, 7 =1,...,/] denote the equilibrium point of the first [second] RFMIO. €rh
we need to prove that

€ <0, andé; >0, forall j € {i+1,...,n},

sign(v;) = - -+ = sign(9,) = sign(é.,),

(33)
(34)
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wherev; := v; — v;. At steady state, the RFMNP equations yield:

)\0G1<ez)(1 — 61) = )\161(1 — 62),
= )\262(1 — 63),
= )\363(1 — 64),

- )\n—len—l(l - en)

= )\nena
CGale:)(1 —v1) = Gui(1l — v2),
= (ova(1 — v3),

= (3u3(1 — vy),

= G101 (1 — vyg)
= ey,
)\nen + Cg’U[ = )\0G1(62)(1 — 61) + C(]Gg(ez)(l — ’Ul).

Also, sinceH is a first integral

n 12
Zei +Zvj +e, = H(0).
i=1 j=1

(35)

(36)
(37)

(38)

Pick i € {1,...,n — 1}. Consider a new RFMNP obtained by modifying in RFMIO #1 to )\,

with \; > )\;. Then the equations for the modified equilibrium point are:

AoGl(éz)(l — él) — )\151(1 - ég),
== )\252(1 — ég),

- )\nén7
CG2(e:)(1 —v1) = Goi(1 — vy),
= C2U2(1 - Us),

= G101 (1 — )
= CoUy,
Ann + Coe = NoG1(€:)(1 — e1) + (oGa(€:) (1 — vy).
Since the initial condition remains the same,

n n

l l
Zei—FZ’Uj—l-ez:Zéi—i-Z’(_Jj‘i‘éZ:H(O),
j=1 i=1

i=1 i=1

(39)

(40)
(41)
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SO

n

V4
dE+Y bi+é =0 (42)
i=1 j=1

The last equality in[(36) yields

Covy

1— Ug.

The right-hand side here is increasingn and the left-hand side is increasingdp_; (recall that(,
and ¢(,_, are the same for both the original and the modified RFMNP), sthange in)\; must lead
to sign(0,_1) = sign(v,). Using [36) again yields

Co—1Vp—1 =

Cevy
1 —vpy’

CZ—2W—2 =

S0 sign(vy_o) = sign(v,_1) = sign(v,). Continuing in this way yields

sign(vy) = sign(de) = - - - = sign(vy). (43)
By (36), :
Gales) = —2—.
2(es) Co(1 —v1)
Since G;(p) is strictly increasing inp, combining this with [(4B) implies thatign(é,) = sign(v;) =
sign(vy) = - - - = sign(vy). This proves[(34). To prové (B3), note that arguing as abevegu39) yields
sign(é,) = sign(é,-1) = - - = sign(€i11)-

Seeking a contradiction, assume thah(é;) = sign(é,). By (39),

o ufn
e )\i—l(l — 62‘)
sosign(é;_1) = sign(é,), and continuing in this fashion yields
sign(é,) = sign(é,—1) = - - - = sign(é). (44)
By (33),
Gile,) = —nfn__
and combining this with{44) implies thaign(é;) = ... = sign(e,) = sign(é, ). Since alsaign(v;) = ... =
sign(v,) = sign(é,), it follows thatall the differences have the same sign, and this contradichs ¥
conclude that ife; # 0 thensign(é;) # sign(€é;+1) = sign(é;12) = - - - = sign(é,). To complete the proof

of (33), we need to show that < 0. Seeking a contradiction, assume that 0, soé; .1 <0,...,¢, < 0.
Thus,
€ > €y i1 S €yl .., < Ep

L — Anén
By B3), A = eili—eir)’ o0

)\i - )\z én €n

)\n é,(]. — éi+1) 62(1 — 6i+1)
<0.

This contradiction completes the proof for the case whet€g1,...,n—1}. The proof for the casé= 0
andi = n is similar. ]
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Proof of Propositiol4in [45], Mierczynski considered an irreducible cooperatidynamical sys-
tem, & = f(z), that admits a non trivial first integral/ (x) with a positive gradient. Lef, := {v €
R™: VHT (x)v = 0}, and consider the extended system

i = f(x),
ox = J(x)ox,

where J := 2 f is the Jacobian, with initial condition(0) = zo, 6z(0) = dz, € S, \ {0} . Mierczynski
shows that there exists a norm, that depends:,osuch that

102(t)|2t) < [00ls,, forall t > 0.

(For a general treatment on using Lyapunov-Finsler funstion contraction theory, see [18].) At the
unique equilibrium point this yields

|exp(J(e)t)dzole < |dz0le, forall t > 0.

This implies that the matrix obtained by restrictinge) to the integral manifold is Hurwitz and thus
nonsingular. Invoking the implicit function theorem imgsithat the mapping from to e can be identified
with a C* function. O
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