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Ribosome Flow Model on a Ring

Alon Raveh, Yoram Zarai, Michael Margaliot, and Tamir Tulle

Abstract—The asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) is for non-equilibriumstatistical mechanics$ [8][][3]. It is used
an important model from statistical physics describing paticles  as the standard model for gene translatiori [52], and has also
that hop randomly from one site to the next along an ordered been applied to model numerous multiagent systems with

lattice of sites, but only if the next site is empty. ASEP has . . . . . . . .
been used to model and analyze numerous multiagent SystemsIocaI interactions including traffic flow, kinesin traffiche

with local interactions including the flow of ribosomes alorg the Movement of ants along a trail, pedestrian dynamics and ad-
mRNA strand. hoc communication network5s [39], 43].

In ASEP with periodic boundary conditions a particle that In ASEP withopen boundary conditionshe lattice bound-

hops from the last site returns to the first one. The mean field a5 are open and the first and last sites are connected to two
approximation of this model is referred to as theribosome flow . . - .
model on a ring(RFMR). The RFMR may be used to model both external particle reservoirs that drive the asymmetric fdw

synthetic and endogenous gene expression regimes_ the particles along the Iattice. In ASEP WﬂbrIOdIC boundary

We analyze the RFMR using the theory of monotone dynami- conditionsthe lattice is closed, so that a particle that hops from
cal systems. We show that it admits a continuum of equilibrim  the last site returns to the first one. In particular, the nemb
points and that every trajectory converges to an equilibrium of particles on the lattice is conserved.

point. Furthermore, we show that it entrains to periodic transi- . . . .
tion rates between the sites. We describe the implicationsf ¢the Recently, the mean field approximation of ASEP with open

analysis results to understanding and engineering cyclic RNA boundary conditions, called thébosome flow modelRFM),
translation in-vitro and in-vivo. has been analyzed using tools from systems and control the-

Index Terms—Monotone dynamical systems, first integral, OFY [28], [27], [29], [51], [26], [35]. In this paper, we coiuer
asymptotic stability, ribosome flow model, entrainment, agmmet-  the mean field approximation of ASEP with periodic boundary
ric simple exclusion process, mean field approximation, mRN conditions. This is a set of deterministic nonlinear first-order

translation, cyclic mRNA. ordinary differential equations, whereis the number of sites,
and each state-variable describes the occupancy levekinfon
|. INTRODUCTION the sites. We refer to this system as titsosome flow model
%['1 a ring (RFMR). To the best of our knowledge, this is the
I

The asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) is )
rst study of the RFMR using tools from systems and control

important model in statistical mechani€s][39]. ASEP démsi
: - ; theory.

particles that hop along an ordered lattice of sites. Thedyn In the phvsics literat fies h b

ics is stochastic: at each time step the particles are sdanne n the physics literature, many properties have been proven

and every particle hops to the next site with some probgbili or the ASEP_ _W'th periodic boundalr)l/ co:dm(r)]ns ahdm(r){ .
if the next site is emptyrhis simple exclusion principle allows geneousransition ra’Fes_ (see, e.g. [11]). .”.Ot er case that is
lamenable to analysis is where the transition rates vary but

modeling of theinteraction between the particles. Note thad di h il her th he si
in particular this prohibits overtaking between particles epending on the particles rather than on the sites (sef2.g.

The term “asymmetric” refers to the fact that there ignd the references therein). However, an analytical utateds

a preferred direction of movement. When the movement 19 Of_ ASEP With_ site-dependent inhomogeneous trapsition
unidirectional, some authors use the tetotally asymmetric rates is still pending. In conirast, mos_t of the results s th
simple exclusion proces§ASEP). ASEP was first proposedpaper hold for the general case of an mhomogeneous_RFMR.
in 1968 [25] as a model for the movement of ribosomes anngThe RFMR may model, for example, the translation of

the mRNA strand during gene translation. In this contex, t circular mRNA_ or D_NA moIecn_JIe. C|r_cular RNA forms
lattice models the mRNA strand, and the particles are t ve been described in all domains of life (see for example,

ribosomes. Simple exclusion corresponds to the fact tha  [91, [71, [6), [14], [4], [5)). Specifically, it was shan

ribosome cannot move forward if there is another riboso at in prokaryotes it is possible to regulate translaticomf

right in front of it. ASEP has become a paradigmatic modglmu'""r DNA [4], [3]. In the case of eukaryotes, the canahic
'ght ! ' P ‘gmat scanning model requires free ends of the mRNA [21]; however,
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value, namely, the average of all the initial values. Wewlisc A mRNA or DNA
the implications of these results to mMRNA translation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Se
tion[reviews the RFMR. Sectidn Il details the main result ;. on
To streamline the presentation, the proofs are placed in A ———
pendix A. The final section summarizes and describes seve
possible directions for further research.

We use standard notation. For an integey, € R™ is then-
dimensional column vector with all entries equalitoFor a
matrix M, M’ denotes the transpose &f. We use| - |; :

R™ — R, to denote thd.; vector norm, that islz|; = |z1|+
-+ 4+ |z,|. For a setK, int(K) is the interior of K. Small ribosomal

unit

Il. THE MODEL
Theribosome flow model on a rin(RFMR) is given by

.I"l = /\n:vn(l — ,Tl) — /\1,@1(1 — ,TQ), STOR ...
x'g = /\1171(1 - IQ) - AQIQ(l — Ig), D D
x'g = AQIQ(l - Ig) - AgIg(l - I4), \

Large ribosomal
unit

jjnfl = A7172557172(1 - xnfl) - An,1In71(1 - In)a

i’n = /\n—lxn—l(l - (En) — /\nxn(l — 1’1). (1) Transition rate

M A2 As

Herex;(t) € [0,1] is the normalized occupancy level at site
attimet, so thatr;(t) = 0 [z;(¢) = 1] means that sitéis com-
pletely empty [full] at timet. Thetransition rates\y,...,\, {PC0C00pC00000C00000mE000000-r—
are all strictly positive numbers. To explain this modelp<o
sider the equatioria = A\z1(1 — z2) — Aaa2(1 — x3). The
termri := \z1(1—x2) represents the flow of particles from
site 1 to site 2. This is proportional to the occupanay at
site 1 and also tol — z», i.e. the flow decreases as sife
becomes fuller. This is a relaxed version of simple exclusio
The termraz := Aaz2(1 — 2:3) represents the flow of particles

from site2 to site3. The other equations are similar, with therig. 1. A. lllustration of a cyclic mRNA or DNA molecule. Witlthis

— _ ; ; ; opology the ribosomes terminating translation may réaite [41], [44], [13]
term, Tn1 == )\",I"(l xl) app_earlng both in the equatlon%ranslation with high probability. B. The RFMR as a model foanslation
for #, and for, due to the circular structure of the modelith cyclic mRNA. In this contextz; () is the normalized ribosome density

(see Fig|:|]_)_ at site: at time ¢. The transition rates\; depend on factors such as tRNA
The RFMR encapsulates simple exclusion, unidirection®fundance.
movement along the ring, and the periodic boundary conditio
of ASEP. This is not surprising, as the RFMR is the mean field
approximation of ASEP with periodic boundary conditions
(see, e.g.[]3, p. R345] and [46, p. 1919)).
Note that we can writd {1) succinctly as

_> Protein

Production rate

Re-Initiation

An

Note that [(1) implies that

> @(t) =0, forall t >0,
=0

i =Nz (1 —x) — Niwg(L—xiq0), i=1,...,n,
where here and below every index is interpreted modulo SO thetotal occupancyH () := 1, is conserved:
Note also thaQn [1,.] is an equilibrium point of[{(I1). Indeed, H(z(t)) = H(z(0)), forallt> 0. )
when all the sites are completely free [completely full]réhe
is no movement of particles between the sites. The dynamics thus redistributes the particles betweenité s
Let but without changing the total occupancy level. In the crinte

of translation, this means that the total number of ribosome
on the mRNA is conserved.

i.e., the closed unit cube ifR™. Since the state-variables Eq. [2) means that we can reduce thdimensional RFMR
represent normalized occupancy levels, we always consideran (n — 1)-dimensional model. In particular, the RFMR
initial conditionsz(0) € C™. It is straightforward to verify with n = 2 can be explicitly solved. In this case we can
that C™ is an invariant set of[{1), i.ex(0) € C™ implies obtain explicit expressions for important quantities,.ethe
thatz(t) € C™ for all ¢t > 0. rate of convergence to equilibrium. This solution is degil

Cn:{yERW’yZE[O,l], i:l,...7n},



in Appendix B.

If we change the first [last] equation if](1) to;, =
)\0(1 - Il) - /\1x1(1 —ZCQ) [SCn = Anflxnfl(l - In) - /\nxn]
we obtain the RFM. This may seem like a minor chang 1
but in fact the dynamical properties of the RFM and th
RFMR are very different. For example, in the RFM there is n
first integral. Also, in the RFM there is single equilibrium 0.6
point in C™, whereas as we shall see below the RFMR has x
continuum of equilibrium points €™,

The next section describes several theoretical results 02
the RFMR. Since the case= 2 is solved in Appendix B, we
assume from here on that> 3. Applications of the analysis
to gene translation are discussed in Sedfioh IV.

0.8

0.4

o

IIl. M AIN RESULTS o
A. Strong Monotonicity

A coneK C R" defines a par‘ual _Orde”ng mn as follows. Fig. 2. Trajectories of{{1) wittm = 3 for three different initial conditions
For two vectorsa,b € R", we writea < b if (b —a) € inLy:[110],[101),and[01 1). The equilibrium pointey,, is marked
K;a<bifa<banda # b, anda < b if (b —a) € Wwithacircle.
int(K). The systemy = f(y) is called monotoneif a < b
implies thaty(t,a) < y(t,b) for all ¢ > 0. In other words, the
flow preserves the partial ordering [42]. It is callsttongly
monotonef a < b implies thaty(t, a) < y(t,b) for all t > 0. ribosome distribution and therefore lead to the same steady

From here on we consider the particular case where thi@te translation rate.
cone isK = R’}. Thena < b if a; < b; for all i, anda < b
if a; < b; for all i. A system that is monotone with respect to
this partial ordering is calledooperative

Theorem 1 Pick s € [0,n]. Then Ly contains a unique

Proposition 1 Letz(t,a) denote the solution of the RFMR atequilibrium pointe,, of the RFMR, and for any € L,
time ¢ for the initial conditionz(0) = a. For anya,b € C" lim z(t,a) = er,.
with ¢ < b we have t—oo
2(t,a) < x(t,b), for all £ > 0. 3) Furthermore, for any) < s < p < n, we have
Furthermore, ifa < b then €L, <Ly ®)
z(t,a) < z(t,b), forall t>0. 4)

) ) _ Thm.[ implies that the RFMR has a continuum of linearly
In the context of translation, this means the following. €orprdered equilibrium points, namelfe,. : s € [0,n]},
sider two possible initial ibosome densities on the sanui@y anq also that every solution of the REMR converges to an
mMRNA strand,a and b with a; < b; for all 4, that is,b equilibrium point.
corresponds to a higher ribosome density at each site. Then
the trajectories:(¢, a) andx(¢, b) emanating from these initial

conditions continue to satisfy the same relationship betwe

the densities for all time > 0. Example 1 Consider the RFMR with = 3, A} = 2, \» = 3,
and)\3; = 1. Fig.[2 depicts trajectories of this RFMR for three
B. Stability initial conditions inLy: [1 1 0, [1 0 1], and [0 1 1]’. It

may be observed that all the trajectories converge to the sam
equilibrium pointer, ~ [0.5380 0.6528 0.8091]". Fig.[3
Ly:={yeC":1y=s} depictsall the equilibrium points of this RFMR. Sinck, >

. . A1 and A2 > A3, the transition rate into sit8 is relatively
The next result shows that every level set contains a umqlgkge As may be observed from the figure this leadsto e,
equilibrium point, and that any trajectory of the RFMR eménde. > e, for everv equilibrium poine. O -
anating from any point inL, converges to this equilibrium p= yeq P '
point. In the context of translation on a cyclic mRNA strand,
this means that a perturbations in the distribution of rimoes ix an arbitrarys € [0, n]. To simplify the notation, we just
along the strand (that does not change the total numbervﬂf;e ¢ instead ofe; frém here on. Then ’
ribosomes) will not change the asymptotic behavior of the :
dynamics. It will still converge to the same unique steadyest 1e=s, (6)

Denote thes level set of H by



Proposition 2 For anya,b € C™,
|x(t,a) — x(t,b)]1 < |a—0b]y, forallt>0. (8)

In other words, thd.; distance between trajectories can never
increase. From the biophysical point of view, this means$ tha
the L, difference between two profiles of ribosome densities,
related to two different initial conditions, in the same layc
MRNA/DNA is a non-increasing function of time.

Example 2 Pick a,b € C" such thath < a. By monotonic-
ity, x(t,b) < x(t,a) for all ¢ > 0, sod(t) := |z(t,a) —
x(t, b))y = 1., (z(t,a) — z(t,b)). Thus,

d(t) =1,i(t,a) — 1, 2(t,b)
=0-0,

so clearly in this casé8) holds with an equalify.

Fig. 3.  All the equilibrium points of the RFMR witm = 3, A\; = 2, i n 1/ it _ ;
Mo 3, andAs = 1 . Picka € C™, and lets := 1/,a. Substitutingb = e,_ in (@)
yields
|z(t,a) —er. |1 <|la—ep, |1, forallt>0. 9)
and since forz = e the left-hand side of all the equationsryis means that the convergence ¢g_ is monotone in
in (@) is zero, the sense that thé, distance toe;. can never increase.
Anen(l—e1) = e (1 —e3) Co_mbmmg @) with Theor_erﬁll implies that every equilibrium
point of the RFMR issemistabl€16].
= /\262(1 — 63)
D. Entrainment
= An—1en-1(1 —en). (7) Suppose now that the transition rates along the cyclic

RNA (or DNA) molecule are periodically time-varying

nctions of time with a common (minimal) peridd > 0.
This may correspond for example to periodically varying

R:= Ne;i(1 —e;qq1), foralli. abundances of tRNA due to the cell-division cycle that is a

periodic program for cell replication. A natural questismwiill

the mRNA densities along the mRNA strand (and thus the

translation rate) converge to a periodically-varying @at®

Thus, the flow along the chain always converges to a stea@&
state value

Using [7) and the equatiot],e = s it is possible to derive
a polynomial equation foe;. For example, whem = 2

Ay — )\1)€f + (M(s—=1) = Aa(s+1))er + Aas = 0, We can study this question using the RFMR as follows. We
say that a functiorf is T-periodic if f(¢t+T') = f(¢) for all ¢.
whereas fom = 3 we get Assume that the\;s are time-varying functions satisfying:
Mz (A1 + Ao+ A3) ef o there exist0 < &; < d2 such that\;(t) € [d1,02] for

( 278 ! (2 ? 39) 3h (Aa(2s = 1) 3(s ))) “ « there exists a (minimal)’ > 0 such that all the\;s areT'-
+ (/\3/\1 (/\2 (S — 3) + /\3(28 — 1))

periodic.
2 2 2
+ A7 (Aa(s = 2) + As(s — 1)) — A2 A3(s + 2))eq We refer to the model in this case as theriodic ribosome
+ A3 (A2A3(2s+ 1)+ A (A2(1— (s —2)s) — A3(s—1)))er  flow model on a ringPRFMR).

— /\2/\§S =0.

) ) __ Theorem 2 Consider the PRFMR. Fix an arbitrary € [0, n].
These equations can be solved numerically, but their aisaly$nere exists a unique functiof, : R, — C”, that is T-
seems non trivial. periodic, and

C. Differential Analysis tlggo [#(t,a) = ¢5(t)| =0, foralla€ L.

Differential analysis is a powerful tool for analyzing non- In other words, every level sdt; of H contains a unique
linear dynamical systems (see, e.n.,| [24]. [38], [1]). Thsib periodic solution, and every solution of the PRFMR emargtin
idea is to study the difference between trajectories that efrom L, converges to this solution. Thus, the PRFMR entrains
anate from different initial conditions. The next resulbals (or phase locks) to the periodic excitation in thes.
that the RFMR inon-expandingvith respect to thd.; norm. Note that since a constant function is a periodic function

for anyT', Thm.[2 implies entrainment to a periodic trajectory



We refer to this as theomogeneous ribosome flow model on
a ring (HRFMR). Also, [I) becomes

en(l—e1) =e1(1—e2)

0.9

08F |

= 62(1 — 63)
=en—1(1 —ey), (11)
and it is straightforward to verify that = cl,, ¢ € R,

1 satisfies [(IN).
Define the averaging operatorAve(-) : R" — R
by Ave(z) := 11/ .

[

03}y

0.2} i
1
1

0.1f

Corollary 1 For any a € C™ the solution of the HRFMR
0 5 10 15 20 satisfies
t lim z(t,a) = Ave(a)l,. (12)

t—o0

Fig. 4. Solution of the PRFMR in Exam{lé 3: solid ling<{%, a); dash-dotted

line-rs (1, a): dotted liness (1, a). From the biophysical point of view, this means that equal

transition rates along the circular mRNA lead to convergenc
to a uniform distribution of the ribosome densities.

Note that [[(IR) implies that the steady-state flowHs=
Ac Ave(a)(1—Ave(a)). Thus,R is maximized whem\ve(a) =

in the particular case where one of thes oscillates, and all %ﬂ and the maximal value i* — A, /4.

the other are constant. Note also that THin. 1 follows fro

Thm.[2. . _ . .
Remark 1 It is possible also to give a simple and self-
contained proof of Corollarf]1 using standard tools from the
literature on consensus networks|[30]. Indeed, pick 0 and

Example 3 Consider the RFMR withw = 3, A\ (t) = 3, leti be anindex such that;(r) > z;(7) for all j # i. Then

Aa(t) = 3+ 2sin(t +1/2), and Ay(f) = 4 — 2cos(2). &i(1) = 21 (T)(1 — 24(7)) — 2i(7)(1 — 2i41(7))

Note that all the\;s are periodic with a minimal com- -

mon period 7" = 27. Fig. [4 shows the solution:(t,a) < @i(T)(1 = 2i(7) —wi(r)(1 — @i(7))

for a = [0.50 0.01 0.90]". It may be seen that evem(t) =0.

converges to a periodic function with peri@d. O] Furthermore, ifz; () > «;(7) for all j # i thenz:;(r) < 0. A

similar argument shows thatif; (7) < z;(7) [z;(7) < z;(7)]

for all j # i thend;(7) > 0 [4;(7) > 0]. Thus, the max-
imal density never increases, and the minimal density never
decreases. Defin& () : R” — Ry by V(y) := max; y; —
min; y;. ThenV (x(t)) strictly decreases along trajectories of
the HRFMR unless:(t) = c1,, for somec € R, and a standard
argument (see, e.gl, [23]) implies that the system congame
consensus. Combining this withl (2) completes the proof of

E. The homogeneous case Corollary[3.

. . We note in passing that Corolldry 1 implies that the HRFMR
It has been shown experimentally that in some cases gy pe interpreted asrenlinear average consensus network
ribosomal elongation speeds along the mRNA sequence g{geed, every state-variable replaces information withhito
approximately equal[17]. To model this case, assume thatnearest neighbors on the ring only, yet the dynamics guagant
A==y = A, that every state-variable convergesAtoe(a). Consensus net-
works are recently attracting considerable interest [£E3],
i.e., all the transition rates are equal, with denoting their [34], and have many applications in distributed and mugesat
common value. In this casgl(1) becomes: systems.
The physical nature of the underlying model provides a
) simple explanation for convergence to average consensus.
a2 = Aet1 (1 = @2) = Aetrz (1 — 23), Indeed, the HRFMR may be interpreted as a systerm of
water tanks connected in a circular topology through icanti
pipes. The flow in this system is driven by the imbalance in the
dn = Aetn—1(1 = @n) = Aewn (1 = 21). (10)  water levels, and the state always converges to a homoggneou

All the results above hold for general ratés. In the
particular case where all the rates are equal, it is possible
provide stronger results.

i‘l = )\c.%'n(l — .%'1) — )\C,Tl(l — ,TQ),



distribution of water in the tanks. Since the system is aose
this corresponds to average consensus.

We next analyze the linearized model of the HRFMR ne;i
an equilibrium point to obtain information on the convergen
rate and the amplitude of the oscillations.

1) Local analysis: Every trajectory of the HRFMR con-
verges tocl,, where ¢ depends on the initial condition.
Lety := xz—cl,. Then a calculation shows that the linearize
dynamics ofy is given by

v = Qy, (13)
where
-1 c 0 O 0 1—c¢
l—c -1 c 0 0 0 iy ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
_ 0 l1—-¢ -1 ¢ 0 0 o 0.2 0.4 06 08 1
Q (14) t
c 0 0 0 ... I-¢c -1 Fig. 5. log(|z(t) — (1/4)14]) in the HRFMR withn = 4 and z(0) =

. . [1 0 00) as a function oft (solid line). Also shown is the functior-t +
By known-results on circulant matrices (see, e'lg:| [151 tlog(\/3/4) that is obtained from the local analysis (dashed line).

eigenvalues of) are
vo=—1+cw T+ (1 -V p=1. . n, (15)

wherew := exp(2rv/—1/n), and the corresponding eigenthe graph of—¢ +log(,/3/4). It may be seen that the real
vectors are convergence rate is slightly faster than the estinfate (18).

— — n— ! - .
vt = [1 W=D 1)} , {=1....n. Eq. [I7) implies that does not affect the convergence rate
(16) in the linearized system. It does however affect the osoitja

In particular,y; = 0, with corresponding eigenvectot = 1,,.  pehavior until convergence. To see this, note that the isalut
This is a consequence of the continuum of equilibria in the (13) is
HRFMR. n .
Note that y(t) =Y siexp(yit)v’, (19)
1=1
Re(vye) = =1+ cos(2n (¢ — 1)(n — 1)/n)

+ ¢(cos(2m (€ —1)/n) — cos(2m(£ — 1)(n — 1)/n)) "
= —1+4cos(2n({ —1)/n), (17) y(0) = Z s’

i=1

where thes;s satisfy

and this implies that ) o
Sincey; = 0 and Re(y;) < 0 for all ¢ > 1, (I9) implies

Re(ye) < Re(y2) =cos(2m/n) —1, (=2,...,n. that lim; .. y(t) = s1v', sos; = 0. The three eigenvalues
Thus, forz(0) in the vicinity of the equilibrium with the largest real part arg,, 72, andy,, so for larget,
~ 2 n
l2(t) — e1,| < exp((cos(2r/n) — D))[(0) — c1,].  (18) y(t) s exp(12t)v” + sn exp(ynt)v”.

The exponential convergence rate decreases witRor ex- It follows from (I3) that
ample, forn = 2, cos(2n/n) — 1 = —2, whereas fom = 10, a := Re(v2) = Re(yy,) = cos(27/n) — 1,
cos(2w/n) — 1 =~ —0.191. In other words, as the length of L _ _ _ .
the(chéin)increases the convergence rate decreases. Tiés is f:=TIm(nz) = —Imlya) = (2¢ = 1)sin(2m/n),
price paid for the fact that each site “communicates” diyectso v™ = 2, s, = 5, and this yields
with its two neighboring sites only. N )

Our simulations suggest thdt {18) actually provides a rea- y(t) = 2|p| exp(at) cos (Bt + Zp),
sonable approximation for the real convergence rate (i&., wherep := s,v2. The oscillatory behavior thus depends©n
only in the vicinity of the equilibrium point) in the HRFMR. For ¢ = 1/2 the solution has no oscillations at all, and @as
The next example demonstrates this. moves away froml/2 the oscillations become larger. The

reason for this is that for = 1/2 the linear equation(13)

Example 4 Consider the HRFMR withn = 4. Fig.[3 de- corresponds to the case where each agent weighs the con-

picts log(|(t) — (1/4)14]) for the initial conditionz(0) = tribution from its two neighbors equally. As moves away
[1 0 0 0]. Note that herelog(|z(0) — (1/4)14)) = from 1/2 the weights become different and this imbalance
log(1/3/4). In this case,Re(y2) = —1, so [I8) becomes leads to oscillations until the state-variables convem¢he

log(|x(t) — cl,]) = —t + log(|x(0) — ¢1,]). Also shown is correct values.
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Fig. 6.  The functiond(t, ¢) for several values of.
Example 5 Let z(c) := [c+0.1 ¢—0.1 ¢|'. We simu-

lated the trajectories of the HRFMR with = 3 for four
initial conditions:zy = z(c¢), with ¢ = 0.1,0.3,0.5, and 0.9.
Note that15z(c) = ¢, solimy_o z(t, 2(c)) = cls. Fig.[8
depicts

d(t, ¢) = (21(t, 2(c)) — ¢) = (21(t, 2(1/2)) = 1/2)

as a function oft. It may be seen that g8 — 1/2| increases
the oscillations increase. This agrees with the analysdmab

F. The Case of a Single Slow Rate

It is interesting to consider the case where all the traovsiti

rates are equal to\., except for \; that has value\,,

with A\, < A.. For TASEP with periodic boundary conditions
this case has been studied In1[19].1[18]. It corresponds to

translation regime with the elongation rates basicallyfarm

(with rate \.), yet the re-initiation, and possibly termination,
rate (modeled by\,) is slower. In this case, EqL](7) of the

RFMR becomes

A
en(l —ep) = )\—qel(l —e9)

C

= 62(1 - 63)

=en—1(1 —ey), (20)

+ srdrrredrrrridnnneyd
-

0.8 : : .

0.6
0000000000000OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO000000

0.4 - )\ =1 H

[-]

0.2 . )\1 0.05 1

Oooo,oooo,ooooqoooof ; ; !

1 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

i

1

0.8 : : .

0_50 .....0...........0
‘)OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOQ.OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO()

041 e )\ =1
............... (-}

ozf . )\1 05]

0 L L L L L L T
10 15 20 25 30 35

i

40

Fig. 7. Steady-state occupancy levels : = 1,...,40, in a RFMR with
n = 40, s = 20.3 and A2 = --- = \, = 1. Upper figure:\; = 0.05
(+)and A\; =1 (0) (i.e., the HRFMR). Lower figureA; = 0.5 ('+’) and
A1 =1 (o).

and a high density;,. Substituting this in[(20) gives

eh(l — eh) ~ /\qeh(l — el)
~ el(l — 61)7

SOe; ~ 1iA , andey, ~ . Note that this implies that; +
~ 1. For example foD\ = 0.05 this givese; ~ 0.047619,
en ~ 0.952381, and this agrees well with the case depicted in
Fig.[4.
The steady-state flow is thus

R

= eh(l — eh)
~ /\‘1
T+ )2

Let m; [m;] denote the number of;s satisfyinge; = ¢,
0 thatm,; := n — m,; approximates the number af;s
satlsfymgez ~ ep. Then the equation =~ m;e; +myey, yields

n—s(14+X)
1—-X,

For example, for the case = 40, s = 20.3, A\, = 0.05
this givesm; ~ 19.6684, and this agrees well with the case
depicted in Fig[Jl.

From the biophysical point of view, these results suggest
that a slower re-initiation step (that may interact and ylela
the termination step) will lead to a ribosomal “traffic jam”
before the STOP codon.

m; =

so we assume from here on, without loss of generality,

that A\, = 1.

When|2—1]is small, i.e., the normalized total occupancy is

close tol/2 the steady-state has the form depicted in Fifl 7.

IV. DISCUSSION
The ribosome flow model on a ring (RFMR) is the mean

The slow rate yields an increase [decrease] in the steady-stield approximation of ASEP with periodic boundary condi-

particle density to the immediate left [right]. In other wier tions. We analyzed the RFMR using tools from monotone
the slow rate induces a “traffic jam” segregating the steadglynamical systems theory. Our results show that the RFMR
states into high- and low-density regions. Near the sloaitbié  has several nice properties. It is an irreducible cooperati

densities become more or less uniform with a low density dynamical system admitting a continuum of linearly ordered



equilibrium points, and every trajectory converges to ani-eq irreducible matrix for allz € int(C™), and this implies[{4)
librium point. The RFMR is on the “verge of contraction”,(see, e.g.,[42, Ch. 4]m
and it entrains to periodic transition rates. Proof of Thm[1.Since the RFMR is a cooperative irre-
Topics for further research include the following. ASERIucible system with (z) = 1/« as a first integral, Thni]1
with periodic boundary conditions has been studied extefollows from the results in[[32] (see alsb [31] arild [22] for
sively in the physics literature and many explicit results asome related ideas
known. For example, the time scale until the system relaxes t Proof of Prop[R.Recall that the matrix measune, (-) :
the (stochastic) steady state is knowh [3]. A natural re$earR”*" — R induced by theL; norm is
direction is based on extending such results to the RFMR.
For the RFM, that is, the mean-field approximation of ASEP p1(4) = max{ci(4),...,cn(A)},

with openboundary conditions, it has been shown that thghere ci(A) = ay + Zk# layi|, i.e. the sum of entries
steady-state translation rate satisfies the equation in columni of A, with the off-diagonal entries taken with
0= f(R) absolute value[[48]. For the Jacobian of the RFMR, we
’ havec;(J(z)) = 0 for all « and allz € C™, sou;(J(x)) = 0.
where f is a continued fraction [28]. Using the well-knownNow (8) follows from standard results in contraction theory
relationship between continued fractions and tridiagonat (see, e.g., [38])m
trices (see, e.g. [49]) yields th&!/2 is the Perron rootof a  Proof of Thm.[2. Write the PRFMR asi = f(t,z).
certain non-negative symmetric tridiagonal matrix withr&s Then f(t,y) = f(t + T,y) for all ¢+ and y. Further-
that depend on tha;s [35]. This has many applications. Formore, H(x) = 1/« is a first integral of the PRFMR. Now
example it implies thaf? = R(\o,...,\,) in the RFM is a Thm.[2 follows from the results i [45] (see also [208).
strictly concave function onRTl [35]. It also implies that  Proof of Corollary[1. Let s := 1/a. Then L, con-
sensitivity analysis in the RFM is an eigenvalue senstivitains Ave(a)1,, and this is an equilibrium point. The proof
problem [36]. An interesting research question is whetRer now follows immediately from Thn{]im
in the RFMR can also be described using such equations.
Another interesting topic for further research is studyang
network of several connected RFMs. The output of each RFM
is divided between the inputs of all the RFMs. This models Consider[(lL) withn = 2, i.e.
competition for the ribosomes in the cell. Assuming that )
the system is closed then leads to network of intercon- 1 = Aowa(l — 1) — Miza (1 — 2),
nected RFMRs. Ty = Mx1 (1 — 22) — Aewa(l — 21). (22)

The RFMR may be used in the future for analyzin%
S . YVe assume that(0 02 and z(0 19, as these are
novel synthetic circular DNA or mRNA molecules for protei u (0) # 0o z(0) # 1z

translation in-vitro or in-vivo. Such devices have potahtingﬂlg”slgtr:;:irggo(l?)ts_oi t_hi c(iz/)niar\]m&;). ;ztldz 21(0) +22(0).
advantages with respect to linear mRNA, since they do not 2 !

include free ends and may thus be more stable. For example, &1 = Xo(s —21)(1 — 1) — Mz (1 — s+ 1)

APPENDIXB: SOLUTION OF THERFMRWITH n = 2

in E. coli RNA degradation often begins with conversion of = 2? + on a1 + a, (23)
the 5'-terminal triphosphate to a monophosphate, creating a

better substrate for internal cleavage by RNase E [37]. YWhere

eukaryotes, such &accharomyces cerevisiastrinsic mMRNA = Mg — Ay

decay initiate with deadenylation that causes the shaorteoi ’

the poly(A) tail at the3’ end of the mRNA, followed by the ar = (A= A2)s = A1 — Ao,

removal of the cap at th& end by the decapping enzyme, Qp 1= SAz.

1 U / H
which Igads to a rapid’ — 3’ degradation of the WRN.A by If A1 = X2 then [2B) is a linear differential equation and its
an exoribonucleasg[40]. In eukaryotes, the canonicalrsogn solution is

model requires free ends of the mRNAT21]. However, it may

be possible to design circular DNA or mRNA molecules by z1(t) =
using Internal Ribosome Entry Site$RESes) [[47]. Such an
experimental system (or a similar system) can be used in H

future for evaluation the theoretical results reported his t zo(t) = s — x1(t)

(1 —exp(—2A1t)) + x1(0) exp(—2A\1t), (24)

NSRRIV

study.
He = 2(1+ exp(—2Mut)) — 21(0) exp(~2)ut)
APPENDIXA: PROOFS = g(l —exp(—2\1t)) + 22(0) exp(—2A1t).  (25)
Proof of Prop[ll. Write the RFMR [1) asi = f(z). The |, particular,
Jacobian matrix/(z) := %(m) is given in [21). This matrix lim z(t) = (s/2)1» (26)
t—o00 ’

has nonnegative off-diagonal entries for alle C™. Thus,
the RFMR is a cooperative system [42], and this impligs (3)e., the state-variables converge at an exponential rate to the
Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that(x) is an average of their initial values.



_—)\nmn - )\] (1 — 12) )\] X 0 0 )\n(l — 1])
)\1(1712) 7)\1I1 7)\2(1713) )\212 0 0
0 )\2(1713) 7)\2I2 7)\3(1714) 0 0
J(x) =
0 0 “An—2Tn-2 = An_1(l —xzn) An—1Tn-—1
AnTn 0 An—1(1 —x5) “An—1Zn—1 — An(l — x1)]
(21)
In the context of translation on a circular mMRNA/DNA this .
means that uniform translation rates are expected to vyie
a steady-state of uniform ribosomal distributions along tt 09r 1
transcript, and that the convergence to this steady-stdsesi. 08l ,
If \1 # Xy then [23) is a Riccati equation (see, elg.][12] 07 1
whose solution is 06l 1
—a1 — VA coth(vVA({t —tg)/2
I (t) _ aq \/_CO (\/_( 0)/ )7 (27) SN o5t B
2(12
0.4} 1
where
0.3 i
A= a? —dagag = (s — 1)2(A\] — A2) + 41 ), o2l i
to := —2 coth™ <—2$1(0)a2 - al) . 0.1 i
VA VA ‘ ‘ ‘
OO 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Note that since the\;s are positive,A > 0. Also, a
straightforward calculation shows thaf is well-defined for

%1

al xl(O) € [07 1]' Note that [(ZV) implies that Fig. 8 Trajectories oi]_]l) Witm =2, )\ = 2 and \o = _1 f_or _three initial
tlggo x(t) _ i [—Oﬂ B \/Z 20195 + 1y + \/N/ . g;nﬂtmns. The dynamics admits a continuum of equilibripoints marked
The identity
coth <E\/K> =2 (28) where
2 exp(VAt) — 1 L. VB+ (s —1)2
2 )

implies that for sufficiently large values ofthe convergence
is with rateexp(—+/At). Thus, the convergence rate dependand

on A1, Az, ands. k:=tanh ™ ((z1(0) +1—s/2)/2).

Summarizing, whem = 2 every trajectory of the RFMR Note that [[3D) implies that is well-defined. Suppose, for
follows the straight line from:(0) to an equilibrium point = example, thaty(t) = 2 + sin(¢). Then () and \z(¢) are
e(A1, A2, 8). In particular, ifa, b € C? satisfy 1,a = 14,b then periodic with periodI’ = 2. In this case,
the solutions emanating froma and fromb converge to the
same equilibrium point. Fid.]8 depicts the trajectories haf t
RFMR withn = 2, \; = 2 and A\, = 1 for three initial
conditions.

x1(t) = (s/2) — 1 + ztanh (k 4+ z(2t + 1 — cos(t))) ,
and

xo(t) = s — x1(¢)
To study entrainment in this case, consider the RFMR (5/2) + 1 — ztanh (k + (2t + 1 — cos(t))) .
with n = 2, Ay (t) = 3q(t)/2, and \a(t) = q(t)/2, whereq(t)
is a strictly positive and periodic function. Thédn)23) beas Thus, for everya € L,, lim;,x(t,a) = ¢s(t), where

ds(t)=[(s/2) —1+2z (s/2)+1— z]/ (which is of course

1= (—a]+ (s = 21 +5/2)g. (29) periodic with periodT).
Assume that
71(0) < /2. (30) REFERENCES
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