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Abstract

Mathematical and computational modelling of biochemicatiworks is often done in terms of
either the concentrations of molecular species or the floké&sochemical reactions. When is
mathematical modelling from either perspective equivialerihe other? Mathematical duality
translates concepts, theorems or mathematical strudhtcesther concepts, theorems or struc-
tures, in a one-to-one manner. We present a novel stoichiimgendition that is necessary and
suficient for duality between unidirectional fluxes and concaiins. Our numerical experi-
ments, with computational models derived from a range obgesscale biochemical networks,
suggest that this flux-concentration duality is a pervagioperty of biochemical networks. We
also provide a combinatorial characterisation that ilf@ent to ensure flux-concentration dual-
ity. Thatis, for every two disjoint sets of molecular spagitere is at least one reaction complex
that involves species from only one of the two sets. Whenitettonal fluxes and molecular
species concentrations are dual vectors, this implieghledtehaviour of the corresponding bio-
chemical network can be described entirely in terms of eitteacentrations or unidirectional
fluxes.
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1. Introduction

Systems biochemistry seeks to understand biological fmmgt terms of a network of chem-
ical reactions. Systems biology is a broader field, encosipgsystems biochemistry, where
understanding is in terms of a network of interactions, sofmghich may not be immediately
identifiable with a particular chemical or biochemical réae. Mathematical and computational
modelling of biochemical reaction network dynamics is adamental component of systems
biochemistry. Any genome-scale model of a biochemicaltieametwork will give rise to a
system of equations with a high-dimensional state varjabtge, there are at least 1000 genes in
Pelagibacter ubiqu¢Giovannoni et al., 2005), the smallest free-living miagemism currently
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known. In order to ensure that mathematical and computatimodelling remains tractable at
genome-scale, it is important to focus reseanthreon the development of robust algorithms
with time complexity that scales well with the dimensionloé state variable.

Given some assumptions as to the dynamics of a biochemiebrie a mathematical model
is defined in terms of a system of equations. Characterisiagiathematical properties of such
a system of equations can lead directly or indirectly togh#iul biochemical conclusions. Di-
rectly, in the sense that the recognition of the mathemlgticgerty has direct biochemical im-
plications, e.g., the correspondence between an extregnué the steady state (irreversible) flux
cone and the minimal set of reactions that could operateeatigtstatel (Schuster ef al., 2000).
Or indirectly, in the sense of an algorithm tailored to expéorecognised property, which is
subsequently implemented to derive biochemical conchssitom a computational model, e.g.,
robust flux balance analysis aIgorithnM@Olﬁumbto investigate codon usage in an
integrated model of metabolism and macromolecular syitle&scherichia colm

).

Mathematical duality translates concepts, theorems dnenaatical structures into other con-
cepts, theorems or structures in a one-to-one manner. 8oesetrecognition of mathematical
duality underlying a biochemical network modelling prablenables the dual problem to be
more dficiently solved. An example of this is the problem of compgtminimal cut sets
i.e., minimal sets of reactions whose deletion will block thperation of a specified objective
in a steady state model of a biochemical netwaork (Klamt ar#$3i2004). Previously, com-
putation of minimal cut sets required enumeration of theeswe rays of part of the steady

state |rrever5|ble) flux cone, which is computationallyngdex in memory and processing time
[ 2008). By recognising that minimal cut setspnimal network are dual to extreme
raysin a dual network (Ballerstein ef al., 2012), one canmamselect subsets of extreme rays
for the dual network that correspond to minimal cut sets withcertain desired properties in the
primal (i.e., original) biochemical network in questiorofvKamp and Klamt, 2014). This fun-
damental work has many experimental biological applicetioncluding metabolic engineering
(Mahadevan et al., 20115).

Recognition of mathematical duality in a biochemical netamodelling problem can have
many theoretical biological applications, in advance gfeximental biological applications. For
example, in mathematical modelling of biochemical reactietworks, there has long been an
interest in the relationship between models expressediimstef molecular species concentra-
tions and models expressed in terms of reaction fluxes. Wboeoenitrations onet fluxes are
considered as independent variables, a duality betweerotinesponding Jacobian matrices has
been demonstrateH_LlamihldLand_EalSISD_DJ 2009). In thes tes concentration and net flux
Jacobian matrices can be used to estimate the dynamics sditie system, with respect to per-
turbations to concentrations or net fluxes about a giverdgtetate. The primal (concentration)
Jacobian and dual (net flux) Jacobian matrices are identixe¢pt that one is the transpose of the
other. Matrix transposition is a one-to-one mapping andcaflieeementioned duality is between
the pair of Jacobians. This does not mean that the net flux anckatration vectors are dual
variables in the same mathematical sense, and neitherepetturbations to concentrations or
net fluxes. This is because the Jacobian duality (JamshidPatssan, 2009), which exists for
any stoichiometric matrix, does not enforce a one-to-onppimgy between concentrations and
net fluxes unless the stoichiometric matrix is invertibl@jeh is never the case for a biochemical
network (Heinrich et dll, 1978).

Herein we ask and answer the question: what conditions @eseary and sticient for dual-
ity between unidirectional fluxes and molecular speciesentrations? We establish a necessary
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linear algebraic condition on reaction stoichiometry iderfor duality to hold. We also com-
binatorially characterise this stoichiometric conditinra manner amenable to interpretation for
biochemical networks in general. In manually curated matalnetwork reconstructions, across
a wide range of species and biological processes, we corditisfaction of this stoichiometric
condition for the major subset of molecular species witliarereconstruction of a biochemical
network. Furthermore, we demonstrate how linear algehméeaapplied to test for satisfaction
of this stoichiometric condition or to identify the moleaukpecies involved in violation of this
condition. We also demonstrate that violation of flux-carication duality points to discrepan-
cies between a reconstruction and the underlying biochemikereby establishing a new stoi-
chiometric quality control procedure to select a subsetlmibahemical network reconstruction
for use in computational modelling of steady states.

First, we establish a linear algebraic condition and a coatbrial condition for duality
between unidirectional fluxes and concentrations. Sulesdty) we introduce a procedure to
convert a reconstruction into a computational model in dityseontrolled manner. We then
apply this procedure to a range of genome-scale metabdliwnlereconstructions and test for
the linear algebraic condition for flux-concentration diyabefore and after conversion into a
model. We conclude with a broad discussion, with examplestihting how a recognition of
flux-concentration duality could help address questiortsabgical relevance and improve our
understanding of biological phenomena.

2. Results

2.1. Stoichiometry and reaction kinetics

We consider a biochemical network withmolecular species and(net) reactions. Without
loss of generality with respect to genome-scale biochdmietavorks, we assumm < n. We
assume that each reactiorre'wersible,) and can be represented lnairectional
reactionpair. With respect to the forward direction, ificaward stoichiometric matrix Fe Z™",
let Fj; be thestoichiometryof moleculei participating as a substrate or catalystorward uni-
directional reaction j Likewise, with respect to the reverse direction, i@erse stoichiometric
matrix Re Z™", letR;; be the stoichiometry of molecuigarticipating as a substrate or catalyst
in reverse unidirectional reaction jThe set of molecular species that jointly participate tdeeei
substrates or products in a single unidirectional readtioaferred to as seaction complex

One may define the topology ofteypergraphof reactions with anet stoichiometric matrix
S := R- F. However, a catalyst, by definition, participates in a rieactvith the same stoi-
chiometry as a substrate or produgfj(= R;j), so the corresponding row &fis all zeros unless
that catalyst is synthesised or consumed elsewhere in the baochemical network, as is the
case for many biochemical catalysts (Thiele ét al., P008).eikample, consider thén molec-
ular species acting as a catalyst in some reactions. If gnghesised in thgth reaction of a
biochemical network, the stoichiometric ¢beient in the forward stoichiometric matrix will be
less than that of the forward stoichiometric matif;(< R;j), soS;j := Rj — Fj; > 0. This also
encompasses the case of an auto-catalytic reaction.

Before proceeding, some comments on our assumptions aréen ©ne may derivs from
F andR, but the latter pair of matrices cannot, in general, be @erfromS becaus& omits the
stoichiometry of catalysis. The orientation of the hypamr, i.e., the assignment of one direction
to be forward (substrates products), with the other reverse, is typically made so tigatflux
is forward (with positive sign) when a reaction is active tis biologically typical direction in
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a biochemical network. This is an arbitrary convention eatfihan a constraint, and reversing
the orientation of one reaction only exchanges one columa fufr the corresponding one in

R. Although every chemical reaction is in principle revelsjbn a biochemical setting, due to
physiological limits on the relative concentrations ofatats and substrates, some reactions are
practically irreversibllS). Our conchrss also extend to systems of irreversible
reactions because the reaction complexes for an irreVersaction are the same as those for a
reversible reaction.

In the following, the exponential or natural logarithm of@ctor is meant component-wise,
with exp(log(0)) = 0. Letvy € R, andv; € R, denote forward and reverse unidirectional
reaction rate vectors. We assume that the rate of a unidinettreaction is proportional to the
product of the concentrations of each substrate or cajagsh to the power of their respective
stoichiometry in that unidirectional reactidn (Wilhel#®850), with linear proportionality given
by strictly positiverate cogficients k, k; € R7,. Therefore we have

vi(c) = exp(Inks) + FT In(c)), )
Vi (€) := exp(Ink) + R" In(c)),

wherec € RT) are molecular species concentrations. Strictly, itis moppr to take the logarithm
of a unit that has physical dimensions, sshould be termed a vector of mole fractions rather
than concentrations (Berry et al., 2000, Eq. 19.93), bt safhe knowledge that we have taken
this liberty, we continue in terms of concentrations.

If the jth columns ofF andR represent the stoichiometry of afementary reactiorthen the
respectivejth unidirectional reaction rate is given by an elementanekt rate law in[{IL). In
biochemical modelling, often it isomposite reactiostoichiometry that is represented, in which
case the unidirectional reaction rates are given by pseleloentary kinetic rate laws. We shall
revisit this point in discussion, but for now it §ices to mention that, in principle, all composite
reactions can be decomposed into a set of elementary reafbibowing elementary reaction ki-
netics (Cook and Clelahtl, 2007), even allosteric react{Bray and Duke, 2004). With respect
to the forward direction of an elementary reaction, the tezaction complexmplies a corre-
sponding physical association between substrate molespéaies. For the sake of simplicity,
we also use the term reaction complex for composite reagtias if there were a correspond-
ing simultaneous physical association of all substratéscinis generally not the case because
composite reactions occur as a set of elementary reacéps.st

With respect to time, the deterministic rate of change otemtration is

L = R-AWO ) @
= (R F]—[F,RDHQ], ®)

wherev;(c) — vy(c) gives a vector of net reaction rates,-] denotes the horizontal concatenation
operator, and= denotes “is defined to be equal to”. Time-invariant fluxes @maentrations

satisfy [2) withdc/dt := 0. Definek := [ i: } € Rﬁ’(‘) to be given constants, then consider the

flux function

v(c) := exp(InKk) + [F, R" In(c)) = [ Vi () } @)

Vi (C)
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with a concentration vectar the only argument. Apart from (a) our deliberate distinctime-
tween unidirectional and net stoichiometry, (b) our detitte use of matrix-vector notation, and
(c) our deliberate use of component-wise exponential agarlthm, the expression for unidirec-
tional rate in[(4) is a standard representation of detestimélementary reaction kinetics.

2.2. Linear algebraic characterisation of flux-concenimatduality

Herein, duality is defined as a one-to-one relationship betwtwo variable vectors. We
now establish a linear algebraic condition for duality begw unidirectional flux and concentra-
tion vectors. This linear algebraic condition is a well kmoresult in mathematics, but to our
knowledge its application to establish duality betweerdiractional flux and molecular species
concentration is novel.

Theorem 1. Assume we are given constants Ri’(‘) and FERe ZT;". Suppose a unidirectional
reaction flux vector ¥ R2) and a molecular species concentration vecter R, satisfy

v = exp(Ink) + [F, R]" In(c)). (5)

Then rank[F, R]) = m is a necessary and gigient condition for duality between fluxes and
concentrations.

Proof. Thatv is uniquely defined givenis trivial. Taking the logarithm of both sides &f (5), we
have In¢) - In(k) = [F, R]" In(c). Then, if and only if rank(f, R]) = mis In(c), and therefore,
uniquely defined given. O

Theorentl establishes that the flux functibh (4) is an injectiinction. It is not bijective
because one can always find auch that Ing) — In(k) is not in the range offf, R]". Note that
the exponential function is bijective, but if one wished tmsider other flux functions, it would
be sufficient to replace the exponential function with anotherdtije function and Theorefd 1
would still hold.

We now proceed to interpret this stoichiometric conditionduality in biochemical terms.
Consider the following triplet of isomerisation reactiongolving three molecular species:

A=B, B=C C=A

The forward, reverse and net stoichiometric matrices are

100 001 -1 0 1
F=|0 1 0|, R=[1 0 0|, R-F)=| 1 -1 0], (6)
001 010 0 1 -1

where flux and concentration vectors are dual vectors becaumk(F, R]) = 3 = m. Consider
the following quartet of reactions involving four repretatives of supposedly distinct molecular
species:

A=B+C, A=D, B+C=D, A+D=2B+2C

The forward, reverse and net stoichiometric matrices are

110 1 0000 1 -1 0 -1
0010 100 2 1 0 -1 2
F=loo 10l Rel1 00 2/ RP=l71 o1 2 O
0001 0110 0 1 1 -1
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where flux and concentration vectors a@ dual vectors because rank([R]) =3 <4 =m
Observe that the second and third rowdondR are positive multiples of one another. This
corresponds to a pair of supposedly distinct moleciBemdC, that are always either produced

or consumed together with fixed relative stoichiometry.slikian ambiguous model of reaction
stoichiometry because either BjandC are actually the same molecular species and therefore the
extra row is superfluous, or (iB andC are diferent molecular species but the model is missing
some reaction that would demonstrate they are synthesisgmheumed in distinct reactions.

2.3. Combinatorial characterisation of flux-concentratiguality

The aforementioned linear algebraic condition for dudligtween unidirectional flux and
concentration vectors is hard to interpret in terms of ieaatomplex stoichiometry. Therefore
we sought a characterisation that would be easier to irgenpra (bio)chemically interpretable
manner. Here we derive a combinatorial characterisatioth@fcondition rank(, R]) = m,
which holds independently of the actual values of the stoietric codficients. Our analysis
draws from the theory of L-matrices and zaign patterns (Hershkowitz and Schnélider, 1993;
IBrualdi and Shadefr, 2009). First we introduce some defimstand notation.

Definition 1. (Support of a set of vectors) Létbe a collection ofl-dimensional row vectors.
The support of” is defined to be the subset 6f:= {1,...,d} such that, for eachin the given
subset off, there exists at least one vectoidrwhoseith component is nonzero.

For example, iC is formed by the last two rows of the matrix

01

1 01100
01 0 0 1 0f,
0110

the support ofC is {2,3,5,6}. If C is formed by the first and third columns of the matrix, its
supportis{1, 3}.

Definition 2. (Combinatorial independence) A collectiGrof row vectors (of equal dimension)
is said to be combinatorially independentifdoes not contain the zero vector aenerytwo
nonempty disjoint subsets Gfhave diterent supports.

In the above example, the rows of the matrix are combindtpifalependent. However, the
columns of this matrix are not combinatorially independetause the support of columiis2}
is {1, 2, 3}, which is the same as the support of colun®$}.

Definition 3. (Zero pattern) The zero pattern of a real matiis the (Q 1)-matrix obtained by
replacing each nonzero entry Afoy 1.

Theorem 2. (Combinatorial independence and rank (Richman and Sclenei®78, Lemma
(5.2))) Let P be an nx d zero pattern. Every non-negative matrix with zero patterhas
rank m if and only if the rows of P are combinatorially indegent.




Conversely, it follows that if any two disjoint subsets ofwoof P have the same support,
thenP is row rank-deficient. For example, the matrix

110 00O
0 01100
0 00011
1 00010
011000
0 00 101

is row rank-deficient because royis 2, 3} and rowg4, 5, 6} have the same suppdtt 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}.
Theoreni P permits us to state the following.

Theorem 3. (Combinatorial independence and duality) Consider a fsrofl biochemical net-
works that share the same zero patternBsR]. Assume that each molecular species partici-
pates in at least one reaction in each network in the famihenT, for each network in the family,
the following are equivalent:

1. The matrix[F, R] has full row rank.

2. For every two disjoint sets of molecular species, there leadtt one reaction complex that
involves species from only one of the two sets.

3. Unidirectional flux and concentration are dual variables.

Equivalently, for a given biochemical network with matri [R], if condition 2 in Theorem
is true, then one can excharayey positive stoichiometric cd&cient of the network wittany
positive value andH, R] will still have full row rank. The above result provides amsbinatorial
characterisation of the condition for flux-concentratiarality, which holds independent of the
values of the stoichiometric cticients. This is analogous to results involving L-matrices f

problems such as the structural controllability of syst¢Brsialdi and Shader, 2009).

2.3.1. Testing for combinatorial independence

According to Theoreifll2, to test if anx d zero pattern has rank, we can equivalently test
whether itsm rows are combinatorially independent. Can this test beopexéd dficiently? In
general (unless#NP) the answer is no@%), as the problem ohtpéta sign
pattern(elementg0, 1, —1}) has full row rank is NP-complete. Their proof relies on auettbn
from the 3-SAT problem, which is known to be NP-compléte @aand Johnson, 1979). In
their proof they construct aon-negativesign pattern (which is a zero pattern), and therefore
their result applies to our case too. Hence we have the failpw

Theorem 4. (Testing combinatorial independenm, @)) Let P be a zero pattern.
Testing if the rows of P are combinatorially independentisddmplete.

However, as we prove next, when the zero pattern is constidim have at most two non-
negative entries per column, the testing for combinatamid¢pendence can be done in polyno-
mial time. To our knowledge, this result is new.

Theorem 5. (Testing combinatorial independence in constrained zaittepns) Let P be a zero
pattern with at most two 1s per column. Testing if the rows afdlcombinatorially independent
can be done in polynomial time.



Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that each colunfhhafs exactly two nonzero
entries. We view the matri as the incidence matrix of an undirected graph, where eagh ro
of Pis a vertex and each column is an edge. Combinatorial deperd# the rows oP would
imply the existence of two disjoint sets of rows with the sasapport, which would imply the
existence of a connected component of the graph that istlé#é2-colorable). Finding all
connected components of a graph and bipartiteness tesérgessical graph problems that can
be solved in polynomial time (Cormen et al., 2009). O

Since most reconstructed biochemical networks are in tefraemposite reactions, the cor-
responding [F, R] may have more than two nonzero entries per column and theemorstoi-
chiometric coéficients may dier from 1. However, every composite reaction is a compasitio
of a set of elementary reactions (Cook and Cleland, 200@)y eith at most three reactants per
reaction, so the resultingilinear [F, R] will have at most two nonzero entries per column. It
is possible to algorithmically convert any composite reacinto a set of elementary reactions,
with at most two nonzero entries per column, by creating faumkecular species representing
a reaction intermediate, e.g., the composite readtienB = C + D may be decomposed into
A+ B = E andE = C + D. Reaction intermediates are typically not identical foo ®nzyme-
catalysed composite reactions, suggesting that flux-cdrat@n duality is a pervasive property
of biochemical networks in general.

2.4. Flux-concentration duality in existing genome-sdagehemical networks

Sectior 2.8 provided a biochemically interpretable caadijtin terms of molecular species
involvement in reaction complex stoichiometry, that ineglflux-concentration duality for an ar-
bitrary network. We now show that flux-concentration dyakta pervasive property of quality-
controlled models derived from genome-scale biochemiedliark reconstructions. Testing for
combinatorial independence is computationally complexinstead we rely on linear algebra
to test the rank offf, R]. As detailed below, we converted 29 genome-scale metahetiwork
reconstructions into computational models, then compidredumber of molecular species with
the rank of |, R] before and after conversion. These metabolic reconsbntvere all manu-
ally curated and represent a wide range d@fedlent species (see Supplementary Table 1).

It is important to distinguish a network reconstructiomfra computational model of a bio-
chemical network. The former may contain incomplete or ingistent knowledge of biochem-
istry, while the latter must satisfy certain modelling asptions, represented by mathemati-
cal conditions, in order to ensure that the model is a faittgpresentation of the underlying
biochemistry. This modelling principle is already well &slished in the digital circuit mod-
elling community, and some of the associateddel checkinglgorithms have been applied to
biochemical networks (Carrillo et al., 2012), especialjythbe community that use Petri-nets to
model biochemical networks, e.d., (Solihan, 2012). Thdieation of modelling assumptions
is a key step in the conversion of a reconstruction into a egatpnal model. We now introduce
these assumptions, their mathematical representatidrihair relationship to the rank oF[ R].
For the sake of simplicity, the toy examples given to illagtrkey concepts only involve reac-
tions with two or less reactants, but the theory presentsa @bplies to systems of composite
reactions involving three or more reactants.

2.4.1. Stoichiometric consistency
All biochemical reactions conserve mass; therefore it &elesgal in a model that each re-
action, which is supposed to represent a biochemical @wactioes actually conserve mass.
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Although it is not essential to do so_(Fleming and Thiele, 20teactions that do not conserve

mass are often added to a network reconstrugtion (Thieldats$on, 2010) in order to represent
the flow of mass into and out of a system, e.g., during flux damalysi 06). Ev-

ery reaction that does not conserve mass, but is added to @ madder represent the exchange
of mass across the boundary of a biochemical system, is fwtiteeferred to as aexchange
reaction,e.g.,D = 0, whered represents null. When checking for reactions that do noseoe
mass, we must first omit exchange reactions.

Besides exchange reactions, a reconstruction may comaitions with incompletely spec-
ified stoichiometry or molecules with incompletely spedfahemical formulae, because of (for
instance) limitations in the available literature eviden&Vhile stoichiometrically inconsistent
biochemical reactions may appear in a reconstruction, sheuld be omitted from a computa-
tional model derived from that reconstruction, especidllye model is to be used to predict flow
of mass, else erroneous predictions could result. One apbtie to require that chemical formu-
lae be collected for each molecule during the reconstrogirocess. (Thorleifsson and Thiele,
[2011), then omit non-exchange reactions that are elemgirtedalanced|(Schellenberger et al.,
). A complementary approach is to detect reactionsttestpecified in atoichiometrically
inconsistenmannerl(Gevorgyan et/dl., 2008). For instance, the reatierB = C andC = A
are stoichiometrically inconsistent because it is impguaedio assign a positive molecular mass
to all species whilst ensuring that each reaction consenass.

A set of stoichiometrically consistent reactions is mathgoally defined by the existence of
at least oné € R, such thaR"¢ = F'¢, equivalentlyST¢ = (R- F)"¢ = 0, wheret is a vector
of the molecular mass oh molecular species. Consider the aforementioned stoicttiacally
inconsistent example, where the corresponding stoichigemaatrices are

01 10 -1 1
S=R-F={0 O0|-|1 O|=|-1 0],
10 01 1 -1

with rows from top to bottom corresponding to molecular $pe8, B,C. Leta, b, c € R denote
the molecular mass &, B, C. We requirea, b, c such that

., [0 01
FH7‘[100

a

b |- a+b
c

c

C
a

110
"o o1

a
b|=FTe
C

However, the only solution requires= c andb = 0, i.e., a zero mass for the moleclBewhich
is inconsistent with chemistry; therefore the reactiéns B = C andC = A are stoichiomet-
rically inconsistent. In general, giveh andR, one may check for stoichiometric consistency

(Gevorgyan et all, 2008) by solving the optimisation prable

max |l

st.STe=0,
0<¢.

Here, ||(|lo denotes the zero-norm or equivalently the cardinality (benof non-zero entries)
of £. However, maximising the cardinality of a non-negativeteei the left nullspace o8 is
a problem that is challenging to solve exactly. This probleas been represented as a mixed-

integer linear optimisation problem (Gevorgyan et al..&08ut since algorithms for such prob-
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lems have unpredictable computational complexity, we @énpnted a novel and moréieient
approach.
The cardinality of a non-negative vector is a quasiconcaverfimodal) function (Boyd and Vandenberghe,
@l). The problem of maximising this particular quasi@wecfunction, subject to a convex
constraint, may be approximated by a linear optimisatiablem (Vlassis et all, 2014), in our
case the problem

max1'z
7l

st.ST¢=0,
z<¢, (8)
0<z< la,
0<(<1p,

wherez ¢ € R™ and 1 denotes an all ones vector. In this approximation, we madnthe
sum over all dummy variables, i = 1,...,m, but it is ¢ that represents the stoichiometrically
consistent molecular mass of thie molecule. The scalatg 8 € R > 0 are proportional to the
smallest molecular mass considered non-zero and the tamgpéscular mass allowed. An upper
bound on the largest molecular mass avoids the possibflaypoorly scaled optimal. We used

a = 10% andpB = 10* as all models tested were of metabolism, so eight orders ghinale
between the least and most massive metabolitefiicint. As this approximation is based on
linear optimisation, it can be implemented numerically iscalable manner. We applidd (8) to
each reconstruction in Supplementary Table 1 in order tatifyestoichiometrically inconsistent
rows. That s, ift* denotes the optimdlobtained from[(B) then thi¢h row is stoichiometrically
inconsistent if¢* < a. Stoichiometrically inconsistent rows and the correspog@olumns
were omitted from further analyses. Where molecular foeawlere available, we confirmed
that all retained biochemical reactions were elementalpiiced, as expected. To reiterate, in
our numerical check of rank R], discussed below, all rows correspond to metabolite ggeci
involved in stoichiometrically consistent reactions,wihe exception of exchange reactions.

2.4.2. Net flux consistency

If one assumes that all molecules are at steady state, tresponding computational model
should benet flux consistentneaning that each net reaction of the network has a nonzero flu
in at least one feasible steady state net flux vector. Duectaniplete biochemical knowledge,
a reconstruction may contairet flux inconsistermeactions that do not admit a nonzero steady
state net flux. For example, consider the set of reactions

0=D=G=0, D=H. (9)

In this set, the reactioD = H is net flux inconsistent, as any nonzero net flux is inconsiste
with the assumption that the concentratiorGoghould be time invariant. Inclusion of net flux
inconsistent reactions, like = H, in a dynamic model would be perfectly reasonable, but we
omit such reactions because the focus of this paper is onlimapef steady states.

Let B € R™P denote the stoichiometric matrix for a setmexchange reactions. We say a
matrix S is net flux consistent if there exist matricéss R™k andW e RP*¥ such that

SV = -BW
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where each row oV and each row ofV contains at least one nonzero entry. Consider the
aforementioned net flux inconsistent example, where theesponding stoichiometric matrices

-1 -1 1 0
S=| 1 0], B=|0 -1
0 1 0O O

Letp,q,r, s€ R denote the net rate of the reactions, from left to righEln {8 requirep, g, r, s
such that

-1 -1 -p—q —r -1 0 ;
sv=l 1 o [p}z q |=|s|=lo0 1 [S]z—sw
o 1]Ld q 0 00

However, the only solution requires= 0, i.e., a zero net flux through the reactibn= H,
corresponding to a zero row df, therefore this reaction is net flux inconsistent. Our dééni
of net flux consistency is weaker than the assumption tha¢aditions admit a nonzero net flux
simultaneously, which would be equivalent to requiringragtg net flux vector with all nonzero
entries, i.e.k = 1. Itis also weaker than the assumption of net flux consigtenbject to bounds
on the direction of reactions (Vlassis et al., 2014), whighde not impose here. Enforcing net
flux consistency requires omission of any net reaction thahot carry a non-zero net flux at a
steady state.

Within rasTCORE, a scalable algorithm for reconstruction of compadt @ntext-specific
biochemical network models (Vlassis et al., 2014), a kep steploys linear optimisation as
described abové((8) to identify the largest set of net fluxsigiant reactions in a given model.
We created a computational model from the stoichiometyicainsistent subset of each recon-
struction in Supplementary Table 1. We allowed all reactitmbe reversible (lower and upper
bounds—1000 and 1000), included exchange reactions in each reactish, and then iden-
tified and omitted all net flux inconsistent reactions & ¢ = 10%). We also omitted the
corresponding rows, where a molecular species is only wegbin flux inconsistent reactions.
Therefore, in our check of ranlg[ R]), all rows correspond to metabolite species involved in ne
flux consistent reactions. As Supplementary Table 1 ilaiss, this is typically a subset of the
stoichiometrically consistent rows.

2.4.3. Unique and non-trivial molecular species

In a reconstruction, one may find a pair of rowsSrthat are identical up to scalar multipli-
cation. As these extra rows typically represent inadvédaplication of an identical molecular
species, any such duplicate rows were omitted. Likewisepmi#ted any row with all zeros,
e.g., corresponding to a metabolite that was only involvestoichiometrically inconsistent or
net flux inconsistent reactions. Hereafter, any biochehmetwork without zero rows or rows
identical up to scalar multiplication we refer to as bemamn-trivial.

2.4.4. Pervasive flux-concentration duality

We investigated the stoichiometric properties of a repregve subset of published metabolic
network reconstructions. Specifically, numerical experits were performed on 29 published
reconstructions where a Systems Biology Markup LanguagatiKg et al!, 2006) compliant Ex-
tensible Markup Language (.xml) file was available and atl8@% of the molecular species cor-
responded to stoichiometrically consistent rows. Nunattinear algebra was used to compute
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Figure 1: Usually, only a subset of a reconstruction wilisfatthe mathematical conditions imposed when a correspgncbmputational model is generated. The original
size of [S, S¢] (outer black rectangle) varies across the 29 reconstmstiested. Due to exchange reactions, only a subset of kimaes of a reconstruction correspond to
stoichiometrically consistent rows (red rectangles). ii@ecular species is exclusively involved in exchangetieas, the number of stoichiometrically consistent rowiess

than the number of rows of reconstruction. Due to reactibasdo not admit a nonzero steady state net flux, only a subsess balanced reactions and a subset of exchange
reactions are also flux consistent (blue and grey rectangispectively). Wher andR are derived from a subset of a genome-scale biochemicaloreticonstruction,
assuming no zero rows o[ R] and no rows that are identical up to scalar multiplicatistoichiometric and net flux consistency is often but not ggwsficient to ensure that

[F, R] has full row rank.



matrix rank (cf. Supplementary File 1, Section 5l 1.1). Téwuits are summarised in Figlite 1 and

provided in detail in Supplementary File 2. All numericapeximents may be reproduced with

the MarLas code distributed with the COBRA Toolboxlattps://github. com/opencobra/cobratoolbox
(cf. Supplementary File 1, Sectibnb.3).

The number of (possibly indistinct) molecular speciesygjéfinition, equivalent to the num-
ber of rows ofS := R - F derived directly from the reconstruction, without addité assump-
tions. By forming F, R] directly from a reconstruction, we found that rarik(R]) is usually
(22/29) less than the number of rows 8f with some (829) exceptions, e.g., the genome-scale
reconstruction of the metabolic network Bhodobacter sphaeroide#gksp1095 mgMiil.,
2011).

Most genome-scale reconstructions/@¥ were accompanied by chemical formulae for the
majority of reactions. If the number of stoichiometricadlynsistent rows is less than the number
of molecules exclusively involved in reactions that arepaged to be elementally balanced, as
determined by a check for elemental balance, then at leastloemical formula for a molecular
species must be incorrectly specified. In only 3 of the 26 mstactions that supplied chemical
formulae, this issue was apparent (cf. Supplementary fil&agh reconstruction was converted

into a computational model wheFe R € RI5" satisfy the following conditions:

1. Allrows of S := R— F correspond to molecular species in stoichiometricallysistent
reactions, with the exception of exchange reactions.

2. Notwo rows in F, R] are identical up to scalar multiplication.

3. All rows of S correspond to molecular species in net flux consistentiregstassuming
all reactions are reversible, including exchange reastion

4. No row of [F, R]is all zeros.

Of the 29 reconstructions subjected to the aforementionaditons, 26 generated a model
where F, R] had full row rank. When F, R] was row rank-deficient, the rank was never more
than three less than the number of rowsFfIR]. In each case, the rank-deficiency was a result of
omitted biochemical reactions that would otherwise hasalted in an F, R] with full row rank.

A typical example of a genome-scale reconstruction withramk-deficientF, R] is highlighted
in Sectiol 5.2. In general, should a row rank-deficigntRf] arise, there are two options: (i)
further manual reconstructiorffert to correctly specify reaction network stoichiometry,(id)
omission of the dependent molecular species from any dkkivestic model.

Although conditions 2 and 4 are trivial and clearly necegsagither of conditions 1 or 3
(stoichiometric consistency or net flux consistency) isassary for F, R] to have full row rank.
For almost one third (29) of the reconstructions, one could fori R] without any further
assumptions and yeF] R] had full row rank. For instance, the genome-sddiethanosarcina
acetivorans C2Anetabolic model (iMB745_(Benedict etlal., 2012)) has 715eunolar species
and without stoichiometric or net flux consistency being asgd, rank(f, R]) = 715, even
though this is 2 greater than the number of stoichiometyicalnsistent rows o8.

When a stoichiometrically inconsistent row 8fis omitted from a metabolic model, the
corresponding row of the biomass reaction is also omittéds feduction in the number of con-
straints could lead to an increase in the maximum biomaghegis rate. In contrast, removal
of net flux inconsistent reactions might reduce the maximimmbss synthesis rate or render
biomass synthesis infeasible. Flux balance analysis df eathe 29 genome-scale reconstruc-
tions before and after application of the aforementionad fmonditions revealed that growth
feasibility was not extinguished and tended to increast(dat shown). Further iterations of
reconstruction and model validation would be required facremodel derived in the manner
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described above prior to use in applications. In particudae should check that each omitted
reaction is balanced for each atomic element and condutitfuliterature research to resolve
flux inconsistent reactions that contributed toward optini@mass synthesis in models derived
from reconstructions without the aforementioned qualdgtecol steps.

3. Discussion

Any net stoichiometric matris € R™" may be derived by taking theftirence between a
pair of forward and reverse stoichiometric matriéeR € RTj", that isS := R—F. The horizon-
tal concatenation, R] € R™?" is a key mathematical object that appears in the deterngpist
elementary, unidirectional reaction kinetic rate equatic= exp(Ink) + [F, R]" In(c)), relating
concentrations € R™ and rate cofiicientsk € R?" to fluxesv € R?". We address the question:
When does there exist a one-to-one relationship betweeareotrations and fluxes?

We have proven that, given rate ¢beents, there is a one-to-one relationship between con-
centrations and fluxes if and only iF[ R] has full row rank. Furthermore, this dual relationship
exists if and only if there are no two disjoint sets of molecidpecies where every correspond-
ing unidirectional reaction involves at least one molecsfgecies from each of the disjoint sets.
Flux-concentration duality implies that one could discbh&esxhemistry either entirely in terms
of fluxes or entirely in terms of concentrations, as both wdwg diferent perspectives on the
same biochemical system. This has clear implications whtsrgreting biochemical network
function from the perspective of either concentrationswordb.

Within a wide range of non-trivial biochemical network restructions, including metabolism
and signalling networks, we observe from numerical expenits that together, stoichiometric
and net flux consistency @ is often stficient to ensure thatq, R] has full row rank. After
application of these conditions we occasionally obserae[th R] is row rank-deficient and this
is due to omission of reactions from the corresponding rsitontion. Finding a numerical ex-
ample wherelf, R] is row rank-deficient does not reduce the biochemical ficamice of our
observations if the underlying network is not biochemigadialistic. In each particular case, it
was clear that row rank-deficiencl,[R] was due to the omission of known biochemical reac-
tions that would have giveri| R] full row rank. It is easy to test ifff, R] has full row rank for a
particular network, but it is a rather abstract linear afgébcondition, so it is not easy to see if
it applies to biochemical networks in general. Therefore saught a complementary character-
isation of full-row-rank F, R] that was applicable in general and more easily interptetbm
a biochemical network perspective.

We have established biochemically interpretable combitedtconditions that are necessary
and suficient for [F, R] to have full row rank dependent only on the sparsity pattdrf and
R; that is, independent of the actual values of their nonzatoes. However, in practice these
combinatorial conditions may be too strong, because forgivgn biochemical network, the
values of the nonzero entries are fixed and the correspoifilinigl may have full row rank,
even if combinatorial independence of its rows does not.hGldmbinatorial independence of
the rows of a givenl, R] implies full row rank, but in general, the reverse implicatdoes not
hold. In Sectioi 2K, we applied numerical linear algebiehteck the rank offf, R] derived from
29 reconstructions, each subject to certain conditionsvever, as the aforementiondd [R] all
correspond to networks of composite biochemical reactitese exist columns ofH, R] with
more than two nonzero entries. We do not test for combirgtordependence of the rows of

these F, R, as this problem is NP-hard (Garey and Johnhson, 1979).
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There are many interesting open problems, the solution a¢lwivould be interesting ex-
tensions to this work. We know that all composite reactiomsdefined from the composition
of a set of elementary reactions, and the latter give riseatg-aR] with at most two nonzero
entries in each column. Given aR,[R] derived from a network of composite reactions, if one
were to express the network as a set of elementary reactiahproperly reflects the underlying
biochemistry|(Cook and Cleland, 2007), does the corresipgrié, R] also have full row rank?
One could ask the same question starting from an elemergacfion network with anH, R]
that has full row rank. Indeed, by Theor€Ein 4, testing the doatbrial independence of the latter
is solvable in polynomial time. It is exciting that so manytbé non-trivial, stoichiometrically
consistent and net flux consistent biochemical networkisvtieatested do give rise to aR,[R]
of full row rank, despite the fact that mathematically we wrtbat these conditions are not suf-
ficient for [F, R] to have full row rank. What are the undiscovered, necessaayhematical, yet
biologically interpretable conditions that ensufe R] has full row rank, even if its rows are not
combinatorially independent?

Putting this work into a broader context, one must alwayser@aklear distinction between a
reconstruction and a model. In practice, the latter is a mis@émplementation that must satisfy
certain mathematical conditions that are usually notati®y every metabolite species and ev-
ery reaction in a given reconstruction. Indeed, dependigre’s combination of mathematical
assumptions, one could derive mangfelient models from the same reconstruction. Testing for
compliance with mathematical conditions is a vital elem@guality control when converting
a reconstruction into a correctly specified computationatlet. Of note in this respect is the
relatively low computational complexity of the linear apisation algorithms we use to solve
the problem of checking for stoichiometric and net flux cetesicy.

Reconstruction mis-specification is often not due to sormra ggspecially for reconstructions
that are ambitious in scope. Such reconstructions willitably contain knowledge gaps, where
the exact stoichiometry, chemical formula, etc, is unkndéevrcertain reactions. That is, recon-
struction mis-specification is often a reflection of incogetplbiochemical knowledge. As any
computational model will only represent the subset of théaimalite species and reactions that
satisfy certain mathematical conditions, e.g., stoiclatin consistency, one must take care to
omit that part of a reconstruction not satisfying certainditions before generating model pre-
dictions and absolutely before making any biological cosidns. Otherwise grossly erroneous
conclusions may be obtained.

In applied mathematics, the development of an algorithmno & solution to a system of
equations begins with certain assumptions on the progesfithe function(s) involved. In sys-
tems biochemistry, deterministic modelling of moleculpeces concentrations gives rise to
systems of nonlinear equations, e.gl, (2), the generalanadtical properties of which are still
being discovered. Given rate dtieients, there is a paucity of scalable algorithms, with goar
teed convergence properties, to solve large nonlineahbioéal reaction equation systems for
non-equilibrium, stationary concentrations. Likewisetlee problem of fitting optimal rate co-
efficients given concentrations and a known reaction equayisters. Observe thdfl(2) contains
the matrix F, R] twice and the matrixiR, F] once.

That rank(F, R]) = rank([R, F]) = mis a pervasive property of biochemical networks from
a diverse set of organisms motivates the development ofittigts to exploit this property and
its consequences, e.d., (Artacho étlal., 2015). This ahyoit development proceeds with two
complementary approaches: theory and numerical expetsm@m particular importance in this
regard is that the set of models generated herein (with fRNK() = m) satisfy a common set of
mathematical conditions, thereby reducing the possibitit spurious numerical results, when
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numerically testing hypothesised but unproven theoremseming the properties of biochem-
ical networks in general. For instance it is known that a fal rank [R, F] is a necessary
but insuficient condition to preclude the existence of multiple pesisteady states for certain
chemical reaction networks _(Miiller etial., 2015). Testihg rank of R, F] can be done f&-
ciently, but it is still an open problem to design a tractaddggorithm to test for the necessary and
suficient conditions to preclude the existence of multiple fssteady states for genome-scale
biochemical networks (Miiller et al., 2015). Numericaksssf a mathematical conjecture, using
biochemically realistic stoichiometric matrices, can heficient way to find a counter-example
or to provide support for the plausibility of a conjectureheEe tests help one decide where to
invest the mental féort required to attempt a proof of a conjecture. It is impottdnerefore
that such numerical tests be conducted with (a) a wide sefeof stoichiometric matrices, in
case a conjecture holds only for certain network topolqgeasd (b) a set of stoichiometric ma-
trices that each satisfy a specified set of biochemicallyivattd mathematical conditions, in
case a conjecture holds only for stoichiometric matricesesponding to realistic biochemical
networks.

4. Conclusions

Mathematical and computational modelling of biochemiedorks is often done in terms of
either the concentrations of molecular species or the flakb®chemical reactions. Mathemati-
cal modelling from either perspective is equivalent whemaamtrations and unidirectional fluxes
are dual variables. Assuming elementary kinetic rate lawséch reaction, we show that this
duality holds if and only if the matrixH, R] € Rggzn has full row rank, whereH, R] is formed
by concatenation of the stoichiometric matri¢eR € RI3" for them reactants consumed m
forward and reverse reaction directions, respectivelynbitical experiments with computational
models derived from many genome-scale biochemical nesiodicate that flux-concentration
duality is a pervasive property of biochemical networksr &o arbitrary biochemical network,
we provide a combinatorial characterisation that isient to ensure flux-concentration duality.
That is, for every two disjoint sets of molecular speciethdfre is at least one reaction complex
that involves species from only one of the two sets, theniguablds. Our stoichiometric char-
acterisation of the conditions for duality between coniins and unidirectional fluxes has
fundamental implications for mathematical and computetionodelling of biochemical net-
works. When flux-concentration duality holds, interprietatof biochemical network function
from the perspective of unidirectional fluxes is equivateninterpretation from the perspective
of molecular species concentrations.
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5. Supplementary Material

5.1. Numerical Linear algebra

5.1.1. Rank Computation

To compute the rank of a matrix, we employed the sparse LWiseition package LUSOL
(Gill et all,[1987| 2005). Given a sparse mathix R™", LUSOL computes factorisations of the
form

P.AP, = LDU, (10)

whereP; andP, are permutationg, is lower trapezoidal with unit diagonalB,is diagonal and
nonsingularV is upper trapezoidal with unit diagonals, and the rank ohdactorL, D, U is
r <min(m,n). This is LUSOL's estimate of rank\.

The permutations are chosen to keepndU sparse, subject to bounds on tH&-diagonal
elements ol andU. Threshold Partial Pivotin87) requiteg| < 7 for some
tolerancer € (1, 10], wherer = 2 is a reasonable choice. Threshold Rook PivoMbt al

) also requirefJ;;| < 7 and is likely to be more reliable on general spafseWe have
observed that net stoichiometric matriés R— F have a sharply defined rank that can be esti-
mated reliably by Threshold Partial Pivoting on eitSeor ST and this is cheaper than applying
Threshold Rook Pivoting. The same is true for estimating amd of [F, R].

5.1.2. Identification of dependencies
To investigate the rationale for row rank-deficiency/f.= [F, R] derived directly from
a reconstruction, we used Threshold Partial Pivoting t@iokthe factorisatiod (10). The row
permutatiorP; partitions the rows as
B
PLA = [C]

whereB € R™", C e R™"*" and rankB) = r. By definition of rank, the over-determined linear
systemB™W = CT is consistent (has a solutio). The nonzero entries of each column\f
reveal the dependencies between rowB ahdC. We obtainedV by solving min|B™W — CT||
using sparse QR factorisatioWw  B’\C’; in MarLas). The column permutatio®, further
partitionsA as
B: B>
PlAP2 - |:C]_ C2:| >

whereB; isr x r. We could obtainV more dficiently by soIvingBIW = CI, whereB; = L;U;

is already factorised in terms of the firstows and columns of andU. The nonzero entries
of W reveal the dependencies between row8pfindC;. As each row ofB; andC; corre-
sponds to a dierent molecular species, one can Mgéo investigate the biochemical rationale
for dependency among rows d%,[R] if dependency is observed.



5.2. Combinatorial dependence in exceptional models ddritom genome-scale reconstruc-
tions

Combinatorial dependence among the rows0ff] implies that F, R] is row rank deficient.
However the reverse implication is not necessarily trueis Thbecause linear dependence de-
pends on the nonzero numerical values of elements,iR] whereas combinatorial dependence
depends only on the sparsity pattern Bf R] and not the numerical values if,[R]. Neverthe-
less, it is of interest to check if afr] R] that is row rank deficient also contains combinatorially
dependent rows.

Only 3 of the 29 reconstructions subjected to the four comutitin Sectiofi 2.414 resulted in
a row rank-deficientf, R], with rank at most 3 lower than the number of rows. If rafk(R])
is less than the number of rows d¥,[R] then numerical linear algebra (cf. Section 5l1.2) can
be used to test for dependency between rows to identify Ipessasons for the row rank defi-
ciency. The three models with rank-deficieRf R] were from compartmentalised genome-scale
models. In each of the three models, one could find at leastiependency between a depen-
dent molecular species (one dependent rowpf]) and a set of independent molecular species
within the same sub-cellular compartment (a set of lineiadgpendent rows o, R]).

Each dependency ifr[ R] was due to the existence of two disjoint sets of moleculacigs,
one having a cofactor moiety in common and one having a néaetar moiety in common, with
one cofactor and one non-cofactor always present in relaabamplexes within that sub-cellular
compartment. That is, neither the cofactor moiety nor the-cafactor moiety was synthesised
or degraded within that sub-cellular compartment. Thiseo#dd one or more reactions that
were missing from the original reconstruction that woultiei synthesise or degrade the moiety
within that sub-cellular compartment. Such reactions wayiVe [F, R] full row rank, as in-
evitably there would be at least one reaction where the tmfand non-cofactor moiety would
not both be represented within a reaction complex at the ¢ange Table[1L illustrates a spe-
cific example of such a dependency within a model derived fadBaccharomyces cerevisiae
reconstruction (iIMM904). Alternatively, the dependeneflected the omission of a reaction to
transport either the cofactor or non-cofactor moiety iftattsub-cellular compartment. Such
a reaction would typically not simultaneously involve balle cofactor moiety and the non-
cofactor moiety renderindgd, R] of full row rank.



Table 1: An example of a set of endoplasmic reticulum reastiwithin a genome-scal®accharomyces cerevisiae-
construction (iMM904), that results in a rank deficieRt R] even when all molecular species are stoichiometrically
consistent and all reactions are net flux consistent ( givemange reactions, assuming each reaction is reversible
and omitting nontrivial rows). Besides the 6 reactionsstitated, Phytosphingosine, Sphinganine, Tetracosaba#xl-
Hexacosanoyl-CoA and Phosphate are not involved in any o#laetions within the endoplasmic reticulum. Phytosph-
ingosine and Sphinganine form one set reactions, whileadesanoyl-CoA, Hexacosanoyl-CoA and Phosphate form
another set. These sets are disjoint as they do not sharesautasl species in common. Observe that the support of both
disjoint sets is identical, i.e., all reactions containestst one member of both sets in the same reaction compleg. Thi
renders the corresponding rows &f [R] row rank deficient. In fact, the rank of these 5 rows is 4, leeleading to row
rank deficiency of F, R]. A more comprehensive model would have the 3-ketodihygiiogyosine reductase reaction
(Phytosphingosine NADPH = 3-Dehydrosphinganine NADP) that would result a full row rankd, R].

R1 alkaline ceramidase (ceramide-1)

R2 alkaline ceramidase (ceramide-1)

R3 alkaline ceramidase (ceramide-2)

R4  alkaline ceramidase (ceramide-2)

R5 sphingoid base-phosphate phosphatase (sphinganimespimtase)
R6  sphingoid base-phosphate phosphatase (phytosphiegbgihosphate)
Al CERASE124er

A2 CERASE126er

A3 CERASE224er

A4 CERASE226er

A5 SBPPler

A6 SBPPler
ReactionName| R1 | R2 | R3 | R4 | R5 | R6
Metabolite species name Abbreviation Al | A2 | A3 | A4 | A5 | A6
Ceramide-1 (Sphinganine:n-C24:0) cerl24[r] -1 0 0 0 0 0
Ceramide-1 (Sphinganine:n-C26:0) cerl26[r] 0 -1 0 0 0 0
Ceramide-2 (Phytosphingosine:n-C24:0xer224]r] 0 0 -1 0 0 0
Ceramide-2 (Phytosphingosine:n-C26:0)er226][r] 0 0 0 -1 0 0
Coenzyme A coalr] 101 -1 1 0 0
Proton h[r] 11 -1 1 0 0
Water h20[r] 0 0 0 0 1| 1
Sphinganine 1-phosphate sphlp[r] 0 0 0 0 -1 0
Phytosphingosine 1-phosphate psphiplr] 0 0 0 0 0 -1
Phytosphingosine psphingsir] 0 0 1 1 0 1
Sphinganine sphgn(r] 1 1 0 0 1 0
Tetracosanoyl-CoA ttccoa]r] 1 0 1 0 0 0
Hexacosanoyl-CoA (n-C26:0CoA) hexccoa]r] 0 1 0 1 0 0
Phosphate pi[r] 0 0 0 0 1 1




5.3. Reproduction of numerical results
All of the reconstructions and code required to reprodueentimerical results referred to

in this paper are publicly available within the COBRA to hellenberger ..2011) via

https://github.com/opencobra/cobratoolbox. The steps are as follows:

1.

2.

Install MatLas version 8.4.0.150421 (R2014b) or above. Earlier versidid aiaz may
also stffice, but have not been tested for this purpose.

Install the latest version of The COBRA toolbox (more redkan December 1, 2015).
From a unix command line, enter the command:

git clone httpsgygithub.coniopencobraobratoolbox.git

. Optionally install a 64-bit Unix implementation of LUSOL

http://stanford.edu/group/SOL/software/lusol/.

From a Unix command line, enter the command

git clonehttps://github.com/nwh/lusol.git!

Installation is optional as otherwise the sparse LU faz#iidon provided in Mrras is
employed.

. The foldefcobratoolbox/testing/testModels/modelCollectionFR contains each

of the reconstructions in COBRA Toolbox format (oneavhe .mat file for each recon-
struction). Each .mat file was derived from the original SBM& that was published with
the respective papers or provided as published updateg toritjinal SBML file, as de-
tailed within the function

cobratoolbox/testing/testModels/modelCitations.m.

. All numerical results can be reproduced by calling thaiMs function

cobratoolbox/papers/Fleming/FR_2015/checkRankFRdriver.m.

This driver file passes each reconstructioiteckRankFR.m, which generates the cor-
responding model as detailed in Section 2.4.4 and uses icahk@near algebra to check
rank([F, R]), as described in Secti¢n 5.1.1.

Supplementary references
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