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W e de�neand com pletely solve a content-based directed network whose nodesconsistofrandom

words and an adjacency rule involving exact or approxim ate m atches, for an alphabet with an

arbitrary num berofletters. The out-degree distribution shows a crossover from a power law to a

log-periodic regim e,where the scaling behaviourhasa weak dependence on the m ean word length,

and an even weakerdependenceon thealphabetsize.Thein-degreedistribution,on theotherhand,

is m uch narrower and does not show scaling behaviour. The results are ofinterest for m odelling

genom ic interaction networks,which rely on sim ilar m echanism sbased on sequence m atching,and

exhibitsim ilarglobalfeatures,indicating thatrandom stringsm ighthaveserved asa starting point

forsubsequent�ne-tuning by evolution.

PACS Nos:87.10.+ e,02.10.O x,89.75.-k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

G ene regulation networks[1]are exam plesofcontent-

based networks,which m ay involvecross-textualsearch-

ing and referencing, including m atching very com plex

codes,such asatsitesofthe W orld W ide-W eb [2].Such

interactionstypically involve dynam ical[3,4,5,6,7,8]

aswellasstaticglobalfeatures[9,10].Sincethegenom e

is a linearcode,interactionsbetween genescalls fordi-

rect or indirect m atching between regulatory sequences

controlling the expression of these genes. [11] For ex-

am ple,in post-transcriptionalgene regulation,W atson-

Crickbase-pairingbetween RNA fragm entscalled \m icro

RNA"(m iRNA)or\shortinterferingRNA"(siRNA)and

partsofthetargeted m essengerRNA (m RNA),resultin

an inhibitory interaction which suppressestheexpression

ofthe protein coded by the m RNA. [12,13]

In a previouspaper,two ofus(Balcan and Erzan)[14]

introduced and num erically sim ulated a nullm odelof

genom icinteractions,wherethechrom osom eswerecom -

pletely random .An interaction between two\genes"was

postulated to result whenever the base sequence ofone

\gene" occurred atleastoncein thebasesequenceform -

ing theotherone.Thesim pli�cation resulting from tak-

ing congruence rather than com plem entarity to furnish

the interaction rule we believe to be im m aterial,since

both are one-to-one. A m ore realistic portrayalofthe

process would denote these sequences not as the com -

plete genes them selves,but the \regulatory sequences"

associated with each gene.

Sim ulations [14]ofthe Balcan and Erzan m odeldis-

played m any ofthe qualitative features ofgenom ic and

protein interaction networksfound in nature[15,16,17,

18,19,20],nam ely qualitatively di�erent in- and out-

degreedistributions,with theout-degreedistribution ex-

hibiting power law decay,and a localised in-degree dis-

tribution.Forsm allout-degreed,thedistribution scaled

like n(d)� d� 
1 with 
1 ’ 1,whereas,forlargerd,log-

periodic oscillations were found superposed on a power

law with 
2 ’ 1=2.

The purpose ofthis paper is to extend the m odelof

Balcan and Erzan [14]to a broader class ofm odels in

which therandom stringsarederived from an r+ 1letter

alphabetand where partialm atchesare allowed. In the

context ofthe genom ic interaction networks,the m oti-

vation for both ofthese generalisationsis obvious. The

genetic code utilises a four-letteralphabet,whereasthe

proteinsm akeuseof21 am ino acids.M oreover,in m any

interactions,partial,ornon-speci�cm atchesplay a role.

W e obtain analyticalexpressionsfor the in-and out-

degreedistribution and investigatethescaling behaviour

ofthe out-degree distribution in these m odels. W e are

ableto describein detailthe�nitesizecorrectionsto the

in�nite-chrom osom elim it.Com parison ofouranalytical

predictions with the num ericaldata [14]for the r = 2

random bitstringm odelwith perfectm atchesshowsvery

good agreem ent.

The paper is organized as follows: In the next sec-

tion we reform ulate the random string m odelof[14]for

an alphabet ofr+ 1 letters. O ur analyticalresults de-

pend on them atching probability p(l;k)thata string of

length lselected random ly from the setofallstringsof

length lis contained at least once in a string oflength

k,k � l,that has been selected random ly from the set

ofallstrings oflength k. In Section III we derive an

approxim ate form for this probability that is valid for

m oderately long stringsk <
� rl and thatallowsforpar-

tialm atches.Using the resultsofSection III,we obtain

in Section IV analyticalexpressionsforthe in-and out-

degreedistributions.W einvestigatethescaling behavior

ofthe out-degree distribution in these m odelsand com -

pareourresultswith thenum ericaldata of[14].W econ-

cludethispaperwith a discussion ofourresults,Section

V.

http://arxiv.org/abs/q-bio/0406049v1
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II. T H E R A N D O M ST R IN G M O D EL

W ede�nea\chrom osom e\C to bearandom sequence

oflettersfrom an alphabetA and of�xed length L.The

alphabet A is assum ed to consist out of r + 1 letters

x 2 f0;1;:::;rg which areindependently and identically

distributed according to

P (x)= p�(x � r)+ (1� p)
1

r

r� 1X

m = 0

�(x � m ): (1)

W e de�ne a \gene\ G to be a substring ofa chrom o-

som ethatconsistsofthelettersf0;:::;r� 1g only,sand-

wiched in between theith and (i+ 1)th occurrencesofthe

letter\r".Forconvenience,we assum ethata letter\r"

hasbeen placed atthe0th and (L + 1)th positions.W ith

these de�nitions,the ith geneisdenoted by

G i = xi;1;xi;2;:::;xi;li; i= 1;2;:::;N (2)

whereN isthenum berofgenes,the\base"xi;� 2 f0;r�

1g,� = 1;:::;‘i,and ‘i isthe length ofthe i
th gene G i.

Letn‘ bethenum berofgenesoflength ‘and q= 1� p.

Itfollowsthat

X

i

‘i = L � N ;
X

‘

n‘ = N ; (3)

h‘i= p
� 1

� 1; hn‘i= Lp
2
q
‘
; hN i= Lp: (4)

Unless noted otherwise,we willassum e that L and Lp

are su�ciently large so that 
uctuations in the num ber

and length ofthe genes for di�erent realizations ofthe

chrom osom ecan beneglected when calculatingstatistical

propertiesofquantitiesofinterest. W e willalso discard

the caseswith ‘= 0 and constructthe gene network on

the rem aining genes (the nodes) through the adjacency

m atrix (the edges)de�ned by the m atching condition

wij =

(

1 G i � Gj;

0 otherwise:
(5)

By G i � Gj wem ean thatthereexistsan integer� such

that0� � � ‘j � ‘i and

xi;l = xj;�+ l; l= 1;:::;‘i: (6)

Thus,two genes are said to interact ifthe sequence G i

appears as a subsequence ofG j,or in other words G j

m atchesG i.Thuswij = 1 indicatesa directed link from

G i toG j.W ewillalsoconsiderim perfectm atches,where

Eq.(6)isvalid only forsom e valuesoflratherthan all

values. In orderto avoid am biguity we willreferto the

lattercaseasa perfectm atch.

The resulting network wasnum erically studied earlier

by Balcan and Erzan in [14],where it was shown that

FIG .1:Scaling behaviorofthe out-degree distribution.The

num ericaldata (circles)showsa cross-overin the scaling be-

havior from sm allvalues ofthe out-degree to larger values.

The solid line isthe theoreticalexpression.The dashed lines

serve as a guide to the eye for the predicted scaling behav-

iorand have been o�setforclarity. The crossoveroccursat

dc = 6:6 and hasbeen shown asa verticalline.

theout-degreedistribution hasa power-law decay atlow

degreevalueswith an exponent� 1.Beyond a crossover

point,thedistribution spreadswith an oscillatingbehav-

iorenveloped from aboveby anotherpower-law with ex-

ponent� 1=2. The num erically obtained scaling behav-

ior[14]isshown in Figure (1)forL = 15000,p = 0:05,

r = 2 and perfect m atches,Eq.(6). The distributions

were obtained by averaging the out-degree distributions

of500 random ly generated \chrom osom es". Notice the

strongoscillatorybehavior.Itturnsoutthateachpeakin

the out-degree distribution is supported predom inantly

by the out-degreesofgeneswith corresponding com m on

length l.

The typical gene length is of the order of 103 nu-

cleotides,whereasin our study the relevantlengths are

� 10. O n the other hand,the expression regulation is

typically carried outthrough recognition ofsequences5

to 26 nucleotideslong.W ethereforepostulatethatwhat

we term a \gene" in our m odelrepresents in truth the

regulation-related key sequenceofa particulargene.

In order to proceed with the analyticaltreatm ent,it

is convenientto group the G i into subsets according to

theirlengthsand wede�ne

Gl= fG ij‘i = lg : (7)

It turns out that that the centralquantity determ ining

thebehaviorofthein-and out-degreedistributionsisthe

probability p(l;k) that a \gene" in Gl has an outgoing

edge term inating in a m em berofGk. W e therefore turn

next to the derivation ofp(l;k). The discussion ofthe
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degreedistributionswillthen betaken up in Section IV.

III. A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S FO R T H E

M A T C H IN G P R O B A B ILIT Y

Letx,and ybevariablessuch thatx;y;2 f0;:::;r� 1g.

De�ne an interaction u(x;y)between x and y as

u(x;y)= 1� �(x � y): (8)

Let x = (x1;x2;x3;:::;xl) and y = (y1;y2;y3;:::;yl),

be two strings ofl letters and de�ne their interaction

U (x;y)as

U (x;y)=

lX

a= 1

u(xa;ya): (9)

Thefunction U (x;y),asde�ned above,countsthenum -

berofunm atched lettersbetween stringsx and y.

Introducean \inversetem perature"� and considerthe

Boltzm ann factore� �U .In the\zero tem perature" lim it

wehave

lim
�! 1

e
� �U (x;y) =

�
1; ifx = y

0; otherwise:
(10)

W e see that the lim it � ! 1 is a \no tolerance" lim it

[21],enforcing perfect m atching ofx and y. Let y =

(y1;y2;:::;yk) be a string oflength k � land denote

by ya;l = (ya+ 1;ya+ 2;:::;ya+ l)the substring oflength l

starting at position a,a = 0;1;:::;k � l. Furtherm ore

let

fa(x;y;�)= e
� �U (x;ya;l): (11)

so thatwehave

lim
�! 1

fa(x;y;�)=

�
1; x = ya;l

0; otherwise:
(12)

W ith the above de�nitions,we can write down an ex-

pression for p(l;k;x), the probability that a random ly

drawn k-string y containsa given l-string x,asfollows:

p(l;k;x)= lim
�! 1

p(l;k;x;�); (13)

where

p(l;k;x;�)= 1�
1

rk

X

y

k� lY

a= 0

[1� fa(x;y;�)]: (14)

Expanding the products in equation (14),we obtain a

M eier-likesum

p(l;k;x;�) =
1

rk

X

y

X

a

fa �
1

rk

X

y

X

a< b

fafb

+
1

rk

X

y

X

a< b< c

fafbfc � :::; (15)

which we can writeas

p(l;k;x;�) =
X

a

W
(1)(a;x)�

X

a< b

W
(2)(a;b;x)

+
X

a< b< c

W
(3)(a;b;c;x)� :::; (16)

where

W
(1)(a;x) =

1

rk

X

y

fa(x;y;�)

W
(2)(a;b;x) =

1

rk

X

y

fa(x;y;�)fb(x;y;�)

W
(3)(a;b;c;x) =

1

rk

X

y

fa(x;y;�)fb(x;y;�)fc(x;y;�)

� � � (17)

Using equations(8)and (11),we obtain

W
(1)(a;x)=

1

rl

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�l
� W

(1)
: (18)

NotethatW (1)(a;x)isindependentofa,and x.

Letusnow turn tothesecond orderterm ,W (2)(a;b;x)

in Eqs.(16)and (17). Here,we need to distinguish two

cases,(i)b� a � land (ii)b� a < l.

In case (i),the set ofindices ofya;l and yb;l are dis-

tinct and the evaluation ofthe partition sum proceeds

analogously to equation (18)yielding

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

�
1

rl

� 2 �
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2l
;jb� aj� l:

(19)

In case(ii),jb� aj< l,thereisan overlap between the

indicesofya;l and yb;l.Letting jb� aj= m ,we�nd

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

1

rl+ m

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2m

�

l� mY

t= 1

h

1+ (r� 1)e� 2� � u(xt;xm + t)
�
1� e

� �
�2
i

;

jb� aj< l:(20)

Note that W (2)(a;b;x),as de�ned Eqs.(19) and (20),

depends on x only when jb� aj< l. Next,we perform

the x averageofW (2)(l;k;x),

1

rl

X

x

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

1

r2l

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2l
: (21)

ThecalculationsleadingtoEqs.(20)and (21)arealittle

involved and can be found in the appendix.

Com paring Eqs.(18)and (21),we see thatonce aver-

aged overx,W (2) factorizesas

W
(2) =

D

W
(2)(a;b;x)

E

x
=

�

W
(1)

�2
; (22)
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orequivalently,

hfafbiy;x = hfaiy;x hfbiy;x ; a 6= b; (23)

where,forsim plicity,wehaveintroduced theshorthand

notation h:::i
y;x

to denoteaveraging �rstovery then x.

Let us therefore m ake the approxim ation that all

higherm om entsfactorizesim ilarly,

hfa1fa2 :::fasiy;x ’ hfa1iy;x hfa2iy;x :::hfasiy;x ; (24)

with fasg being distinct. It can be readily shown that

Eq.(24) is exact when ai+ 1 � ai > l,i.e,there are no

overlapsbetween thesegm entsatposition ai.Upon sub-

stituting Eq. (24) into Eq. (15) and perform ing the x

averageweobtain the m atching probability

p(l;k;�)= hp(l;k;x;�)i
x
; (25)

with

p(l;k;�)= 1�

�

1�
1

rl

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�l
� k� l+ 1

: (26)

In the\zero tem perature" lim it(� ! 1 ),thisbecom es

p(l;k)= 1�

�

1�
1

rl

� k� l+ 1

: (27)

Forrl� k,p(l;k;�)hasthe asym ptoticform

p(l;k;�)= 1� exp

�

�
k� l+ 1

rl

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�l
�

;

(28)

which for� ! 1 becom es

p(l;k)= 1� exp

�

�
k� l+ 1

rl

�

: (29)

Forvery largelthisfurtherreducesto

p(l;k)=
k � l+ 1

rl
: (30)

Note that a �nite � acts like an enhanced m atching

probability,i.e.,a falsepositivem atch.In thelim it� !

0,the m atching probability becom es

lim
�! 0

p(l;k;�)= 1 (31)

Hence the \high-tem perature" lim itofourm odelcorre-

spondsto indiscrim inatem atches.

O fcourse,the crucialapproxim ation,Eq.(24),isnot

correct in generaland one expects corrections com ing

from higher order correlations contained in Eq. (16).

These correlations are due to the fact that if a given

string x ism atched ata position a,thisa�ectsthelikeli-

hood ofm atching thesam estring atany nearby location

b with jb� aj<� l. Nevertheless,the approxim ate result

forp(l;k),Eq.(27),issurprisingly good.Fig.(2)shows

a com parison ofthe m atching probability obtained from

exactenum eration carried outcom putationally,with the

analyticalexpression (27)forr= 2 and perfectm atches.

Ascan beseen from the�gure,thereareonly very sm all

discrepancies for sm alllwhen k > 2l,e.g. data points

around k = 16;14;12 with l= 4;3;2. Since ourexpres-

sion forp(l;k),Eq.(27),isexactforl= 1,there are no

discrepanciesatl= 1.

Notice thatEq.(30)isthe m atching probability that

can alternatively be obtained by assum ing the probabil-

ities ofm atching a string oflength lat any position in

a string oflength k are independent, and equal, 1=rl.

Eq.(27),on the otherhand,isthe m atching probability

thatcan also be found assum ing the probabilitiesofnot

m atching a string oflength latany position in a string

oflength k areindependentand equal,1� 1=rl.Thusthe

factorizationapproxim ation,Eq.(24),leadingtoEq.(26)

im pliesthatthe probabilitiesofnotm atching ata given

position areindependent.

FIG .2:Com parison oftheexactm atching probability p(k;l)

(circles)with theapproxim ateexpression (27)(lines)forr= 2

and perfectm atches.Thecurvesare(from top to bottom )for

valuesofk = 16;14;12;10;8;6;4;2.

Forthe regim e ofinterest,k <� 2l,thisapproxim ation

leading to Eq.(27) is extrem ely good. W e think that

this is due to the fact that the factorization property

underlying ourapproxim ation,Eq.(24),isexactforthe

two-point correlation function (s = 2),Eq.(22). This

m eansthatany correctionsto thisresultm ustbecom ing

from higherordercorrelationswith strongly overlapping

segm ents,since non-overlapping segm ents willfactorize

and thusreduce to lowerordercorrelators.Thisisvery

sim ilar to the connected cluster expansion in statistical

m echanics. Indeed, such an expansion can be set up,

however the calculations are rather tedious due to the
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discretenessoftheproblem and beyond thescopeofthis

paper.Yetitisclearthattheweightofan s-pointcorre-

lation function with s overlapping (connected)segm ents

m ustbevery sm allforlarges,sincetheoverlap im poses

very strong conditionson thestructureofthestring x to

be m atched.

Fortherem ainderofthepaperitisconvenienttode�ne

the quantitiestand z as

t = 1�
1

rl

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�l
= 1� z

l (32)

z =
1

r

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�
; (33)

where we have suppressed the �, r and l dependence

for clarity. Notice that the e�ect ofthe num ber oflet-

ters in the alphabet r and the extent of m ism atch as

param etrized by the \inverse tem perature" � enterinto

the expression for p(l;k;�) as a single param eter,z,as

de�ned above. W ith the above de�nitions,Eq.(26)be-

com es

p(l;k;z)= 1� t
k� l+ 1 = 1�

�
1� z

l
�k� l+ 1

: (34)

The \zero-tem perature" lim itisgiven by z = r� 1,while

the \high-tem perature" lim it is z = 1. The range ofz

is therefore,z 2 (r� 1;1),which for r � 1,approaches

z 2 (0;1).

W e now turn to the calculation of the in- and out-

degreedistributions.

IV . T H E D EG R EE D IST R IB U T IO N S

In Section IIweshowed thatthegenesfG ig ofa chro-

m osom eC generatea network whosenodesarethegenes

and whose edges are de�ned by the m atching relation

Eq.(5). In this section we willderive the in-and out-

degreedistribution associated with thisnetwork.

Consider a random ly selected gene G i. The in- and

out-degreeofthecorresponding node,din(i)and dout(i),

are de�ned by the totalnum berofedgesterm inating in

and originating from thatnode,respectively,

din(i) =
X

j

wji

dout(i) =
X

j

wij: (35)

The corresponding in-and out-degreedistribution are

given by

nin(d) =
X

i

�(d� din(i))

nout(d) =
X

i

�(d� dout(i)): (36)

A . T he O ut-D egree D istribution

Letting Gl denote the setofgenesoflength l,we can

rewritethe out-degreedistribution Eq.(36)as

nout(d)=

LX

l= 1

nl

2

4
1

nl

X

j2Gl

�(d� dout(j))

3

5 : (37)

For large nl,the quantity in parentheses willapproach

the (conditional)probability Pout(X l = djl)that a ran-

dom ly selected genewhoselength isgiven to belhasan

out-degreed.W e can thereforewriteX l as

X l=
1

nl

X

i2Gl

LX

k= l

X

j2Gk

wij; (38)

or,

X l=

LX

k= l

nk

2

4
1

nlnk

X

i2Gl

X

j2Gk

wij

3

5 : (39)

In thelim itL;N ! 1 ,such thatN =L = p,theratioof

thenum berofgenesN tothelength ofthechrom osom eL

rem ainsconstant,allthepossiblerl realizationsofgenes

ofa given lengthslwillbe presentwith equalrespective

weightsand wehave,

lim
L ;N ! 1

1

nlnk

X

i2Gl

X

j2Gk

wij = p(l;k): (40)

W e willreferto thislim itasthe large-L lim it.

Thequantity p(l;k),asde�ned in theaboveequation,

istheprobability thata random ly selected geneofgiven

length l m atches another independently and random ly

selected gene oflength k.Thisprobability hasbeen cal-

culated in Section III for the generalcase ofim perfect

m atches,Eq.(26),aswellasperfectm atches,Eq.(27).

Eqs.(37) and (40) show the self-averaging property of

the degreedistribution in the large-L lim it.

De�netherandom variableX lk,asthenum berofedges

originatingfrom arandom lyselected geneoflength lthat

term inate in genesoflength k. Then X l can be written

asa sum ofthe random variablesX lk,

X l=
X

k� l

X lk: (41)

W eseefrom Eqs.(39)and (40)thatin thelarge-L lim it

hX lki= nkp(l;k); (42)

and

hX li=

LX

k= l

nkp(l;k); (43)
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where h� � � i denotes an average over all the genes of

length lin the chrom osom e. Note that in the large-L

lim itX lk isbinom ially distributed,

P (X lk = djl)=

�
nk

d

�

p(l;k)d (1� p(l;k))
nk � d : (44)

Ascan be seen from Eq.(41),X l isa sum ofthe ran-

dom variablesX lk and thusin the large-L lim itthe cen-

trallim it theorem assures that the distribution for X l

willapproach a G aussian distribution,

Pout(X l= djl)=
1

p
2��l

exp

�

�
(d� dl)

2

2�2
l

�

; (45)

whose m ean dl and standard deviation �l are given by

thoseofX lk,Eq.(41),according to:

dl = hX li=
X

k� l

hX lki (46)

�
2

l =


X

2

l

�
� hXli

2
=
X

k� l



�
2

lk

�
; (47)

where

�
2

lk =


X

2

lk

�
� hXlki

2
: (48)

Forbinom ially distributed X lk wehave

hX lki = nkp(l;k) (49)

�
2
lk = nkp(l;k)(1� p(l;k)): (50)

Using Eq. (34),one can readily carry out the sum s in

Eqs.(46)and (47)to �nd

dl =
N

p+ qzl
(qz)

l
(51)

�
2

l = dl
pt

1� qt2
: (52)

Noting also that the probability ofselecting a gene of

length lispql,the totalout-degree distribution isgiven

by

Pout(d)=

LX

l= 1

pq
l
Pout(X l= djl): (53)

and thusin the large-L lim itweobtain

Pout(d)=

LX

l= 1

pq
l 1
p
2��l

exp

�

�
(d� dl)

2

2�2
l

�

(54)

with dl and �l given by Eqs.(51)and (52),respectively.

As l becom es large, p(l;k) decreases towards zero.

Thuswith increasing lthe binom ialdistribution ofX lk,

Eq.(44),willapproach aPoisson distribution ofthesam e

m ean. Note that the sum ofindependent and Poisson

distributed random variablesisalso Poisson distributed

with m ean equalto the sum of the individualm eans.

Thus for large l,X l as de�ned in Eq.(41),is Poisson.

For a Poisson distributed random variable the variance

equalsto itsm ean so thatforlargelwe expect

�
2

l = dl ; (55)

ascan also bedirectly veri�ed by taking theappropriate

lim itin Eq.(52).

1. Ensem ble Averages and Finite Size E�ects

Thenum ericaldata of[14]hasbeen obtained from av-

eraging over500 realizationsofa chrom osom e oflength

L = 15000 with N = 750. A �nite sam ple size will

cause sam ple to sam ple 
uctuations in the num ber of

genes. An average overa large ensem ble ofdi�erentre-

alisationswillyield the sam e averagevaluesforthe out-

degrees as those obtained from a single chrom osom e of

in�nite length. However averaging over m any realiza-

tionswillincreasethe
uctuationsaround them ean.Itis

nothard to seethatthiswilla�ectpredom inantly nodes

with large out-degrees,(short genes) where there is al-

ready self-averaging within the chrom osom e,butwith a

distribution which variesfrom sam pleto sam ple.

Nodeswith sm allout-degrees(long genes)correspond

to rarem atchesand thusforthesenodesthereisno self-

averaging within the sam ple. To see this,consider the

extrem ecase,wherea sam plecontainson averageoneor

less m atches for such a node. W hen an ensem ble aver-

age is taken,the dom inantcontribution to the variance

ofthe out-degree willcom e from the sam ple to sam ple


uctuations.

Denoting the m ean and variance ofthe out-degree of

a node oflength l,thathasbeen corrected forthe �nite

size,by ~dl and ~�2
l
,respectively,we have

~dl= dl; ~�2l ! �
2

l forlargel: (56)

In whatfollowswewillre-calculatepreviouslyintroduced

statistics,taking into accountthe 
uctuationsin nk. In

orderto avoid confusion,thesequantitieswillbedenoted

with a tilde.

W e can estim ate ~�2l as follows. The random variable
~X lk itselfisa sum ofrandom variables:

~X lk =
X

j2Gk

Ylj; (57)

where Ylj = 1 ifthe gene G j oflength k m atches the

(given ) gene oflength land zero otherwise. Such an

eventconstitutes a Bernoullitrialand its probability is

p(l;k).The m ean and varianceofYlj aregiven by

hYlji = p(l;k) (58)

hY
2

lji� hYlji
2 = p(l;k)(1� p(l;k)) (59)

Thenum berofsuch trialsis ~nk,the num berofelem ents

ofGk,and hence ~nk itselfisa random variable.Forsuf-

�ciently largeN and forvaluesof~nk nearthem ean,the
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constraints,Eq.(4),can beneglected and theprobability

of�nding ~nk genesoflength k isapproxim ately binom i-

ally distributed

P (~nk = n)=

�
N

n

�
�
pq

k
�n �

1� pq
k
�N � n

: (60)

W e thus�nd

h~nki = N pq
k (61)

~�2nk
= pq

k(1� pq
k): (62)

Finding thedistribution ofa sum overa �niterandom

num bern ofindependently distributed random variables

Y can be readily worked out using m om ent generating

functions(see forexam ple Feller[22]).In the casewhen

both ~nk and Ylj arebinom ialitturnsoutthattheresult-

ing distribution isbinom ialagain,and we�nd

P (~X lk = djl)=

�
N

d

�
�
pq

k
p(l;k)

�d �
1� pq

k
p(l;k)

�N � d
;

(63)

with m ean and variance
D
~X lk

E

= N pq
k
p(l;k) (64)

~�2lk = N pq
k
p(l;k)

�
1� pq

k
p(l;k)

�
: (65)

ThusEq.(63)isthe �nite size resultreplacing Eq.(44),

which isvalid in the large-L lim it. Asrem arked before,

the m eansofthe two distributionsin Eqs.(46)and (64)

are equal,i.e.,

D
~X lk

E

= hX lki. However,the variances

aredi�erentand �2lk < ~�2lk.Notethatthesecond term in

Eq.(65)isofthe orderof(1� p)� 1 forsm allp.Thus

we�nd to orderp

~�2lk =

D
~X lk

E

; (66)

and consequently to thisorderthem ean and varianceof
~X l becom e

~�2l =

D
~X l

E

= hX li= dl; (67)

wheredlisthesam em ean out-degreethatwaspreviously

obtained in the large L-lim it,Eq.(51). The out-degree

distribution corrected for�nite-sizee�ectsthusbecom es,

c.f.,Eq.(54),

~Pout(d)=

LX

l= 1

pq
l 1
p
2�dl

exp

�

�
(d� dl)

2

2dl

�

: (68)

Com paringthisexpression with thedistribution obtained

in thelarge-L lim it,Eq.(54),we�nd that�nitesizecor-

rections are only present for sm alll,since we have al-

ready shown thatthe relation dl = �2
l
isalso valid (viz.

Eq.(55))in the large lregion forthe large-L case. Fig-

ure (3)showsa com parison ofthe num erically obtained

out-degree distribution (circles)with the theoreticalex-

pressions with and without �nite size corrections. The

solid line is the analyticalresult for the out-degree dis-

tribution, Eq.(68), that takes into account �nite size

corrections,whilethedotted linecorrespondsto thecase

where the network is assum ed to be self-averaging,i.e.,

Eq.(54) is satis�ed,and thus sam ple to sam ple 
uctu-

ations can be neglected. Note the large di�erence from

theobserved behaviourforl< 6,(d > 200)in theheight

and broadness ofthe distributions,when �nite size ef-

fects are nottaken into account. The agreem entofthe

�nitesizecorrected distribution with thenum ericaldata,

on the otherhand,israthergood,and we concludethat

�nite size e�ectspresentin the num ericaldata forshort

nodesaresatisfactorily accounted for.

The location ofthe peaks,dl,coincide very wellwith

the num ericaldata and we �nd indeed that each peak

correspondsto the out-degreeofnodesofa given length

l.The locationsofthe peaksdecreasexponentially with

increasingl.Thelabelsnexttoeach peakshow thestring

lengthslcontributing predom inantly to thatpeak.

W e turn nextto a discussion ofthe scaling behavior.

FIG .3: Com parison of the theoreticalout-degree distribu-

tionswith num ericaldata (circles).Thedotted lineshowsthe

theoreticalresultfora network in thelargeL-lim it,wherethe

network isself-averaging and thusallpossible realizations of

a string ofa given length lcan be found.The num berto the

rightofeach peak refersto thenodelength lthatcontributes

predom inantly to that peak. The solid line is obtained af-

ter correcting for �nite size e�ects (see text for details). In

both cases,thelocationsofthepeaksareaccurately predicted.

Note that the results for the large-L lim it di�er strongly in

their predictions for the width and height ofeach peak for

sm alll,(large d). It is evident that the num ericaldata ex-

hibits�nite size e�ectsforshortnodes,l<� 6.



8

2. Scaling Behavior

O uranalysisshowsthatthe out-degreedistribution is

a superposition ofG aussian peaks with m ean dl and a

variancethatdependsonthestrengthof�nitesizee�ects,

asdiscussed in the previoussection. Forlarge valuesof

d,(sm alll)these peaks are wellseparated and one can

readily obtain theenvelopeforthepeaks.From Eq.(68)

weseethatthe heightE l ofa peak centered atdl is

E l=
N pql

p
2�dl

: (69)

Using Eq.(51),weobtain the scaling behavior

E (d)� d
� 
2 (70)

with


2 =
1

2

lnz� lnq

lnz+ lnq
: (71)

For the bit string m odelwith exact m atches, i.e., for

r= 2 and in the � ! 1 lim it,we �nd


2 =
1

2

ln2+ lnq

ln2� lnq
: (72)

For the num ericaldata shown,q = 0:95,yielding 
2 =

0:43.

Forsm allervaluesofd (largel),theanalysispresented

above ceases to be valid,since the peaks start to over-

lap. In this regim e,the contributionsto the out-degree

distributionscom epredom inantly from m atchesbetween

long stringswhich arerare.Aswasrem arked previously,

in this regim e the distribution of ~X l willbe Poisson,so

thatwehave

p(djl)=
ddl

d!
e
� dl; (73)

with dl asgiven beforein (51).The out-degreedistribu-

tion forsm alld isthusgiven by

p(d)=

1X

l= l�

pq
ld

d
l

d!
e
� dl (74)

Sinceforsm alllthedl valuesarequitelarge,thecontri-

butionsfrom thesm alllterm swillbesuppressed heavily

by theexponentialfactor,and thereforem oving thecut-

o� l� in the above sum down to 1 willnot change the

result ofthe sum m ation signi�cantly. Noting that for

largel

dl=
N

p
(qz)

l
; (75)

weseethatdl and �d l= dl+ 1� dlapproach zeroin a ge-

om etricfashion.Thusthesum m ation overlin Eq.(74),

can be converted to an integration over x = dl with

�x = d l� dl+ 1 and weobtain

p(d)=
c

d!

Z x
�

0

x
d� 
2�

1

2 e
� x
dx; (76)

wherex� = dl� and cisan overallnum ericalconstant,

c=
p

lnqz

�
N

p

� �
1

2
� 
2

: (77)

Thedom inantcontribution to the integrand com esfrom

x � d < x� and we therefore extend the upper lim itto

in�nity obtaining

p(d)= c
�(d+ 1

2
� 
2)

�(d+ 1)
; (78)

where �(x) is the gam m a function. The leading order

behaviourofln�(x)isgiven asym ptotically,forlarge x,

by

ln�(x)=

�

x �
1

2

�

lnx � x +
1

2
ln2� + O

�
1

x

�

: (79)

Using theaboveexpansion,weobtain aftera littlebitof

algebra

lnp(d)= const:�

�


2 +
1

2

�

lnd+ O

�
1

d

�

: (80)

It can be readily checked that this approxim ation for

lnp(d)is good even for sm allvalues ofd and thus p(d)

exhibits scaling behavior,p(d)� d� 
1,with scaling ex-

ponent


1 =
1

2
+ 
2 (81)

Forthe num ericaldata with z = 1=2 and q = 0:95 we

�nd 
1 = 0:93.

Aswe havepointed outabove,the cross-overbetween

thetwoscalingregim esoccurswhen thedepression (m in-

im um ) between consecutive peaks disappears. This oc-

cursroughly when

dl+ 1 +
1

p
2dl+ 1

> dl�
1

p
2dl

(82)

yielding,using Eq.(51),

dl>
1

2

1

1�
p
1� qz

: (83)

Forthevaluesoftheparam etersem ployed in thenum er-

icalsim ulations,this givesdl > 6:59,lndl > 1:9,which

isconsistentwith the data shown in �gure(1).

W ecan also inferthelarger behaviorof
1 and 
2 for

perfectm atches. Thiscorrespondsto the case z = 1=r,

eq.(33).W e �nd


2 =
1

2

lnr+ lnq

lnr� lnq
; (84)
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and hence

lim
r! 1


2 =
1

2
(85)

and correspondingly 1=2 + 
2 = 
1 ! 1 in this lim it.

Thus, as the num ber of letters in the alphabet is in-

creased,the scaling exponents 
1 and 
2,approach the

values1 and 1=2,respectively.Com paring with the val-

uesforr= 2,weseethatthedependenceof
1 and 
2 on

r,the num beroflettersin the alphabet,isratherweak.

B . T he In-D egree D istribution

Considerarandom lyselected geneG ioflength l.Then

the random variable X kl that was introduced before,

counts the num ber ofedges originating from a gene of

length k � land term inating in Gi. Thusthe in-degree

ofG i isgiven by

X in;l=
X

k� l

X kl: (86)

ThestatisticsofX kl and henceofX in;l hasbeen already

obtained before and we�nd in the large-L lim it,

din;l =
X

k� l

nkp(k;l) (87)

�
2

in;l =
X

k� l

nkp(k;l)(1� p(k;l)): (88)

Noting also that the probability ofselecting a gene of

length l is pql, the totalin-degree distribution in the

large-L lim itisgiven by

Pin(d)=

LX

l= 1

pq
l 1
p
2��l

exp

"

�
(d� din;l)

2

2�2
in;l

#

: (89)

W hen taking into account �nite size e�ects, the in-

degreedistribution becom es

~Pin(d)=

LX

l= 1

pq
l 1
p
2�~�in;l

exp

"

�
(d� din;l)

2

2~�2
in;l

#

; (90)

where

~�2in;l=
X

k� l

N pq
k
p(k;l)(1� p(k;l)): (91)

Figure (4) showsa com parison ofthe two theoretical

predictions,Eqs.(89)and (90)with the num ericaldata

ofBalcan and Erzan [14].

The in-distribution Eq. (89), and its �nite-size cor-

rected form ,Eq.(90), capture the qualitative features

seen in the sim ulations. Although there are deviations

for sm alland large values ofd,we willnot pursue this

any furtherin the presentpaper.

FIG .4:Com parison ofthetheoreticalin-degreedistributions

with num ericaldata (circles).Thedotted line showsthethe-

oreticalresult for a network in the large L-lim it,where the

network isself-averaging and thusalm ostallpossible realisa-

tions ofa string ofa given length lcan be found. The solid

lineisobtained aftercorrecting for�nitesize e�ects(see text

fordetails).

V . D ISC U SSIO N

W ehavegeneralized thegeneinteraction m odelofBal-

can and Erzan [14]and obtained analyticalexpressions

forthe in-and out-degree distribution. W e have shown

thatthesegeneralizations,allowingim perfectm atchesor

consideringan alphabetofrletters,donotalterthem ain

num erical�ndingsofBalcan and Erzan which inolved a

m odelwith a two-letter (r = 2) alphabet and perfect

m atches. The scaling behaviour which we have found,

and even the num ericalvalues ofthe scaling exponents


2 and 
1 = 
2 + 0:5 are robustunderthese generalisa-

tions.Itshould be noted that,in


2 =
1

2

lnz� lnq

lnz+ lnq
; (92)

we have z ! 1=r for� ! 1 ,while z ! 1 in the \high

tem perature"lim it� ! 0,thusr� 1 � z � 1.In the\low

tem perature," orperfectm atching,lim it� ! 1 ,


2 ! (1=2)(1� p=lnr); (93)

which dependsvery weakly on r,and p isasm allnum ber

byassum ption [14].(O n theotherhand,foreitherr! 1,

the triviallim it where no inform ation is coded,or the

high tem perature lim it, where no m atching conditions

are satis�ed,the scaling relation isaltered qualitatively,

with 
2 ! � 1=2.)

The favorable com parison ofour results with experi-

m ents[23]im pliesthatthem odelalso capturesthe con-
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tribution from the indirectm atchesbetween the regula-

tory sequences,such as the operatorsequences and the

DNA segm entscoding the portions ofthe transcription

factorsrecognizing them .

W ewould �nally liketo rem ark thatthepresentm odel

pointsthewaytoaverylargeclassofnetworkswith inter-

esting scaling relations,with theclassicalrandom graphs

ofErd�osand Renyi[24]in the background.The present

m odelcan beseen asjustasuperposition ofclassicalran-

dom graphs with a large variety ofnodes indexed by l,

withoutany speci�creferenceto a length.Each lth type

ofnode hasa classicaldegreedistribution which isPois-

son,with m ean dl and variance �2l = dl. The resulting

overalldegree distribution in Eq.(73)isjusta sum over

therespectivePoisson distributions,weighted by thedis-

tribution ofnodesoftype l,nam ely nl.

In ourparticularm odel,both dl and nl depend expo-

nentially on l,butthe sourceofthisbehaviouriswidely

di�erentfor the two quantities. W hile dl is determ ined

by the adjacency rule based on sequence m atching,and

therefore depends on the length ofthe sequence to be

m atched,the distribution ofnodesofindex lcould have

been chosen in m any di�erentways.Theexponentialde-

pendencehappily turnsoutto bealgebraically tractable,

butitcould be conjectured thatany distribution which

hasatailthatisdecayingexponentiallywith lwould give

rise,allelserem ainingequal,toessentially thesam escal-

ing behaviourfortheout-degreedistribution in thelarge

lregim e,and therefore that
1 ’ 1 hasa high degree of

universality.
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A P P EN D IX

In this section we outline the calculations leading to

Eqs. (20)and (24). In Section III,we de�ned the func-

tion W (2)(a;b;x)as,Eq.(17),

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

1

rk

X

y

fa(x;y;�)fb(x;y;�) (94)

As we pointed out in the text,when perform ing the

sum overy,twocasesm ustbedistinguished:(i)jb� aj� l

and (ii)jb� aj< l. In case (i),the setofindicesofya;l
and yb;l are distinctand the evaluation ofthe partition

sum proceedsin a m anneranalogousto Eq.(18)yielding

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

�
1

rl

� 2 �
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2l
;jb� aj� l:

(95)

In case (ii) there is an overlap between the indices

of ya;l and yb;l. De�ning jb� aj = m , we �nd that

there are l� m overlapping indices, and thus there

are k � (l+ m ) distinct variables yc that are neither

in ya;l nor in yb;l, so that a sum over the values of

these indices will give rk� (l+ m ). Next, it is conve-

nienttopartition therem ainingindices,fya+ 1;:::;yb+ lg,

into the three disjoint sets, S1 = fya+ 1;:::;ya+ m g,

S2 = fya+ m + 1 = yb+ 1;:::;ya+ l = yb+ l� m + 1g and

S3 = fyb+ a� m + 2;:::;yb+ lg. Figure (5) shows an ex-

am ple for l = 7, with a = 2 and b = 5 along with

the sets, S1 = fy3;y4;y5g, S2 = fy6;y7;y8;y9g and

S3 = fy10;y11;y12g.W ith the de�nitionsabove,we �nd

forjb� aj< l,

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

1

rl+ m

X

S1

e
� �

P
k

t= 1
u(xt;ya+ t)

�
X

S3

e
� �

P
m

t= 1
u(xb+ l�m + t );yb+ l�m + t ) (96)

�
X

S2

e
� �

P
l�m
t= 1

[u(xt;yb+ t)+ u(xm + t;yb+ t)]

and carryingoutthesum soverthey variables,weobtain

(jb� aj< l),

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

1

rl+ m

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2m

�

l� mY

t= 1

h

1+ (r� 1)e� 2� � u(xt;xt+ m )
�
1� e

� �
�2
i

:(97)

Next,itisusefultointroducether� rm atrix,M (x;y)

as

M (x;y)= 1+ (r� 1)e� 2� � u(x;y)
�
1� e

� �
�2
; (98)

with x;y 2 f0;1;2;:::;r� 1g.From the propertiesofu,

Eq.(8),we�nd that

M (x;y)=

�
1+ (r� 1)e� 2�; x = y

(r� 2)e� 2� + 2e� �; x 6= y
(99)

and Eq.(97)can thereforebe written as

W
(2)(a;b;x) =

1

rl+ m

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2m

�

l� mY

t= 1

M (xt;xt+ m ): (100)

Proceeding to perform the averageoverx,

W
(2)(a;b)=

1

rl

X

x

W
(2)(a;b;x); (101)
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FIG .5:Schem atic representation ofthey and x averagesfor

the function W
(2)
(a;b;�) as de�ned in the text. The case

shown in the �gure corresponds to l = 7 with a = 2 and

b = 5. The num ber of overlapping indices in the �gure is

l� m (= 4),with m = b� a(= 3).Becauseoftheoverlapping,

when averaging overx,theseindicesfallinto m (= 3)disjoint

sets:fx1;x4;x7g,fx2;x5g and fx3;x6g

.

observe that in eq. (100) the variables x can be parti-

tioned into k disjointssets X with the additionalprop-

erty that if xt 2 X , by im plication xt+ m 2 X . The

situation is shown schem atically in Fig. (5)for m = 3,

where we have the 3 disjoint sets,fx1;x4;x7g,fx2;x5g

and fx3;x6g. Denoting these sets as X 1;X 2;:::X m ,

and theirrespectivenum berofelem entsasn1;n2;:::;nm
(n1+ n2+ :::nm = l),weseethattheproductin Eq.(100)

can be factorized as

l� mY

t= 1

M (xt;xt+ m )=
Y

xt2X 1

M (xt;xt+ m )� � �
Y

xt2X m

M (xt;xt+ m )

(102)

Perform ing the sum m ation over each ofthe factors we

haveforthe �rstfactor

X

X 1

Y

xt2X 1

M (xt;xt+ m ): (103)

It can be easily shown that the sum over the variables

xt 2 X 1 reducesto an n1 � 1 fold m atrix product. De-

notingthem atrix elem entsofthem atrix M n by (M n)
xy
,

wetherefore�nd

X

X 1

Y

xt2X 1

M (xt;xt+ m )=
X

x;y

(M n1� 1)
xy

(104)

and hence

1

rl

X

x

l� mY

t= 1

M (xt;xt+ m )=
1

rl

mY

s= 1

X

x;y

(M ns� 1)
xy

(105)

O wing to the structure of the m atrix M , Eq.(99),

powersofM retain thesam estructure,ascan bereadily

shown,and wethereforehave

(M n)
(xy)

=

�
A n; x = y

B n; x 6= y:
(106)

The quantitiesA n and B n can be evaluated recursively,

and one�ndsaftera little algebra,

�
A n+ 1

B n+ 1

�

= Q n

�
A 1

B 1

�

; (107)

where

Q n =
1

r

�
(r� 1)�n+ + �n

�
� (r� 1)�n+ + (r� 1)�n

�

� �n+ + �n
�

�n+ + (r� 1)�n
�

�

;

(108)

and

�+ =
�
1� e

� �
�2

(109)

�� =
�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2
: (110)

W e therefore�nd,

X

x;y

(M n)
xy

= rA n + r(r� 1)Bn; (111)

and thus

X

x;y

(M n)
xy

= r
�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2n
: (112)

Substituting eq.(112)back into eq.(105)we have

1

rl

X

x

l� mY

t= 1

M (xt;xt+ m )=
1

rl

mY

s= 1

r
�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2(ns� 1)

(113)

and noting thatn1 + n2 + :::nm = l,we�nally obtain

1

rl

X

x

l� mY

t= 1

M (xt;xt+ m )=
1

rl
r
m
�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2(l� m )

;

(114)

which when substituted into Eqs.(101)and (100)yields

the �nalresult,Eq.(21),

1

rl

X

x

W
(2)(a;b;x)=

1

r2l

�
1+ (r� 1)e� �

�2l
: (115)

Note that we obtain the sam e result as for the case

jb� aj> l,Eq.(95). In particular,we see that once

averaged overx,W (2) isindependentofa and b.
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