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W e de ne and com plktely solve a contentbased directed netw ork whose nodes consist of random
words and an adjcency rule involving exact or approxim ate m atches, for an alphabet wih an
arbitrary number of ktters. T he out-degree distribution show s a crossover from a power law to a
log-periodic regin ew here the scaling behaviour has a weak dependence on the m ean word length,
and an even w eaker dependence on the alphabet size. T he in-degree distribution, on the otherhand,
is much narrower and does not show scaling behaviour. The results are of Interest for m odelling
genom ic interaction networks, which rely on sin ilar m echanisn s based on sequence m atching, and
exhbit sin ilar global features, indicating that random stringsm ight have served as a starting point

for subsequent ne-tuning by evolution.
PACS Nos: 87104 ¢,02100 x,89.75 %

I. NTRODUCTION

G ene regulation networks [l] are exam ples of content—
based netw orks, which m ay involve crosstextual search—
Ing and referencing, including m atching very com plex
codes, such as at sites ofthe W orld W ideW eb [Z]. Such
Interactions typically involve dynam ical [3,14,15, 16,17, 18]
aswell as static global features [9,110]. Since the genom e
is a linear code, interactions between genes calls for di-
rect or indirect m atching between regulatory sequences
controlling the expression of these genes. [L1] For ex—
am ple, in post-transcriptional gene requlation, W atson—
C rick basepairingbetween RNA fragm ents called \m icro
RNA" m iRNA) or\short nterferngRNA " (sRNA) and
parts of the targeted m essenger RNA M RNA ), result in
an inhibitory interaction which suppresses the expression
of the protein coded by themRNA . [14,113]

In a previous paper, two ofus Balcan and E rzan) [14]
Introduced and num erically simulated a null m odel of
genom ic interactions, w here the chrom osom es were com —
plktely random . An interaction between two \genes" was
postulated to result whenever the base sequence of one
\gene" occurred at least once in the base sequence form —
Ing the other one. The sin pli cation resulting from tak-
Ing congruence rather than com plem entarity to fumish
the interaction rule we believe to be Inm aterial, since
both are oneto-one. A m ore realistic portrayal of the
process would denote these sequences not as the com —
plete genes them selves, but the \regulatory sequences"
associated w ith each gene.

Sim ulations [14] of the Balcan and E rzan m odel dis—
played m any of the qualitative features of genom ic and
protein interaction netw orks found in nature [15,116,117,
14, 119, 24], nam ely qualitatively di erent in— and out—
degree distributions, w ith the out-degree distribution ex—
hbiing power law decay, and a localised in-degree dis—
tribution. For an all out-degree d, the distrdbution scaled

likke n (d) d *wih ;' 1,whereas, or largerd, log—
periodic oscillations were found superposed on a power
law with , " 1=2.

T he purpose of this paper is to extend the m odel of
Balcan and Erzan [14] to a broader class of m odels in
w hich the random strings are derived from an r+ 1 letter
alphabet and where partialm atches are allowed. In the
context of the genom ic interaction netw orks, the m oti-
vation for both of these generalisations is ocbvious. The
genetic code utilises a four-letter alphabet, whereas the
proteinsm ake use 0f21 am ino acids. M oreover, in m any
Interactions, partial, or non-speci cm atches play a rolk.

W e obtain analytical expressions for the in—and out—
degree distribution and investigate the scaling behaviour
of the out-degree distrbution in these m odels. W e are
able to describe in detailthe nite size corrections to the
In nitechrom osom e lin it. C om parison of our analytical
predictions w ith the num erical data [14] or the r = 2
random bit stringm odelw ith perfect m atches show svery
good agreem ent.

The paper is organized as ollows: In the next sec—
tion we reform ulate the random string m odel of [14] for
an alphabet of r+ 1 letters. O ur analytical results de—
pend on the m atching probability p (k) that a string of
length 1 selected random Iy from the set of all strings of
length 1 is contained at least once in a string of length
k, k 1, that has been selected random Iy from the set
of all strings of length k. In Section ITI we derive an
approxin ate orm for this probability that is valid for
m oderately long strings k < r' and that allow s for par-
tialm atches. U sing the results of Section ITT, we obtain
In Section IV analytical expressions for the in—and out-
degree distributions. W e investigate the scaling behavior
of the out-degree distrbution in these m odels and com —
pare our results w ith the num ericaldata of [14]. W e con—
clude this paper w ith a discussion of our results, Section
V.
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II. THE RANDOM STRING MODEL

W ede nea \chrom osom e\ C to be a random sequence
of ketters from an alphabet A and of xed length L. The
alphabet A is assumed to oconsist out of r + 1 letters

distributed according to

1
P)=p & n+ p]%f & m): @)

m=0

W e de ne a \gene\ G to be a substring of a chrom o—
lg only, sand—
w iched in between the i and (i+ 1)® occurrences ofthe

Jetter \r". For convenience, we assum e that a letter \r"

hasbeen placed at the 0% and L + 1)™ positions. W ith

these de nitions, the i gene is denoted by

Gi= XiniXipiiiiixyy; 1= 1;2;::45N @)

whereN isthe num ber ofgenes, the \base" x;;, 2 f0;r
1g, = 1;:::;%, and \; is the length ofthe i gene G ;.
Let n. be the num ber of genesof length *and g= 1 p.
Tt ollow s that

; n.=N ; 3)

hi=p ! 1; mi=Lp’q; Wi=Lp: @)
Unless noted otherw ise, we will assum e that L and Lp
are su clently large so that uctuations in the num ber
and length of the genes for di erent realizations of the
chrom osom e can be neglected w hen calculating statistical
properties of quantities of interest. W e w ill also discard
the caseswih ‘= 0 and construct the gene network on
the rem aining genes (the nodes) through the ad-pcency
m atrix (the edges) de ned by the m atching condition
(
1 G i Gj;

. )
0 otherw ise:

Wij=

By G; Gy wemean that there exists an integer such
that 0 3 Y and

Xin = Xy 417 1= 100500 ®)
Thus, two genes are said to interact if the sequence G ;
appears as a subsequence of G 5, or In other words G ;
matches G ;. Thuswj; = 1 indicates a directed Ink from
G;toGy.W ewillalso consider In perfect m atches, w here
Eq. [@) is valid only for som e values of 1 rather than all
valies. In order to avoid am biguity we w ill refer to the
latter case as a perfect m atch.

T he resulting netw ork was num erically studied earlier
by Balcan and Erzan In [14], where it was shown that

In Ma.(d)

FIG . 1: Scaling behavior of the out-degree distribbution. T he
num erical data (circles) show s a crossover in the scaling be—
havior from sm all values of the out-degree to larger values.
T he solid line is the theoretical expression. T he dashed lines
serve as a guide to the eye for the predicted scaling behav—
jor and have been o set for clarity. T he cross over occurs at
de. = 6:6 and has been shown as a vertical line.

the out-degree distribution has a power-law decay at low
degree values w ith an exponent 1. Beyond a crossover
point, the distrbution spreadsw ith an oscillating behav—
jor enveloped from above by another power-law w ih ex—
ponent 1=2. T he num erically obtained scaling behav—
ior [14] is shown in Figure [) or L = 15000, p = 0:05,
r = 2 and perfect m atches, Eq. [). The distrbutions
were obtained by averaging the out-degree distrbutions
of 500 random ly generated \chrom osom es". N otice the
strong oscillatory behavior. Tt tumsout that each peak In
the out-degree distrbution is supported predom nantly
by the out-degrees of genes w ith corresponding com m on
¥ength 1.

The typical gene length is of the order of 10° nu-
cleotides, whereas In our study the relevant lengths are

10. On the other hand, the expression requlation is

typically carried out through recognition of sequences 5
to 26 nucleotides long. W e therefore postulate that what
we term a \gene" in our m odel represents in truth the
regulation-related key sequence of a particular gene.

In order to proceed w ith the analytical treatm ent, it
is convenient to group the G; into subsets according to
their lengths and we de ne

G]_= fGij‘iZ lg: (7)

Tt tums out that that the central quantity determ ining
the behavior ofthe in—and out-degree distrdbutions is the
probability p (k) that a \gene" in G; has an outgoing
edge temm inating in a member of Gy . W e therefore tum
next to the derivation of p(L;k). The discussion of the



degree distributions w ill then be taken up in Section IV .

III. ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR THE

MATCHING PROBABILITY

D e ne an interaction u (x;y) between x and y as

u;y)=1 x y):

Let x = (®X1;X27X37:::5;%1) and y =
be two strings of 1 ktters and de ne their interaction
U x;y) as

Xl
U x;y) = UXaiYa):

a=1

9)

The function U (x;y), as de ned above, counts the num —
ber of unm atched letters between stringsx and y .
Introduce an \inverse tem perature" and considerthe
Bolzm ann factore Y. In the \zero tem perature" lim it
we have
Im e Y = (10)
11
Wesethatthe limit ! 1 isa \no tolrance" Ilm it
21], enforcing perfect m atching of x and y. Lety =
1 and denote

ket

U (X;¥a;1) .

faxjy; )=e (11)

so that we have

, I _ 1; x=Y¥Yan
]IJHE fakiyi )= 0; otherw ise: 12)

W ith the above de nitions, we can w rite down an ex—
pression Por pk;x), the probability that a random ly

draw n k-string y contains a given l-string x, as follow s:

p&k;x) = szl p&kix; ); (13)
where
1 X ¥1
pEikix; )=1 p L £&;y; )] 14)
y a=0

Expanding the products in equation [[4), we obtain a
M eierlike sum

1 X X 1 X X
pEk;x; ) = Y fa o fafp
Y a Yy a<b
1 X X
+ F f.ffe IR (15)

which we can w rite as

X X
pLk;x; ) = w Y @ix) W @ @;b;x)
a a<b
X
+ w® @;bjc;x) i 16)
a<b< c
where
1 X
w Y @x) = o fakivi)
Yy
1 X
W @ @bx) = o L&y &Y )
Y
1 X
W ? @;bicix) = L& B &Y &)
Y
U sing equations @) and M), we cbtain
@) _ 1 1 @)
W @;x) = a 1+ @ 1e W : 18)

Note that W *) (@;x) is independent ofa, and x.
Letusnow tum to the second orderterm , W © @;b;x)
in Egs. [[A) and [[d). Here, we need to distinguish two
cases, ) b a land @) b a< L
In case (i), the set of indices of y,;; and yp;1 are dis-
tinct and the evaluation of the partition sum proceeds
analogously to equation [[§) yielding

2

@) _ 21 .
W @;b;x) = = 1+ © 1e P a3 Lt
r
19)
In case (i),  aj< 1, there is an overlap between the

indices ofya,;; and yp;1. Letting aj= m,we nd

2m

w @ @;b;x) = 1+ @ 1e

J:\1+m

¥ym h i

1+ (¢ 1e? ubixn+t) 1 e ;
t=1

b aj< 1:@0)

Note that W ? (a;b;x), as de ned Egs. {3 and E0),
depends on x only when b aj< 1. Next, we perform
the x average of W @) (Lk;x),

1 X @) 1 21
;l W @;b;x) = ?1 1+ (r :

X

Le (21)

T he calculations leading to Egs. [20) and £ are a little
hvolved and can be found in the appendix.

Com paring Egs. [[8) and [2Il), we see that once aver—
aged over x, W @ factorizes as

D E 5
W m(a;b;x) = w® ;

X

W ) — (22)



or equivalently,

hf, fbiy;x = ajy;x hfbjy;x ;i as b (23)
w here, for sim plicity, we have Introduced the short hand
notation h:: ZlyX to denote averaging rst overy then x.

Let us therefore m ake the approxim ation that all

higher m om ents factorize sim ilarly,
hfy, fa, s::fa, 4, " bfa &, bfy 4 :oihfa 45 @24)

w ith fagg being distinct. Ik can be readily shown that
Eq. B4) is exact when ay,1 & > 1, ie, there are no
overlaps betw een the segm ents at position a;. Upon sub-—
stituting Eq. [24) nto Eq. [3) and perfom ing the x
average w e obtain the m atching probability

p&k; ) = o Eikix; )i ; 25)
w ih

k I+1

1
POk )=1 1 51+ & De g . (26)

In the \zero tem perature" limit ( ! 1 ), thisbecomes

N
;ky=1 1 — : 277
pEk) 4 27)
Forr! k,p@;k; ) hasthe asym ptotic omm
k 1+ 1 1
pLk; )=1 exp —— 1+ @ e ;
r
(28)
which for ! 1 becomes
k 1+ 1
pEGk)=1 exp (29)
rl
For very large 1this further reduces to
ar = S 30)
P = :

Note that a nite acts ke an enhanced m atching
probability, ie., a false positive m atch. In the Iim it !
0, the m atching probability becom es

lfmop(];k; )=1 @31)

Hence the \high-tem perature" lim it of our m odel corre—
sponds to Indiscrin inate m atches.

O f course, the crucial approxin ation, Eq. [24), is not
correct In general and one expects corrections com ing
from higher order correlations contained in Eq. [M8).
These correlations are due to the fact that if a given
string x ism atched at a position a, thisa ects the likeli-
hood ofm atching the sam e string at any nearby location
bwih P aj< 1 Nevertheless, the approxin ate result
orpQ;k), Eq. BB, is surprisingly good. Fig. [) shows
a com parison of the m atching probability obtained from

exact enum eration carried out com putationally, w ith the
analyticalexpression [24) for r = 2 and perfect m atches.
A scan be seen from the gure, there are only very amall
discrepancies for snall lwhen k > 2!, eg. data points
around k = 16;14;12 wih 1= 4;3;2. Sinhce our expres—
sion orp k), Eq. D), is exact or 1= 1, there are no
discrepancies at 1= 1.

N otice that Eq. [30) is the m atching probability that
can altematively be obtained by assum ing the probabil-
ities of m atching a string of length 1 at any position in
a string of length k are independent, and equal, 1=r'.
Eq. 270, on the other hand, is the m atching probability
that can also be found assum ing the probabilities of not
m atching a string of length 1at any position in a string
oflength k are independent and equal, 1 1=f. Thusthe
factorization approxin ation, Eq. [24), leadingto Eq. 24)
In plies that the probabilities of not m atching at a given
position are lndependent.

p(Lk)

FIG .2: Comparison of the exact m atching probability p k; 1)

(circles) w ith the approxin ate expression ) (lines) orr= 2
and perfect m atches. T he curves are (from top to bottom ) for
values ofk = 16;14;12;10;8;6;4;2.

For the regin e of nterest, k < 2!, this approxin ation
leading to Eq. ) is extremely good. W e think that
this is due to the fact that the factorization property
underlying our approxin ation, Eq. [24), is exact for the
tw opoint correlation finction (s = 2), Eq. B2). This
m eans that any corrections to this result m ust be com ing
from higher order correlations w ith strongly overlapping
segm ents, since non-overlapping segm ents w ill factorize
and thus reduce to lower order correlators. T his is very
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



discreteness of the problem and beyond the scope ofthis
paper. Yet i is clear that the weight ofan s-point corre—
lation function w ith s overlapping (connected) segm ents
m ust be very an all for large s, since the overlap in poses
very strong conditions on the structure of the string x to
bem atched.

Forthe rem ainderofthe paper it is convenient to de ne
the quantities t and z as

t- 1 T aie e ‘o1 2 @2
1

z= — 1+ (r 1le ; (33)
r

where we have suppressed the , r and 1 dependence
for clarity. Notice that the e ect of the num ber of let—
ters in the alphabet r and the extent of m ism atch as
param etrized by the \inverse tem perature" enter into
the expression for p(;k; ) as a singke param eter, z, as
de ned above. W ith the above de nitions, Eq. (28) be—
com es

I B T

pEGkiz)=1 (34)
T he \zerotem perature” lin it isgiven by z= r !, whike
the \high-tem perature" lin it is z = 1. The range of z
is therefore, z 2 (r *;1), which ©rr 1, approaches
z2 0;1).

W e now tum to the calculation of the in— and out-
degree distributions.

Iv. THE DEGREE DISTRIBUTIONS

In Section ITwe showed that the genes £G ;g ofa chro—
m osom e C generate a netw ork w hose nodes are the genes
and whose edges are de ned by the m atching relation
Eqg. ). ™ this section we will derive the in— and out-
degree distrbution associated w ith this network.

Consider a random ly selected gene G;. The in—and
out-degree of the corresponding node, di, (1) and doyt (1),
are de ned by the total num ber of edges term inating in
and originating from that node, respectively,

di, @) =

|
=
o

dout @) = 35)

|
=
o

T he corresponding in—and out-degree distribution are
given by

X
Ny d)

@ & @)

Nout () = @ due@): (36)

A . The OutD egree D istribution

Letting G; denote the set of genes of length 1, we can
rew rite the out-degree distrdbution Eq. [38) as

2 3
%X 1 X

n
=1 126,

Nyt @) = @ due(NO: 37)

For large nj, the quantity in parentheses w ill approach
the (conditional) probability Poye X 1 = di) that a ran—
dom }y selected gene whose length is given to be l1has an
out-degree d. W e can therefore write X ; as

1 X ¥ X
X1= — Wij; (38)
n . .
i2G1 k=132Gy
or,
2 3
X 1 X X
X1= n4 Wi 39)
ning .
k=1 i2G1 32 Gy

InthelmitL;N ! 1 ,suchthatN=L = p,theratioof
the num berofgenesN to the length ofthe chrom osom e L
rem ains constant, all the possble r' realizations of genes
ofa given lengths 1w illbe present w ith equal respective
welghts and we have,

1 X X

wis = pL;k): (40)
LN ! 1 ning 26, 926y

W e w ill refer to this lim it as the largeL lim i.

T he quantity p k), as de ned in the above equation,
is the probability that a random Iy selected gene of given
length 1 m atches another independently and random ly
selected gene of length k. T his probability has been cal-
culated In Section ITT for the general case of in perfect
m atches, Eq. [28), as well as perfect m atches, Eq. 7).
Egs. B2) and [@0) show the selfaveraging property of
the degree distrbution in the largeL 1im it.

D e netherandom variableX i, asthenum berofedges
originating from a random ly selected gene of length 1lthat
term inate in genes of length k. Then X ; can be w ritten
asa sum ofthe random variablesX j,

X
X1= X x: (41)
k 1

W e see from Egs. [39) and [E0) that in the largeL Ilim it

X xi= nxp §k); 42)

XL
X ji= ngp (Gk); 43)
k=1



where h i denotes an average over all the genes
¥ength 1 in the chrom osom e. Note that in the largeL
Im i X i isbinom ially distrbuted,

Nk

d
daj = 4 :

p Lk)J™ (44)

p k) @
Ascan be seen from Eq. [Al), X ; isa sum ofthe ran-
dom variables X i and thus in the largeL lm i the cen—

tral lim it theorem assures that the distrbbution for X ;
w ill approach a G aussian distribution,

@ a7

exp
1 2§

1
Poue ®1=dJ) = Po= i 45)

whose mean d; and standard deviation
those of X ., Eq. A, according to:

1 are given by

X
d = W= IXpi 46)
k1
2 2 2 X 2
2= x?2 omit= 2 @7)
k 1
w here
2= x2 mKyd: 48)
Forbinom ially distributed X x we have
W xi = nxp@;k) 49)
% = mpEGk) @ pEk): (50)

Using Eq. [B4), one can readily carry out the sum s in
Egs. [48) and [40) to nd

d = il (C]Z)l (1)
T p+ gzt

t
2o g (52)

Noting also that the probability of selecting a gene of
length 1 is pq, the total out-degree distribution is given
by

XL
Pour =  pgqPouc®1= dib: 63)
=1
and thus in the largeL. lin it we obtain
X 1 @ a?
Pour @) =  pap——exp 5 (54)
2 . 22

=1

with d; and ; given by Egs. [El) and [), respectively.

As 1 becomes large, p(l;k) decreases towards zero.
Thus w ith increasing 1 the binom ial distrdbution of X i,
Eq. [@4), w illapproach a P oisson distribution ofthe sam e
mean. Note that the sum of independent and P oisson
distributed random variables is also P oisson distributed
wih mean equal to the sum of the individual m eans.

ofhus for large 1, X ; as de ned in Eq. {&l), is Poisson.

For a Poisson distrdbuted random variable the variance
equals to sm ean so that for Jarge 1we expect

P=a; (55)
as can also be directly veri ed by taking the appropriate
Iim it in Eq. [2).

1. Ensembl Averages and F inite Size E ects

T he num ericaldata of [14] hasbeen ocbtained from av—
eraging over 500 realizations of a chrom osom e of length
L = 15000 with N = 750. A nie sampl size will
cause sam pl to sample uctuations in the number of
genes. An average over a large ensem ble of di erent re—
alisations w ill yield the sam e average values for the out—
degrees as those cbtained from a single chrom osom e of
In nite length. However averaging over m any realiza—
tionsw ill increase the uctuationsaround them ean. It is
not hard to see that thiswilla ect predom inantly nodes
w ith large out-degrees, (short genes) where there is al-
ready selfaveraging w thin the chrom osom €, but w ith a
distrbbution which varies from sam ple to sam pl.

N odes w ith sm all out-degrees (long genes) corresoond
to rarem atches and thus for these nodes there isno self-
averaging w ithin the sample. To see this, consider the
extram e case, where a sam ple contains on average one or
less m atches for such a node. W hen an ensambl aver-
age is taken, the dom inant contrbution to the variance
of the out-degree will com e from the sam pl to sam ple

uctuations.

D enoting the m ean and variance of the out-degree of
a node of length 1, that has been corrected for the nite
size, by & and ~7, respectively, we have

&=d; ~f! 2

for large 1: (56)

In what ©llow swew ill recalculate previously introduced
statistics, taking into acoount the uctuations in nx . In
order to avoid confuision, these quantities w illbe denoted
w ith a tilde.
W e can estin ate ~7 as ©llows. The random variabk

X' itselfisa sum of random variables:

X

X“]k =
J2Gx

pETY; c7)

where Y5 = 1 if the gene G of length k m atches the
(iven ) gene of length 1 and zero otherw ise. Such an
event constitutes a Bemoulli trial and is probability is
p@;k). Them ean and variance of Yy are given by

hY]_ji =

hYlj i2 =

p &k)
pT;k) @

(58)

hy i (59)

p&;k))

T he num ber of such trials is ny , the num ber of elem ents
of Gy, and hence ny itself is a random variable. For suf-
ciently large N and for values of ny near the m ean, the



constraints, Eq. [@), can be neglected and the probability
of nding nyx genes of length k is approxin ately binom i~
ally distrdbuted

N n
Pamo=n= _ pd’ 1 o " (60)
W e thus nd
i = Npd 61)
~2 o= pda pd): (62)

F inding the distrdbbution ofa sum overa nite random
num bern of ndependently distributed random variables
Y can be readily worked out using m om ent generating
functions (see for exam ple Feller 22]). In the case when
both ry and Y33 arebinom ial it tums out that the resul-
Ing distrdbution isbinom ialagain, and we nd

N
Pocy=afl= o pdp@k " 1 pdpaik) " %
63)
w ih m ean and variance
D E
X'y = Npdp(k) (64)

pdp k) (65)

ThusEq. [E3) isthe nite size result replacing Eq. {E4),
which is valid in the lJargeL lim i. A s rem arked befre,
the m eans of thg tw ¢, distrdbutions in Egs. [Z48) and [EA)

are equal, ie.,, X'i

~% = Npd'pk) 1

= hX xi. However, the variances

aredi erentand 2 < ~Z . Notethat the second tem in
Eq. [(Q) isoftheorderof (I p) 1 Pranallp. Thus
we nd to orderp
D E
~h= X g (66)
and consequently to this order the m ean and variance of
X1 becom e
D E
~]2_ = le = thi= d]_; (67)
w here d; isthe sam em ean out-degree that waspreviously
obtained in the large L-lin it, Eq. [Bl). The out-degree
distribution corrected for nite-size e ectsthusbecom es,
cf, Eq. D),

X 1 d

Ci)Z
eX]
) pql!:’ 2 ]l ©

Pouc @) = 2d
1

1=

(68)

C om paring this expression w ith the distribution obtained
in the lJargeL 1m i, Eq. B4), we nd that nite size cor-
rections are only present for am all 1, since we have al-
ready shown that the relation &y = ? is also valid (viz.
Eq. B3)) in the large 1 region for the largel case. Fig-
ure [J) shows a com parison of the num erically cbtained
out-degree distribution (circles) wih the theoretical ex—
pressions w ith and w ithout nite size corrections. The

solid line is the analytical result for the out-degree dis-
troution, Eq. [EH), that takes into account nite size
corrections, w hile the dotted line corresponds to the case
w here the network is assum ed to be selfaveraging, ie.,
Eq. [B4) is satis ed, and thus sam pl to sample uctu-
ations can be neglected. Note the large di erence from
the observed behaviour for 1< 6, (d> 200) in the height
and broadness of the distributions, when nite size ef-
fects are not taken into account. T he agreem ent of the

nite size corrected distribution w ith the num ericaldata,
on the other hand, is rather good, and we conclude that

nite size e ects present In the num erical data for short
nodes are satisfactorily accounted for.

T he Iocation of the peaks, d;, coincide very wellw ith
the num erical data and we nd indeed that each peak
corresponds to the out-degree of nodes of a given length
1. The locations of the peaks decreas exponentially w ith
Increasing 1. T he labels next to each peak show the string
lengths 1 contributing predom nantly to that peak.

W e tum next to a discussion of the scaling behavior.

T )

FIG . 3: Com parison of the theoretical out-degree distribu-
tionsw ith num ericaldata (circles). T he dotted line show s the
theoretical result for a network in the large L -lim it, w here the
netw ork is selfaveraging and thus all possible realizations of
a string of a given length 1can be found. T he num ber to the
right of each peak refers to the node length 1that contributes
predom lnantly to that peak. The solid line is obtained af-
ter correcting for nite size e ects (see text for details). In

both cases, the locations ofthe peaks are accurately predicted.
N ote that the resuls for the largeLl Iim it di er strongly In

their predictions for the width and height of each peak for
an all 1, (large d). It is evident that the num erical data ex—
hiits nite size e ects or short nodes, 1 < 6.



2. Scaling Behavior

O ur analysis show s that the out-degree distribution is
a superposiion of G aussian peaks wih mean d; and a
variance that dependson the strength of nite sizee ects,
as discussed In the previous section. For large values of
d, (@malll) these peaks are well sgparated and one can
readily cbtain the envelope for the peaks. From Eq. [E8)
we see that the height E; of a peak centered at d; is

N pq
1= pZ—dl: 69)
Using Eq. [Bl), we obtain the scaling behavior
E@d d°? (70)
w ith
llhz n
2= amf )

For the bi string m odel wih exact m atches, ie. for
=2andinthe ! 1 lmi,we nd

1n2+ g

: 72)
2h2 Thq

2 =

For the num erical data shown, g = 0:95, yielding , =
043.

For an allervalues ofd (large 1), the analysis presented
above ceases to be valid, since the peaks start to over—
lap. In this regin e, the contrdbutions to the out-degree
distrbbutions com e predom inantly from m atchesbetween
Iong strings which are rare. A s was rem arked previously,
In this regim e the distribution of X; will be Poisson, so
that we have

dd
p@Ed = j,e a; 73)

w ith d; as given before in [Bl). T he out-degree distribu-—
tion for sm alld is thus given by

pd = py2le ™ (74)

Since for am all 1 the d; values are quite large, the contri-
butions from the sm allltemm sw illbe suppressed heavily
by the exponential factor, and therefore m oving the cut-
o 1 in the above sum down to 1 will not change the
result of the summ ation signi cantly. Noting that for
large 1

)1

N
A= — (@) (75)
p

weseethatdyand d;= dy1 d approach zero In a ge—
om etric fashion. Thus the summ ation over 1 in Eq. [4),

can be converted to an integration over x = d; wih
x=d; di1 and we obtain
Z X
c d 1 x
pd = — X" % Ze “dx; (76)
where x = d; and c is an overall num erical constant,

1
N oz F
c= B : (77)
haz p
T he dom inant contribution to the integrand com es from
b 4 d < x and we therefore extend the upper lim it to
In niy obtaining

@+ 3 2
P(d)—CW, (78)

where (x) is the gamm a function. The lading order

behaviour of n (x) is given asym ptotically, for large x,
by
1 1 1
nh )= x - hx x+—-h2 +0 — : (79
2 2 X

U sing the above expansion, we obtain after a little bit of
algebra
1 1
hpd) = const: 2+ > Ind+ O 3 : (80)
Tt can be readily checked that this approxin ation for
Ihpd) is good even for sm all values of d and thus p @d)
exhibits scaling behavior, p @) d !, wih scaling ex—
ponent
_ ! + (81)
173 2
For the num ericaldata wih z= 1=2 and g= 095 we
nd 1= 0293.

A swe have pointed out above, the cross-over betw een
the tw o scaling regin es occurs w hen the depression m in—
Inum ) between consecutive peaks disappears. This oc—
curs roughly when

1 1
dl+ 1+ PP > dl P— (82)
2di1 2d,

yielding, using Eq. [E1),

4> et (©3)
e
Y21 T x

For the values of the param eters em ployed in the num er—
ical sin ulations, this gives d; > 6:59, Ind; > 1:9, which
is consistent w ith the data shown in gure ().

W e can also infer the large r behaviorof ; and , for
perfect m atches. This corresponds to the case z = 1=r,
eq. B3).We nd

1hr+ hqg
,= = .

; (84)
2hr Inqg



and hence

1
rJ!Jm1 2= 3 (85)
and correspondingly 1=2+ , = 1 ! 1 In this lim it.
Thus, as the number of Jtters in the alphabet is in-
creased, the scaling exponents ; and 5, approach the
values 1 and 1=2, respectively. C om paring w ith the val-
ues orr= 2,we see that the dependence of ; and ; on
r, the num ber of letters in the alphabet, is rather weak.

B. The In-D egree D istribution

Considera random ly selected gene G ; oflength 1. Then
the random variabl X ; that was introduced before,
counts the num ber of edges orighating from a gene of

length k 1l and temm inating In G;. Thus the In-degree
of G ; is given by
X
Xin1= X k1t (86)
k 1

T he statistics ofX i; and hence ofX ;,;; hasbeen already
obtained before and we nd in the larged lm i,

X
dinjp = ngp k;l) 87)
k 1
X
2= mpkid @ pkid): 88)
k 1

Noting also that the probability of selecting a gene of
length 1 is pqt, the total in-degree distrbution i the
largeL lim it is given by

A\l #
X 1 d 1)
Pin @) = pqlpz_— exp 27?“’1 (89)
1 in;1

=1

W hen taking into account nite size e ects, the In-
degree distribution becom es

" #
X 1 d )2
Pa@=  pip——ep 2
=1 2 ~in;l 2Nin;l
where
X
~2a= Npdpk;) @ pk;D): 1)
k 1

Figure M) shows a com parison of the two theoretical
predictions, Egs. [d) and [@0) w ith the num erical data
ofBalcan and E rzan [14].

The indistribution Eq. [BYd), and its nitesize cor-
rected orm, Eq. [B0), capture the qualitative features
seen In the simulations. A tfhough there are deviations
for am all and large values of d, we w ill not pursue this
any further in the present paper.
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FIG .4: Com parison of the theoretical in-degree distrdbbutions
w ith num erical data (circles). T he dotted line show s the the—
oretical result for a network In the large L-lim it, where the
netw ork is selfaveraging and thus aln ost allpossible realisa—
tions of a string of a given length 1can be found. The solid
line is obtained after correcting for nite size e ects (see text
for details) .

V. DISCUSSION

W e have generalized the gene interaction m odelofBal-
can and Erzan [14] and obtained analytical expressions
for the in— and out-degree distrbution. W e have shown
that these generalizations, allow ing in perfect m atchesor
considering an alphabet ofr letters, do not alterthem ain
num erical ndings ofBalcan and E rzan which inolved a
model with a twoletter (r = 2) alphabet and perfect
m atches. The scaling behaviour which we have found,
and even the num erical values of the scaling exponents

2 and 1= ,+ 05 are robust under these generalisa—
tions. It should be noted that, In

1hz Ing
2= s i 92)
2hz+ Ing
wehavez ! 1=rfor ! 1 ,whikez ! 1 in the \high
tem perature” linit ! O,thusr ' =z 1. Inthe\lw
tem perature," or perfect m atching, Imit ! 1,
2! 1=2)0@ p=hr); 93)

w hich dependsvery weakly on r, and p isa sm allnum ber
by assum ption [14]. (O n the otherhand, foreittherr ! 1,
the trivial lim it where no infom ation is coded, or the
high tem perature lm i, where no m atching conditions
are satis ed, the scaling relation is altered qualitatively,
w ih 2 ! 1=2 J)

The favorable com parison of our resuls w ith experi-
m ents 23] in plies that the m odel also captures the con—



tribution from the indirect m atches between the requla—
tory sequences, such as the operator sequences and the
DNA segm ents coding the portions of the transcription
factors recognizing them .

W ewould nally like to rem ark that the present m odel
pointstheway to a very large classofnetw orksw ith inter—
esting scaling relations, w ith the classicalrandom graphs
of E rdos and Renyi R24] in the background. T he present
m odelcan be seen as jist a superposition of classical ran—
dom graphs wih a large variety of nodes indexed by 1,
w ithout any speci ¢ reference to a length. Each lth type
ofnode has a classical degree distribution which is P ois—
son, with mean d; and variance ? = d;. The resulting
overall degree distrbution in Eq.[7d) is jast a sum over
the respective P oisson distrdbutions, w eighted by the dis—
tribution ofnodes oftype 1, nam ely n;.

In our particular m odel, both d; and n; depend expo—
nentially on 1, but the source of this behaviour is w idely
di erent for the two quantities. W hile d; is determ ined
by the adpcency rule based on sequence m atching, and
therefore depends on the length of the sequence to be
m atched, the distribution of nodes of ndex 1 could have
been chosen in m any di erent ways. T he exponentialde—
pendence happily tums out to be algebraically tractable,
but i could be confctured that any distribution which
hasa tailthat isdecaying exponentially w ith 1would give
rise, allelse rem aining equal, to essentially the sam e scal-
Ing behaviour for the out-degree distrbution in the large
1 regin g, and therefore that 1 ’ 1 has a high degree of
universaliy.
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APPEND IX

In this section we outline the calculations leading to
Egs. 20) and [4). I Section III, we de ned the finc—
tion W @ @;b;x) as, Eq. D),

1 X
W ®@bix)= —

x (94)

fa ®iyi ) &iy; )

y

A s we pointed out In the text, when perform ing the
sum overy,two casesm ustbedistinguished: ()  aj 1
and @{) b aj< 1. In case (i), the set of indices ofyu 1
and yyp;1 are distinct and the evaluation of the partition
sum proceeds in a m anner analogousto Eq. [[8) yilding

10

21
i a3 Lt
(95)

In case (i) there is an overlhp between the indices
of ya and yp;. Dening » aj= m, we nd that
there are 1 m overlhpping indices, and thus there
are k 1+ m ) distinct variabls y that are neither
In ya; nor In yp;, so that a sum over the values of
#m) - Next, it is conve-

1
W @ @bx)= = 1+ (¢

= e

these indices will give r*

Into the three dispint sets, S; =

S2 = fYatrm+1 = Yor1iiiiiVa+tl = Yo+l m+19 and
S3 = fYpra m+27::Ver 9. Figure @) shows an ex-—
ample or 1= 7, with a = 2 and b = 5 along wih
the sets, S1 = fy3;v4;¥59, S2 = £Lyeiy7ivsiveg and
S3 = fyi0;V11;v129. W ih the de niions above, we nd
forp aj< ],
1 X P, .
W @ @b;x) = ey e =1 U iYare)
S1
X m
e =1 Wbt 1m 4+t )iVot 1m+t) (96)
S3
X P
e =1 U XeiVor £)t U Rn + 5¥o+ ¢)]

Sz

and carrying out the sum soverthe y variables, we obtain

(P aj< D,
2) e _ 1 2m
W (a,b,x)— IJ:+—m 1+ (r 1)e
¥m h i
1+ © 1le? UE;Xun) 1 e 1 (97)
t=1

N ext, it isusefiilto introduce the r
as

rmatrix,M &;y)

M &x;y)= 1+ (r l)e ? ux;y) 1 e 2; (98)

1lg. From the properties ofu,
Eq. B), we nd that

o 1+ @ Le? ; X=y
M &iy) = r 2)e? +2 ;x6vy ©9)
and Eq. [@0) can therefore be w ritten as
@) b: _ 1 1 1 2m
W (al rx) = I‘]‘+m + (r )e
]Ym
M ReiXerm )@ (100)
=1
P roceeding to perform the average over x,
1 X
W@ @b = 5 W abx); (101)
r
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FIG .5: Schem atic representation of the y and x averages for
the function W ¥ (@;b; ) as de ned in the text. The case
shown in the gure corresponds to 1= 7 with a = 2 and
b = 5. The number of overlapping indices in the gure is
1l mE4),withm = b aE 3).Because ofthe overlapping,
when averaging over x, these indices all intom (= 3) dispint
sets: £xX17x4;%79, £X2 ;%59 and £x3;x69

observe that in eq. [[00) the variables x can be parti-
tioned into k dispints sets X w ith the additional prop—
erty that if x¢ 2 X, by iImplication xuy, 2 X . The
situation is shown schem atically n Fig. [B) orm = 3,
w here we have the 3 dispint sets, fx1;x4;%79, £X,;%x59
and fx3;xgg. Denoting these sets as X 1;X;::: X,

1+ n,+ :::n, = 1), we seethat theproduct in Eq.[I00)
can be factorized as

ym Y Y
M &RtjXtrnm )= M &eiXtrm ) M
t=1 Xe2X 1 Xe2X
(102)
Perform ing the summ ation over each of the factors we
have for the rst factor
X Y
M &tjXerm ): (103)
X1 xe2X 1

Tt can be easily shown that the sum over the variables
Xy 2 X1 reduces to an ng 1 old m atrix product. D e~
noting them atrix elem ents ofthem atrixM " by M )
we therefore nd

X Y X

xy’

M ®eiXen )= M7 (104)
X1 xe2X 1 X7y
and hence
1X m 1 X
= M &eiXernm )= M Pt @05
x t=1 s=1 xjy

KeiXetm )

11

Owing to the structure of the matrix M , Eq. [@9),
powersofM retain the sam e structure, as can be readily
show n, and we therefore have

Apn; X=yYy

™) B.; X6 y: (106)

(xy) =

The quantities A, and B, can be evalnated recursively,
and one nds after a little algebra,

Anta Ay
= ; 107
Bn+1 Qn B: 407
w here
_} € LI+ 7 € i+ 1" .
©n = 7 a4 om Sy 1o ’
(108)
and
2
+ = 1 e (109)
= 1+ @ e ° 110)
W e therefore nd,
X
™ n)xy =rA,+ri 1)B,; (111)
Xy
and thus
X 2
n
™ r‘)Xy =rl+ @« 1e 112)
Xy

Substituting eq. [[IA) back into eq. [[03) we have

1 X Ty m ¥
- M KtiXerm )= —
r]- x t=1 s=1

rl+ @ 1e

113)

and noting that n; + ny + :::n, = 1, we nally obtain

1X m

Pl M &tjXtrn )=

1
—r" 1+ @ 1le ;
x t=1 rl
(114)
which when substituted into Egs. [[Ql) and [00) yields
the nalresult, Eq. ),

1X @) 1 21
r_i W @;b;x) = ?1 1+ @ 1e

X

(115)

Note that we obtain the sam e result as for the case
$ aj> 1, Eq.[@d). T particular, we see that once
averaged over x, W @) is lndependent ofa and b.
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