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Motivated by appliations in systems biology, we seek a probabilisti frame-

work based on Markov proesses to represent intraellular proesses. We re-

view the formal relationships between di�erent stohasti models referred to

in the systems biology literature. As part of this review, we present a novel

derivation of the di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov equation for a general mul-

tidimensional Markov proess made up of both ontinuous and jump proesses.

We start with the de�nition of a time-derivative for a probability density but

plae no restritions on the probability distribution, in partiular, we do not

assume it to be on�ned to a region that has a surfae (on whih the prob-

ability is zero). In our derivation, the master equation gives the jump part

of the Markov proess while the Fokker-Plank equation gives the ontinuous

part. We thereby sketh a �family tree� for stohasti models in systems bi-

ology, providing expliit derivations of their formal relationship and larifying

assumptions involved.

Keywords: Markov proesses, stohasti modelling, di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov equation,

hemial master equations, Fokker-Plank equation, systems biology.

1 Introdution

Systems biology is a merger of systems theory with moleular and ell biology. The key

distinguishing feature of a systems biology approah is the desription of ell funtions

(e.g. ell di�erentiation, proliferation, apoptosis) as dynami proesses [? ? ? ℄. There are

two dominant paradigms used in mathematial modelling of biohemial reation networks

(pathways) in systems biology: the �deterministi approah�, using numerial simulations of

nonlinear ordinary di�erential equations (inl. mass ation type, power law or Mihaelis-

Menten models), and the stohasti approah based on master equation and stohasti

simulations.

Key referenes in the area of stohasti modelling are the books by ? ℄, ? ℄, ? ℄ and

? ℄. Most stohasti models presented in these referenes are derived on the basis of the
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Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (CKE), a onsisteny ondition on Markov proesses, in

the form of a system of di�erential equations for the probability distribution. The system

of di�erential equations take the form of master equations for a jump Markov proess and

Fokker-Plank equations (FPE) for a ontinuous Markov proess. For the way in whih

this happens, the reader is referred to [? ℄ and [? ? ℄. For a Markov proess that is

made up of both jump and ontinuous parts, the di�erential equation takes the form of

the di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (dCKE) whih has been derived in [? ℄.

The derivation is involved and requires the introdution of an arbitrary funtion, whih

leads to boundary restritions on the probability distribution. As part of this review, we

present a novel and more onise derivation of the dCKE. Sine most of the mathematial

foundations for stohasti models have been developed by physiists and mathematiians,

we hope that our derivation makes the theory more aessible to the uninitiated researher

in the �eld of systems biology. We hoose Markov proesses as a framework, sine more

realisti approahes for modelling intraellular proesses must take into aount fators

suh as heterogeneity of the environment, maromoleular rowding [? ? ℄ and anomalous

di�usion [? ? ? ℄, to name a few. Anomalous di�usion is desribed by frational Fokker-

Plank equations [? ℄. Suh treatments require advaned mathematial formalisms whih

are beyond the level assumed in this paper.

The fous of the present paper is neither a omprehensive review of stohasti approahes

(See [? ℄ for a reent survey, [? ? ℄ for a reent theoretial analysis, [? ℄ for a disussion

of the role of stohastiity in ell biology) nor a omparison of the two approahes (e.g. [?

? ? ℄). Instead, we review the formal relationships between the equations referred to in

the systems biology literature. We thereby, try to establish a �family tree� for stohasti

models in systems biology, providing expliit derivations of their formal relationship and

larifying assumptions involved in a ommon framework (See Figure 2). In the following

setion we fous on the origin of the hemial master equation CME (a speial form of

the master equation for systems governed by hemial reations) within the framework

of Markov proesses. Suh generalisation provides a learer piture of how the various

stohasti approahes used in systems biology are related within a ommon framework.

2 Markov proesses

Markov proesses form the basis for the vast majority of stohasti models of dynamial

systems. The three books by ? ℄, ? ℄ and ? ℄ have beome standard referenes for the

appliation of Markov proesses to biologial and biohemial systems. At the entre of

a stohasti analysis is the so-alled Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (CKE) that desribes

the evolution of a Markov proess over time. From the CKE stem three equations of

pratial importane: the master equation for jump-Markov proesses, the Fokker-Plank

equation (FPE) for ontinuous Markov proesses and the di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov

equation (dCKE) for proesses made up of both the ontinuous and jump parts. A nie

mathematial (but non-biologial) aount of these equations an also be found in [? ℄.

Gardiner, van Kampen and Gillespie take di�erent approahes to derive these equations:

• Gillespie derives the FPE and the master equation independently from the CKE and

for the one-dimensional ase only in [? ℄. In [? ? ℄ he extends the derivations to

multidimensional ases.

• ? ℄ derives the master equation from the CKE for a one-dimensional Markov proess.

The FPE is given as an approximation of the master equation by approximating a

jump proesses with a ontinuous one. The same approah is adopted in [? ℄.
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However, this should not mislead the reader to onlude that the FPE arises this

way. In fat, FPE is de�ned for a ontinuous Markov proess.

• ? ℄ derives �rst the dCKE from the CKE for a multidimensional Markov proess

whose probability distribution is assumed to be ontained in a losed surfae. The

FPE and the master equation are given as speial ases of the dCKE.

We start with a review of basi onepts from probability theory required to read our proof.

This is followed by a brief derivation of the CKE and its graphial interpretation. From

the CKE we derive the dCKE and interpret its terms to show how the FPE and the master

equation appear as speial ases of the dCKE. Finally we show that the CME is just a

speial form of the master equation for jump proesses governed by hemial reations.

A random variable X desribes a random event by assigning it values x (alled states)

from a set S (alled state-spae) and de�nes a probability distribution over this set. The

set S may be disrete, ontinuous or both. The probability distribution, in the ase of a

disrete state-spae S = {n}, is given by a set of probabilities pn suh that

Prob {X = n} = pn .

In the ase of a ontinuous state-spae S = {x}, the probability distribution is given by a

non-negative funtion p(x) suh that

Prob {x ≤ X < x+ dx} = p(x)dx .

In the literature, pn is referred to as a probability mass funtion (p.m.f) and p(x) as a

probability density funtion (p.d.f). The delta funtion δ(x) de�ned by

�

S

dx f(x)δ(x − c) = f(c) (1)

for any funtion f of x, allows us to write the disrete distribution as a speial ase of the

ontinuous ase. Spei�ally we write

p(x) =
∑

n

pnδ(x− n)

and note that

Prob {X = n} =

�

x≤n<x+dx

dx p(x) =

�

x≤n<x+dx

dx
∑

m

pmδ(x−m) = pn

whih is what we would expet in the disrete distribution. Sine the disrete distribution

an always be derived easily from a ontinuous one, we use hereafter the latter. When

dealing with dynamial systems, the probability distribution evolves over time. This leads

to the notion of a stohasti proess, that is, a system in whih random variables are

funtions of time, written as X(t). The states are salars for a one-dimensional system

and vetors for a multidimensional system. Note that, while the derivations of the master

equation and the Fokker-Plank equation in [? ? ℄ are for the one-dimensional ase only,

we here present a general treatment and derive all our results for multidimensional systems.

The probability distribution for an N -dimensional stohasti proess

X(t) = (X1(t), . . . ,XN (t))

3



is written as

Prob

{

N
⋂

i=1

xi ≤ Xi(t) < xi + dxi

}

= p(x1, . . . , xN , t)dx1 · · · dxN .

To simplify the notation, we use a short form

Prob {x ≤ X(t) < x+ dx} = p(x, t)dx .

More useful will be the onditional probability density, p(x, t |x′, t′), de�ned suh that

Prob

{

x ≤ X(t) < x+ dx |X(t′) = x
′
}

= p(x, t |x′, t′)dx .

When t ≥ t′, p(x, t |x′, t′)dx is alled transition probability. Sine it is muh easier to work

with densities p(·) rather than probabilities Prob{·}, we shall use densities p(·), but abuse
the terminology by referring to it as �probabilities�.

Essentially a Markov proess is a stohasti proess with a short term memory. Math-

ematially it means that the onditional probability of a state is determined entirely

by the knowledge of the most reent state. Spei�ally for any three suessive times

t0 ≤ t ≤ t+∆t , one has

p(x, t+∆t | z, t;x0, t0) = p(x, t+∆t | z, t)

where the onditional probability of x at t+∆t is uniquely determined by the most reent

state z at t and is not a�eted by any knowledge of the initial state x0 at t0. This Markov

property is assumed to hold true for any number of suessive time intervals. To see how

powerful this property is, let us onsider the fatorisation of the joint probability

p(x, t+∆t ; z, t) = p(x, t+∆t | z, t)p(z, t) .

Making both sides onditional on (x0, t0) will modify this equation as

p(x, t+∆t ; z, t |x0, t0) = p(x, t+∆t | z, t;x0, t0)p(z, t |x0, t0)

whih, by using the Markov property, redues to

p(x, t+∆t ; z, t |x0, t0) = p(x, t+∆t | z, t)p(z, t |x0, t0) . (2)

The last equation shows that the joint probability an be expressed in terms of transition

probabilities. Reall the following rule for joint probabilities

p(x) =

�

dy p(x, y) (3)

whih says that summing a joint probability over all values of one of the variables eliminates

that variable. Now integrating (2) over z and using (3), we arrive at the so-alled Chapman-

Kolmogorov equation (CKE) [? ℄:

p(x, t+∆t |x0, t0) =

�

S

dz p(x, t +∆t|z, t)p(z, t|x0, t0) . (4)

This equation expresses the probability of a transition (x0 → x) as the summation of

probabilities of all transitions (x0 → z → x) via intermediate states z. Figure 1 illustrates

the basi notion of a Markov proess for whih the CKE provides the stohasti formalism.

When the initial ondition (x0, t0) is �xed, whih is assumed here, the transition probability

onditioned on (x0, t0) is the same as the state probability:

p(x, t) = p(x, t |x0, t0) .
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3 Derivation of the dCKE

The CKE serves as a desription of a general Markov proess, but annot be used to deter-

mine the temporal evolution of the probability. Here we derive from the CKE a di�erential

equation whih will be more useful in terms of desribing the dynamis of the stohasti

proess. Referred to as the di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (dCKE) by ? ℄,

this equation ontains the CME as a speial ase. This derivation is for a multidimensional

Markov proess. We start with the de�nition of a time-derivative for a probability density

but plae no restritions on the probability distribution. ? ℄ instead starts with the expe-

tation of an arbitrary funtion whih results in integration by parts and onsequently the

need to assume that the probability density vanishes on the surfae of a region to whih

the proess is on�ned. We do not need suh as assumption beause of the simpliity of

our approah. The master equation gives the jump part of the Markov proess while the

Fokker-Plank equation gives the ontinuous part.

Consider the time-derivative of the transition probability

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = lim

∆t→0

1

∆t

{

p(x, t+∆t)− p(x, t)
}

, (5)

where di�erentiability of the transition probability with respet to time is assumed. Em-

ploying the CKE (4) and the normalisation ondition

�

S

dz p(z, t +∆t |x, t) = 1 ,

sine p(z, t+∆t |x, t) is a probability, (5) an be rewritten as

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = lim

∆t→0

1

∆t

�

S

dz

{

p(x, t+∆t | z, t)p(z, t) − p(z, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)

}

.

Let us divide the region S of integration into two regions based on an arbitrarily small

parameter ǫ > 0. The �rst region ‖x− z‖ < ǫ orresponds to a ontinuous state proess

and the above derivative in this region will be denote by I1. Here ‖·‖ denotes a suitable

vetor-norm. The seond region ‖x− z‖ ≥ ǫ orresponds to a jump proess and the above

derivative in this region will be denote by I2. Sine (6) gives the derivative in the whole

region S, we an write

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = I1 + I2, (6)

where

I1 = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖x−z‖<ǫ

dz

{

p(x, t+∆t | z, t)p(z, t) − p(z, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)

}

,

and

I2 = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖x−z‖≥ǫ

dz

{

p(x, t+∆t | z, t)p(z, t) − p(z, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)

}

.

In the �rst region ‖x− z‖ < ǫ, the integrand of I1 an be expanded in powers of x − z

using a Taylor expansion. Setting x− z = r, we an write,

I1 = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr

{

p(x, t+∆t |x− r, t)p(x− r, t)− p(x− r, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)

}

. (7)
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In order to expand the integrand more easily into a Taylor series, let us de�ne a funtion

f(x; r) , p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)

so that the integrand in (7) beomes f(x−r; r)−f(x;−r), whih, after a Taylor expansion,
beomes

−f(x;−r) + f(x; r) +
∑

i

(−ri)
∂f(x; r)

∂xi
+

1

2

∑

i,j

rirj
∂2f(x; r)

∂xi∂xj
+ higher-order terms .

The integrals of the �rst two terms anel beause of the symmetry

�

f(x; r)dr =
�

f(x;−r)dr,
when the integral is over all the positive and negative values of r in the region. Thus, we

have

I1 = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr

{

−
∑

i

ri
∂

∂xi

[

p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)
]

+
1

2

∑

i,j

rirj
∂2

∂xi∂xj

[

p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)
]

+ higher-order terms

}

.

For the state inrements Xi(t+∆t)−Xi(t), reognising the (onditional) expetations

〈Xi(t+∆t)−Xi(t) |X(t) = x〉 =

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr ri p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t)

and

〈[Xi(t+∆t)−Xi(t)] [Xj(t+∆t)−Xj(t)] |X(t) = x〉

=

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr rirj p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t),

we refer to the di�erentiability onditions for ontinuous proesses, i.e., ‖x− z‖ < ǫ [? ,

setion 3.4℄:

lim
∆t→0

〈Xi(t+∆t)−Xi(t) |X(t) = x〉

∆t
= Ai(x, t) + o(ǫ) (8)

lim
∆t→0

〈[Xi(t+∆t)−Xi(t)] [Xj(t+∆t)−Xj(t)] |X(t) = x〉

∆t
= Bij(x, t) + o(ǫ) (9)

where o(ǫ) represents vanishing terms, suh that limǫ→0 o(ǫ)/ǫ = 0. The higher-order

terms involve higher-order oe�ients whih must vanish. To see that, for the third-order

oe�ient

lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr rirjrk p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t) = Cijk(x, t) + o(ǫ) .

However

lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr rirjrk p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t)

≤ ‖r‖ lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖r‖<ǫ

dr rirj p(x+ r, t+∆t |x, t)

≤ ǫ [Bij(x, t) + o(ǫ)]

≤ o(ǫ) .

6



Hene C(x, t) must vanish. The vanishing of higher-order oe�ients follows immediately.

In physis, the vetor A(x, t) is known as the �drift vetor � and the matrix B(x, t) as the
�di�usion matrix �. This terminology is suggested by the observation that, given X(t) = x,
the state inrement vetorX(t+dt)−X(t) for a ontinuous proess has a mean approahing

A(x, t)dt and a ovariane approahing B(x, t)dt, as ǫ approahes zero. This also suggests

the following update rule, for ǫ → 0 and under assumptions given in [? , setion 3.5.2℄,

X(t+ dt) = X(t) +A(X(t), t)dt + [B(X(t), t)dt]1/2 (10)

whih is a form of the �Langevin equation� [? ℄. We remark here that (8) and (9) are

postulated here for mathematial onveniene. A more rigorous justi�ation is given in [?

℄. Subjet to the di�erentiability onditions (8) and (9), we see that as ǫ → 0,

I1 → −
∑

i

∂

∂xi

[

Ai(x, t)p(x, t)
]

+
1

2

∑

i,j

∂2

∂xi∂xj

[

Bij(x, t)p(x, t)
]

. (11)

Next we work out the jump probability rate

I2 = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

�

‖x−z‖≥ǫ

dz

{

p(x, t+∆t | z, t)p(z, t) − p(z, t+∆t |x, t)p(x, t)

}

.

We will use the di�erentiability ondition for jump proesses, i.e., ‖x− z‖ ≥ ǫ [? , setion

3.4℄:

lim
∆t→0

1

∆t
p(x, t+∆t | z, t) = W (x | z, t) ,

where W (x | z, t) is alled the transition rate for the jump (z → x). Subjet to this

ondition, we see that as ǫ → 0, the region of integration approahes S, leading to

I2 →

�

S

dz
[

W (x | z, t)p(z, t) −W (z |x, t)p(x, t)
]

. (12)

Adding (11) and (12), we an rewrite (6) to arrive at the dCKE:

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = −

∑

i

∂

∂xi

[

Ai(x, t)p(x, t)
]

+
1

2

∑

i,j

∂2

∂xi∂xj

[

Bij(x, t)p(x, t)
]

+

�

S

dz
[

W (x | z, t)p(z, t) −W (z |x, t)p(x, t)
]

(13)

We now have a di�erential equation haraterising the dynamis of the probability distribu-

tion p(x, t), that is the probability of a state at any time, starting from a given initial proba-

bility distribution. This ompletes our derivation of the di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov

equation. Di�erenes between our derivation and those available in the literature are de-

sribed in Setion 7 (Conlusions). The following setion will lassify Markov proesses

based on this dCKE. This is followed by a derivation of the hemial master equation.

Finally, in Setion 6, we disuss the use of the master equation in systems biology.

4 Classi�ation of Markov proesses based on the dCKE

Being a linear di�erential equation, the dCKE is more onvenient for mathematial treat-

ment than the original CKE. More importantly, it has a more diret physial interpretation.

7



The oe�ients A(x, t), B(x, t) and W (z |x, t) are spei�ed by the system under onsid-

eration, and thus the solution of the dCKE gives the probability distribution for the state

of the given system [? ℄. The original CKE, on the other hand, has no spei� informa-

tion about any partiular Markov proess. We now interpret the di�erent terms of (13).

Following [? ? ℄ we �rst onsider the ase

Bij(x, t) = W (x | z, t) = W (z |x, t) = 0,

reduing the dCKE to

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = −

∑

i

∂

∂xi

[

Ai(x, t)p(x, t)
]

,

whih is a speial ase of the so-alled �Liouville equation�, desribing a deterministi

motion (See [? , setion 3.5.3℄):

d

dt
x(t) = A(x, t) .

This is the simplest example of a Markov proess.

Next, if A(x, t) = B(x, t) = 0, the CKE redues to

∂

∂t
p(x, t) =

�

S

dz
[

W (x | z, t)p(z, t) −W (z |x, t)p(x, t)
]

. (14)

This is alled the �master equation� desribing jump-Markov proess with disontinuous

sample paths.

Next, if W (x | z, t) = W (z |x, t) = 0, the CKE redues to

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = −

∑

i

∂

∂xi

[

Ai(x, t)p(x, t)
]

+
1

2

∑

i,j

∂2

∂xi∂xj

[

Bij(x, t)p(x, t)
]

,

whih is alled the �Fokker-Plank equation� (FPE) and is equivalent to the Langevin's

equation (10) under the onditions given in [? ? ? ℄. The orresponding proess is

known as a di�usion proess whih is ontinuous but not deterministi. This shows that

the FPE is originally de�ned for a ontinuous proess. However the FPE an also arise

as an approximation of the master equation when the jumps of the orresponding disrete

proess are assumed to be small [? ? ℄.

Finally we onsider the ase where the di�usion matrix B(x, t) = 0, whih leads us to

∂

∂t
p(x, t) = −

∑

i

∂

∂xi

[

Ai(x, t)p(x, t)
]

+

�

S

dz
[

W (x | z, t)p(z, t) −W (z |x, t)p(x, t)
]

.

whih is alled the �Liouville master equation� (LME) in [? , hap. 1℄ and desribes

a pieewise deterministi proess with sample paths onsisting of smooth deterministi

piees interrupted by instantaneous jumps. One way in whih the LME arises is when an

originally jump Markov proess is approximated by a proess with disrete and ontinuous

omponents [? ? ℄.

In the most general ase, when none of the quantities A(x, t), B(x, t) and W (z |x, t)
vanish, the dCKE may desribe a proess whose sample paths are pieewise ontinuous,

made up of piees whih orrespond to a di�usion proess with a nonzero drift, onto whih

is superimposed a �utuating part.
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5 The hemial master equation

Consider a Markov proess with a disrete state-spae. The master equation for this

disrete proess an be obtained from (14) to give

∂

∂t
pn(t) =

∑

m

[

W (n |m, t)pm(t)−W (m |n, t)pn(t)
]

,

where m the intermediate state, and n the �nal state. Sine pn(t) is a probability (and

not a density), the integral

�

S is replaed with the summation

∑

m
. We an rewrite this

equation in terms of jumps r = n−m,

∂

∂t
pn(t) =

∑

r

[

W (n |n− r, t)pn−r(t)−W (n+ r |n, t)pn(t)
]

, (15)

where we have used the symmetry

∑

r
φ(−r) =

∑

r
φ(r), for an arbitrary funtion φ(·),

when writing the seond summand. Now onsider an N -omponent and M -reation bio-

hemial system. Let i label the di�erent omponents (hemial speies) and j label dif-

ferent reation hannels. The opy number of ith omponent at the variable time t will be
denoted by Xi(t) whih takes values ni from the set of whole numbers. Eah ourrene of

j-th reation hannel hanges the opy number ni of ith omponent by an amount νij . The
elements νij form the stohiometri matrix ν whose jth olumn will be denoted by νj . It is
assumed that the speies are distributed homogeneously (well mixed) in a losed system of

onstant volume Ω at a onstant temperature. This essentially assumes that hanges only

depend on the urrent state (Markov property) and that we an avoid spatial onsiderations

[? ? ? ℄ and maromoleular rowding [? ℄. However, sine di�usion may not always be

rapid, spatial onsiderations beome important when dealing with intraellular proesses

[? ? ? ℄. Here we are interested in a stohasti formulation whih dates bak to the

initial work by ? ℄. Under the stated assumptions, the vetor X(t) = (X1(t), . . . ,XN (t))
taking values n = (n1, . . . , nN ) is a ontinuous time Markov proess. The jump sizes ν are

determined by the stoihiometry and moleularity of the reations and, therefore, an only

take values from the set {ν1, . . . , νM} of the elementary hanges. Thus, for our system of

hemial reations, (15) beomes

∂

∂t
pn(t) =

M
∑

j=1

[

W (n |n− νj , t)pn−νj (t)−W (n+ νj |n, t)pn(t)
]

.

Sine νj is uniquely de�ned for a reation Rj , we introdue a simpler notation

aj(n) , W (n+ νj |n, t)

to rewrite the above master equation as:

∂

∂t
pn(t) =

M
∑

j=1

[

aj(n− νj)pn−νj (t)− aj(n)pn(t)
]

, (16)

whih is referred as the hemial master equation in the systems biology literature [? ? ? ℄.

This shows that the CME is just a speial form of the master equation for jump proesses

governed by hemial reations. The oe�ient aj is referred to as the reation propensity

and is interpreted suh that aj(n)dt gives the probability of jth reation ourring in the

time interval [t, t+dt) from state n at time t. In the stohasti setting of ? ℄, the jth reation

9



hannel is haraterised by a stohasti rate onstant cj suh that cjdt gives the probability
that a partiular ombination of moleules will reat aording the jth hannel in the next

in�nitesimal interval [t, t+ dt]. The propensity aj(n) is thus cj times the number hj(n) of
di�erent possible ways in whih moleules an ombine to reat aording the jth hannel.

Sine this equation is di�ult to solve analytially or even numerially, several attempts

have been made to avoid a diret solution or simulation of the CME. The most suessful

implementation is the stohasti simulation algorithm (SSA) whih originated from work

by ? ℄ but it was Gillespie who pioneered its use for generating sample paths of hemial

reation networks [? ? ℄. The SSA is widely used in systems biology [? ? ? ? ? ℄. Figure

2 provides an overview of stohasti models and interrelationships referred to here.

This ompletes our formal analysis and we now return to appliation of the CME in

systems biology.

6 Master equations in systems biology

The hemial master equation (16) is the basis for most stohasti models in systems biol-

ogy. For omplex systems, involving large numbers of hemial speies and reations, the

omputational ost may be onsiderable. For this reason modi�ations to the algorithm and

strategies to simplify the model prior to a omputer simulation have been suggested. The

e�orts to redue the omputational omplexity of stohasti approahes an be grouped

into approximate stohasti methods and hybrid methods. Approximate stohasti meth-

ods try to speed up the simulation by ompromising exatness of the master equation

whereas the hybrid methods treat parts of the system deterministially and other parts

stohastially. What follows is a brief disussion of the systems biology literature, using the

CME and SSA, inluding strategies that have been developed to redue the omputational

omplexity.

6.1 Approximate stohasti methods

In [? ℄ Gillespie presents an approximate and thereby faster simulation method known as

the τ -leap method. Instead of simulating individual reations, the number of reations of

eah type in a sequene of short time intervals is simulated. Optimal ways to selet the

leap-length of the intervals have been investigated in [? ? ℄. In [? ℄ Rao et al. propose a re-

dution of a hemial system by partitioning moleular speies into slow (primary) and fast

(intermediate) moleular speies. Assuming that the intermediate speies (onditional on

the primary speies) are Markovian, they apply the quasi-steady-state assumption (QSSA)

whih essentially assumes that the onditional probability distribution of the intermedi-

ate speies is time-invariant (i.e., it has reahed a steady-state); thereby eliminating these

speies from the hemial master equation. A modi�ed version of Gillespie algorithm is

subsequently proposed to simulate the resulting redued system for slow speies. In [?

? ℄ Haseltine and oworker also use the partitioning method for redution, but partition

hemial reations into fast and slow reations. The fast reations are approximated by

using Langevin or deterministi equations. The oe�ients of the redued hemial master

equation are in�uened by the fast reations. The authors propose simulation algorithms

for the slow reations, subjet to onstraints imposed by fast reations. The idea of parti-

tioning to speed up slow-sale simulation has also been used in [? ? ? ? ℄. ? ℄ present a

probabilisti steady-state approximation that separates the time sales of an arbitrary re-

ation network, detets the onvergene of a marginal distribution to a quasi-steady-state,

diretly samples the underlying distribution, and uses those samples to predit the state

of the system. ? ℄ propose that, in ase of higher dimensions, the master equation ould
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be approximated by the FPE and then disretised in spae and time by a �nite di�erene

method. They demonstrate the method for a four-dimensional problem in the regulation

of ell proesses and ompare it to the Monte Carlo method of Gillespie. ? ℄ use the CME

to analyse a negative feedbak system omposed of two speies regulating the synthesis

of eah other. In [? ℄ Paulsson uses a variant of the �utuation-dissipation theorem to

give a generi expression for noise arising from di�erent ellular proesses, applying the

theorem to a simple generi model representing simple gene expression. Paulsson uses the

notion of an Ω-expansion of the master equation, i.e., a Taylor series expansion in powers

of 1/Ω, where Ω is a system size parameter [? ℄. The �rst- and seond- order terms of the

expansion reprodue the marosopi rate equations and realise the �utuation-dissipation

theorem respetively. An equation that deomposes the intrinsi and extrinsi noise on-

tributions is derived to simplify the analysis. ? ℄ give a general method to simplify the

master equation in a linear noise approximation (LNA), obtained through an Ω-expansion
of the master equation. They derive the LNA for the stationary state of a general system

of hemial reations and use it to estimate sizes, orrelations and time sales of stohasti

�utuations. They demonstrate that the LNA allows a rapid haraterisation of stohasti

properties for intraellular networks over a large parameter spae. They also show that

the LNA an be made more aurate in ases where fast variables an be eliminated from

the system. In [? ℄ the same authors use the LNA of the master equation to haraterise

intraellular metabolite �utuations. In both publiations, the results of the LNA are

ompared to simulation of the master equation.

6.2 Hybrid methods

? ℄ present a simulation approah for hybrid stohasti and deterministi reation models.

The system is adaptively partitioned into deterministi and stohasti parts based on a

given riteria at eah time step of the simulation. They present two algorithmi shemes.

The `diret hybrid method' expliitly alulates whih reation ours and when it ours.

The `�rst and next reation method' generates a putative time for eah reation. The rea-

tion orresponding to the smallest time is hosen to our; the state aording updated and

the proess repeated. ? ℄ derive the �rst-order partial di�erential equations for probability

distribution funtion from stohasti di�erential equations desribing approximate kinetis

of a single ell. Resulting equations are used to alulate mRNA-protein distribution in the

ase of single gene regulation and the protein-protein distribution in the ase of two-gene

regulatory systems. In [? ℄ the same authors present a hybrid stohasti and determin-

isti treatment of the NF-κB regulatory module to analyse a single ell regulation. They

ombine ordinary di�erential equations, used for the desription of fast reation hannels

of proesses involving a large number of moleules, with a stohasti swith to aount for

the ativity of the genes involved. ? ℄ makes two approximations to the exat stohasti

desription of a gene regulatory network: the ontinuous approximation onsidering only

the stohastiity due to the gene ativity; and the mixed approximation attributing the

additional stohastiity to the mRNA transription/deay proess. The underlying dis-

tribution is then desribed by a system of partial di�erential equations derived from the

dCKE after spei� assumptions on the oe�ients A,B and W . ? ℄ take a di�erent

approah by deiding on the �y whih approah to use. Studying the stohasti simulation

of signal transdution via alium, the authors observe that the transition from stohasti

to deterministi ours within a range of partile numbers that depends the phase spae

of the system.

Yet another approah is given in [? ℄ where a novel multidimensional stohasti frame-

work is proposed to model multi-gene expression dynamis. Inspired by the dCKE, they
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propose a new experimental sheme whih will measure the instantaneous transition prob-

abilities. Given experimental data, one ould obtain the oe�ients of the dCKE, whih

an then be solved to obtain the distribution and the orresponding moments and orre-

lations. ? ℄ analyse noise in a negatively feedbak-regulated transription fator (TF)

and the e�ets of the feedbak loop on a gene repressed by the same TF using a modi�ed

Gillespie algorithm (provided by SmartCell). The authors �nd that within a ertain range

of repression strength, the negative feedbak loop minimises the noise whereas outside this

range, noise is inreased. It is proposed that this may arise from plasmid �utuations.

7 Conlusions

The appliation of stohasti models is usually motivated by unertainty arising from vari-

ability. In the engineering and physial sienes the variability arises mainly from measure-

ments. In systems biology the variability arises mainly from the omplexity of intraellular

proesses. By omplexity we mean the fat that in a partiular biologial network we are

fored to eliminate many variables that are in�uening the observation we make. While

the assumptions of onstant temperature, pH level, volume and water balane may not

worry most modellers, the large number of unmodelled variables may be of greater on-

ern. Impliit in most stohasti models is the assumption of a well-mixed homogeneous

environment in whih there are more non-reative ollisions than the reative ones. More

realisti spatial representations are therefore an inreasingly important researh theme in

systems biology. In gene expression a very small number of moleules ontrols potentially

very large moleular populations, suggesting hybrid approahes to ombine stohasti and

deterministi formalisms. Many ellular proesses, for instane the di�erentiation of stem

ells, are multistable systems for whih state-of-the-art single-ell measurements are pro-

viding inreasingly valuable data with nanometre and milliseond resolution. The advane

of these tehnologies allows us to monitor the transription of individual genes, leading

also to a demand for advaned stohasti modelling and simulation.

Motivated by appliations of stohasti models in systems biology, we desribed a prob-

abilisti framework based on Markov proesses to represent biohemial reation networks.

We provided a novel derivation of the di�erential Chapman-Kolmogorov equation for a

general Markov proess made up of both ontinuous and jump proesses. Then we re-

viewed the formal relationships between the equations referred to in the systems biology

literature, establishing a �family tree� for stohasti models in systems biology, providing

expliit derivations of their formal relationship and larifying assumptions involved in a

ommon framework (See Figure 2). Our derivation starts with the de�nition of a time-

derivative unlike Gardiner who starts with the expetation of an arbitrary funtion. We

plae no restritions on the probability distribution, whereas Gardiner assumes it to be

on�ned to a region that has a surfae, and the probability being zero on the surfae.

The master equation gives the jump part of the Markov proess while the FPE gives the

ontinuous part. The derivation of FPE in ? ℄ and ? ℄ involves approximation of the

master equation by investigating the limit of a jump proess.
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Figure 1: Graphial interpretation of the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation. The probabil-

ity of a transition (x0 → x) an be obtained by summing probabilities of all

transitions (x0 → z → x), via intermediate states z.
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Figure 2: Interrelationships for the stohasti models and their simulation whih are ov-

ered in this paper. The oe�ients A,B,W respetively refer to the drift-vetor,

di�usion-matrix and the transition-rate in the dCKE. QSSA stands for Quasi-

Steady-State Assumption.
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