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W e develop a generalm ethod to explore how the finction perform ed by a biological netw ork can
constrain both its structuraland dynam icalnetw ork properties. T hisapproach isorthogonalto prior
studies w hich exam ine the fiinctional consequences of a given structural feature, for exam ple a scale
free architecture. A key step is to construct an algorithm that allowsusto e ciently sam ple from a
m axin um entropy distribbution on the space ofboolan dynam ical netw orks constrained to perform
a speci ¢ function, or cascade of gene expression. Such a distrdbution can act as a \functional null
m odel" to test the signi cance of any given network feature, and can aid in revealing underlying
evolutionary selection pressures on various netw ork properties. A though our m ethods are general,
we illustrate them in an analysis of the yeast cell cycle cascade. This analysis uncovers strong
constraints on the architecture of the cell cycle requlatory network as well as signi cant selection
pressures on this network to m aintain ordered and convergent dynam ics, possibly at the expense of
sacri cihg robustness to structural perturbations.

PACS numbers: 8710+ ¢,87.17Aa

I. NTRODUCTION

A central problem in biology involves understanding
the relationship between structure and function. This
problem becom es esgpecially intricate in the era of sys—
tem s biology n which the ob fcts of study are biolog—
ical netw orks com posed of large num bers of Interacting
m olecules. To what extent does the structure ofa biolog-
icalnetwork constrain the range of functions, or types of
dynam icalbehaviors, that the network is capable of pro—
ducihg? Conversly, to what extent does the requirem ent
ofcarryingouta speci cfunction constrain the structural
and m ore generaldynam ical properties of a netw ork?

T here already exists a large body of theoretical work
addressing the form er question. For exam ple Kau m an
[L1 and others perform ed an extensive study of ensem —
blsofsimpli ed boolan networksw ih xed structural
properties, such as the number of nodes and the m ean
degree of connectivity. A principal nding was a phase
transition In the resulting dynam ical behavior, from or-
dered to chaotic, as the connectivity increased R]. M ore
recently, the observation that m any biological netw orks
are scale free spurred a urry of research into the dy-—
nam ical consequences of the scale free structural feature
B{6]. A principal nding was that the scale—free archi-
tecture is m ore robust to random failires and dynam ic

uctuations.

A tematively, the latter question involving the struc—
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tural and dynam ical consequences of perform ing a spe-
ci cfunction rem ains relatively unexplored [7, 8]. It isan
In portant question becausem any biologicalfunctionsare
perform ed by relatively sm allnetw ork m odules forw hich
gross statistical properties such asm ean connectivity, or
any kind of degree distrbution, scale free or not, do not
have a clear signi cance. A key exam pl of such a m od—
ule isthe yeast cell cycle controlnetw ork, w hose essential
function was reduced to the boolean dynam ics ofa set of
11 nodesby Li et. al. P]. D espite the am allnetw ork size,
a dynam ical analysis of this sin ple m odel dem onstrated
a great deal of robustness of the cell cycle tra gctory to
both uctuations in protein states and perturbations of
network structure. Is this robustness carefiully selected
for through evolution and encoded som ehow in the topo—
logical structure of the cell cycle netw ork, or does it arise
for free, sin ply as a consequence of the functional con—
straint of having to produce the long cascade of gene
expression that controls the cell cycle?

In this paper we develop techniques to address this
question, and m ore generally to address the consequences
of speci c functional, rather than structural constraints.
A key step in the above work exploring the dynam ical
consequences of  xed structuralconstraintsw as the abil-
iy to e cintly sam ple from the m axinum entropy dis—
trbbution on the space of networks constrained to have
a xed structural feature, such as a given degree distri-
bution. W e call such an ensembl a structuralensem ble.
Sin ilarly, In order to address the structuralconsequences
of xed functional constraints, we develop an e cient al-
gorithm to sam pl from a m axin alentropy distribution
on the space of biological netw orks constrained to per-
form a speci c function. W e call the resulting ensemble
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of networks a functionalensam ble.

Sihceweuse am axin alentropy distribution, which in—
troduces no further assum ptions about the netw ork other
than the fact that it perfom s a given function, we can
use such functional ensembles to test whether any dy—
nam ical or structural property of a given biological net-
work is sin ply a consequence ofthe function it perfom s,
or rather a consequence of further selection. Under this
functional nullm odel, statistically signi cant properties
of a real biological network can give us insight into ad-
ditional selective pressures that have operated on that
netw ork above and beyond the baseline functional re—
quirem ents. A s an illustration of this general m ethod,
we focus on the speci ¢ case of the cell cycle network of
@], uncovering deeper insight into the evolutionary pres—
sures on its structural and dynam ical properties.

II. METHODS
A . The D ynam icalM odel

W e consider a sin pli ed, boolkan m odel of biological
netw ork dynam ics, In which each degree of freedom , or
node si, 1= 1:::N takesone oftwo values at any given
tin e: eitther 0 (nactive) or 1 (active). For exam ple, the
two values could signify whether a protein is expressed
or not, or whether a kinase is activated ornot. T hus the
full state at tim e t is captured by a colum n vector

S = (51 ;s ;8 ©) @)

that can take one of 2¥ values. T in e progresses in dis—
crete steps, and the nodes can either activate or nhibi
each other at the next step. T hese Interactions are cap—
tured by the network connectivity matrix C wih ele—
m ents ¢y representing an interaction arrow from node j

to node i. The allowed values of iy are given by
[ 1;0;1] ifi6 3J;
%52 [ 1;0]  ifi= 3 @

Fortwo di erent nodes, ifg; is nonzero, it can be either
activating (+ 1) or inhibiting (1). If a diagonalelem ent

ci = 1 we say node i is selfdegrading. T his term inol-
ogy is just ed by the dynam icalrule

sit+ 1) = £: C ;S (©); ®3)
where
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E ssentially, if the total input to a node is positive (hega—
tive), twillbeon (© ) atthenexttine step. In the case
of zero nput, the node either tums o , orm aintains is
state, depending on whether or not it is selfdegrading.

B . G enerating FunctionalEnsem bles

A biological network achieves its function by success—
fully taking the values of its nodes through a sequence of
states. Thus we w ill equate the notion of function w ith
a speci ed state tra pctory

sO! s@! !

In our exam pl of the cell cycle network, the state se—
quence is sin ply the natural cell cycle trafctory. W e

w ish to either enum erate or uniform Iy sam ple from the

space of netw orks, or equivalently connectivity m atrices

C , that can successfully perform the above sequence of
T state transitions. W e can think ofeach ofthe T transi-
tions as providing one constraint on the connectivity m a—
trix C via the dynam ical rule given by equations (3) and

(4) . A ssum Ing the nodes are distinguishable, the num ber

ofnetw orks, given by the num ber of allow ed connectivity

m atrices is M @ 3™ D)N  Even for anall, m eso—
scopic scale netw orks such asthe cellcyclew ith 11 nodes,

M 623 10°° and so it is com putationally infeasible

to iterate through allofthese networksand nd those for
which the T constraints corressponding to the T transi-
tionsin (5) are satis ed. Even ifone were to sam ple from

these M networks, one would rarely nd a network that
could perform the function in (5).

However, i is im portant to note that the constraint
on the network connectivity C im posed by a given tran—
sition actually decouples across the row s of the connec—
tivity m atrix. T hat is for each node i, the dynam icalrule
InEq. (4) dependsonly on the i'th row ¢j5;j= 1:::N of
C ,orequivalently on the N incom ing interaction arrow s
whose target is node i. Thus we can check that the T
constraints induced by the target sequence (5) are satis—

ed for each row, Independently of the other rows. For
any given i, the number ofpossblerowsisz 2 3¥ 1,
which is 118,098 for the yeast cellcycle network. Thus it
becom es com putationally feasible to exhaustively iterate
through allpossible row values, or incom Ing arrow com bi-
nations, for each node, and check that the T constraints
are satis ed for each such combination.

A fter follow Ing this procedure, ket 1 i Z In-
dex the set of allowed incom ing arrow com binations to
node i that satisify all T constraints. If for each node
i, we uniform Iy choose a particular ;, and assamble the
corresponding N allowed row s into a matrix C, we will
have constructed a network that can successfully carry
out the state trafctory in (5). This is essentially our
sam pling procedure. It produces a functional ensem ble;
am axin um entropy distribution on the space ofnetw orks
constrained to produce the finction represented by (5).

C. Combined structural and functional ensem bles.

In orderto perform amore ne scale study ofthe prop-—
erties of the yeast cell cycke network, we wish to con—
strain m ore than jist a prede ned function. W e would

S(T): (5)



also like to understand how various properties depend on

the num ber ofnonzero Interaction arrow s in the netw ork.
Thus we need to develop a m ethod to uniform 7 sam ple

from the space of networks that both perform a xed
function and havea xed numberofarrows.W e do so as
follow s.

In the course of sam pling from the fiinctionalensemble
above, In each step where we select a particular com bi-
nation of incom ing connections for a node, we com pute
the probability of choosing such a com bination from the
corresponding set by calculating the convolution of (i)
the probability for the node to have a certain num ber of
Ihward arrow sand (ii) the probability of choosing a com —
bination wih that number of arrow s. M athem atically,
¥kt H be the number of arrow s In the network. It can be
distrbbuted am ong the nodes in di erent ways. Let Wy
be the num ber of tin es h inward arrow s being assigned
to node i am ong allpossble ways of dividing the H ar-
row s. If there are Qy; mward connection com binations
selected or node i that have h inward arrow s, then the
probability for assigning h inward arrow s to node i is

W nhiQni
p=PNh—h: (6)
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O nce the num ber of arrow s is assigned, an inward con—
nection com bination can then be selected random ly from

the Qy; combinations. T his process is repeated for each
node, each tin e using the rem aining num ber of arrow s
(ie.H h)tocalculateW ,; and Q. Foreach network,
w e random ize the order of nodes for which we select the
connection com bination.

W e used this algorithm to generate the ensemble of
\cell cycke" netw orks describbed below . In order to com —
pare thisensem ble to a set ofm ore random netw orksthat
serve no particular finction, we generated this \random
netw ork" ensem ble by random Iy rew iring the connections
n each \cellcyclke" netw ork under the constraint that all
nodes m ust be connected to the sam e network, ie. no
isolated nodes or sub-netw orks.

ITII. THE YEAST CELLCYCLE NETW ORK

The sinpli ed yeast cellcycle Boolan network [see
Fig. 1] given In Li et al. 9] contains 11 proteins, or
nodes, and 1 checkpoint. T here are 34 arrow s connecting
the nodes: 15 activating, 14 deactivating and 5 \self-
degrading." U sing the above dynam icalm odel, this net—
work can produce the cellcycle process, as shown in Ta—
bl I. Starting from the \excited" G; state, the process
goes through the S phase, the G, phase, the M phase,
and nally retums to the biological G; stationary state.
Thenetwork alsohas7 x-points, w ith the G; stationary
state being the biggest, having a basin size of 1764 (
86% ofallprotein states).
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FIG.1l: Simpli ed yeast celtcycle network from Liet al P].
Solid, dashed, and dotted arrow s are activating, deactivat—
ing, and \selfdegrading" interactions, respectively. T he black
solid and black dashed arrow s are absolutely required for a
netw ork to produce the celkcycle process [see Table I].

IV.. RESULTS

W e used the sam e 11 nodes and the types of connec—
tions in the sinpli ed yeast cellcycle Boolean network
to construct our ensem bles of netw orks. U sing our tech—
nijque to generate purely fiinctional ensambles, we were
able to select 11 sets of inward connection com binations
(one for each node) that produce the celkcycle process
[see Tabl I]. Figure 2 shows the com positions of dif-
ferent types of connections in the sets. The number of
selected connection com binations foreach node (shown In
parenthesis in F ig. 2) varies for two orders ofm agnitude.
T he num ber of networks that can realize the celtcycle
process is 6555 1032 and the distribution against the
num ber of arrow s is shown in Fig. 3.

A . Constraints on Structure from Function.

From Fig.2 we can deduce that there are 10 core con—
nections (shown as black solid and black dashed arrow s
In Fig. 1) that are absolutely required in order to pro—
duce the cellcycle process. T hese required connections
becom e obvious once we look closer into the celtcycle
process. For exam ple, com paring the G ; stationary state
and the \excited" G; state, C In3 is the only node that
is tumed on; this In plies that M BF and SBF, which are
tumed on In the next tin e step, can only be activated
by CIn3. The ram aining required connections can allbe
deduced using the sam e logic. T he com positionsofdi er—



TABLE I:The celtcycle process generated by the sin pli ed yeast cellcycle network in Fig. 1.

Time Ch3 MBF SBF Chil2 Cb56 Cbl2 Manl Cdc20 Swis Sicl Cdhl Phase

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 \E xcited" G 1
2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 G1

3 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 G

4 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 G1

5 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 S

6 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 G2

7 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 M

8 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 M

9 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 M

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 M

11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 M

12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 G1

13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 Stationary G
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FIG . 2: Fractions of di erent types of inward connections to
each node from allothernodes (including itself) that produce
the cellcycle process [see Tabl I]. Numbers in parenthesis
are the num ber of connection com binations selected by our
algorithm [see M ethods].

ent connection types ollow a comm on trend w here there
is a higher chance for a node to be positively regulated
by nodes that are active earlier in the celkcycle process
(positive feed-forw ard) and negatively requlated by nodes
that are active later in the process (hegative feedback).
This trend seem s to be general for networks that pro-
duce cascades of activation. To check this, we looked
at the connection com positions for two sin ple activation
cascades, where 11 nodes are activated in tum for 4 or
5 tim e steps, and they indeed show the sam e trend [See
Tabl ITand Fig. 4 for 5 tin e steps activation cascade].

24 48 72 96

117
number of arrows

FIG . 3: D istrbution of number of networks that can real-
ize the cellcycle process over the num ber of arrow s in the
netw orks.

Next, we generated two network ensambles for each
num ber of arrow s allowed in the space of cell cycle net—
works. This number of arrow s varied from 24 to 117
as seen In Fig. 3. The 1rst ensamble is a combined
structural/functional ensem ble [see M ethods] consisting
0f1,000 netw orksthat both realize the cellcycle and have
a xed number of arrows. These networks will be re—
ferred to as the \cellkcycle networks" (CN). T he second
ensam ble was generated by random ly reconnecting the
arrow s for each network in the 1rstensemble [see M eth—
ods]. This ensemble will be referred to as the \random
networks" RN).



TABLE II: A sinpl activation cascade with 11 nodes acti-
vated in tum for 5 tim e steps

Tine A B C E F G H I J K L
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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FIG . 4: Fractions of di erent types of inward connections to
each node from allothernodes (including itself) that produce
the activation cascade in Table IT.

B . Analysis of A ttractors: Large B asins for Free

W e studied the tin e evolution of protein states of the
two ensam bles by using the dynam icalm odel described
In the M ethods and initiating the networks from each
of the 2! = 2;048 states. W e found that the CN net-
works have fewer attractors and larger attractor basin
sizes com pared to the RN networks [see Fig. 5]. The
num ber of attractors decreases and the size of attractor
basins increase as the num ber of arrow s increases [see
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FIG .5: Number of attractors and basin sizes of attractors for
the two ensem bles of networks. (a) D istrbution of num ber of
attractors. (b) Num ber of attractors averaged over netw orks
w ith the sam e num ber of arrow s. (c) D istrbution of size of
basins of attractions. (d) Basin size averaged over netw orks
w ith the sam e num ber of arrow s.
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FIG .6: (@) D istrdbution of convergence value w, for network
states In each ensemble. () O verall convergence averaged
over networks w ith the sam e num ber of arrow s. E rror bar
represent one standard error.

Fig.5 @), d)]. In the CN ensamble, the probabilities
for a network with 34 arrow sto have 7 attractors and
to have the biggest attractor basin size 1764 (@s In
the case of yeast cellcyclk network) are 7.0% and 14 4%
regpectively. In the RN ensam ble the corressponding per—
centages are only 2.7% and 1.6% respectively. Thus we
see that the constraint ofhaving to perform the yeast cell
cycle cascade alone can, to a certain extent, help explain
the origins of these two m easures of dynam ical robust—
ness; a large basin essentially arises for free as a conse—
quence of the cell cycle function. Indeed, the average
basin size of the biggest attractors for the CN ensamble
is 1705.53 com pared to 1452 21 for the RN ensemble. In
addition, 97.5% ofthenetworksin the CN ensam bl have
the G, stationary state as the biggest attractor and the
average basin size of these attractors is 1674.07.
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C . Convergence of T ractories.

Follow ing P], we de ne a measure w, that quanti-

es the \degree of convergence" of the dynam ical net—
work tra pctories onto each network state n where n =
17:::;2048. Let Ty denote the num ber of tra fctories
startmg from all 2048 initial network states that travel
from state jto statek In onetim e step. Let L, denote the
num ber of steps it takes to get from staten to its attrac—
tor, so that we can index the states a]on%the outw ard tra—
jSCtObeyk—l """ Thel’an= leklkL
T he overall oonvergenoe, or overlap W of tra fctories is
given by the average ofw,, over all statesn.

T he distrbution of the w, values is shown In Fig. 6
@). The resulk show s that there are m ore states in the
CN ensem ble having largerw, valies indicating a higher
degree of convergence In the network dynam ics. The lo—
calmaxina at w, = 620 for this ensemble should be a
resul of the requirem ent that networks in this ensamble
must produce the cellcycle process. The overall over—
lbp W [seeFig. 6 ()], which is the average of w, over
allnetw ork states, for the yeast celkcycle network is 743
and the probability for a network w ith 34 arrow s In the
CN ensemble to have W 743 is 4 4% . Such a result
is highly unlkely in the RN ensemble. In fact no net-
works In the RN ensamble with 34 arrow s had an over-
lap W 743. Thus a higher degree of convergence is a
dynam ical consequence of perform ing the cellcycle fiinc-
tion, but nevertheless, the actual cell cycle network in
Fig. 1 still displays a relatively high degree of conver-
gence even w ithin the CN ensamble.

D . Dynam icalO rder: Transients and Sensitivity.

To com pare the degree of order betw een the netw orks
in the two ensambles, we calculated the transient tin e
for all network states for allnetworks [see Fig. 7]. The
transient tin e isde ned asthe am ount oftim e for a net—

>20
=
=
%
c
&
X 15
o
S }#f — cell-cycle
g - ---random
1'0 1 | L | L |
24 34 48 72 96 117

number of arrows

FIG . 8: Network sensitivity averaged over netw orks w ith the
sam e num ber of arrow s. A sterisk ( ) show s the network sen—
sitivity of the yeast cellcycle network. E rror bar represent
two tin es standard error.

w ork state to evolve to its attractor, which isequalto the
length of its tra ectory [L0]. The result shows that CN

netw orks have longer transient tin es and thus are m ore
chaotic than RN networks (unless the RN netw orks have
long attracting lim it cycles). T he average transient tin e
for the yeast celkcycle netw ork is 747, and the probabilk-
iy fora celkcycle network w ith 34 arrow sto have 747
average transient tine is 72% .

W e then calculated the network sensitivity s [11] forall
netw orks [see F ig. 8]. Network sensitiviy is the average
expected number of node state changes in the output
given a one node state change in the input. In other
words, s calculates the average ham m ing distance of the
output states of the network for all ham m ing neighbor
nput states (ie. hamm ing distance = 1). Ifs < 1, the
network is ordered, where uctuations in node states die
out quickly and rem ain localized. Ifs > 1, the network is
chaotic, where uctuations spread across the entire net—
work. W hen s = 1, the network is crtical. The result
Indicates that networks in both ensambles were chaotic
on average w th any num ber of arrow s w ithin the range
we studied. s Increases m onotonically w ith the number
ofarrow s in a network. The values of s for RN ensamble
rem ain sm aller than those for the CN ensam ble dem on—
strating that CN netw orks are indeed m ore chaotic than
RN networks. T he yeast cell-cycle netw ork has a netw ork
sensitivity of 127, which ism ore ordered than the aver—
age, and the probability for a network w ith 34 arrow s In
the CN ensamble to have s 127 isonly 3.0% . Thus
the actual cell cycke is rem arkably ordered despite the
fact that the functional constraint of perform ing the cell
cycle drives netw orks to be m ore chaotic.
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E. D ynam icalresponse to structural perturbations.

To check and com pare how the networks respond to
structuralperturbations, w e perform ed the sam e kinds of
alerationsdescribed n Liet al. P]on allnetworks In the
two ensam bles. T he alterations inclided deleting arrow s
from , adding arrow s to and sw itching the signs of arrow s
In the networks. W e assessed the response by calculating
the percentage of perturbed netw orks that retain their
original biggest attractor [see Fig. 9 (a)] and also the
relative change In the size B of the basin of attraction
for the original biggest attractors [see Fig. 9 (©)]. The
percentages of perturbed netw orks in the two ensem bles
that retan their originalbiggest attractor both increase
Initially when the number of arrow s in the network is
an all. T he percentages are sin ilar when there are about
34 to 54 arrow s in the networks but as the num ber of
arrow s exceeds 60, the percentage for the RN ensamble
drops quickly and the percentage for the CN ensemble
rem ainshigh. T he percentage for yeast celtcycle netw ork
(68% ) is an aller than the average for CN networks w ith
the sam e number of arrow s. T he probability to cbtain
an equal or higher percentage is 82 .3% , indicating that
the yeast cellcyclke network has a worse than average
robustness w ith respect to such structuralperturbations.

W e noticed from the distrbutionsof B=B that there
is a higher chance for perturbations to have a deleterious
e ect to networks in the CN ensem ble where the change
In the sizes of basins of attraction is usually negative.
However, there is a m uch higher chance for netw orks in
the RN ensemble to com pletely lose the origihalbiggest
attractor ( B=B = 1), which is even m ore unfavorable.
The above e ects should be attributed to the smn aller
basins of attraction for networks in the RN ensamble.
The average B =B for yeast cellcycl network is -0.326
and the probability for a CN network with 34 arrows
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FIG . 10: Fractions of tra ctories of the perturbed networks
starting from the \excited" G; state that still evolve to the
biological G stationary state and fraction of cellcycle pro—
cesses of the perturbed netw orks rem ain unchanged. A sterisk
() and cross (x) show the fraction of traectories reaching
G 1 stationary state and fraction of celtcycle processes un-—
changed, respectively, for perturbed yeast cellcycle netw orks.
E rror bar reprensent one standard error.

to have average B=B value 0326 is 90.9% . This
again signi es a worse than average robustness for the
yeast celkcycle network.

F . Stability of the cell cycle process.

Finally, we checked how many perturbed networks
from the CN ensemble could stillm aintain the celtcycle
process [see Fig. 10]. Starting from the \excited" G;



state, the fraction of tra gctories reaching the G; sta—
tionary state and the fraction of celtcycle processes un-—
changed increase as the num ber of arrow s in the netw ork
Increases. The fraction of trafctories reaching the G,
stationary state and the fraction of cellcycle processes
unchanged for the yeast celkcycle network are 0.54 and
023 respectively. T he probability fora CN netw ork w ith
34 arrow stom aintain  54% oftra fctories reaching the
G 1 stationary state and 23% of cellcyck processes
unchanged are 80.6% and 62.1% respectively.

V. DISCUSSION

W e presented a maxinum entropy analysis m ethod
that can reveal the underlying structural constraints, as
well as the statistical signi cance of various dynam ical
properties, of netw orks that perform a certain function.
W e applied this m ethod to the yeast cellcycle netw ork
and the accom panying cellcycle process 9].

W e dem onstrated that requiring a netw ork to produce
an activation cascade, e g. the cellcycl process, requires
the network to have positive feed—forward and negative
feedback interactions between their nodes. It is not jast
the case that this is a good design principle to realize
a long transient cascade; i is essentially the only way
to achieve it generically, and yields an exam ple of how
netw ork function constrains network structure.

W e also showed that certain dynam ical features arise
purely asa consequence ofperform ing the cellcycle func—
tion. C om pared to the random RN ) ensem ble, networks
In the cellcycle CN) ensemble had much larger basins
of attraction, a higher degree of convergence of tra fcto—
ries, longer transient tin es, and m ore chaotic behavior,
as m easured by the network sensitivity s. T hese prop—
erties m ay be essential for networks to produce a long
sequence of state transitions. T he Iong tra fctory of the
cell-cycle processprovidesm any possblem ergepoints for
other tra fctories, which certainly contribute to the high
degree of convergence in the network dynam ics and the
large basin of attraction for G; stationary state. Thus
the existence of this globally attracting tra fctory ofthe
dynam ics alone can explain to a certain extent the ob—
served robustness against dynam ical perturbations.

O n the other hand, w ith respect to structural pertur-
bations, the actualyeast cellcycl is relatively less robust
com pared to other networks in the CN ensamble. This
is In stark contrast to the high degree of dynam ical or-
der displayed by the cell cycle network, which suggests
that therem ay be a trade o between ordered dynam ics

and structural robustness. T he network sensitivity [11],

which m easures the degree of order, calculates how sen—
sitive a network is to uctuations In the states of the
nodes, which isa m a pr source of variation in a cellpop—
ulation [12{15]. Evolution m ay have favored a design for

the yeast cellcycle netw ork that is ordered and less sen—
sitive to  uctuations In the states of the nodes eg. i
has been reported that there is on average only 1 copy

of SW IS5 mRNA per cell in yeast [L6]), by sacri cing ro—
bustness against perturbations to the netw ork structure.

However, we expect that the com plete yeast cellcycle

netw ork ism ore robust against such perturbations since

it has \redundant" com ponentsand connectionsthat per—
form sim flar pbs.

In any case, the observation that only 3% ofrandom Iy
chosen cell cycle networks with 34 arrow s are m ore or—
dered (as m easured by the sensitivity s) than the real
cell cycle netw ork reveals an unsuspected but signi cant
selection pressure for ordered dynam ics that cannot be
explained by the functional requirem ent of m aintaining
the cell cycle process; indeed the finctional requirem ent
ofm aintaining the cell cycle proccess oroes the dynam —
ics in the opposite direction, ie. to be m ore chaotic.
Sin ilarly, we have seen that sin ply requiring a long cell
cycle to occur autom atically raises the average degree of
convergence of tra gctories. H ow ever, even after account-
Ing for this increase w thin the functionalensemble, only
44% of all cell cycle networks with 34 arrows have a
greater degree of convergence, re ecting an evolutionary
pressure for convergent dynam ics above and beyond that
necessitated by the requirem ents of the cell cycle alone.

A though we have focused on a singlke biological exam —
pl, the cell cycl, our analysis m ethod is quite general.
Tt would be interesting to perform it on otherm esoscopic
scale netw orks that have a com parable num ber of com —
ponents to uncover their structural and dynam ical con—
straints. M ore generally, we believe these techniques of
sim ultaneously analyzing both structural and finctional
ensam blesofnetw orksw illprove usefilin the largerquest
to deduce general principles goveming relations betw een
structure, dynam ics, finction, robustness and evolution.
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