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In nite-O rder P ercolation and G iant F luctuations in a P rotein Interaction N etw ork
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W e investigate a m odel protein interaction network whose links represent interactions between
Individual proteins. This network evolves by the fiinctional duplication of proteins, supplem ented
by random link addition to account for m utations. W hen link addition is dom nant, an In nite-
order percolation transition arises as a function of the addition rate. In the opposite 1im it of high
duplication rate, the network exhibits giant structural uctuations in di erent realizations. For
biologically-relevant grow th rates, the node degree distribbution has an algebraic tailw ith a peculiar

rate dependence for the associated exponent.

PACS numbers: 0250Cw, 05404, 0550+ g, 87.18.Sn

Interprotein interactions underlie the perform ance of
vital biological functions. O rganism s wih sequenced
genom es, such as the yeast S. cerevisiae 'E:], provide in —
portant test beds for analyzing protein interaction net—
works 'E:]. T he num ber of Interactions per protein of S.
cerevisiae follow s a pow er-law i_j{rﬁ], a feature com m on to
m any com plex netw orks, such as the Intemet, the world—
w ide web, and m etabolic netw orks i_é]. Sim ilar behavior
is exhibited by protein interaction networks of various
bacteria fj]. Based on the observational data, sinple
proteom e grow th m odels have recently been form ulated
to account for the evolution of this interaction netw ork
f_g{:_l-]_;], w here proteins are viewed as the nodes ofa graph
and links connect functionally related proteins.

In this work, we detem ine the structure of a m ini-
m al protein interaction network m odel that evolves by
the biologically-nspired processes of protein duplication
and subsequent m utation. That is, the functionaliy of
a duplicate protein is sim ilar, but not identical, to the
original and can gradually evolve w ith tin e due to mu—
tations Ei]. W ithin a rate equation approach I_l-z_i,t_L-Z_’;], we
show that: (i) the system undergoesan n nite-orderper—
colation transition as a function of m utation rate, with
a rate-dependent powerdaw cluster-size distrbution ev—
eryw here below the threshold, (il there are giant uc-
tuations in network structure and no selfaveraging for
large duplication rate, and (i) the degree distrbution
has an algebraic tailw ith a peculiar rate-dependent ex—
ponent when the duplication and m utation rates have
biologically realistic values. Som e agpects of this last re—
sult were recently seen {_f(_)',:_fl:]

In them odel, nodesare added sequentially and the new
node duplicates a random ly chosen pre-existing \target"
node, viz., the new node links to each of the neighbors
of the target w ith probability 1 ; each new node also
links to any previous node w ith probability =N , where
N is the current total num ber of nodes F ig. :}:) . Thus
an arbitrary num ber of clusters can m erge when a single
node is introduced. A s we now discuss, this unusualdy—
nam ics appears to be responsible for the unconventional
percolation properties of this netw ork in the 1im it of zero
duplication rate but niemutation rate ( = 0, > 0).
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FIG.1l. Growth steps of the protein interaction network:
The new node duplicates 2 out of the 3 links between the
target node (shaded) and its neighbors. Each successful du—
plication occurs w ith probability 1 (solid lines). T he new
node also attaches to any other netw ork node w ith probability

=N (dotted lines). Thus 3 previously disconnected clusters
are pined by the com plete event.
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Let C5 N ) be the expected num ber of clusters of size
s 1. This cluster size distrdbution obeys the rate equa—
tion

dce sc, ¥ n X ¥ osc,
= + e ——
dN N n! ) N
n=0 S1 n $F=1
where the sum is over all s; 1;:::; 1 such that
s+ ntHIls= s.The rsttem on the right-hand side

ofEqg. (';I:) accounts for the loss 0ofC 5 due to the linking of
a cluster of size s w ith the new ly-introduced node. The
gain tem accounts orallm erging processes ofn iniially
separated clusters whose totalsize iss 1.

Soling for the rst few Cs N ), we see that they are
all proportionalto N . Thus writing Cs (N i]= N cs, and
introducing the generating function g(z) = | , scs €%,
Eqg. @) becom es

g= J+ @+ ghet @, @)

where g’ = dg=dz. To detegt the percolation transition,
we use the fact that g(0) = Scs s the fraction ofnodes
within nite clusters. T hus the size ofthe in nite cluster
(the giant com ponent) sNG = N (1 g()). Suppose
that we are In the non-percolating phase; thism eansthat
g(0) =pl. In this regin e, the average cluster size equals
hsi=  s?cs = g°(0). To determ e g°(0), we substiute
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the expansion g(z) = 1+ zg°(0) + ::: into Eq. {) and

take the z ! 0 lim it. This yields a quadratic equation
or g®(0) with solution
0 _ . 2 P 1 4 .
g ()= hsi= 52 : (3)

Thishasa realsolution only for 1=4, thus identifying
the percolation threshold as . = 1=4. For > ., we
express ¢°(0) in term s of the size of the giant com ponent
by settingz= 0 In Eq. (:_2) to give

e S+G6 1

0
0)= ——: 4

g ) T e ©) )

W hen ! coweuse G ! 0 to smplify Eqg. @) al:ld
ndbsi! (1 o) .?= 12.0n theotherhand, Eq. @)
showsthathsi! 4when ! < from below . T hus the

average size of the nite clusters Jum ps discontinuously
from 4 to 12 as passesthrough .= ;.

T he cluster size distrdbution ¢ exhibits distinct behav—
Jorsbelow, at, and above the percolation transition. For
< ., the asym ptotic behavior of ¢ can be read o
from the behavior of the generating function asz ! 0.

If ¢ has the power-law behavior

cs Bs as s! 1; )

then the corresponding generating finction g(z) has the
ollow ing am allz expansion

giz)=1+g°0)z+B @ Y ( z) 24 ::i:: 6)

The regular tem s are needed to reproduce the known
zeroth and rst derivatives of the generating function,
w hile the asym ptotic behavior is controlled by the dom i
nant singulartemn ( z) 2. Higher-order reqular tem s
are asym ptotically irrelevant. Substituting this expan—
sion Into Eq. (:2:) we nd that the dom inant termm s are of
the orderof ( z) 3. Balancing all contribbutions of this
order gives

2
=1+ —p=—: (7)
1 1 4

Intriguingly, a power-law cluster size distrdbution w ith a
non-universalexponent arises forall < .. In contrast
to ordinary critical phenom ena, the entire range < .

is critical.
The power-daw tail i plies that the size of the largest
cluster s, .x grow s as a power law o%the system size.
From the extrem e statistics criterion 6. N G = 1

andtheasymptfgtjcsoqu. ("gJ),we ndspax / NCO D,
P2

OrSpax / N2 ¢ . In contrast, for conventional per-
colation below threshold, the largest cluster has size
Swax / InN , re ecting the exponential tail of the cluster
size distrbution [14].

At the transition, Eq. (}) gives = 3. However, the
naive asym ptotics ¢ / s 3 cannot be correct as it in —
plies that g°(0) diverges. Sim ilarly, we cannot expand

the generating function as n Eq. @) wih = 3, sihce
the sihgular tetrm (1) ( z) hasan In nie prefac-
tor. A s in other situations w here the order of a singular
term coincides w ith a regular tem , we anticipate a log—
arithm ic correction. T hus consider the m odi ed expan—
sion g(z) = 1+ 4z + zu(z)+ :::; where u (z) vanishes
slower than any power of z, as z ! 0. Substiuting
this nto Eqg. ('_2), setting = ., and equating singu-
lar tem s yields @ + u)zu’+ u? = 0. Solving this dif-
ferential equation asym ptotically we cbtain the lading
behavioru 8=In( z);this indeed vanishes slow er than
any powerofz forz ! 0. Substituting this form foru (z)
In them odi ed expansion for g(z) and inverting yields

8
Cs m as s! 1: (8)

T hus exactly at the transition, the clister size distrdbu-—
tion acquires a logarithm ic correction. This result also
In plies that the size of the largest com ponent scales as
Smax / N1™2=IN .

Above the percolation transition, both g(0) = 1 G
and ¢°(0) Eqg. (:ff)) are nie, so that the expansion for
g(z) hastheform g@z)=1 G+ QP(O) z+ ::: Substituting
this Into Eq. ('_2) one can show that: (i) the full expan—
sion ofg(z) is reqular in z, and (i) the generating fuinc—
tion diverges at z = 1=s . This latter fact in plies that
c / e % ass ! 1 . The location of the singulariy
is detem ined by the condition €2t @ 1) = 1., Thisgives
s ! 16=G as ! <. Realistic protein interaction net—
works are alw ays above the percolation transition, eg.,
for yeast the giant com ponent includes 54% of allnodes
and 68% ofthe links ofthe system B]; thus a giant com —
ponent alw ays exists and the clister-size distrbution has
an exponential tail.

T he size of the giant com ponent G () is obtained by
solving Eq. @) nearz = 0. A lengthy analysis [[5] show s
that near the percolation threshold:

G ()/ exp ?ﬁ; ©)

so that allderivativesofG ( ) vanish as ! <. Thusthe
transition is of in nite order. Sin ilar behavior has been
recently observed [16{18,13] for several grow ing netw ork
m odels w here single nodes and links were introduced In—
dependently. This generic growth m echanisn seem s to
give rise to findam entally new percolation phenom ena.
W e now exam ine the com plem entary lim it ofno m uta—
tions ( = 0) and show that Individualrealizations ofthe
evolution lead to widely di ering results. Consider rst
the lim i of determ inistic duplication of = 0 where all
the links of the duplicated protein are com pleted. T here
is still a stochastic elem ent in this grow th, as the node
to be duplicated is chosen random ¥y. W hen = 0, the
rate equation approach [Egs. ('_l-fl:){ C_l-g:) below ] predicts
that the degree distrbbution Ny (de ned as the number



of nodes that are linked to k other nodes) is given by
Ny=2@1 2NF 1.

However, this \solution" does not correspond to the
outcom e of any single realization of the duplication pro—
cess. To appreciate this, consider the sim ple and generic
niial state of two nodes that are pined by a single link.
W e denote this graph asK 1;1, ollow iIng the graph theo-
retic tem inology Il9] that K ,,, denotes a com plete bi-
partite graph In which every node In the subgraph of
size n is linked to every node In the subgraph of size
m . Duplicating one of the nodes n K 1;; gives K 3;; or
K 1,2, equiprobably. By continuing to duplicate nodes,
one nds that at every stage the network always rem ains
a com plete bipartite graph, say Kk, «, and that every
valie ofk = 1;:: N 1 occurs w ith equal probability
Fi. :_2) . Thus the degree distribution rem ains singular {
i isalwaysthe sum oftwo dela functions!
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FIG .2. Evolution of the com plete bipartite graph Kn ;n
after one determ inistic duplication event. O nly the links em —
anating from the top nodes of each com ponent are shown.

For xed N ,we average over all realizations ofthe evo-
Jution to obtain the average degree distribution

k 1
1

WNgi=2 1 10)

C om puting IN i 1 for other generic JnJrJaloondJrJons, eg.
com plete m -partite graphs and ring graphs fl5], we nd
that the Initial condition dependence persists throughout
the evolution. M ore Im portantly, selfaveraging breaks
down: di erent realizationsofthe grow th lead to statisti-
cally distinguishable netw orks. Sin ilargiant uctuations
arise in the general case of in perfect duplication where

= 0and > 0 [15]. To illustrate the origin of these
m acroscopic uctuations, consider the netw ork grow th In
the lm i 1. The probability that the rst few dupli-
cation steps are com plte (@Il eligble links are created)
is close to one. For this iniial developm ent, the degrees
of each node increase and the probability to create iso-
lated nodes becom es very am all as the network grows.
O n the other hand, ifthe rst duplication event was to—
tally Incom plete, an isolated node would be created. The
creation of isolated nodes necessarily leads to m ore iso-
lated nodes but subsequent duplication events. T hus the
num ber of isolated nodes is a non-selfaveraging quantity.

In a sim ilar fashion, the num ber of nodes of degree k for
any niek > 0 is also non-selfaveraging.

F inally, we Investigate to the evolution of the netw ork
when both incom plte duplication and m utation occur
( < 1land > 0). Let us st detem Ine the average
node degree of the network, D, for such general rates.
In each growth step, the average num ber of links L in—

creasesby + (1 )D . Therefore, L = [_+ (U8 )D IN .
Combining thiswith D = 2L=N gives [,10d]
p-_2 1)
2 1

a result that appliesonly when > .= 1=2.Below this
threshold, the num ber of links grow s as

dN

and combiningwith D N ) = 2L N )=N ,we nd
(

f2a )=, 12)
N,

nie > 1=2,
DN)= nN = 1=2, 13)

const: Nt 2 < 1=2.
W ithout mutation ( = 0) the average node degree al-
ways scales as N ' 2, so that a realistic nite average
degree is recovered only when = 1=2. Thusm utations

ply a constructive role, as a nite average degree arises
for any duplication rate > 1=2.

W e now consider this case of > 1=2 and > 0 and
apply the rate equation approach {_12_:,:;[;;] to study the
degree distrbution Ny N ). The degree k of a node in—
creasesby oneatarmateAy = (1 )k+ .The rsttem
arisesbecause ofthe contrbution from duplication, while
m utation leads to the k-independent contrbution. The
rate equations for the degree distribution are therefore
ANk _ Ax 1Ny Aka+Gk: 14)

dN N
The rst two tem s account for processes in which the
node degree increases by one. The source tetm Gy de-
scribes the Introduction of a new node of k links, w ith
a of these links created by duplication and b = k a
greated by mutation. The probability of the formm er is

s als o @ F ° 2, whereng = Ng=N is the prob-
ability that a node of degree s is chosen for duplication,
while the probability ofthe latteris e =b!. Since du-
plication and random attachm ent are independent pro—
cesses, the source termm is

X xR s b

G = Ng 1 FS%—e (15)
a b!

atb=k s=a

|ﬂ'|
o

From Eqg.
tuting N NV )

), the Ny grow lnearly with N . Substi-
N nyx in the rate equations yields

+ 1 Gk

k+1 n= k 1+ ng 1+

16)



Sihce Gy dependson ng foralls  k, the above equation
is not a recursion. However, or large k, we can reduce
i to a recursion by smp]eapproXJmatJons Ask! 1,
them ain contribution to the sum n Eq. ¢15) ariseswhen
b is an all, so that a is close to k, and the summ and is
sharply peaked around s k=(1 ). This sin pli esthe
sum , aswem ay replace the lower Iim it by s= k, and ng
by is valie at s = k=(1 ). Further, if n, decays as
k ,wewrteng= (1 ) nx and sim plify G to

D . ® b
Gy @ )ng L @ yos K o
s=k b=0
=@C ) 'ng; a7
since the form er binom ialsum equals (1 ) L.
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FIG . 3. D egree distrdbution nx versus k for the protein in-
teraction network with = 0:53 and = 0:06. Shown is
the distrbution or N = 10°, 10%, and 10° (oottom to top),
with 10?, 10°, and 20 realizations respectively. A straight line
(dotted) of the predicted slope of 2:37 is shown for visual
reference. The Inset show s the degree distrdbbution exponent

as a function of from the num erical solution ofEq. (g&:) .

Thusfork ! 1 ,Eq. {_ié) reduces to a recursion re—
lation, from which we deduce that nx has the power-law
behavior k ,wih detem ined from the relation

()=1+ a ) “: 18)

N otice that the replacem ent ofng by (@ ) N is valid
only asym ptotically. T his explains the slow convergence
of the degree distrbution to the predicted power law
form Eig. :3!) Intriguingly, the exponent () is In—-
dependent of the mutation rate IEO- N evertheless,
the presence of mutations ( > 0) is vial to suppress
the non-selfaveraging as the network evolves and thus
m ake possible a am ooth degree distribution. Ifwe adopt

= 053, as suggested by observations @: we obtain

= 2373 ::3 com pared to the num erical sin ulation re-
sakof =25 04 (14].

In sum m ary, network grow th by duplication and mu—
tation leads to rich behavior wih an in nite-order per-
colation transition and no selfaveraging in the absence
of mutations. W ithout mutation, di erent realizations
ofthe netw ork lead to drastically di erent outcom es and
each outcom e is itself singular. M utations are needed to
form networks that are statistically sin ilar to observed
protein interaction networks. Thus mutations seem to
play a constructive role in form ing robust netw orksw hose
functioning realizes the prin ary purpose of m utations.
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R0O] Ref. tlll] used an approxin ation to the rate equations
that apply only as ! 0 and obtained a di erent fom
for the exponent than that predicted in Eq. d18|



