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T he next step in the understanding of the genom e organization, after the determ ination
of com plete sequences, involves proteom ics. T he proteom e includes the whole set of
protein-protein interactions, and two recent independent studies have shown that its
topology displays a num ber of surprising features shared by other com plex netw orks,
both natural and arti cial. In order to understand the origins of this topology and
its evolutionary im plications, we present a sin ple m odel of proteom e evolution that
is able to reproduce m any of the observed statistical regularities reported from the
analysis of the yeast proteom e. O ur results suggest that the observed pattems can be
explained by a process ofgene duplication and diversi cation that would evolve proteom e
netw orks under a selection pressure, favoring robustness against failure of its individual
com ponents.

K eywords: G enom ics, proteom ics, gene duplication, sm all-w orld, netw orks

1. Introduction

T he genom e isone ofthe m ost fascihating exam ples ofthe in portance ofem ergence
from network interactions. The recent sequencing of the hum an genom e E]
revealed som e unexpected features and con m ed that \the sequence is only the
rst kvel of understanding of the genom e" |BB]. T he next fiindam ental step beyond
the determ nation of the genom e sequence nvolves the study of the properties of
the proteins the genes encode, aswellas their interactions @ 1. P rotein interactions
play a key roke at m any di erent levels and its failire can lead to cellm alfinction
or even apoptosis, in som e cases triggering neoplastic transform ation. T his is the
case, or exam ple, of the feedback loop between two weltknown proteins, M DM 2
and p53: in som e types of cancers, am pli cation ofthe rst (an oncoprotein) leads
to the hactivation ofp53, a tum orsuppressor gene that is central in the controlof
the cell cycle and death [7].
U nderstanding the speci c details of protein-protein interactions is an essen—
tial part of our understanding of the proteom e, but a com plem entary approach is
provided by the observation that network-lke e ects play also a key rol. U sing
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again p53 as an exam ple, this gene is actually nvolved in a large num ber of inter—
action pathw ays dealing w ith cell signaling, the m aintenance of genetic stability, or
the induction of cellular di erentiation @]. The failure In p53, as when a highly
connected node in the Intemet breaks ﬂ], has severe consequences.

A dditional insight is provided by the cbservation that In m any cases the total
suppression of a given gene in a given organisn leads to a sm all phenotypic e ect
oreven no e ect at all ,@]. T hese observations support the idea that, although
som e genesm ight play a key role and their suppression is kthal, m any others can be
replaced In their fuinction by som e redundancy in plicit in the netw ork of interacting
proteins.

P rotein-protein interaction m aps have been studied, at di erent levels, In a
variety of organism s lncliding viruses EE], prokaryotes @], yeast EJ, and
m ulticellilar organism s such asC . ekgans @].M ost previous studies have used the
so—called tw o-hybrid assay E]based on the properties of site-speci ¢ transcriptional
activators. A though di erences exist between di erent tw o-hybrid pro gcts [@] the
statistical pattems used In our study are robust.

R ecent studies have revealed a surprising resul: the protein-protein interaction
netw orks In the yeast Saccharom yces cerevisiae share som e universal features w ith
other com plex networks @]. T hese studies actually o er the rst globalview of
the proteom e m ap. T hese are very heterogeneous netw orks: T he probability P (k)
that a given protein interacts w ith other k proteins is given by a power law, ie.
P k) k wih 25 (see gure[l), with a sharp cuto for large k. This
distribution isthusvery di erent from the P oissonian shape expected from a sin ple

(E rdosR enyi) random graph E]. A dditionally, these m aps also display the so—
called smallworld (SW ) e ect:they are highly clustered (ie.each node hasa well-
de ned neighborhood of \close" nodes) but them inin um distance between any two
random ly chosen nodes In the graph is short, a characteristic feature of random

graphs @].

A sshown In previous studies ] thistype ofnetw orks is extrem ely robust against
random node rem ovalbut also very fragile when rem oval is perform ed selectively
on the m ost connected nodes. SW netw orks appear to be present in a wide range
of systam s, ncluding arti cial ones @,E,E,@] and also In neural netw orks @,@],
m etabolic pathw ays ,@E] (see also @]), even In hum an language organization

E]. T he In plications of these topologies are enom ous also for our understanding
of epidem ics @,@]

T he experin ental observations on the proteom e map can be summ arized as
ollow s:

(1) The proteom em ap is a sparse graph, w ith a sm allaverage num ber of links
per protein. In @] an average connectivity K 19 23 was reported
for the proteom e m ap of S. cerevisiae. T his cbservation is also consistent
w ith the study of the global organization of the E . coli gene netw ork from
available inform ation on transcriptional regulation 341
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Fig.1l. D egree distributions for two di erent data sets from the Yeast proteom e: A : Ref. [@];

B: Ref. B]. Both distributions display scaling behavior in their degree distribution P (k), ie.

P (k) k ,a sharp cuto for large k and very sm all average connectivities: K = 1:83 (total

graph) and Ky = 2:3 (giant com ponent), respectively. T he slopes are a 25 0:15 and
B 24 021.

(2) texhbitsa SW pattem, di erent from the properties displayed by purely
random (P oissonian) graphs.

(3) The degree distribution of links ollow s a powerJaw with a welkde ned
cut-o .To bem ore precise, Jeong et al. [E] reported a functional form for
the degree distrbution of S. cerevisiae

Pk’ otk e F: i)

A best t ofthe realdata to this form yields a degree exponent 235
and a cuto k¢ 20.This could have adaptive signi cance as a source of
robustness against m utations.

In this paper we present a m odel of proteom e evolution aim ed at capturing the
m aln properties exhibited by protein netw orks. T he basic ingredients of the m odel
are gene duplication plus re-w iring of the protein interactions, two elem ents known
to be the essential driving forces in genom e evolution E]. T he m odel does not
Include functionality or dynam ics of the proteins involved, but it is a topologically—
based approxin ation to the overall features of the proteom e graph and intends to
capture som e of the generic features of proteom e evolution.

D uring the com plktion of this work we becam e aware of a paperby Vazquez et
al, Ref. @], in which a related m odel of proteom e evolution, show Ing m ultifractal
connectivity properties, is described and analyzed.

2. P roteom e grow th m odel

H ere we restrict our rules to single-gene duplications, which occur in m ost casesdue
to unequalcrossover E], plus rew iring.M ultiple duplications should be considered
In future extensions of these m odels: m olecular evidence show s that even whole—
genom e duplications have actually occurred In S. cerevisiae @] (see also Ref. @]) .
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Fig. 2. Growing network by duplication of nodes. First (a) duplication occurs after random ly
selecting a node (arrow ). The links from the newly created node (white) now can experience
deletion () and new links can be created (c); these events occur with probabilities and ,
respectively.

R ew iring has also been used in dynam icalm odels of the evolution of robustness in
com plex organisn s ﬂ].

Tt is worth m entioning that the study of m etabolic networks provides som e
support to the rule of preferential attachm ent E] as a candidate m echanian to ex—
plain the origins of the scale-free topology. Scale-free graphs are easily obtained in
a grow ing netw ork provided that the links to new nodes are m ade preferentially
from nodes that already have m any links. A direct consequence is that vertices
w ith m any connections are those that have been incorporated early. This seem s
to be plausble In the early history of m etabolic nets, and this view is supported
by som e available evidence @]. A sin ilar argum ent can be m ade w ith proteom e
m aps, sihce there are strong connections betw een the evolution ofm etabolic path—
ways and genom e evolution, and other scenarios have also been proposed, including
optin ization @]. Here we do not consider preferential attachm ent rules, although
future studies should explore the possble contrbutions of di erent m echanisn s to
the evolution of netw ork biocom plexity. In this context, new integrated analyses of
cellilar pathways using m icroarrays and quantitative proteom ics E] will help to
obtain a m ore detailed picture ofhow these networks are organized.

T he proteom e graph at any given step t (ie. after t duplications) willbe indi-
cated as  (t). The rules ofthem odel, summ arized in gure E, are in plem ented as
follow s. Each tin e step: (@) one node in the graph is random }y chosen and dupli-
cated; () the links em erging from the new generated node are rem oved w ith prob—
ability ; (€) nally, new links (not previously present) can be created between the
new node and allthe rest ofthe nodesw ith probability .Step (@) in plem ents gene
duplication, in which both the originaland the replicated proteins retain the sam e
structural properties and, consequently, the sam e set of interactions. T he rew iring
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steps (o) and (c) In plem ent the possbl m utations of the replicated gene, which
translate Into the deltion and addition of interactions, w ith di erent probabilities.

Since we have tw o free param eters, we should rst constrain theirpossible values
by using the available em piricaldata.A sa rst step, we can estin ate the asym ptotic
average connectivity exhbied by them odelin a m ean— eld approxin ation (see also
Ref. @]) . Let us indicate by Ky the average connectiviy of the system when it
is com posed by N nodes. It is not di cult to see that the increase in the average
connectivity after one iteration step of the m odel is proportional to

ﬁ’KN+1 KN=iKN 2Ky + 2 Ky) : 21)
dN N
The rstterm acocounts for the duplication of one node, the second represents the
average elin ination of Ky linksem anating from the new node, and the last term
represents the addition of Ky ) new connections pointing to the new node.
Eqg. ) is a linear equation which easily solved, yielding
N

Ky = + K
oy oy

N ; 22)

where =1 2 2 and K is the initial average connectivity of the system .
T his solution leads to an increasing connectivity through tin e. In order to have a
nite K in the lim it of large N , we must in pose the condiion = =N, where
is a constant. That is, the rate of addition of new links (the establishm ent of
new viable Interactions between proteins) is inversely proportionalto the netw ork
size, and thus much sn aller than the deletion rate , in agreem ent w ith the rates
observed In @]. In this case, for large N , we get

dKN—l(l 2 K R 2 3)
dN N AV
T he solution ofthis equation is
Ky = 2 + K 2 Nt2 2 4)
A Yo )

K K, = : 2.5)

T he previous expression im poses the boundary condition > 1=2, necessary in
order to obtain a welkde ned lim iting average connectivity. Eq. @), together
w ith the experim entalestin ates ofK 19 23,allowsto ssta rst restriction to
the param eters and .Imposing K = 2, we are led to the relation

=2 1: (2.6)

M oreover, estin ations of addition and deletion rates and from yeast [ give
a ratioc = 10 3. For proteom es of size N 1, as ;n the case of the yeast,
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Fig.3. A) An example of a an all proteom e interaction m ap (giant com ponent, 1 ) generated

by them odelwith N_= 103, = 058,and = 0:16.B) R eal yeast proteom e m ap obtained from
theM IP S database @].W e can observe the close sin ilitude betw een the realm ap and the output
of the m odel.

this leadsto = 10 °N 1.U sing the safe approxin ation = 025, together

w ith the constraint E), we obtain the approxin ate valies
= 0:58; = 0:d6: 2.7)

which willbe used through the rest of the paper.
Sin ulations of the m odel start orm a connected ring of Ny = 5 nodes, and
proceed by iterating the rules until the desired netw ork size is achieved.

3. Resuls

C om puter sin ulations of the proposed m odel reproduce m any of the regularities
observed in the real proteom e data. A s an exam pl of the output of the m odel,
n gure EA we show an exam ple of the giant com ponent ; (the largest cluster
of connected protens) of a realization of the modelwith N = 10° nodes. This

gure clarly resem bles the giant com ponent of real yeast netw orks, aswe can see
com paring wih gure EB , and we can appreciate the presence of a few highly
connected hubs plus m any nodes w ith a relatively sm all num ber of connections.
T he size of the giant com ponent ©rN = 103, averaged of 10* networks, is § 1 J=
472 87, In good agreem ent with W agner’s data j‘f j= 466 for a yeast wih
a sim ilar total num ber of proteins (the high variance in our result is due to the
large uctuations in the m odel for such sm allnetwork size N ).O n the other hand,
n gureﬂ we plt the connectivity P (k) obtained for networks of size N = 103.
In this gure we observe that the resulting connectivity distrbution can be tted

2F igure kindly provided by W .Basalaj (see http //www clcam wk/ wb204/GD 99/# M ewe:{,) .
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Fig. 4. D egree distribution P (k) for the m odel, averaged over 10* networks of size N = 103.
T he distribution show s a characteristic power law behavior, w ith exponent = 2:5 0:1 and an
exponential cut-o ke’ 28.

to a powerdaw win an exponential cut-o , of the form given by Eq. @), w ith
parameters = 235 0:d and k.’ 28, In good agreem ent w ith the m easurem ents
reported in Refs 431and [Ld1.

An additional observation from W agner’s study of the yeast proteom e is the
presence of SW properties. W e have found also sin ilar topological features in our
m odel, using the considered set of param eters. T he proteom e graph is de ned by
apair = Wy;Ep), whereW , = fp;g; A= 1;::5N ) is the set of N proteins and
Ep, = ffp;;p;99 is the set of edges/connections between proteins. The adpoency
matrix ;j indicatesthat an interaction existsbetween proteinspi;py 2 p (3= 1)
or that the interaction is absent ( ;5 = 0).Two connected proteins are thus called
adpcent and the degree of a given protein is the num ber of edges that connect it
w ith other proteins.

The SW pattem can be detected from the analysis oftw o basic statistical quan—
tities: the clustering coe cient C,, and the average path ength L. Let us consider
the adpcency m atrix and indicateby ;= fp; j i3 = 1g the set ofnearest neighbors
of a protein p; 2 W . The clustering coe cient for this protein is de ned as the
num ber of connections between the proteinsp; 2 @]. D enoting

"
pd X i
L;= i3 k7 3-1)
=1 k2
we de ne the clustering coe cient of the i~th protein as

W= —2k 32)
&= kiks 1)



January 11,2022 954 W SPC /G uidelines protecA C S

8 R.V.Sok, R.PastorSatorras, E. Sm ith, and T . K epler

Table1l. Com parison between the observed regularities in the
yeast proteom e @1, the m odel predictions with N = 103,

= 058 and = 0:16, and a random network w ith the sam e
size and average connectivity as the m odel. T he quantities X
represent averages over the w hole graph; X 9 represent averages
over the giant com ponent.

Yeast proteome Network model Random network

K 1:83 22 035 2:00 0206

K9 23 43 05 2:41 005
25 25 0:1 |

j1 3 466 472 87 795 22

c? 22 10 2 1:0 10 2 15 10 3

L9 7:14 51 05 9:0 04

w here k; is the connectivity ofthe i~th protein. T he clustering coe cient is de ned
as the average of ¢, (i) over all the proteins,

X

Cv= o @); B3)

1
N i=1
and it provides a m easure of the average fraction of pairs of neighbors of a node
that are also neighbors of each other.

The average path length L isde ned as follow s: G iven two proteinsp;;ps 2 W o,
¥t Ly i (1)) be the m nimum path length connecting these two proteins in .
T he average path length L w illbe:

2 R
L= m)Kijin(l;]) (34)

Random graphs, where nodes are random ly connected w ith a given probability p
E], have a clustering coe cient inversely proportionalto the network size, C ¢
K =N , and an average path length proportional to the logarithm of the network
size, L™"4  logN =Iogk .At the other extrem e, reqular Jattices w ith only nearest—
neighbor connections am ong units are typically clustered and exhbit long average
paths. G raphsw ih SW structure are characterized by a high clusteringwih C,,
crand whil possessing an average path com parablew ith a random graph w ith the
sam e connectivity and num ber of nodes.

In Tab]eljl we report the valnesofK, ,j 1 3 Cy,and L for ourm odel, com —
pared with the values reported for the yeast S. cerevisiae @,@], and the values
corresoonding to a random graph w ith size and connectivity com parable w ith both
the m odel and the real data. E xcept the average connectivity of the giant com —
ponent, which is slightly larger for the m odel, all the m agnitudes for the m odel
com pare quite wellw ith the valuesm easured for the yeast. O n the other hand, the
values obtained for a random graph support the concture of the SW properties
of the protein netw ork put forward in Ref. @].
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4. D iscussion

T he analysis of com plex biologicalnetw orks In temm s of random graphs is not new .
E arly work suggested that the understanding of som e general principles of genom e
organization m ight be the result of em ergent properties w ithin random networks
of Interacting units @,@] An inportant di erence em erges, however, from the
new results about highly heterogeneous netw orks: the topological organization of
m etabolic and protein graphs is very di erent from the one expected under totally
random w iring and as a result of their heterogeneity, new qualitative phenom ena
em erge (such as the robustness against m utation) . T his supports the view that cel-
lular functions are carried out by netw orksm ade up by m any species of interacting
m olecules and that netw orks of Interactionsm ight be at least as in portant as the
units them selves EE]

O ur study has shown that the m acroscopic features exhbited by the proteom e
are also present In our sin ple m odel. This is surprising, since it is cbvious that
di erent proteins and protein interactions play di erent roles and operate under
very di erent tin e scales and our m odel lacks such speci c properties, dynam ics
or explicit functionality. U sing estin ated rates of addition and deletion of protein
Interactions aswellas the average connectivity ofthe yeast proteom e, w e accurately
reproduce the avaibble statistical reqularities exhibited by the real proteom e. In
this context, although data from yeast m ight involre several sources ofbias, it has
been shown that the sam e type of distrdbution is observable in other organism s,
such as the protein interaction m ap of the hum an gastric pathogen H elicobacter
pybrior in the p53 network (Jeong and B arabasi, personal com m unication).

T hese results suggest that the global organization of protein interaction m aps
can be explained by m eans of a sin ple process of gene duplication plus diversi ca-
tion. T hese are indeed the m echanisn s known to be operating in genom e evolution
(@though the m agnitude of the duplication event can be di erent). O ne in por—
tant point to be explored by further extensions of this m odel is the origin of the
speci cparam etersused. T he use of evolutionary algorithm s and optin ization pro—
cedures m ight provide a consistent explanation of the particular valies observed
and their relevance in tem s of finctionality. A di erent source of validation of
our m odel m ight be the study of proteom e m aps resulting from the evolution of
resident genom es E]: the genom es of endosym bionts and cellilar organelles display
an evolutionary degradation that som ehow describe an inverse rule of proteom e re—
duction . R eductive evolution can be alm ost extrem e, and available data of resident
proteom es m ight help to understand how proteom e m aps get sim pli ed under the
environm ental conditions de ned by the host genom e. If highly connected nodes
ply a relevant role here, perhaps resident genom es shrink by loosing weakly con—
nected nodes rst.

M ost of the classic literature w thin this area dealw ith the phylogenetic conse—
quences of duplication and do not consider the underlying dynam ics of Interactions
between genes. W e can see, however, that the nal topology has nontrivial con—
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sequences: this type of scale-free netw ork w ill display an extraordinary robustness
against random rem ovalof nodes ﬂ] and thus it can have a selective role. But an
open question arises: is the scalefree organization observed in real proteom es a
byproduct of the pattem of duplication plus rew iring (erhaps under a low -cost
constraint n w iring) and thus we have \robustness for free"? The altemative is
of course a ne-tuning of the process In which selection for robustness has been
obtained by acospting or reecting single changes. Further m odel approxin ations
and m olecular data m ight provide answ ers to these findam ental questions.
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