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The nextstep in the understanding ofthe genom e organization,afterthe determ ination
of com plete sequences, involves proteom ics. The 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 networks,
both natural and arti�cial. In order to understand the origins of this topology and
its evolutionary im plications, we present a sim ple m odel of proteom e evolution that
is able to reproduce m any of the observed statistical regularities reported from the
analysis ofthe yeast proteom e.O ur results suggest that the observed patterns can be
explained by a processofgeneduplication and diversi�cation thatwould evolveproteom e
networksundera selection pressure,favoring robustnessagainstfailure ofitsindividual
com ponents.

K eywords:G enom ics,proteom ics,gene duplication,sm all-world,networks

1. Introduction

Thegenom eisoneofthem ostfascinatingexam plesoftheim portanceofem ergence

from network interactions.The recent sequencing ofthe hum an genom e [23,38]

revealed som e unexpected features and con�rm ed that \the sequence is only the

� rstlevelofunderstanding ofthe genom e" [38].Thenextfundam entalstep beyond

the determ ination ofthe genom e sequence involvesthe study ofthe propertiesof

theproteinsthegenesencode,aswellastheirinteractions[12].Protein interactions

play a key roleatm any di�erentlevelsand itsfailurecan lead to cellm alfunction

oreven apoptosis,in som e casestriggering neoplastic transform ation.This is the

case,for exam ple,ofthe feedback loop between two well-known proteins,M DM 2

and p53:in som etypesofcancers,am pli�cation ofthe�rst(an oncoprotein)leads

to theinactivation ofp53,a tum or-suppressorgenethatiscentralin thecontrolof

the cellcycleand death [47].

Understanding the speci�c details ofprotein-protein interactions is an essen-

tialpartofourunderstanding ofthe proteom e,buta com plem entary approach is

provided by the observation that network-like e�ects play also a key role.Using
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again p53 asan exam ple,thisgeneisactually involved in a largenum berofinter-

action pathwaysdealing with cellsignaling,them aintenanceofgeneticstability,or

the induction ofcellulardi�erentiation [39].The failure in p53,as when a highly

connected nodein the Internetbreaks[1],hassevereconsequences.

Additionalinsightisprovided by the observation thatin m any casesthe total

suppression ofa given gene in a given organism leadsto a sm allphenotypic e�ect

oreven no e�ectatall[32,41].Theseobservationssupportthe idea that,although

som egenesm ightplayakey roleand theirsuppression islethal,m any otherscan be

replaced in theirfunction bysom eredundancyim plicitin thenetworkofinteracting

proteins.

Protein-protein interaction m aps have been studied,at di�erent levels,in a

variety oforganism s including viruses [5,13,25],prokaryotes [31],yeast [18],and

m ulticellularorganism ssuch asC.elegans[44].M ostpreviousstudieshaveused the

so-calledtwo-hybridassay[14]basedonthepropertiesofsite-speci�ctranscriptional

activators.Although di�erencesexistbetween di�erenttwo-hybrid projects[16]the

statisticalpatternsused in ourstudy arerobust.

Recentstudieshaverevealed a surprising result:theprotein-protein interaction

networksin the yeastSaccharom yces cerevisiae sharesom euniversalfeatureswith

other com plex networks [35].These studies actually o�er the �rst globalview of

the proteom e m ap.These are very heterogeneousnetworks:The probability P (k)

that a given protein interacts with other k proteins is given by a power law,i.e.

P (k) � k�  with  � 2:5 (see �gure 1),with a sharp cut-o� for large k.This

distribution isthusvery di�erentfrom thePoissonian shapeexpected from asim ple

(Erdos-Renyi)random graph [6,22].Additionally,these m aps also display the so-

called sm all-world (SW )e�ect:they arehighly clustered (i.e.each nodehasa well-

de�ned neighborhood of\close"nodes)butthem inim um distancebetween any two

random ly chosen nodes in the graph is short,a characteristic feature ofrandom

graphs[45].

Asshown in previousstudies[1]thistypeofnetworksisextrem elyrobustagainst

random node rem ovalbutalso very fragile when rem ovalisperform ed selectively

on the m ostconnected nodes.SW networksappearto be presentin a wide range

ofsystem s,including arti�cialones[4,2,10,29]and also in neuralnetworks[45,34],

m etabolic pathways[8,20,43](see also [28]),even in hum an languageorganization

[9].The im plications ofthese topologiesare enorm ousalso forourunderstanding

ofepidem ics[30,24].

The experim entalobservations on the proteom e m ap can be sum m arized as

follows:

(1) Theproteom em ap isa sparsegraph,with a sm allaveragenum beroflinks

per protein.In [42]an average connectivity �K � 1:9� 2:3 was reported

forthe proteom e m ap ofS.cerevisiae.Thisobservation isalso consistent

with the study ofthe globalorganization oftheE.coligenenetwork from

availableinform ation on transcriptionalregulation [36].
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Fig.1. D egree distributions for two di�erent data sets from the Yeast proteom e:A :R ef.[42];
B: R ef.[19]. Both distributions display scaling behavior in their degree distribution P (k), i.e.
P (k)� k

� ,a sharp cut-o� for large k and very sm allaverage connectivities: �K A = 1:83 (total
graph) and �K B = 2:3 (giant com ponent), respectively. The slopes are A � 2:5 � 0:15 and
B � 2:4� 0:21.

(2) Itexhibitsa SW pattern,di�erentfrom thepropertiesdisplayed by purely

random (Poissonian)graphs.

(3) The degree distribution oflinks follows a power-law with a well-de�ned

cut-o�.To bem oreprecise,Jeong etal.[19]reported a functionalform for

the degreedistribution ofS.cerevisiae

P (k)’ (k0 + k)� e� k=kc: (1.1)

A best �t ofthe realdata to this form yields a degree exponent � 2:5

and a cut-o� kc � 20.Thiscould haveadaptivesigni�canceasa sourceof

robustnessagainstm utations.

In thispaperwepresenta m odelofproteom eevolution aim ed atcapturing the

m ain propertiesexhibited by protein networks.The basicingredientsofthe m odel

aregeneduplication plusre-wiring oftheprotein interactions,two elem entsknown

to be the essentialdriving forces in genom e evolution [27].The m odeldoes not

includefunctionality ordynam icsoftheproteinsinvolved,butitisa topologically-

based approxim ation to the overallfeaturesofthe proteom e graph and intendsto

capturesom eofthe genericfeaturesofproteom eevolution.

During thecom pletion ofthiswork webecam eawareofa paperby V�azquezet

al.,Ref.[37],in which a related m odelofproteom eevolution,showing m ultifractal

connectivity properties,isdescribed and analyzed.

2. P roteom e grow th m odel

Herewerestrictourrulestosingle-geneduplications,which occurin m ostcasesdue

tounequalcrossover[27],plusre-wiring.M ultipleduplicationsshould beconsidered

in future extensions ofthese m odels:m olecular evidence shows that even whole-

genom eduplicationshaveactually occurred in S.cerevisiae[46](seealso Ref.[40]).
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Fig.2. G rowing network by duplication ofnodes.First (a) duplication occurs after random ly
selecting a node (arrow). The links from the newly created node (white) now can experience
deletion (b) and new links can be created (c); these events occur with probabilities � and �,
respectively.

Re-wiring hasalso been used in dynam icalm odelsoftheevolution ofrobustnessin

com plex organism s[7].

It is worth m entioning that the study of m etabolic networks provides som e

supportto the rule ofpreferentialattachm ent[4]asa candidate m echanism to ex-

plain the originsofthe scale-freetopology.Scale-freegraphsareeasily obtained in

a growing network 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

with m any connections are those that have been incorporated early.This seem s

to be plausible in the early history ofm etabolic nets,and this view is supported

by som e available evidence [43].A sim ilar argum entcan be m ade with proteom e

m aps,since therearestrong connectionsbetween the evolution ofm etabolicpath-

waysand genom eevolution,and otherscenarioshavealsobeen proposed,including

optim ization [11].Herewe do notconsiderpreferentialattachm entrules,although

future studiesshould explorethepossiblecontributionsofdi�erentm echanism sto

theevolution ofnetwork biocom plexity.In thiscontext,new integrated analysesof

cellular pathwaysusing m icroarraysand quantitative proteom ics[17]willhelp to

obtain a m oredetailed picture ofhow these networksareorganized.

The proteom e graph atany given step t(i.e.aftertduplications)willbe indi-

cated as
p(t).Therulesofthem odel,sum m arized in �gure2,areim plem ented as

follows.Each tim e step:(a)one node in the graph israndom ly chosen and dupli-

cated;(b)thelinksem erging from thenew generated nodearerem oved with prob-

ability �;(c)�nally,new links(notpreviously present)can becreated between the

new nodeand alltherestofthenodeswith probability �.Step (a)im plem entsgene

duplication,in which both the originaland thereplicated proteinsretain thesam e

structuralpropertiesand,consequently,the sam e setofinteractions.The rewiring
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steps (b) and (c) im plem ent the possible m utations ofthe replicated gene,which

translateinto thedeletion and addition ofinteractions,with di�erentprobabilities.

Sincewehavetwofreeparam eters,weshould �rstconstrain theirpossiblevalues

byusingtheavailableem piricaldata.Asa�rststep,wecan estim atetheasym ptotic

averageconnectivity exhibited by them odelin am ean-�eld approxim ation (seealso

Ref.[37]).Let us indicate by �K N the average connectivity ofthe system when it

iscom posed by N nodes.Itisnotdi�cultto see thatthe increase in the average

connectivity afterone iteration step ofthe m odelisproportionalto

d �K N

dN
’ �K N + 1 � �K N =

1

N

�
�K N � 2��K N + 2�(N � �K N )

�
: (2.1)

The �rstterm accountsforthe duplication ofone node,the second representsthe

averageelim ination of��K N linksem anating from the new node,and thelastterm

representsthe addition of�(N � �K N )new connectionspointing to the new node.

Eq.(2.1)isa linearequation which easily solved,yielding

�K N =
�N

�+ �
+

�

�K 1 �
�

�+ �

�

N
�
; (2.2)

where � = 1� 2�� 2� and �K 1 is the initialaverage connectivity ofthe system .

Thissolution leadsto an increasing connectivity through tim e.In orderto have a

�nite �K in the lim it oflarge N ,we m ust im pose the condition � = �=N ,where

� is a constant.That is,the rate ofaddition ofnew links (the establishm ent of

new viable interactionsbetween proteins)isinversely proportionalto the network

size,and thusm uch sm allerthan the deletion rate �,in agreem entwith the rates

observed in [42].In thiscase,forlargeN ,weget

d �K N

dN
=

1

N
(1� 2�)�K N +

2�

N
: (2.3)

The solution ofthisequation is

�K N =
2�

2�� 1
+

�

�K 1 �
2�

2�� 1

�

N
1� 2�

: (2.4)

For�> 1=2 a �nite connectivity isreached,

�K � �K 1 =
2�

2�� 1
: (2.5)

The previous expression im poses the boundary condition � > 1=2,necessary in

order to obtain a well-de�ned lim iting average connectivity.Eq.(2.5),together

with theexperim entalestim atesof �K � 1:9� 2:3,allowsto seta �rstrestriction to

the param eters� and �.Im posing �K = 2,weareled to the relation

�= 2�� 1: (2.6)

M oreover,estim ationsofaddition and deletion rates� and � from yeast[42]give

a ratio �=� � 10� 3.For proteom es ofsize N � 103,as in the case ofthe yeast,
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Fig.3. A ) A n exam ple ofa sm allproteom e interaction m ap (giant com ponent,
 1 ) generated
by the m odelwith N = 103,� = 0:58,and � = 0:16.B)R ealyeast proteom e m ap obtained from
the M IPS database [26].W e can observe the closesim ilitudebetween the realm ap and the output
ofthe m odel.

thisleadsto �=�� 10� 3N � 1.Using thesafeapproxim ation �=�� 0:25,together

with the constraint(2.5),weobtain the approxim atevalues

�= 0:58; �= 0:16: (2.7)

which willbe used through the restofthe paper.

Sim ulations ofthe m odelstart form a connected ring ofN 0 = 5 nodes,and

proceed by iterating the rulesuntilthe desired network sizeisachieved.

3. R esults

Com puter sim ulations ofthe proposed m odelreproduce m any ofthe regularities

observed in the realproteom e data.As an exam ple ofthe output ofthe m odel,

in �gure 3A we show an exam ple ofthe giantcom ponent
 1 (the largestcluster

ofconnected proteins) ofa realization ofthe m odelwith N = 103 nodes.This

�gure clearly resem blesthe giantcom ponentofrealyeastnetworks,aswe can see

com paring with �gure 3B a,and we can appreciate the presence ofa few highly

connected hubs plus m any nodes with a relatively sm allnum ber ofconnections.

The sizeofthe giantcom ponentforN = 103,averaged of104 networks,isj
1 j=

472 � 87,in good agreem ent with W agner’s data j
W
1
j = 466 for a yeast with

a sim ilar totalnum ber ofproteins (the high variance in our result is due to the

largeuctuationsin them odelforsuch sm allnetwork sizeN ).O n theotherhand,

in �gure 4 we plot the connectivity P (k) obtained for networksofsize N = 103.

In this�gure we observe thatthe resulting connectivity distribution can be �tted

aFigure kindly provided by W .Basalaj(see http://www.cl.cam .uk/� wb204/G D 99/# M ewes).

http://www.cl.cam.uk/~wb204/GD99/#Mewes
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Fig.4. D egree distribution P (k) for the m odel,averaged over 104 networks of size N = 103.
The distribution shows a characteristic power law behavior,with exponent  = 2:5� 0:1 and an
exponentialcut-o� kc ’ 28.

to a power-law win an exponentialcut-o�,ofthe form given by Eq.(1.1),with

param eters = 2:5� 0:1 and kc ’ 28,in good agreem entwith the m easurem ents

reported in Refs[42]and [19].

An additionalobservation from W agner’s study ofthe yeast proteom e is the

presence ofSW properties.W e have found also sim ilartopologicalfeaturesin our

m odel,using the considered setofparam eters.The proteom e graph isde�ned by

a pair
p = (W p;E p),whereW p = fpig;(i= 1;:::;N )isthe setofN proteinsand

E p = ffpi;pjgg is the set ofedges/connections between proteins.The adjacency

m atrix�ij indicatesthatan interaction existsbetween proteinspi;pj 2 
p (�ij = 1)

orthatthe interaction isabsent(�ij = 0).Two connected proteinsarethuscalled

adjacentand the degree ofa given protein isthe num ber ofedgesthatconnectit

with otherproteins.

TheSW pattern can bedetected from theanalysisoftwo basicstatisticalquan-

tities:the clustering coe� cientCv and the average path length L.Letusconsider

theadjacency m atrix and indicateby �i = fpij�ij = 1gthesetofnearestneighbors

ofa protein pi 2 W p.The clustering coe�cient for this protein is de�ned as the

num berofconnectionsbetween the proteinspj 2 �i [45].Denoting

Li =

NX

j= 1

�ij

"
X

k2�i

�jk

#

; (3.1)

wede�ne the clustering coe�cientofthe i-th protein as

cv(i)=
2Li

ki(ki� 1)
; (3.2)
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Table 1. Com parison between the observed regularitiesin the
yeast proteom e [42], the m odel predictions with N = 103,
� = 0:58 and � = 0:16,and a random network with the sam e
size and average connectivity as the m odel.The quantities X
representaveragesoverthewholegraph;X g representaverages
over the giant com ponent.

Yeastproteom e N etwork m odel R andom network

�K 1:83 2:2� 0:5 2:00� 0:06
�K g 2:3 4:3� 0:5 2:41� 0:05
 2:5 2:5� 0:1 |

j
 1 j 466 472� 87 795� 22
C
g
v 2:2� 10� 2 1:0� 10� 2 1:5� 10� 3

L
g 7:14 5:1� 0:5 9:0� 0:4

whereki istheconnectivity ofthei-th protein.Theclustering coe�cientisde�ned

asthe averageofcv(i)overallthe proteins,

Cv =
1

N

NX

i= 1

cv(i); (3.3)

and it providesa m easure ofthe average fraction ofpairs ofneighbors ofa node

thatarealso neighborsofeach other.

Theaveragepath length L isde�ned asfollows:G iven two proteinspi;pj 2 W p,

let Lm in(i;j) be the m inim um path length connecting these two proteins in 
p.

The averagepath length L willbe:

L =
2

N (N � 1)

NX

i< j

Lm in(i;j) (3.4)

Random graphs,wherenodesarerandom lyconnected with agiven probabilityp

[6],havea clustering coe�cientinversely proportionalto thenetwork size,C rand

v �

�K =N ,and an average path length proportionalto the logarithm ofthe network

size,Lrand � logN =log�K .Attheotherextrem e,regularlatticeswith only nearest-

neighborconnectionsam ong unitsaretypically clustered and exhibitlong average

paths.G raphswith SW structurearecharacterized by a high clustering with Cv �

C rand
v ,whilepossessing an averagepath com parablewith a random graph with the

sam econnectivity and num berofnodes.

In Table 1 we reportthe valuesof �K ,,j
 1 j,Cv,and L forourm odel,com -

pared with the values reported for the yeastS.cerevisiae [19,42],and the values

corresponding to a random graph with sizeand connectivity com parablewith both

the m odeland the realdata.Except the average connectivity ofthe giant com -

ponent,which is slightly larger for the m odel,allthe m agnitudes for the m odel

com parequitewellwith thevaluesm easured fortheyeast.O n theotherhand,the

values obtained fora random graph supportthe conjecture ofthe SW properties

ofthe protein network putforward in Ref.[42].
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4. D iscussion

Theanalysisofcom plex biologicalnetworksin term sofrandom graphsisnotnew.

Early work suggested thattheunderstanding ofsom egeneralprinciplesofgenom e

organization m ight be the result ofem ergent properties within random networks

ofinteracting units [21,22].An im portant di�erence em erges,however,from the

new results about highly heterogeneousnetworks:the topologicalorganization of

m etabolicand protein graphsisvery di�erentfrom theoneexpected undertotally

random wiring and as a resultoftheir heterogeneity,new qualitative phenom ena

em erge(such astherobustnessagainstm utation).Thissupportstheview thatcel-

lularfunctionsarecarried outby networksm adeup by m any speciesofinteracting

m oleculesand thatnetworksofinteractionsm ightbe atleastasim portantasthe

unitsthem selves[15,33].

O urstudy hasshown thatthe m acroscopicfeaturesexhibited by the proteom e

are also present in our sim ple m odel.This is surprising,since it is obvious that

di�erent proteins and protein interactions play di�erent roles and operate under

very di�erent tim e scales and our m odellacks such speci�c properties,dynam ics

orexplicitfunctionality.Using estim ated ratesofaddition and deletion ofprotein

interactionsaswellastheaverageconnectivity oftheyeastproteom e,weaccurately

reproduce the available statisticalregularities exhibited by the realproteom e.In

thiscontext,although data from yeastm ightinvolveseveralsourcesofbias,ithas

been shown that the sam e type ofdistribution is observable in other organism s,

such as the protein interaction m ap ofthe hum an gastric pathogen Helicobacter

pyloriorin the p53 network (Jeong and Barab�asi,personalcom m unication).

These resultssuggestthatthe globalorganization ofprotein interaction m aps

can be explained by m eansofa sim pleprocessofgeneduplication plusdiversi�ca-

tion.Theseareindeed them echanism sknown to beoperating in genom eevolution

(although the m agnitude ofthe duplication event can be di�erent).O ne im por-

tant point to be explored by further extensions ofthis m odelis the origin ofthe

speci�cparam etersused.Theuseofevolutionary algorithm sand optim ization pro-

cedures m ight provide a consistent explanation ofthe particular values observed

and their relevance in term s offunctionality.A di�erent source ofvalidation of

our m odelm ight be the study ofproteom e m aps resulting from the evolution of

residentgenom es[3]:thegenom esofendosym biontsand cellularorganellesdisplay

an evolutionary degradation thatsom ehow describean inverseruleofproteom ere-

duction.Reductiveevolution can bealm ostextrem e,and availabledata ofresident

proteom esm ighthelp to understand how proteom e m apsgetsim pli�ed underthe

environm entalconditions de�ned by the host genom e.Ifhighly connected nodes

play a relevantrole here,perhapsresidentgenom esshrink by loosing weakly con-

nected nodes�rst.

M ostoftheclassicliteraturewithin thisarea dealwith thephylogeneticconse-

quencesofduplication and do notconsidertheunderlying dynam icsofinteractions

between genes.W e can see,however,that the �naltopology has nontrivialcon-
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sequences:thistype ofscale-freenetwork willdisplay an extraordinary robustness

againstrandom rem ovalofnodes[1]and thusitcan have a selective role.Butan

open question arises:is the scale-free organization observed in realproteom es a

byproduct ofthe pattern ofduplication plus rewiring (perhaps under a low-cost

constraint in wiring) and thus we have \robustness for free"? The alternative is

ofcourse a �ne-tuning ofthe process in which selection for robustness has been

obtained by accepting or rejecting single changes.Further m odelapproxim ations

and m oleculardata m ightprovideanswersto these fundam entalquestions.
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