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Abstract

Background The structure of m okcular networks derives from dynam ical processes on evolutionary tin e scalkes.
Forprotenh interaction netw orks, global statistical featuires of thelr structure can now be hferred consistently from
sveral hrge-throughput datasets. Understanding the underlying evolutionary dynam ics is crucial for disceming
random parts of the network from bilgically in portant properties shaped by natumal selection.

Resuls W e present a detailed statistical analysis of the proteln Interactions in Saccharom yces cerevisiae based
on several hrge-throughput datasets. P roteh pairs resuling from gene duplications are used as tracers into the
evolutionary past of the network. From this analysis, we nfer rate estin ates for two key evolutionary processes
shaping the network: () gene duplications and (i) gain and lss of interactions through m utations In existihg
proteins, which are referred to as link dynam ics. In portantly, the Iink dynam ics isasym m etric, ie., the evolutionary
steps are m utations In just one of the binding parters. The link tumover is shown to be m uch faster than gene
duplications. Both processes are assem bled nto an em pircally grounded, quantitative m odel for the evolution of
proteln Interaction netw orks.

Conclusions According to thism odel, the Ink dynam ics is the dom hant evolutionary force shaping the statistical
structure ofthe netw ork, whik the sowergene duplication dynam icsm ainly a ects its size. Speci cally, the m odel
predicts (i) a brad distrbution of the connectivities (ie., the num ber of binding partners of a protein) and (i)
coneltions between the connectivities of hteractihg proteins, a speci ¢ consequence of the asymm etry of the
Iink dynam ics. Both features have been observed In the protein interaction network of S. cerevisie.

B ackground recent research, because of their I portant roles in

M olecular interaction netw orks are ubiquitous in bi- ™ etabolism , gene expression, and nfom ation pro-
ological system s. Exam plks include transcription cessing. Data on such networks are rapidly accu—
control [1], signaltransduction, and m etabolic path- M ulating, massively aided by high-throughput ex-
ways R]. These networks have becom e a focus of perin ents. Som e of these networks are su ciently
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com plex that their characterization requires statis—
tical analysis, an area of considerable recent inter-
est [B{5]. One key issue in this area is the distinc—
tion between structures re ecting biological function
and those arising by chance. To address this issue
requires an understanding ofthe biologicalprocesses
that shape the network on evolutionary tim e scales.
M ore precisely, one has to identify the statistical ob—
servables containing speci ¢ nfom ation about the
evolutionary dynam ics that shape a network.

In this paper we focus on protein interaction
netw orks, w hose nodes corresoond to proteins, and
whose links corresoond to physical interactions be—
tween two proteins. Several com plem entary exper-
In ental technigues have been used to analyze pair-
w ise protein and dom ain Interactions, aswellaspro—
tein com plexes, In genom e-scale assays [6{13]. Com —
m on to these approaches is a high rate of ndividual
false negative and false positive Interactions [14,15].
D i erent protein Interaction data sets thus di er in
many ways, but they also reveal sin ilar aggregate
(or global) network features, such as the fraction of
nodes w ith a given connectivity. This in plies that
only large-scale statistical features of protein inter—
action networks can currently be reliably identi ed
by high-throughput approaches. W e here present
an em pircally grounded m odel that explains em pir-
ically observed statistical features of such netw orks.

The currently best characterized protein inter—
action network is that of the baker’s yeast Saccha—
rom yaes cerevisiae. O n evolutionary tin e scales, this
netw ork changes through two processes, illustrated
by gure 1. These are (i) m odi cations of inter-
actions between existing proteins and (i) the intro—
duction ofnew nodesand linksthrough gene duplica—
tions. D uplications ofa single gene result in a pairof
nodes w ith Iniially identical binding partners. Seg—
m ental and global duplications of the genom e lead
to the sim ultaneous duplication ofm any genes. On
the other hand, processes a ecting the interactions
betw een existing proteins are referred to as link dy—
nam ics. Link dynam ics results prim arily from point
m utations leading to m odi cations of the interface
betw een Interacting proteins [L6]. B oth kinds ofpro—
cesses, link dynam ics and gene duplications, can be
Inferred from a statistical analysis of the network
data, and their rates can be estin ated consistently
w ith independent inform ation.

O foourse, proteom e function in vivo isin uenced
by further factors, notably gene regulation, which
determ ines the concentrations of the proteins inter-

acting in a living cell. T he very de nition ofa bound
state depends on the concentrations of the binding
partners: A pairofproteinswhich bindsat high con—
centrations m ay no longer form a bound state at
low er concentrations. Here we concentrate on pro—
tein interactions at constant concentrations as they
can be Inferred from high-throughput datasets.

P reviouswork by others [17{19] show show struc-
tural features of the network can In principle be
explained through m athem aticalm odels of netw ork
evolution based on gene duplications alone. For
sim ilar duplication-based m odels of requlatory and
m etabolic netw orks, see 20,21].) H owever, the over—
all rate of link dynam ics has been estim ated from
em pirical data In R2] and is at last an order of
m agniude higher than the growth rate of the net-
work due to gene duplications. Tt m ust therefore be
Included in any consistent evolutionary m odel.

In thispaper, w e present a m odelofnetw ork evo—
lution that isbased on observed rates of link and du-
plication dynam ics. At these rates, the m odel pre-
dicts that in portant structural features of the net—
work are shaped sokly by the link dynam ics. Hence,
the evolutionary scenario ofourm odelisquite di er—
ent from the duplication-based m odels [17{19]. The
statistical netw ork structure predicted by the m odel
is in accordance w ith em pirical ocbservations, see the
discussion below .

Thispaperhastwo parts. In the rstpart,wees—
tin ate the rates of link attachm ent and detachm ent
from em piricaldata. Speci cally, we do not jist es—
tin ate average rates of link dynam ics for the whole
netw ork, because thishasbeen done previously R2],
but we show how the dependence of Iink attachm ent
and detachm ent rates depends on the connectivities
ofboth nodes (proteins) involred. (T he connectivity
of a protein is de ned as the num ber of is interac-
tion partners). W e nd evidence that the basic rate
of Iink attachm ent is asym m etric. T hat is, this rate
Increasesw ith the connectivity ofonly one oftwo the
nodes nvolved. This re ects an asymm etry In the
underlying biologicalprocess: a new protein-protein
Interaction is typically form ed through a m utation
In only one of two proteins.

In the second part of the paper, we assam ble the
estin ated rates of Iink dynam ics Into a m odelofnet-
work evolution. Unlke form ost other cases studied
so far [3,4], the dynam icsofthese netw orkscannotbe
w ritten as a closed equation dependent on the con—
nectivity distribution, ie. the fraction of nodes w ith
a given num ber of neighbors. Instead, the analysisof
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Figure 1: The elem entary processes of protein netw ork evolition. The progression of tine is
symbolized by arrows. (a) Link attachm ent and (b) link detachm ent occur through nuclkotide sub-
stitutions in the gene encoding an existing protein. T hese processes a ect the connectivities of the protein
whose coding sequence undergoes m utation (shown in black) and of one of its binding partners (shown in
gray). Em pirical data show s that attachm ent occurs preferentially tow ards partners of high connectivity,
cf. g.3. (c) G ene duplication usually produces a pair ofnodes (shown in black) with niially identical
binding partners (shown in gray) . Em piricaldata suggests duplications occur at a m uch lower rate than link
dynam ics and that redundant links are lost subsequently (often in an asym m etric fashion), which a ects the
connectivities of the duplicate pair and of all its binding partners R2,25,43].

netw orks under asym m etric link dynam ics involves
the link connectivity distribution, de ned asthe frac—
tion of links connecting a pair of nodes w ith given
connectivities.

The m odelhas only one free param eter, the av—
erage connectivity of nodes in the network. Its sta—
tionary solution correctly predicts statisticalproper—
ties observed in the data. C entral properties of this
solution are connectivity correlations betw een neigh—
boring vertices, in accordance w ith recent observa—
tions in high-throughput protein interaction data
R3]. These correlations are a consequence of the
asym m etric link attachm ent process.

Resuls and discussion
E stin ates of evolutionary rates

Two kinds of processes contrbute to the evolution—
ary dynam ics of protein interaction networks. The

rst consists of point m utations In a gene a ecting
the interactions of the encoded protein. As a re—
sul, the corresponding node m ay gain new links or
lIoses som e of the existing links to other nodes, as
illustrated in g.1 (@) and 1 ), respectively. W e re—

fer to these attachm ent and detachm ent processes,
which leave the number of nodes xed, as link dy-
nam ics. T he second kind of process consists of gene
duplications follow ed by either silencing ofone ofthe
duplicated genes or by functional divergence of the
duplicates 24{26]. In tem s of the protein interac—
tion netw ork, a gene duplication corregpoonds to the
addition ofa node w ith links identicalto the original
node, ©llow ed by the divergence of som e of the now

redundant links between the two duplicate nodes;
<e g.1l().

Individual yeast genes have been estin ated to
undergo duplication at a rate of the order of 10 2
per gene and per m illion years R7]. Some 90% of
singke gene duplicates becom e silenced shortly after
the duplication, leading to an e ective rate g of du—
plications one order ofm agnitude lower, ie.,, 10 3
perm illion years PR2,25,27,28]. Only a fraction of
the yeast proteom e is part of the protein interaction
netw ork, and gene duplicates Involving proteins that
are not part of the netw ork do not contribute to is
growth. Hence, g 10 3 per m illion years should
be considered an upper bound for the grow th rate of
the protein interaction netw ork by gene duplications.



A crude lowerbound for the link attachm ent rate is
a 10 ! new interaction partnerspernode and m ik
lion years. For instance, 22] estin ated the rate at
which new interactions were form ed as no lss than
294 5 new interactionsperm illion yearsand approx—
In ately 1000 proteins. (T hese estin ates are based
on the form ation of physical interactions between
products of duplicate genes, and the approxim ately
known age of the duplicates 22]. In portantly, m ost
of these new interactions form between old dupli-
cates, duplicates that are no longerunder the relaxed
selection pressure that is characteristic of young du-
plicates.) The above estin ate gives a num ber ofnew
Interaction partners per protein perm illion years of
a= 2 2945=1000= 0:589, ve tim es greater than
the owerbound 0of0:. Tom aintain an average net—
work connectivity at the em pirically ocbserved value
235 Interaction partners per protein R5,29], the
link detachm ent rate d has to be close to a, thus
d a 10 ! perm illion years. This rate of Iink
attachm ent and detachm ent ism uch larger than the
duplication rate ofg 10 3 perprotein and m illion
years. Hence, the link dynam ics is decoupled from
the m uch slow er duplication dynam ics. O n interm e—
diate evolutionary tin e-scales, the netw ork reachesa
stationary state ofthe link dynam ics, whhile its num —
ber of nodes does not change signi cantly. T his sta—
tionary state determ ines the structural statistics of
the netw ork, In particularthe distribution of connec—
tivities. On long tin e-scales, however, the netw ork
m ay grow through duplications. W e em phasize that
all these evolutionary rates are order-ofm agnitude
estin ates, and that such estin ates are su cient for
ourm odel and the conclusions we derive from it.

O ne basic but in portant em pirical observation
about link dynam ics is the fast loss of connectivity
correlations of proteins encoded by duplicate genes.
Fig.2 @) shows this loss, as estin ated from em pir-
ical data. Speci cally, the gure shows the aver—
age relative connectivity di erence %  k%Fk + k9
of duplicate protein pairs as a finction of the tin e
since duplication, param eterized by the fraction K ¢
of synonym ous (silent) nucleotide substitutions per
silent site. (A s an order of m agniude estin ate, a
valie of K s = 0: corresponds to a duplication age
0f10 m illion years R5,27].) In the shortest tin e in—
terval after duplication, the connectivities are still
m easurably sim ilar. Soon thereafter, however, the
relative connectivity di erence becom es statistically
Indistinguishable from that of a random ¥y chosen
pair of nodes, indicated by the horizontal line in

g.2(@). Hence, diversi cation after duplication is
a rapid process, w ith a tin e constant of the order of
severallO m illion years, consistent w ith the fast rate
of Iink dynam ics discussed above.

An additional em pirical observation underscores
them Inor In portance ofgene duplication in shaping
the observed network structure. In m odels of net—
work evolution based on gene duplication [17{19], a
protein acquires new links through duplications of
is neighbors (see, for exam ple, the grey nodes In

g. 1)), at a rate proportional to its connectiv—
ity. This m echanian would generate an abundance
ofhigh-connectiity nodes. In addition,  would also
generate a high fraction ofpairsofneighborsthat are
products of a gene duplication. This is also true for
Intermm ediate m odels, incorporating both gene dupli-
cations and link dynam ics, provided the duplication
rate is com parabl to the rate of link dynam ics, or
exceeds it. H owever this prediction ofm odels based
on gene duplications is not supported by the data.
Fig. 2({) shows the fraction of duplicate protein
pairsam ong the k k 1)=2 neighbor pairs ofa node
of connectivity k. T his fraction is an all and it does
not Increase signi cantly wih k. The data in this

gure are also consistent w ith the earlier observation
that the m a prity of duplicate pairs have f&w or no
Interaction partners in comm on R5].

W e note that In our discussion ofnode dynam ics
we have not separately considered the e ects of an—
cient genom e duplications [30,31]. The conclision
that gene duplications do not shape the statistical
features of the protein Interaction network applies
both to single gene duplications and to genom e du-
plications. Indeed, the analysis of duplicates pre-
sented In  gure 2 Includes both pairs of genes re—
sulting from singl duplications and those stem m ing
from genom e duplications. Furthem ore, the evo-—
utionary dynam ics of individual duplicated genes
is sin ilar for the products of single genom e and
whole genom e duplications. For exam ple, Individ—
ual gene duplicates are lost w th approxin ately the
sam e probability In single duplications and in whole
genom e duplications. For this reason we do not, at
this stage, nclude genom e duplications separately in
ourm odel.

D ependency of attachm ent rates on connectwiies
The total rates a and d at which links are attached
and detached in a protein interaction netw ork allow
no Inference of how these processes shape the sta-—
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D uplicate protein pairs lose their connectivity correlations over tim e. The av—
k% k + k% of duplicate pairs with connectivities k;k° > 0 is

plotted against the tim e since duplication, param eterized by the synonym ous (silent) nucleotide divergence
K 5. The horizontal Iine indicates the value expected for two random ly chosen nodes. T he average num ber
of duplicate pairs per bin was 16 (from low values of K 5 to high ones the num ber of duplicate pairs per
bin were 12;5;3;6;6;8;13;27;44 respectively). (o) D uplications do not strongly in uence netw ork
structure. The histogram show s the fraction of duplicate pairs am ong the k k  1)=2 neighbor pairs of a
node of connectivity k plotted versusk. A high num ber of duplicate pairs would be expected if duplications
were a signi cant m echanisn of Iink gain, see text. The m ean and the standard error of this fraction were
determ ined using proteins which are products of duplicate genes w ith sequence sin ilarity K, < 1. The

num ber of vertices used per colum n ranges from 374 fork = 2 to 8 fork = 12.

tistical properties of the network. To m ake such an
Inference, onem ust also know how the link dynam ics
depends on the connectivities of the nodes involred.
T he sin plest possibility isthat link attachm ent rates
a and detachm ent rates d are functions of a node’s
connectivity k. The rates ay and dx at which links
are attached ordetached from a node of connectivity
k have been estim ated previously using interactions
betw een products of duplicate genes R2]. They in—
Crease approxin ately linearly with k.

In representing attachm ent and detachm ent rates

(@, d) as functions of connectivity k (ax, dk), one
assum es in plicitly that that the m echanian of link
attachm ent and detachm ent is identical (sym m etric)
for the two nodes involved In a changed link. P re—
vious analyses of protein network evolution R2] as
well asm odels of netw ork evolution [B32] were based
on such a symm etric process. H owever, the biologi-
calm echanisn underlying link dynam ics is intrinsi-
cally asymm etric. W hen a new link is form ed, typi-
cally only one node undergoes a m utation, w hereas
the other node rem ainsunchanged. T his asym m etry



m eans that the rate of link dynam ics w ill generically
depend in one way on the connectivity of the node
undergoing m utation, and in anotherway on that of
the unchanged node. A s a resul the ratesay and dx
of Iink attachm ent and detachm ent are lnsu cient
to describbe the dynam ics of the netw ork, since these
ratesw illbe di erent depending on whetherthenode
is undergoing a m utation or not. This observation
m otivates the follow Ing estin ate of the dependency
of the link dynam ics rate on node connectivities.

W e de ne ax o as the probability per unit tin e
that a given non-interacting pair of proteins w ith re—
spective connectivities k and k° w ill acquire a link,
muliplied by the number of proteins N . Analo—
gously, we de ne the detachm ent rate dy o as the
probability per uni tin e that a given interacting
pair of proteins w ith respective connectivities k and
k%w ill Iose their link . T he scaling convention ofboth
rates is chosen such that the average connectivity of
the netw ork rem ains constant asthe num berofnodes
N increases: the num ber ofnodespairs where a link
may be added) is proportionalto N 2, whereas the
totalnum ber of links (which m ay be deleted) is pro—
portionalto N . W e refer to the special case where
the rates factorize, ie. axxo axaxo, as symm et—
ric attachm ent (@nd analogously for the detachm ent
ratesdy ko). The speci c form ofthese rates assum es
that link dynam ics is a local process, so the proba—
bility for the form ation or destruction of a link de—
pends on the connectivities of only the two proteins
nvolved in this process.

W e now explain how one can estin ate the de—
pendency of axxo on its argum ents, k and k°. As
described earlier 22], one can use the ocbserved num —
ber of physical interactions am ong duplicate gene
products (cross-Interactions) to estin ate attachm ent
rates. Brie y, such cross-interactions may arise
In two ways. First, a protein that form s hom od-
Iners (@ selfinteracting protein) m ay undergo du-—
plication, leading to two identical self-interacting
proteins which also interact wih each other. If
both self-nteractions are subsequently lost indepen—
dently, yet the Interaction between the nodes is re—
tained, a cross-interaction is form ed. T his scenario
does probably not account for the m a prity of cross—
Interactions, because it is inconsistent w ith data sug—
gesting that self-interactions do not get lost overly
frequently after duplication R2]. T he second avenue
of form Ing interactionsbetw een duplicate gene prod—
ucts nvolves a non-hom odin erizing protein that un—
dergoes duplication. Subsequently, an interaction

between the duplicate protens may form . If this
mechanisn is dom nant, as we argue, one m ay use
the num ber of cross-interactions to ocbtain order-of-
m agniude estim ates of the attachm ent rate PR2].
From the number of interactions that each of the
two Involved proteins has w ith other proteins, one
can estin ate how the attachm ent rate depends on
k and k°. The m ain caveat of this approach is that
the connectivity of the duplicatesm ay have changed
since the tim e the Iink between them was fom ed.

The result of this procedure is shown in g. 3.
T he sam ple size 0f 38 cross-interactions is extrem ely
1lim ited, but su cient to dem onstrate an increase of
the attachm ent rate along the diagonalk = k% and
no system atic change along other directions. A dif-
ferent representation ofthe samedata in g.3b) also
show s an increase of the attachm ent rate consistent
with k + kO

An attachm ent processw here one node w ith con—
nectivity k is chosen with a probability a;, and a
second one is chosen w ith probabiliy aﬁo gives an
attachm ent rate axxo  apa, + ajoas . The attach-
ment rate a0 k+ k% which we doserve em pirically
is thus explained by an asym m etric attachm ent pro—
cess w here one node is chosen uniform ly at random
(all( = constant), and the othernode is chosen w ith a
probability proportionalto itsconnectivity @2 k).
Note that the rate ayx;o itself is symm etric under
interchange of the labels k and k° since either of
the two nodes m ay take on the role of being pref-
erentially chosen. However, the rate ay;x0 does not
factorize, exactly as required for an asym m etric at-
tachm ent process.

W e now present an additional, com plem entary
approach, based on maxinum lkelhood analysis,
which validates the functional form of axxe. The
probability that out of ngyo pairs of duplicates w ith
given connectivities k and k° myyo pairs interact
5 Cr®il (kie)™ <0 (L Gryo)™xx® Mk, where gyyo
gives the probability for a cross-nteraction. Cp =
nEm!h m)!) are the bhom ial coe cients. The
probability p for cbserving foreach pairk  k°m yyo
Interactions In nxyxo pairs of duplicates is then given
bY P = 20Crn % Qo)™ 0 (L o) kk® Mkl
Sym m etric and asym m etric attachm ent di er in how
the probability of a cross-interaction gyxe depends
on k and k°. I the symm etric case, Gxxo = Gk Gio -
In the asymm etric case where one node is chosen
unifom ly, the other w ith a probability fx, we have
gkxe = fx + fxo. Using simulated annealing B3] we
have calculated the m axin al) lkelhoodsp that the



connectivity correlation pattem shown In  g. 3a re—
sulted from either an asymm etric process, or a sym —
m etric process, respectively, by m axim izing p with
regoect to fx and gx . W e nd that them axin al like—
lihood for asymm etric attachm ent exceeds that for
sym m etric attachm ent by a factor pasym =psym 4.
T he data thus favor an asym m etric attachm ent pro—
cess, consistently w ith the biological Interpretation
given above. In addition, In them axin um lkelhood
analysis of the asym m etric m odel, fy shows an ap—
proxin ately linear increase wih k (see gure 30).
A Ythough this resul is by no m eans conclisive, the
data show s there is no reason to a priori consider
only symm etric processes.

T hus far, we have only discussed the link attach-
ment rate. For the detachm ent of links, we analo—
gously assum e that links are lost due to m utations
at one of tw o linked nodes, and that the rate of this
process does not depend on the properties of the
other node that is una ected by a mutation. The
sim plest m echanism re ecting these assum ptions is
one w here a protein loseson average d links perunit
tin e. A protein is chosen in an equiprobablem anner
from all nodes for rem oval of one of its Iinks. The
link to be ram oved is chosen at random from all its
links. @An alemative detachm ent process consists
In the loss of a certain fraction of links and leads to
very sin ilar results.) The resulting detachm ent rate
is dy o (1=k) + (@1=k", where the inverse tem s
stem from nodes (rather than links) being chosen
unifom ly.

D ynam icalm odelof network evolution

T he rates of the link dynam ics discussed above, to—
gether wih a slow growth of the network due to
duplications, de ne a sinple m odel for the evolu—
tion of protein interaction networks. Unlke previ-
ous m odels of the evolution of protein interaction
networks [L7{19] which em phasize the role of gene
duplications, our m odel is based on the asymm et—
ric Iink dynam ics deduced from em pirical data in
the preceding section. By analytical solution or by
num erical sin ulation one m ay investigate the net—
works generated by our m odel and com pare their
statistical properties to those of the em pirical data
on protein-interaction networks. This w ill be done
In the present section. Before analyzing this m odel
In the lin i of Jarge netw orks, w e discuss the speci ¢
values ofm odelparam etersw e used, and present the
results of num erical sin ulations ofa nite network.

W e chose the Iniial network size such that af-
tera su cient waiting tim €, when a stationary state
hasbeen reached, the size of the sim ulated netw ork
m atches that of the protein Interaction data sst we
used (see m ethods). Duplication of nodes is m od—
eled sin ply by adding new nodes w ith connectiviy
zero to the network at a rate ofg= 10 3 per node
per m illion years, as m otivated above. U sing this
sin plistic grow th m echanian is appropriate since,
as shown above, the link dynam ics w ill quickly alter
the Initial connectivity ofa new node, aswellas con—
nectiviy correlations w ith its neighbors. W e begin
w ith a totalnum ber of 4600 nodes, uniform Iy linked
at random (giving a P oissonian connectivity distri-
bution) such that the average connectivity of nodes
w ith non-zero connectivity is = 235, the average
connectivity found in the data set we used. A fter
a waiting tim e of 25 m illion years there are 4696
nodes In total, of which 1872 nodes have non-zero
connectivity. This is the size of the pooled protein
Interaction data set we used. The waiing tin e of
25 m illion years is of the sam e order of m agnitude
as the tim e scale on which connectivity correlations
of duplicate nodes decay In gure 2a) of a faw 10
m illion years.

New links are added at a rate of a = 0359 new
Interactions per node per m illion years, using the
asymm etric preferential linking rule we m otivated
above. Speci cally, to form a new link we chose
one node uniform ly and a second node preferentially
(ie., wih a probability proportional to its connec—
tivity k) and link the two nodes. W e rem oved links
at a rate that keeps the average connectivity con-—
stant. Speci cally, at each tin e-step a link isdeleted
by choosing a node uniform ly for link deletion if the
average netw ork connectivity exoceeds = 2:35. The
link to be deleted is chosen equiprobably from the
links ofthisnode. T he connectivity distrdbution ofa
netw ork whose evolution was sim ulated in thism an—
ner is shown in gure 4a) (open circkes, ). This
distrdbution is robust w ith respect to changes in the
ratio ofduplication to link dynam icsg=a overat least
an order ofm agniude (results not shown).

W e now tum to the consequences of this evo—
lutionary dynam ics for the statistical properties of
the network. Since the link dynam ics places and
rem oves a link wih a rate depending only on the
connectivities of the nodes at either end, the evolu—
tionary dynam ics of the netw ork can be represented
In tem s of the Iink connectivity distrdbution g xo.
T his distribution is de ned as the fraction of net-
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Figure 3: Link attachm ent occurs preferentially tow ards proteins ofhigh connectivity. (a) The
color-coded plot show s the fraction of duplicate pairs w ith connectivities (k;k°% that have gained a m utual
Interaction (cross-interaction) since duplication, as a function ofk and k°. Points where all duplicate pairs
have cross-interactions are shown in white, points where none carry a cross-interactions are shown black.
Points (particularly at high connectivities) where no data is available are also shown in black. T he num ber
of duplicate pairs w ith given connectivities ranges from 2 to 39. Points in the k;k%plane where only a single
pair of duplicates exists are excluded. (b) For this histogram the data from a) are binned for low, m edium ,
and high k + k° and the average ©r each bin is shown against k + k°. T he num ber ofk;k° values contrbuting
to each bin are 10, 14, and 11, from lft to right. E rror bars give the standard error. (c) A ssum ing the
functional form fi + fyo for the probability of a cross-interaction between nodes w ith connectivities k and
k© (asym m etric attachm ent), the m ost lkely values of fy m ay be deduced from the data (see text). The
m axin um —lkelhood result show s an approxim ately linear increase of fy wih k. The altemative scenario,
sym m etric attachm ent, yields a an allerm axin um lkelhood. O nly duplicate pairswih K, 04 were used
In this analysis in order to avoid overcounting of cross-interactions of duplicates of even older duplicates.

work links that connect vertices of connectivities k and k°, X
1
%0 = kik:Cij KOk 7 1)

i3
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Figure 4(a): The asym m etric link dynam ics produces a broad connectivity distribution. The
m odel prediction of the connectivity distribbution of nodes w ith non-zero connectivity agrees wellw ith yeast
protein interaction data ( lled diam onds). T he solution of the rate equation #) is shown as a solid line,
the result of a com puter sin ulation em ulating the link dynam ics encapsulated in W) ©r a network of nite
size is shown as circles ( ). Nodes with the highest k (lower right) occur only once In the network. (b)
H igh-connectivity vertices are preferentially connected to low -connectivity vertices, as also
observed em pirically. The gure show s the relative likelihood of the link distrdbution ¢ o and the hull
distrdbution’ oﬁ;ko of an uncorrelated random netw ork, see text.

where ¢35 = 1 ifnode i is linked to j and 0 oth—  connectivity distribution by

e ise. For convenience, a ﬁctorP has been in-

cluded in the nomn alization, ie., | ,0Gx = . X

T he link connectivity distribution g o ‘captuires cor— Px = %ok @)
relations between the connectivities of neighboring ke

vertices 23,34{36]. It is related to the sihglevertex p
fork> Oandpg= 1 > o Px - The rates ay xo and
dyxo are related to the total rates a and d of Iink



detachm ent per unit tim e by the nom alization

X
akxoPxPxe = a 3)
k kO
X
Aotk = d:
k kO

Foranetwork of In nite size, link and grow th dy—
nam ics result In a determm inistic di erential equation
forthe evolution ofthe link connectivity distribution
Gk kO
dg xo=dt = (@ xo + )G ko

rox  Jxo 1;x0)

Ak 1;x° 1Px 1Px° 1

Txxo Ik 1k0)

The temm s Jy k0 ardse from links that are not added
or rem oved but that change their values (k;k9),

X
e+ 1;k0CKk+ 1;k%9+ 1

dependent of initial conditions. Because the evolu—
tion equation isa rate-equation that appliesto a net—
work of In nite size, the param eters determ ining the
stationary state are the ratio betw een grow th and at—
tachm ent rate, the fuinctional form ofthe attachm ent
and detachm ent rates, and the average connectivity.
T he stationary state tums out to be asym ptotically
Independent of the duplication rate for sm all dupli-
cation rates. In fact, ifwe solve eq. ) num erically
fr any ratio g=a < 10 !, the results are statisti-
cally indistinguishable from that forg= 0, in plying
great robustness against errors in the rate estin ates
discussed above.

T he statistical properties of ourm odel In its sta—
tionary state m ay now be com pared w ih the cor-
responding quantities in the protein-interaction net—
work. The connectivity distrbution py agrees well
w ith the em pirical data as shown In g. 4 (@) alng

Kw ith the results of num erical sin ulations. T he dis-

Jxxo = Ak KOGk kOPk® it 104 1

K0 Pr+1

)
T hese are the links pining a m utated protein or is
binding partner w ith third vertices, shown as open
circlesin g.1@/b). The param eter g accounts ora
uniform increase of the number of nodes caused by
gene duplications.

In writing eg. W), we have assum ed that next-
nearest neighbor connectiviy correlations vanish.
T his assum ption is self-consistent since the station—
ary solution has indeed only nearest-neighbor cor—
relations. Truncating all correlations and w riting
down an evolution equation for the connectiviy dis—
tribution py tums out to be inconsistent since asym —
m etric link dynam ics generates non-trivial connec—
tivity correlations. This distinguishes the present
m odelfrom sin plerm odels ofnetw ork grow th, which
can be selfconsistently form ulated at the levelofthe
distrdbution py .

W e solved equation eq. ), which describes the
evolution of the connectivity correlations num eri-
cally for is steady state. For initial conditions
we use a Poissonian connectivity distribution where
the average connectivity of connected nodes is 25,
and connectivity correlationswhich factorize g ko
kk%ypo. We Dllowed the time evolution of g xo
de ned by eq. #) until a steady state was reached
using the param etersa and g given above and choos—
Ing d such that the average connectivity ofconnected
nodes rem ainsata constant = 2:5. Thisprocedure
Jeads to a stationary link connectivity distribution
Gk xo and a resuling connectivity distrdbution py in—

k +tkbution is broad but not scalk free.

( From the
em pirical data w ith connectivities distribbuted over
little m ore than a single decade the scale-free prop—
erty of protein networks { m eaning that connectivi-
ties are distrbuted according to a power law { can
notbe con dently ascertained. Furthem ore the em —
piricaldata shown in g.4 distinctly deviates from a
power-law .) Thisalso holds foruniform detachm ent,
where diyo = constant, and it is a crucialdi erence
tom odelsw ith sym m etric attachm ent, w here prefer—
ential attachm ent leads to scale—free netw orks, both
at constant network size [32], and in grow Ing net-
works [3,37].

For the connectivity correlations, we nd that
vertices of high k are m ore frequently linked to ver—
tices of Iow k° than in an uncorrelated random net—
work wih the sam e connectivity distrdbution py .
Fig. 4(b) shows the relative likelihood q<;ko=oﬁ;ko,
where o ;o = kk’pxpyo= isthe link connectivity dis-
trbution of the network wih no connectivity cor-
relations. Correlations w ith this property have re—
cently been reported for the protein interaction net—
work in yeast R3], but a quantitative com parison
w ith the prediction of our m odelw ill have to await
a greater am ount of reliable protein interaction data.
W e note that connectivity correlations are a speci ¢
property ofnetw orks shaped by asym m etric dynam —
ics, and are absent in the case of sym m etric dynam —
ics, asdiscussed in the appendix. In otherw ords, the
em pirically observed non-trivial connectivity corre—
lations require asym m etric link dynam ics. Thisisan
a posteriori reason for considering asym m etric link
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dynam ics.

A further consequence ofasym m etric attachm ent
is that our m odel does not obey detailed balance
(@s is the case of symm etric link dynam ics, where
attachm ent and detachm ent rates do factorize, see
B2]). A symm etric attachm ent or detachm ent rules
violate the condition, necessary for detailed balance,
that the product of transition probabilities along a
circular tra ctory in the space of netw orks is inde—
pendent of the direction of this tour. Thism ay be
dem onstrated easily by considering, eg. four nodes
labeled 1 4 to be connected linearly and discon-—
nected again. Starting and ending w ith a single link
between nodes (1;2), say, the product of the rates
of adding a link between 2;3), then 3;4) befre
rem oving the links between (2;3) and then (3;4)
is @%,dppdi1, that for the same tour in reverse is
aooalldfz , which are generally equalonly ifthe rates
facorize in their argum ents.

Conclusions

W e have presented a stochastic evolution m odel for
protein netw orks, which isbased on fast link dynam —
ics due to m utations of the coding sequence of ex—
isting proteins and a slow grow th dynam ics through
gene duplications. T he crucial ingredient of the link
dynam ics is an asym m etric preferential attachm ent
rule, which is supported by em pirical data. The
asymm etry has a sin ple biological interpretation,
nam ely that mutations in one gene may lad to a
new interaction of its product w ith that of another,
unchanged, gene. Such a m echanian , where the two
nodes involved in the generation ofa new link ply
di erent roles, isprobably the nom , ratherthan the
exoeption, In biologicalnetw orks. T his holds partic—
ularly for requlatory netw orks, where a new interac—
tion between two genes is form ed by changes in the
regulatory region ofonly one of them .

Asymm etric link dynam ics leads to a network
m odel, where the aggregate variables necessary to
describe netw ork structure are the connectivity cor—
relations ¢ xo, which give the fraction of Iinks w ith
oconnectivities k and k°. In our case, the m odel
successfully reproduces the connectivity distribution
found In empirically available protein interaction
data. The asym m etry ofthe link dynam icsalso leads
to connectivity correlationsbetw een interacting pro—
teins, which have been ocbserved em pirically R3]. A
model with symm etric link dynam ics, on the other
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hand, produces no such correlations. H igher order
correlationsofthiskind [B5]are ofparticular interest
for future work as they m ay be a quantitative signa—
ture of natural selection on the level of the netw ork
asawhole.

M ethods
D ata processihg
The protein interaction data in this paper was
pooled from three sources. The st of these
sources is a large—scale high-throughput experim ent
using the yeast two-hybrid assay [3] (data avail
ablk from [(B8]). It com prises 899 pairw ise inter—
actions am ong 985 proteins. The second source is
also a high-throughput tw o-hybrid experim ent, from
which we used a "core" set of 747 interactions be-
tween 780 proteins, Interactions that had been con—
m ed through replicated experin ents [9,39]. The
third source is the public M IP S database [40,41] of
May 2001. From this database, we included only
pairw ise Interactions that were not produced by the
two-hybrid assay, but Instead by other techniques
such as cross-linking or copuri cation of two pro—
teins. This resulted In 899 interactionsbetween 680
proteins A fter pooling the three data-sets and elim -
nating redundant interactions, we were left wih a
netw ork of 2463 Interactions and 1893 proteins.

W hile enom ously valuable in their own right,
analyses of protein com plexes do not identify pair-
w ise protein interactions, and were thus not sui-—
abl for our analysis [7,8]. W e also exclided in-
teraction data derived from experin ents identifying
dom ain-speci ¢ rather than wholeprotein interac-
tions [L0{12]. For all three data sets taken sepa-
rately, the connectivity distrdbutions are statistically
Indistinguishable R2]. M oreover, the observations
on link addition we use here R2], aswellas the pat-
tems In Fig. 2 hold qualitatively for each data set
ndividually.

D ata on yeast gene duplicates, generated as de—
scribed in R7], was kindly provided by John C onery
(U niversity ofO regon, D epartm ent ofC om puter Sci-
ence). Brie y,gapped BLA ST [@42]wasused forpair-
wise am no acid sequence com parisons of all yeast
open reading fram es asobtained from GenBank. A 1L
protein pairsw ith a BLA ST alignm ent score greater
than 10 2 were retained for fiirther analysis. T hen,
the follow ng conservative approach was taken to
retain only unambiguously aligned sequences: U s—



ing the protein alignm ent generated by BLA ST as
a gulde, a sequence pair was scanned to the right
of each alignm ent gap. The part of the sequence
from the end ofthe gap to the rst "anchor" pair of
m atched am ino acids was discarded. T he rem aining
sequence (@part from the anchorpairofam ino acids)
was retained ifa second pairofm atching am ino acids
was Pund w thin less than six am ino acids from the

rst. This procedure was then repeated to the lkeft
ofeach alignm ent gap (see R7] orm ore detailed de-
scription and jasti cation). T he retained portion of
each am lno acid sequence alignm ent was then used
pintly with DNA sequence inform ation to generate
nucleotide sequence alignm ents of genes. For each
gene pair n this data set, the fraction K 5 of syn—
onym ous (silent) substitutions per silent site, aswell
as the fraction K ; of replacem ent substiutions per
replacam ent site w ere estin ated using them ethod of
Li 28].

A sym m etric Ink dynam ics and connectivity corre—
lations

T he existence of non-trivial correlationsm ay be at—
tributed directly to the asymm etry of the link dy-
nam ics. Symm etric link dynam ics, which is a stan-
dard m echanisn in m odels of netw orks at constant
size [B32], leads to networks w ith uncorrelated con—
nectivities: G eneralizing the approach of [32] to in—
clide connectivity-dependent detachm ent, one ob—
tains for sym m etric Iink dynam ics w ith rates axy and
dx an equilbrium distrbution giving the probabilk-
ity of nding the network in thi stat%gjyen by adp—
cency m atrix ¢35 ofP (fci59) o1 k—o &x=k+1-
This ks In a connectivity distrbution py =
1=k };0:10 axo=dyo; 1 and trivial connectiviy cor—
relationsg xo  kk%pxpro, which factorize in the con—
nectivities. This results in a constant qk;kozqﬁ;ko,
where 0,0 = kk%pcpe= . A model with sym-
m etric link dynam ics can thus produce any em piri-
cally observed connectivity distribbution, but no net-
works w ith statistically signi cant connectivity cor—
relations.
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