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A bstract. G eneregulation in Eukaryotesism ainly e�ected through transcription

factors binding to rather short recognition m otifs generally located upstream of

thecoding region.W epresenta novelcom putationalm ethod to identify regulatory

elem entsin theupstream region ofEukaryoticgenes.Thegenesaregrouped in sets

sharing an overrepresented short m otifin their upstream sequence.For each set,

the average expression levelfrom a m icroarray experim ent is determ ined:ifthis

levelissigni�cantly higherorlowerthan theaveragetaken overthewhole genom e,

then the overrepresented m otifshared by the genes in the set is likely to play a

role in their regulation.W e illustrate the m ethod by applying it to the genom e

ofS.cerevisiae,for which m any datasets ofm icroarray experim ents are publicly

available.Severalknown binding m otifsare correctly recognized by ouralgorithm ,

and a new candidate issuggested forexperim entalveri�cation.

1 Introduction

O ne ofthe m ostinteresting subjectsofcom putationalgenom icsisthe char-

acterization ofthenetwork ofregulatory interactionsbetween genes.A dom -

inantrolein thisweb ofinteractionsisplayed by them echanism oftranscrip-

tionalregulation,in which oneorm oregeneproductsregulatethetranscrip-

tion ofothergenesinto m RNA,by binding to recognition m otifs(shortDNA

sequences)generally located upstream ofthe coding region ofthe regulated

gene.A key step in thestudy oftranscriptionalregulation istheidenti� cation

ofsuch recognition m otifs.

In recent years,it has becom e possible to attack this problem on a ge-

nom icscalewith com putationalm ethods,thanksto thehugeam ountofdata

generated by m odern experim entaltechniques.In particular,two setsofex-

perim entaldata are ofutm ost im portance to the study oftranscriptional

regulation:� rst,the availability ofthe com plete,annotated DNA sequence

form any m odelorganism sallowsthesystem aticexploration oftheupstream

regions where the m otifs are to be found;second,m icrorarray techniques

allow theidenti� cation ofgroupsofcoregulated genes.

W hen trying to identify regulatory m otifs within a com putationalap-

proach,oneisinterested in � ndinginstancesofstatisticalcorrelation between
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the presence ofcertain sequencesin the upstream region and com m on pat-

ternsofexpression.Thissearch isfacilitated by thefactthat,in m any cases,

theregulatorym otifm ustberepeated severaltim esin theupstream region to

bee� ective,and thereforethenum berofitsappearancesin theupstream re-

gion isabovewhatexpected from chancealone.Them ostcom m on approach

to theproblem consistsin two steps:� rst,a setofco-expressed genesisiden-

ti� ed,either using directexperim entalknowledge orby applying clustering

techniques to m icroarray data;then the upstream region ofsuch genes are

system atically analyzed,looking form otifsthatareoverrepresented in som e

statistically precise sense.Exam ples ofthis procedure as applied to yeast

(Saccharom yces cerevisiae)areRefs.[1,2,3].

In this work we propose an alternative procedure,which in som e sense

reversesthe procedure:the genesare grouped based on the shortsequences

thatareoverrepresented in theirupstream region,and such groupsarethen

tested for evidence ofcoregulation,using m icroarray data.W henever such

evidence ofcoregulation isfound,the sequence characterizing the upstream

region ofthegenesisa candidateregulatory site.Them ostattractivefeature

ofthisreversed procedure isthatthe grouping ofthe genesisbased on the

sequence only:the setsofgenesthusobtained can be analysed forevidence

ofcoregulation notonly by using m icroarray data,asdescribed in thiscon-

tribution,butalso by com paring them to otherbiologicaldata,such ase.g.

functionalannotation and the com position ofprotein com plexes.

A som ewhatrelated m ethod,thatdoesnotrely on previousclustering of

thegenes,isdescribed in Ref.[4].In thiscontribution wefocuson describing

them ethod:foradetailed discussion oftheresultsand com parison with other

m ethods,wereferthe interested readerto the originalpaper,Ref.[5].

2 G rouping the genes based on overrepresented

upstream m otifs

The � rststep in ourprocedure consistsin analyzing the upstream region of

allthe� 6000yeastgenes,and identifyforeach genetheshortDNA sequences

(words)which areoverrepresented in theirupstream region.O verrepresenta-

tion ofa word in the upstream sequence ofa gene isde� ned by com parison

to the prevalence ofthe sam e word in allthe upstream regions taken as a

singlesam ple.

Speci� cally,foreach possibleword w (oflength 6-8 in thepresentstudy)

we constructthe setS(w)ofthe genesin whose upstream region w isover-

represented by the following procedure:

� Foreach yeastgeneg wecom putethenum bermg(w)ofoccurrencesofw

in theupstream regionofg.Thelength oftheupstream regionweconsider

is500 base pairs,butisshortened whenevernecessary to avoid overlap-

ping with thecoding region ofthepreceding open reading fram e(O RF).



Thereforethelength ofthecodingregion dependson thegeneconsidered,

and willbe denoted by K g.Non palindrom icwordsarecounted on both

strands:thereforewede� nethee� ectivenum berofoccurrencesng(w)as

ng(w)= m g(w)+ m g(~w) ifw 6= ~w (1)

ng(w)= m g(w) ifw = ~w (2)

where ~w isthe reversecom plem entofw.

� W e de� ne the globalfrequency p(w)ofeach word w as

p(w)=

P

g
ng(w)

P

g
Lg(w)

(3)

where,in orderto countcorrectly theavailablespaceforpalindrom icand

non palindrom icwords,

Lg(w)= 2(K g � l+ 1) ifw 6= ~w (4)

Lg(w)= (K g � l+ 1) ifw = ~w (5)

where lis the length ofw.p(w) is therefore the frequency with which

the word w appearsin the upstream regionsofthe whole genom e:itis

the \background frequency" againstwhich occurrencesin the upstream

regionsofthe individualgenesare com pared to determ ine which words

areoverrepresented.

� Foreach O RF g and each word w we com pute the probability bg(w)of

� nding ng(w) or m ore occurrences ofw based on the globalfrequency

p(w):

bg(w)=

L g(w )X

n= ng(w )

�
Lg(w)

n

�

p(w)n [1� p(w)]
L g(w )� n (6)

� W e de� ne a m axim um probability P and consider,foreach w,the set

S(w)= fg : bg(w)< P g (7)

oftheO RFsin which theword w isoverrepresented com pared to thefre-

quency ofw in the upstream regionsofthe whole genom e.Thatis,w is

considered overrepresented in theupstream region ofg iftheprobability

of� nding ng(w)orm oreinstancesofw based on theglobalfrequency is

lessthan P .In thisstudy we chose P = 0:02.Note thatthisisa rather

lenientcuto� :howeverno biologicalsigni� cance isattributed to the set

S(w)in itself:only thosesetswhich willpassthetestforcoregulation,de-

scribed in thefollowingsection,willbeconsidered ofbiologicalrelevance,

and henceitison thissecond testthata stringentcuto� on P-valuem ust

be im posed.



3 Looking for coregulation w ithin the sets S(w )

The second step ofthe procedure consists in verifying whether the genes

contained in each setS(w)show evidenceofcoregulation in theirexpression

levels as m easured in m icroarray experim ents.This is done by com puting

the averageexpression levelofthe genesin the setand com paring itto the

average expression levelfor the sam e experim ent com puted over the whole

genom e.W eused thedata from thediauxicshiftexperim entofRef.[1]which

provides us with expression m easurem ents for virtually allthe yeast genes

at7 tim epointscorresponding to progressivedepletion ofthe glucose in the

m edium ,with the consequentm etabolic shiftform ferm entation to respira-

tion.W e proceed asfollows:

� Foreach tim e-pointiwe com puted the genom e-wide averageexpression

R(i)and itsstandard deviation �(i).

� Then foreach word w we com pute the averageexpression in the subset

ofSw given by thegenesforwhich an experim entalresultisavailableat

tim epointi(in m ostcasesthiscoincideswith Sw ):

R w (i)=
1

N (i;w)

X

g2Sw

rg(i) (8)

where N (i;w)isthe num berofO RFsin Sw forwhich an experim ental

resultattim epointiisavailable,and rg(i)isthecorrespondingexpression

level(as custom ary,this is de� ned as the log2 ofthe ratio between the

m RNA levelattim epointiand the initialm RNA level).

� The di� erence

�R w (i)= R w (i)� R(i) (9)

representsthe discrepancy between the genom e-wide averageexpression

attim e-pointiand theaverageexpression atthesam etim e-pointofthe

O RFsthatsharean abundanceofthe word w in theirupstream region.

� A signi� canceindex sig(i;w)isde� ned as

sig(i;w)=
�R w (i)

�(i)

p
N (i;w) (10)

and the word w isconsidered signi� cantly correlated with expression at

tim e pointiif

jsig(i;w)j> � (11)

In this work we chose � = 6:this m eans that we consider m eaningful

a deviation ofR w (i) by six s.d.’s from its expected value.The sign of

sig(i;w)indicateswhetherw actsasan enhanceroran inhibitorofgene

expression.



4 R esults

A totalof29 wordsoflength between 6 and 8 base pairspassoursigni� ca-

tivity testforatleastonetim epointin the diauxicshiftexperim ent.Two of

them m ustbe elim inated astheirstatisticalsigni� cance can be ascribed to

theexistenceofa fam ily ofseveralnearly identicalO RFswith nearly identi-

calupstream regions.O utofthe rem aining 27 words,26 can be con� dently

identi� ed with a known regulatory m otif,and one word isa new candidate.

Exam plesofsigni� cantwords,including thenew candidateATAAG G G ,are

reported in Tab.1.

Table 1. Exam ple ofregulatory words found by our m ethod,together with the

known regulatory m otifthey belong to.In the third colum n we report the tim e-

point(s) ofthe diauxic shift experim ent where the word passes the signi�cativity

test.Thesign in thefourth colum n indicateswhetherthegenesin thesetS(w)are

induced orrepressed atthese tim epoints.

word m otif tim epoints+ /-

G ATG AG PAC 4 -

G ATG AG AT PAC 4,5,6,7 -

G ATG AG A PAC 4,7 -

AAAATTT RRPE 6,7 -

AAAATTTT RRPE 4,6,7 -

CCACCCCC STRE 6 +

CCCCCCCT STRE 6 +

TACCCC M IG 1 6 +

G CCG CC UM E6 7 +

ATAAG G G new 6,7 +

In Figs.1 and 2 ,we give an exam ple ofcoregulation in the set S(w)

corresponding to the signi� cantword G ATG AG

5 C onclusions

O urm ethod appearstobeverye� cientin identifyingregulatorym otifswhose

e� ectivenessdepend on m any repetitionsofa shortsequencein theupstream

regionoftheregulated genes.Them ain featurethatdi� erentiatesourm ethod

from existingalgorithm sform otifdiscoveryisthefactthatgenesaregrouped

a prioribased on sim ilaritiesin theirupstream sequences.Thefactthatm ost

ofthem otifrevealed by the m ethod turn outto beknown regulatory m otifs

suggests a very low rate offalse positives.Also in Ref.[4]a com putational

m ethod was proposed in which candidate binding sites are identi� ed using

statisticalcorrelationsbetween upstream sequenceand expression data.Two
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Fig.1.Expression ofthegenesin the setS(G ATG AG ):The average expression of

thegenesin theset(solid line)iscom pared to thegenom e-wideaverageexpression

(dashed line)atthe seven tim e pointsofthe diauxic shiftexperim ent.
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Fig.2. Statistical signi�cance sig(i;w) as de�ned in Eq.(10) for the word w =

G ATG AG and tim epointsi= 1;:::;7 in thediauxic shiftexperim ent.The dashed

line isthe signi�cance threshold jsigj= 6.

im portantdi� erencescan beidenti� ed between ourm ethod and theonepro-

posed in Ref.[4](see Ref.[5]for a detailed com parison ofthe results):� rst,

our algorithm does not assum e a linear dependence ofthe expression level

from thenum berofrepetitionsofthem otif.Second,oursetsofgenes,being

based on theupstream sequenceonly,can bescreened forevidenceofcoregu-

lation notonly by com parison with expression data,asdescribed above,but

also with othertypesofbiologicaldatasets,such asfunctionalannotation or

experim entally determ ined protein com plexes.
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