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A bstract

In addition to their selfrenewal capabilities, hem atopoietic stam cells guarantee
the continuous supply of fully di erentiated, functional cells of various types In
the peripheral blood. T he process which controls di erentiation into the di erent
lineages of the hem atopoietic system (erythroid, m yeloid, lym phoid) is referred to
as lineage speci cation. It requires a potentially m ulti-step decision sequence w hich
detem ines the fate of the cells and their successors. It is generally accepted that
lineage speci cation is regulated by a com plex system of interacting transcription
factors. H owever, the underlying principles controlling this regulation are currently
unknown.

Here, we propose a sin pl quantitative m odel describing the interaction of two
transcription factors. This m odel is m otivated by experin ental observations on
the transcription factors GATA -1 and PU 1, both known to act as key regulators
and potential antagonists in the erythroid vs. myeloid di erentiation processes of
hem atopoietic progenitor cells. W e dem onstrate the ability of the m odelto account
for the cbserved sw itching behavior of a transition from a state of low expression of
both factors (undi erentiated state) to the dom inance of one factor (di erentiated
state) . D egpending on the param eter choice, the m odel predicts two di erent pos—
sbilities to explain the experim entally suggested, stam cell characterizing prim ing
state of low level coexpression. W hereas increasing transcription rates are su -
cient to Induce di erentiation in one scenario, an additional system perturbation
by stochastic uctuations or directed im pulses) of transcription factor levels is
required in the other case.
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1 Introduction

T he hem atopoietic system oonsists of a variety of functionally di erent cell
types, ncluding m ature cells such as erythrocytes, granulocytes, platelets, or
Iym phocytes, as well as several di erent precursor cells (ie., pram ature cell
stages) and hem atopoietic stem oells HSC) (Lord,|1997;I10 rkid,12000) . M ost
m ature cell types have lin ited life spans ranging from a few hours to ssveral
m onths, which in plies the existence of a source capabl of replenishing these
di erentiated cells throughout the life span of an individual. This supply is
realized by the population of H SC, which ism aintained and even regenerated
after injury or depletion throughout the whole life of the organian . This self-
renew alproperty is a m a pr characteristic de ning HSC (Loe er and R oederl,
2002;|Lord,11997;Potten and Loe erl,11990) .A second m a pr characteristic of
H SC istheir ability to contribute to the production ofcells ofallhem atopoietic
lineages, thus ensuring the supply of fiinctionally di erentiated cells m esting
the needs of the organian . T he process controlling the developm ent of undif-
ferentiated stem or progenitor cells Into one speci ¢ functional direction (ie.,
one speci ¢ hem atopoietic lineage) is called lineage speci cation. Ik is gener—
ally accepted that the process of lineage speci cation is govermed by the inter-
play ofm any di erent transcription factors (A kashi, |2005;|C antor and O rkin,
2004; ICross et all, 11994; 0 rkin, 11995, 12000; [Tener, 12003) . E xperin ental re—
suls suggest that a number of relevant transcription factors are expressed
sim ultaneously in H SC, although at a Iow level [Akashiet all,i2003;Hu et all,
1997) . Som e authors refer to this state of a low level co-expression as prim —
ing behavior (Akashl,12005;IC ross and Enver,11997;Enver and G reaves,|1998) .
D uring di erentiation the balanced co-expression of these potentially antag-
onistic transcription factors is assum ed to be broken at som e point (or even
m ultiple points). T hereafter, the system is supposed to be characterized by
an up-regulated Jevel of som e transcription factors, soeci ¢ for a particular
lineage, while other transcription factors are down-regulated. T hese cbserva—
tions suggest a transcription factor network, capabl of sw itch-lke behavior
by changing from unspeci ¢ coexpression to di erent states of speci ¢ expres—
sion . H ow ever, the general underlying principles of the regulatory m echanian s
are currently unknown. Particularly, it is unclear w hether the assum ption of
a dynam ically balanced low level co-expression state is justi ed or whether
prin ing should rather be interpreted as the result of an inactive transcrip—
tion factor network overlaid by stochastic uctuations of transcription factor
expression .

In this paper we propose a sin ple m athem atical m odel describbing di erent
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Interaction scenarios of two transcription factors. Biologically, this sinplk
two com ponent network m odel is m otivated by experim ental observations
on the transcrption factors GATA -1 and PU 1, known to be involved in
the process of lineage speci cation of HSC (Du et all, 12002; IO kawa et all,
1999; Rekhtm an et all, 11999; R osn arin et all, 12005;Tenen, |12003; Voso et all,
1994). The zinc nger factor GATA -1 is reported to be required for the dif-
ferentiation and m aturation of erythroid/m egakaryocytic cells, whik the Ets-
fam ily transcription factor PU 1 supports the developm ent of m yeloid and
Iym phoid cells (reviewed by IC antor and O rkin,12004;Tenen,12003) . For both,
GATA- and PU 1, it has been dem onstrated that they are abl to stinu-
late their own transcription through an auto-catalytic process (Chen et all,
1995; N ishin ura et al., 12000;0 kuno et all,2005;IT saiet all,[1991) . A ddition—
ally, there are physical interactionsbetween GATA -1 and PU .1 which Inducea
m utual nhibiion and, therefore, favor one lineage choice at the expense ofthe
other (erythroid/m egakaryocyte vs. m yeloid) [Du et all, 12004; Nerlov et all,
2000; Rekhtm an et al., 11999, 12003; Voso et all, 11994; [Yam ada et all, 11998;
Zhang et al.,11999,12000) . In particular, two di erent m echanism s for them u-
tual Inhbition of these two transcription factors have been suggested by ex—
perin ental observations: O n one hand, GATA -1 binds to the 3= 4 region of
PUJ1 (complkx 1) and disgplaces the PU 1 co-activator cJun from its bind-
ng site, thersby, nhdbiing the transcription initiation of PU 1 (Zhang et all,
1999). On the other hand, the Inhibition of GATA -1 transcription is m edi-
ated by the binding of the N -tem inal region of PU .1 to the C - nger region
of GATA-1 (complex 2), thus blocking the binding of GATA -1 to is pro-
m oter (Zhang et all,12000) . T hat m eans, although both Inhibition m echanisn s
are nterfered through the form ation of PU 1/GATA -1 heterodim ers, the two
com plexes are structurally di erent. W hereas complex 1 (nhibition of PU 1
transcription by GATA-1) isknown to bind to DNA, thus occupying a PU 1
prom oter site, D NA -binding of com plex 2 (inhibition of GATA -1 transcription
by PU 1) has not been reported so far.

T he m echanisn s of antagonistic interdependence together w ith positive auto-—
catalytic requlation provide a fram ework for the theoretical nvestigation of
di erent scenarios of transcription factor interaction and their im plications
for the explanation of Ineage speci cation control. A pplying a m atham atical
m odel, which form alizes the described interactions, it is now possble to ana-
Iyze di erent com binations of transcription factor activation and inhibition on
a qualitative and quantitative level. T he proposed m odel relies on principles
suggested for the description of general genetic sw itches (eg.Becskeiet all,
2001;IC nquin and D em ongeot;, 12004, 12005; |G ardner et all, 12000) .

In this paper it is our ob Fctive to exam ine the follow ing questions w ithin the
fram ework of thism odel structure:

A re the experim entally described interactions of the two transcription fac—



torssu cient to generate a sw itching behaviorbetw een a stable co-expression
of two factors and the dom inance of one of these factors?

W hat are the condiions nducing such a qualitative change In the system
behavior?

Is there evidence for a functional rok of the (experin entally suggested)
prin ing status?

To answer these question the follow ing strategy is applied. F irstly, the m odel
equations are derived on the basis of the describbed biologicalm echanisn s of
transcription factor interaction for GATA -1 and PU 1 (Section 2). Secondly,
thism odel is analyzed w ith respect to the existence of steady state solutions
and their dependence on the m odel param eters. A ccording to our ob fctive,
to understand the m echanian s leading to sw itches between di erent stable
system states, we focus our analysis particularly on the determ ination ofbi-
furcation conditions, considering di erent scenarios of transcription factor in—
teraction (Section 3).F nally, the obtained results are discussed in relation to
the ongoing debate about lineage speci cation control In the hem atopoietic
system , speci cally w ith respect to potential explanations of the experin en—
tally suggested low level co-expression of transcription factors (orim ing) In
undi erentiated progenitors and stem cells (Section 4).

2 M odeldescription

A though our analysis is m otivated by experim ental cbservations of speci ¢
transcription factor interactions (GATA -1 and PU 1), them odelm ay also be
applied in the general context of two interacting transcription factors. In the
follow ing, the two transcription factors are denoted by X and Y .

2.1 Generalassum ptions

T he general design of the m odel structure is based on the ollow Ing assum p—
tionswhich arem otivated by the experin entalobservations outlined in Section
1:

Both transcription factors, X and Y , are able to act as activatorm olecules:

— If bound to their own prom oter region, X and Y introduce a positive
feedback on their own transcription. T his process is referred to as speci ¢
transcription Fig.1l@)).

—-X and Y are both ablk to induce an overall transcription which also
e ects potentially antagonistic transcription factors. A lthough such an
Interaction is m ost lkely indirect, for the m odel we consider a m utual



activation of X and Y by the opposing transcription factor, which we
refer to as unspeci ¢ transcription Eig.1)).

W e assum e that transcription initiation isonly achieved by the sin ultaneous

binding oftwo X and Y m oleculs, respectively (ie., binding cooperativity

c= 2).This assum ption ism otivated by the resul that a binding coopera—
tivity ¢> 1 is a necessary condition for the existence of system bistability

(see eg.Becskei et all, 12001;IC inquin and D em ongeott,12005;IG ardner et all,
2000) .

There isa m utual inhibition of X and Y .W ithin this context, two possble
m echanisn s, based on the form ation oftwo structurally di erent com plexes
ofX and Y, are considered:

— Joint binding of X and ¥ m olecules to prom oter sites Fig.1(c)).Here,
theDNA -bound X Y -com plex (Z 1) actsasa transcription repressor, w hich
blodks the binding sites. T his represents a m ode of com petition for free
binding sites.

— Fom ation of another X Y -com plex, called Z,, which neither binds to X
norY DNA binding site Fig.1(d)). In contrast to Z{, this represents a
com petition for free transcription factorm olecules.

Both inhibition m echanisn s (ncluding com binations of them ) are consid—

ered for X aswellasforY .

To facilitate the analysis of the m athan atical m odel we m ake the follow Ing
sim pli cations:

P ost—transcriptional regulation is neglected, ie., the transcription of a gene
is considered to ultim ately result In the production of the corresponding
protein (here, a transcription factor).

T In e delays due to transcription and translation processes are neglected.
Sinultaneous binding of X /Y m onom ers together w ith a 7 -heterodin er,
oftwo Z;-heterodin ers, aswellas ofa X and a Y monom er at the sam e
prom oter are excluded from the analysis.

Interactions of X , Y as well as the prom oter regions of the coding genes
w ith further transcription factors are neglected.

T hroughout the paperthe follow Ing notationsareused: x;y denote them olcule
concentrations of X and Y, respectively. Z, denotes the DNA bound X Y -
com plex and Z, the structurally di erent X Y —ocom plex, which is not abl to
bind to prom oter DNA .D -, denotes free DNA binding sites w ithin the pro-
m oter region of X and Y , regpectively. In contrast, binding sites occupied by
X orY molculksorby the X Y -complex Z; are denoted asD - """ .
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Figure 1. Principles of transcription initiation and inhibition for X and Y . (@)

Speci c transcription, ie. auto-catalysis by the transcription factor itself; (o) Un-—
speci ¢ transcription, ie. transcription initiated by another transcription factor;
(ce) Suggested m echanian s of transcription inhbition for X and Y by fom ation

of X Y complxes: (c) A XY -complkx, called Z 1, bound to the prom oter regions

acts as a repressor; (d) The fom ation of a structurally di erent X Y -com plex (%)

com petitively Inhibisthe DNA binding ofX and Y m olculks; (€) C ombnation of
(c) and (d) as suggested or GATA -1 and PU .1 [Zhang et all,11999,12000)

22 M odel equations

W ih these assum ptions one can w rite down a set of chem ical reaction equa-—
tions which underly the system dynam ics.

The processes of speci ¢ and unspeci ¢ transcrijption activation (see Fig.



1@),b)) are described by equations (1)-@4).

K

X +X +D, DX D¥PpX4x 1)
K

Y+Y+D, D¥; DW¥pDWix @)
Ks o vy, Yy W vy

Y+Y+D, DY¥; D¥PDW+y 3)
K

X +X+D, DX DV DX+y @)

Herein we m ade the sin plifying assum ption that the DNA binding of X and
Y always occurs as the binding ofhom odin ers. T hat m eans, that the sequen—
tial binding of two m onom ers, as the ssoond possibility of DNA binding, is
not consider. T he process of din erization, as well as the DNA binding and
dissociation, are regarded to be In quasi steady state.

Here and throughout the paper, the K ; = k;=k; 1= 1;::7) denote the equi-
Ibrim (dissociation) constants of the reactions, w ith k; and k; representing
the forward and badckward reaction rate constants, respectively. F inally, it is
assum ed that both transcription factorm onom ers, X and Y , decay with rst
order kinetics at rates ki and k{, whereas din er-com plexes are assum ed to be
stable.

The di erent m utual transcription inhiition m echanisn s are illustrated in
Figs.1l(c)-(e).F irst, we consider the form ation the X Y -complex Z, (see Fi.
1d))
Ks
X +Y Zy: )
U nder the quasi steady state assum ption Z, does not contribute to them ath—
em atical description of the system dynam ics.

As shown In Fig. 1(c), there is also the possibility that X and Y fom a
structurally di erent heterodim er Z ;, which is able to bind to the prom oter
regions, acting as a repressor for X and Y transcription, respectively:

K
X +Y + Dy “pxY, ©)

x I

K7

X+Y+D, D¥: (7

A s wih the prom oter binding of X and Y , we collapse din erization, which
is assum ed to be In quasi steady state, and DNA binding into one process,
neglecting the sequential binding ofm onom ers.

U nder the posted quasi steady state assum ptions, equations (1)—(7) lead to



the follow ing set of ordinary di erential equations:

dx K x% + UK ,v°

ok x+ Sy 2Y @®)
dt 1+ K x?+ K,yy?+ Kgxy

dy K 5y2 + u, K 4x°

To gyt X ©)
dt 1+ Kiy*+ Kgx#+ Kqoxy

D etails of the derivation are given in Appendix A .

3 Resuls
3.1 Symm etric system

To analytically derive steady state aswell as potential bifiircation conditions,
we restrict ourself in this section to the special case ofa com pltely symm etric
system , ie.i kg, = ko, = Koy Sk = sy = s, u = uy = Uerp1iK3rK2p=_K4/
and K4 = K7.Usjngtheserela‘rj8nitogedlerw' h x = Kix,y = Ky,
ki = K=K,k = Kg=K,5= K s7ky,u= Kiu=ky, and = Kkpt, the
system (8), (9) can be written in a dim ensionless form as

dx sx? + uk,y?

— = X+ ; 10)
d 1+ x%+ kyy? + kexy

dy sy? + uk,x?

= v+ T ; a1
d 1+ kyx?+ y2+ kexy

Equations (10) and (11) are a pairofcoupled rst order di erential equations.
The steady state x = vy = 0) isde ned in plicitly by

sx? + uk,y?
X = ; 12)
1+ x%+ kyy?+ kexy
sy? + uk,x?

1+ kyx2+ y2+ kyxy

y = 13)
The dom ain of these nullclines for x and y is restricted by the choice of
param eters as outlined in Appendix B. The intersections of the nullclines
corresoond to the xed points x ;y ) of the di erential equations (10) and
(11). F ixed points on the diagonal x ;x ) are traced under the sin plifying
condition x = y.In this case, equations (12) and (13) can be sum m arized by

x % (s+ uky)
1+ x 20+ ko + ko)

(14)



The st (trivial) xed point of equation (14) is x;, = 0.Having elim lnated
this solution, the ram aining quadratic equation yields two fiirther non-trivial
xed points at

q
(s+ uky) (s+ uky)? 40+ ky + ky)
Xyg = : (15)
20+ ky + k)
x,7%,) and (x5;x3) are real xed points on the diagonal for
q_
S uk,+ 2 14+ kg + ket 10)

B ifurcation points can be characterized by nullclines Intersecting w ith equal
slopes. T he derivatives of equations (10) and (11) are evaluated to detem ne
explicit conditions for bifircation occurrence on the diagonal, considering s as
the bifiircation param eter® .For sin plicity the denom inators in equations (12)
and (13) arede ned asP, = 1+ x*+ k,y*+ kyxy and P, = 1+ k,x*+ y?+ k. Xy .
T he partial derivative of equation (12) with respect to y ladsto

0 @sxx%+ 2uk, v )Py (sx? + ukuyZ)Pf

X = o2 ()]

wih x%= @x=Qy and P2 = @P,=Ry = x°@2x + k,y) + 2k,y + k.x.Soig for
x% yields
o 2uky,yPy,  (sx® + ukyy?) @kuy + kex)

X = : 18)
P2  2sxP,+ (sx?+ uk,y?)(2x + k.y)

For bifircation points on the diagonal (x = y), where the denom inators P,
and P, simplify toP = 1+ x (1 + k, + k), equation (18) can be rew ritten
as

x°@ ? 2sxP + x°(s+ uky) @+ k) = 2uk,xP  x° (s+ uky) @k, + k) ¢ (19)

Thserting P in the form P = x (s + uk,) derived from equation (14) and
neglcting the trivial solution the equality now reads

20k, s+ xQ+ k)= 2uk, x@k,+ k): 0)
To nd the bifurcation points on the diagonal one needs to study the two
distinct cases forx®= 1 and x°= 1 (see Appendix C).

Case I x°= 1):

! Param eter s is chosen to acocount fr changes in the transcriptional activity by
enhancer actions or m odi cations in chrom atin structure. Furthem ore, s is the
critical param eter that gives rise to the di erent distinct dom ains for the nullclines
as outlined in Appendix B .



Equation (20) satis es the condition x°= 1 at

s+ uky,
Ryoo1 = —————— @1)
21+ kg + ky)

This only coincides w ith the xed points x,_; derived in equation (15) ifthe
expression under the radical in equation (15) vanishes, ie., x, = X;.This is
true for q

s;= ukgt 2 14 kgt ks (22)
which ocorresoonds to the condition de ned in (16). This implies that the
\birth" of the =xed points (x,;x,) and (x;;x,) coincides wih the bifirca-
tion condition x°= 1.The ssquence of nullclines n Fig. 2 @)—(c) illustrates
this behavior for an unspeci ¢ transcription rate u = 1. The nullclines in
Fig. 2 (@) do not intersect for s < s, ie., there is no non-trivial xed point
along the diagonal. For s = s, one comm on xed point at X, (s;) = x5 (s;) =
(5, + uky)=2(1 + ky + k;) exists, which m arks the bifurcation point depicted
nFig.2P).Fors> s, two distinct xed points (x,;x,) and (x;;X;) exist on
the diagonal, shown in Fig.2 (c) .W hereas the upperpont at (x,;x,) isstable,
the Iower one at (x5;x5) isunstable. T he nullclines change qualitatively for a
further ncrease In the bifurcation param eter s as shown in the sequence F ig.
2@d),e).

In the case of a an aller unspeci ¢ transcrption rate u = 04 the coresoond-
Ing bifurcation is ilustrated in Fig. 3(d). The two xed points X,;X,) and
(x57%5) generated at thediagonalareboth unstable asdepicted n Fig.3 (), () .
T he qualitative di erences between the scenarios for an all and large unsoe-
ci ¢ transcrption u are m ore thoroughly investigated in the subsequent para—
graphs.

Case 2 (x°= 1):
W hen x°= 1 equation (20) sinpli esto

3uk, s
Xate 1= @3)

Equating x4- 1 = X,_; from equation (15) leads to a dependency on the
param eters s, u, k, and k,. Two further bifircation points are ocbtained at:

Uk, (L+ 3k 4 Sko)+ 26 1) 1 ke Fke+ 4RO

2= (1+ k + 3k, @)
Uk, (L4 3K+ 5k 26 1) 1 K 3k + k20

= (( 1+ k + 3k.) @)

To guarantee the existence of these bifurcations at the diagonal, s,_.; s, is
required.The case s,_; < s, indicates that bifurcations occuro the diagonal.

10
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Figure 2.D eform ation of the nullclines for increasing values of the bifurcation pa—
ram eter s. T he occurrence ofthe rst bifurcation at § isdepicted In (o), the second
bifurcation at s; = s, n (). Parametersarek, = 1, k. = 0 andu = 1.The bi
furcation parameter issst to s= 17 @), s= 5= 1+ 2 2 183 P),s= 19
©),s= 199 d),s= 201 ©,s= 26 (,s=8s5,=5;=3u= 3 @),s= 38 h).
F ixed points are m arked as ©ollow s: trivial xed point (0;0) — , stabk/unstable

xed point (4;x,) ~N/4 ,unstable xed point (g;x3) —O, stable/unstable xed
pointso thediagonal- / ,bifircation point -

11



25 1 25 1 25

05/ 1 05 |/ 1 05 |/

Figure 3.D eform ation of the nullclines for increasing values of the bifurcation pa—
ram eter s for unspeci c¢ transcription rate u = 04.Parameters are k, = 1 and
ky = 0.The bifurcation parameter issestto s= 19 @), s= 204 b),s= 21 (o),
s= s 243 d),s= 28 ), s= 32 (f).Fixed points are m arked according to
the caption in Fig. 2.

For the special case k, = 1 the conditions for the occurrence of these b'%ga—
tionssinplify to s, = s; = 3u (@iven s, = s> s, which istrue foru > 1= 2).
Since this condition is valid forboth xed points, (x,;x,) and (x;;X5), it In—
dicates that the bifurcations occur at the sam e bifuircation param eter s = 3u.
Fig. 2 () —(h) depicts the bifircations forboth xed points In the cassu = 1,
ky, = 1.A fter a defom ation ofthe nullclines the intersections in Fig. 2 (f) still
represent the xed points (X,;x,) and X5;x;) Prs< s, = s;. I Fig.2(g) the
nullclines fors = s, = s; intersect w ith the sam e localslope at x, aswellasat
X5 . Thism arks the bifurcation point forboth xed points, that coincides for
ky = 1.Fig.2 () illustrates the new xed points o the diagonal, which are
stable bifurcating from (x,;x,) and unstable bifurcating from (x;;x;). The

xed point (x,;x,) iself changes the stability and becom es unstable, x5;x5)
rem ains unstabl as before.

For smallu the condition for the occurrence of further bifurcations s,_, s,
isviolated. N um erical results indicate that two saddle-node bifurcations formm

12
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bifurcation parameter s bifurcation parameter s
@) b)

Figure 4.B ifurcation diagram sx vs.swih k; = 08,k, = 0,u=1 @) and 0= 04
©) . T he stability ofthe steady states is coded as follow s: solid line —stable, dashed
line —unstable.

xed pointso the diagonalat s < s; asdepicted In the sequence ofnullclines
in Figs. 3(p), (). The saddlenode bifircation on the diagonal is observed at
s, . For Jarge s these scenarios show a com parable pattem of two up-regulated
steady states w ith one high and one low expressed com ponent and a further
stable xed point at (0;0) (compare Figs.2 ) and 3 (f)).

T he bifurcation diagram s In Fig. 4 com prse the above ndings fork, = 08.
T he x-ocoordinate for the xed points is shown depending on the bifircation
parameter s. Foru = 1 Fig. 4@)) the birth oftwo xed points through a
saddlenode bifurcation can be seen at s, given by equation (22).C ondition
(24) de nes the occurrence of the pitchfork bifircation on the upper branch
x,7%,) at s,, whereas condition (25) is the equivalent for the lower branch
(x5;%5) at s;. Note that the additional condition s,_; s, is ful Jled. The
upper branch gives rise to three xed points, one unstable (arishng from the
existing stable xed point) at the diagonal at x, and two new stable xed
points branching o this axis. For the lower case all three xed points are
unstable for s > s;.The lnset In Fig. 4 (@) enlarges this bifurcation occurring
at s;.Fig.4 (o) illustrates the equivalent scenario foru = 0:4.The saddlenode
bifircation at s, represents the form ation ofthe unstable xed points (x,;x,)
and (xX5;X;).In addition, two further saddle node bifurcations exist that also
form stable xed points. Since s, ; < s; these bifircations do not occur on
the diagonal. A llbranches in F ig. 4 that do not represent xed points on the
diagonalw ere determm Ined num erically.

Fig. 5 provides an overview of regions ofm ultistability in the phase space u
vs. s.D istinct regionsw ith di erent num bers of stable steady states are iden—
ti ed depending on the com bination ofthe din ensionless param eters. Lines of
separation are detem Ined by equations 22), (24) and, for the lower branch,

13
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Figure 5.Phase space diagram u vs.swih ky, = 1,k = 0.The lines separating the
distinct regions ofm ulti-stability are determ ined by equations (22), (24) and, forthe
lower branch, num erical results. In the Iower left region only one stable xed point
at (0;0) exists. In the region m arked w ith \two stable xed points" one additional
up—regulated stable xed point existsbesidesthe one at (0;0).In \three stable =xed
points" region two additional up-regulated stable xed points exist. The dashed
horizontal lines correspond to the sequences of nullclines in F igs. 2 and 3.

num erical results. The sequence of nullclines given in Fig. 2 is illustrated by
the dashed lne at u = 1, with the dots referring to the sub gures for varying
s. The dashed lne at u = 04 gives a sin ilar representation, w ith its corre—
goondence In Fig. 3.

Figs. 2 and 3 both indicate that the basin of attraction for the xed point at
the origin (0;0) is separated from the basins of attraction of the up-regulated
stable states by a set of unstable xed points. T he sequences of graphs also
Mustrate that these unstable xed pointsm ove towardsthe xed pointat (0;0)
for increasing s, thus continously reducing the size of its basin of attraction.
However, this size characterizes the stability of the xed point at the origin
(0;0) in response to external perturoations. Unlike the intem ediate stablk
steady state, arising from the bifurcation at s, depicted in Fig. 4 (@), where
a dynam ically Increasing s inevitably leads to one of the two up-regulated

xed points, the escape from the xed point (0;0) needs to be triggered by a
perturbation that exceeds the size of itsbasin ofattraction .G iven the position
oftheunstable xed pointatthediagonal (x5;x5) asa function ofs In equation
(15), an appropriate m easure for the size of the basin ofattraction isprovided.
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32 Asymm etric system

A s Indicated by |Zhang et all (1999, 12000) the nhibition of PU 1 by GATA -
1 and the converse are based on di erent m echanisn s. The form ation of the
PU 1-GATA-l compkx, which we referto asa Z ,-com plkx, prevents free tran—
scription factors from binding to their speci ¢ DNA binding sites. A com —
petitive Inhibition in this form a ects both transcrption factors, although
Zhang et al. (2000) do not explicitly outline the consequences ofbinding ofthe
PU 1-GATA -l complkx to the PU 1 binding site. O n the other hand, GATA -
1 prevents the binding of cJun to the DNA bound PU 1 protein and thus
disables the transcription initiation of PU 1. This process explicitly targets
the PU 1 bihding sites and nhtroduces a functional asym m etry of lnhibition
m echanian s.

The m athem atical counterpart of this asymm etry is a speci ¢ binding rate
K¢ > 0 whik kesping K7 = 0 (see equations 8), (9)). In tem s of the di-
m ensionless form ulation in equations (10) and (11) this translhtes into two
di erent rate constants k,, > 0 and k,, = 0. The additional binding m ode
ke, > 0) can be Interpreted as a reduction in the transcriptional activity of
the X gene conferring a disadvantage relative to Y .

For any k,, > O there is a symm etry breaking which shifts the previously
cbserved bifurcations o the diagonal and destroys the pitchfork bifircation
cbserved in the sym m etric case for Jarge u. The two up—regulated stable xed
points are not created nstantaneously by the transformm ation of a previous
stable state at the diagonal, but the initial stable point rem ains unchanged
whilke a further (saddle node) bifircation form s the sscond up-regulated stable
point alongside w ith one unstable xed point. This scenario is shown in the
sequence ofnullclines In F ig. 6 @)—(c) . T he param eterk,, regulatesthe distance
between the up-regulated stabl points and the extension of their basins of
attraction. This is visualized In the bifircation diagram s n Fig. 6 (d)—(f) for
di erent values ofk,, .

Foran allunspeci ¢ transcription ratesu, where in the sym m etric case the ad-
ditional up-regulated stable states are created o the diagonal, no qualitative
changes are introduced by the fiinctional asym m etry.

T he introduction ofasym m etry isnot necessarily based on di erent interaction
m echanian s. It is plausible that autoregulative transcription activation does
not require identical transcription rates for the genes of interest. T his can be
described by relaxing the symm etry assum ption of Section 2.1, which leadsto
gene speci ¢ transcription rates s, and sy . This asymm etry In transcriptional
activity resuls in a qualitatively sin ilar symm etry breaking as in the case
of the m echanistic asym m etry: the pitchfork bifircation occurring for large
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Figure 6. The deform ation of the nullclines for the case k,, = 0:1 is depicted In

gures (@) to (c). Param eters are ]gy = 0,u= 08, ky = 1,and s = 1:99 @),
s= 30 ), s= 68 (€. The trivial xed point at (0;0) is marked by , the
stable/unstable =xed pointso thediagonalby / .The qualitative change in the
bifurcation behavior is shown in gures (d) to (f). The bifircation diagram s are
shown for ncreases in the asym m etry param eterk,, .Param etersarek, = 0,u= 1,
kg = 08 and k,, = 00 d), ky, = 001 (), and k,, = 01 (f). Solid lines indicate
stable, dashed lines unstable xed points.

u is replaced by a ram aining stable state alongside a saddle-node bifurcation
form Ing the second up-regulated stable state (data not shown).Them agniude
of the di erence in the speci ¢ transcriptions rates s, and s, regulates the
distance between the up-regulated stabl states In the phase plane.

In a soenario where asymm etry of interaction m echanisn s occurs alongside
an asymm etry In the speci ¢ transcription rates, the e ects on the system
behavior combine, either am plifying or com pensating each other.

3.3 O verexpression scenarios

Induced overexpression of a certain critical com ponent is a comm on experi-
m entalm ethod to study interaction dynam ics between di erent transcription
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factors and has also been applied tothe GATA-1 /PU 1 system (Nerlov et all,
2000; R ekhtm an et all,11999; Zhang et all, [2000) . T hese experin ents provide
Insight in the stability of the systam , Interaction tim e scales, and the role of
co-factors and interaction m echanisn s. W e have applied an over-expression
In pulse of am plitude a,. and duration di to them odel system given In equa—
tions (10), (11).Characteristics of the dynam ic response are only valid under
the outlined steady state assum ptions. A qualitative overview of the simu-
lation resuls is presented In Fig. 7. Starting from a fully symm etric system

as studied in Section 3.1 where, for lJarge s, the system is in one of the two
up-regulated states (characterized by one high and one low expressed tran-—
scription factor) two m odes of overexpression are applied: a short inpulse
over-expression ofthe lower expressed com ponent and a long and steady over—
expression of the sam e com ponent. N ot surprisingly, the m odel reacts to the
overexpression w ith two distinct socenarios, depending on the Intensity of the
In pulse. For a subcritical overexpression the system retums to the previous
expression level (indicated In Figs. 7@) and (d)), whereas for a supercriti-
cal situation the form er expression state is reversed (indicated In Figs 7 (),
@, ) and (f)). Translating this picture into the x vs. y phase plane, the
supercritical overexpression corresponds to a change from one basin of at-
traction to another, nduced by a crossing of the separatrix. M ost availabl
experin ental techniques to arti cially induce gene expression lad to a m as—
sive overexpression that signi cantly exceeds physiological levels, a scenario
still underestin ated by Figs. 7 () and (f).A sensitively tuned expression ex—
perin ent is m ore prom ising to elucidate critical intensities and tin e scales
necessary to lnduce a pem anent shift in the genetic expression pattems and
thus to characterize the stability of the initial states.

4 D iscussion

T he presented m odel of transcription factor interaction isbased on principles

of coupled feedback regulations, which have previously been proposed for the
description ofgeneralgenetic sw itches B ecskei et all,12001;IC Incquin and D em ongeot:,
2008; [Francois and H akinl, 12004; |G ardner et all, 12000; |G Jass and K au _m anl,

1973) and the m odeling of prokaryotic gene requlation M _cAdam s and A rkin,

1994; [Santillan and M ackey, 11996, 12001, 2004). Here, speci ¢ experin ental

know ledge of activation and nhhiition m echanisn s of two transcription fac-

tors GATA -1 and PU 1), which play a key rok in the m yeloid/erythroid dif-
ferentiation process of hem atopoietic progenitor cells, is lncorporated in this
general fram ew ork.

Our m odel analysis particularly focuses on the nvestigation of the steady
states of transcription factor expression and there dependence on param eter
changes. In this context, we are abl to analyze the experim entally suggested
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Figure 7. Scenarios for sub—and supercritical overexpression . In the subcritical sce—
narios @) and (d) the transcription factor concentrations rem ain at the same xed
point, whereas in the supercritical scenarios (o), (), €) and (f) the overexpression
leads to a change of the basin of attraction, resulting in an di erent nalvalue of
the transcription factor concentrations. O verexpression is applied as a short tem
In uenceattinet= 30 (@),0) and (c)) and long term In uence starting at tin e
t= 20 (d),E) and (f)).Parametersares= 5,u= 1,ky, = 1,and k, = 0.The
over-expression is applied w ith am plitude age and duration doe:age = 3and dee = 1
@)race= 4and dee = 1 0),80e= 8and dee = 1 (©)y @ce = 083 and dee = 50 @),
ace = 032 and doe = 50 (€), ace = 25 and doe = 50 ().

feedback structures and their e ects on the system behavior under various
condiions.

To facilitate the m athem atical analysis, a num ber of sin pli cations have been
m ade. W e Interpret the transcription factors describbed in the m odel X and
Y ) as representatives of a m ore com plex factor form ation rather than an ex-—
plicit m odelofPU 1 and GATA -1 alone. A ls0, we are aware that m ost of the
statem ents resulting from them odelanalysis are only sem quantitative in the
sense that for allm odel param eters, as there are DNA binding—, decay—, and
transcription-rates, no experin entally determ ined estim ates are available for
the investigated system . In the sam e line ofargum entation, details ofthe tran-
scription/translation process, lke the DNA binding sequence of transcription
factor m olecules and the delay Induced by the processes of transcription and
translation, have been excluded from the analysis. A lthough such phenom ena
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can In uence the dynam ics ofthe system (Bundschuh et al,,12003;V ilar et all,
2007), these e ects are speculative since detailed nform ation about relkevant
rates and tin e scales are not available. The sin pli cations arising from the
quasi steady state assum ption outlined in Section 2 for din erization and DNA
binding in pose further lin itations on our m odel w ith respect to the exact
description of the system dynam ics (c.f.[Pirone and E Iston, 2004) . H ow ever,
these sin pli cations do not e ect the steady state behavior, and, thus, do not
alrer the results derived in Section 3.

The functional rolke of the so called prim ing behavior is a question of par-
ticular biological relevance which is addressed by this m odel. It has been
suggested that low level coexpression of m ultiple transcription factors, spe-
ci ¢ for di erent lineages, m ight be a characteristic of (hem atopoietic) tissue
stem cells [Akashi, 12005; IC ross and Enver, 11997; 10 rkid, 12000) . H owever, it
is currently unclear whether prim ing corresoonds to a stabl state of low
Jevel coexpression or to a truly zero-expression overlaid by som e random ex—
pression noise. Furthem ore, there is a hypothesis that lineage speci cation
induction m ight be a two stage process w ith a prin ary initialization of tran-
scription factor network interaction (ie., a transition from no expression to
low level co-expression) and a ssoondary netw ork-induced di erentiation pro-—
cess ([Enver and G reaves, 11998). T his perspective inm ediately leads to the
questions under w hich conditions such a two stage process can be established
and whether such a ssquence of di erent activation states of the transcrip—
tion factor network requires m ultiple) extemal induction signals or w hether
it represents a system inherent developm ent.

T he suggested m odel generates two characteristic m odes of system stability
depending on the m agnitude of the speci ¢ transcription rate s: Foranall s
only the trivial xed point (0;0) exists; for lJarge s tw o additional up—regulated
stable states are observed that are m arked by the dom inance of one factor
over the other (dom inated coexpression). These m odes are m aintained In-
dependently of a m echanistic or param etric asymm etry. A ssum ing a di er-
entiation nitiation by increasing the transcription rate s (eg. by changes In
chrom atin structure Berger and Felsenfeld, 12001; Rosn arin et all, 12005) or
by alterations in activation/inhibition com plexes Hum e, [2000)), the transi-
tion between the di erent stable states isthe centralm echanisn characterizing
lineage speci cation.

W ihin the proposed biological fram ework the trivial xed point at (0;0),
which exists for all values of s, can be identi ed with the undi erentiated
state of a cellw here neither activation nor decision processes are cbserved. It
should be m entioned that stability of this xed point is speci ¢ for the out-
lined m odel and has not been observed for the general case of a toggle sw itch
(cf.lGardner et all, 12000). In logical extension, the two up-regulated stable

xed points, cbserved for large s, would be Interpreted as expression states
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prom oting one or the other lneage. These distinct states are characterized
by a high autoregulative expression of one dom inating factor and a reduced
expression of the antagonistic factor.

In Sections 3.1 and 32 it hasbeen dem onstrated that, for increased unspeci ¢
transcription ratesu (out only in this case!), a further stable xed point exists
for intem ediate s prior to the fom ation of the two distinct states of dom i
nated co-expression. T hisparticular xed point is characterized by a balanced
low level coexpression of the two antagonistic factorswhere no nalocomm it
m ent decision hasbeen m ade. T he resulting transition sequence between three
distinct regions ofm ultistability can be interpreted as a possible explanation
for a two stage di erentiation process m entioned above.

The induction of a system change from the stabl trivial xed point to the
dom inated or, if existent, balanced low level co-expression state, needs to be
triggered either by a stochastic background expression orby an active In pulse
on the system . The unstablke xed point ssparating the trivial from the up-
regulated stable states is an indicator of the size of the basins of attraction.
T he cbservation that the unstable xed point approaches the trivial one for
Increasing s indicates that the m agnitude of the perturbation to introduce a
transition from the zero-state to the co-expression states decreases in the sam e
fashion: fora su ciently lJarge s even a an all perturbation is able to initiate
di erentiation.

Concluding from these results, there are two di erent scenarios to explain
the experin entally suggested prim ing behavior wihin the proposed m odel
fram ework: (1) P rim ing m ight be considered as the existence of perturbations
in the expression of transcription factors, In posed on a zero-expression state
represented by the trivial xed point at (0;0), either in the form of stochastic
background uctuations (functionalnoise) or by active i pulses. In this sce-
nario, the perturbations are necessary com ponents of the requlatory system

to Induce a di erentiation process. It points to the potential role of stochastic
e ects In the context of decision m aking In stem cell di erentiation as fre-
quently suggested (see K aem et all {2008) for a review ). 2) In contrast to
this scenario, prim ing can also be explained by the balanced low level co—
expression state, which becom es unstabl for increasing speci ¢ transcription
rates. D ue to this param eter dependent loss of stability, this scenario would
Jead to di erentiation w ithout the need for extemalperturbations? .H owever,
the balanced low level co-expression state is only existent if there is a certain
degree of unspeci ¢ transcription.

Currently, our resuls do not allow to decide between the two scenarios. The

2 To be precise: An In nitesin al perturbation is required to escape from the un—
stable xed point. F luctuations of this m agnitude are present in any \real world"
system .
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Introduction ofarti cialdi erentiation in pulses ofdi erent intensities on un-—
comm itted cells m ight be an appropriate way to tackle this question exper—
In entally. W hereas, a low level co-expression prim ing (lke In scenario (2))
would be una ected by these perturbations, the system oould be enforced to
escape the prim ing status In scenario (1). M oreover the existence and the
stability ofthe di erent stable system states depend sensitively on the m odel
param eters. D ue to the lack of available data on transcription and binding
rates, we are currently not able to specify the biological relevant regin esm ore
rigorously. A ny experin ental approxin ation ofbinding and transcription rates
for the involred com ponents supports the identi cation ofthe nature ofprim -
ing.

T he overexpression scenarios presented In Section 33 fail to explain experi-
m ental ndingsdescribed by ssveralauthors (Nerlov et all,|2000;R ekhtm an et all,
2003; 1Zhang et all, 12000) . In soite of the Induced up-regulation of one tran-
scription factor it was observed that the transcription level of the antagonis—
tic transcription factor rem ained m ore or less constant. These observations
are In ocontrast to the m odel resuls presented here, in which the induced
overexpression of the niially low expressed factor shifts the equilbbrium to
the opposing co-expression state. Retaining our m odel assum ptions, a po—
tential Interpretation can be given as follow s: O ne of the m a pr functions of
transcriptional requlators lke GATA -1 and PU 1 is the activation ofa st of
lineage-speci ¢ genes which include further transcription and growth factors
as well as functional com ponents of the comm ited lineages (Tened, 12003).
In ISieweke and G rarf (1994) and ITsaiet all (1991), the authors point to a
continuously m odulated set of cooperative lineage-inherent transcription fac—
tors changing w ith the state of di erentiation. Such secondary com plexes of
transcription factors could In tum act as activators of the nitial transcription
factor, substituting for a sin ple autoregulation and thus stabilizing the initial
up-regulation pattem [Hum &,/12000) . In such a soenario ourm odelwould only
acoount for the niial sw tching process. T he experim entally observed stable
transcription level of the antagonistic factor In overexpression experin ents
could be interpreted as a substitution of the auto-regulation by secondary
transcription factor com plexes.

Sum m arizing, the presented m odel is able to provide a quantitative explana—
tion for possble m echanisn s underlying lineage speci cation control in eu—
karyotic system s. Ik is ablk to generate param eter dependent changes in the
system behavior, w ith alteration ofthe num ber ofpossible stable steady states.
Speci cally, the m odel explains states of stabl co-expression as well as the
situation characterized by an overexpression of one factor over the other. T he
conditions inducing shifts from one to another stable state (eg. param eter
choice, degree of system disturbances), how ever, depend in a sensitive m anner
on the assum ed activation and inhibition m echanisn s.U sing them athem atical
m odel, we were able to test several com binations of experim entally described
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feedback m echanisn s w ith respect to their In uence on the resulting stable
states and provide possible explanations for the experim entally suggested dif-
ferentiation prim ing of stem cells.
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A D erivation oftranscription factor dynam ics

Tt is assum ed that the transcription of transcription factorsX and Y requires
the existence of activator com plexes, ie., the binding of X or Y dimers to
the prom oter regions of X (D) and Y (@), respectively. A s described in
Section 22, we distinguish between a speci ¢ (see equations (1),(3)) and an
unspeci ¢ (equations (2),4)) transcription activation. Furthem ore, there is
the possibility that X and Y can act pintly asa repressordin er Z ;, inhbiting
the DNA binding ofthe X and Y activator din ers (see equations (6),(7)).

T he totalam ount ofprom oter sites orX and Y can be soeci ed asthe sum of
unbound (free) and occupied (by repressor or activator m olcules) prom oter
regions, ie.,

D;O:;=DX=Y+D§Zy+D§§y+D§Zy @ 1)
U sing the equilbbriuim (dissociation) constants
Dxx Dyy Dyy DXX
Klz—xzi 2= XZ; Ks= yz; Ky= y2;
Dyx D,y D,y D x
Xy Xy
K¢= ——j;and K= ——; @A2)
D xxy yXY

obtained from assum Ing equations (1)—@4), 6), (7) tobe In a quasi steady state,
the fraction of prom oter sites contribbuting to active X and Y transcription is
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given by

DY+ DY _ K 1x°D 4 + K,y°D 4
D ot Dy+ Kix°Dy+ K,oy?D 4 + KgxyD 4 @ 3)
_ K1X2+K2y2
1+ K x?+ K,y?+ Kgxy
and
D¥+Dy* K3y’Dy, + K ,x°D,
D [t Dy+ K3y?Dy+ K4x?Dy + KoxyDy a 4)
B K 3v% + K 4x° )
1+ Kay?+ K 4x% + Koxy
respectively.

Taking the ( rst order) decay ratesofX and Y into acocount, one inm ediately
cbtains equations 8), (9) by writing down the balance equations for X and
Y.

B D om ain of the nullclines

U nder the equilbbrium assum ption equation (12) can be solved for:

q
k,x? k2x%  dkyx@u  x)(x 1 x?)

Yi-2 &) = ko %) ®.1)

w hich describes a set of nullclines. T here is an obvious sihgularity at x = u.

The solutionsy;-; (x) arerealfor0 < h (x) = k?x* 4dk,x@ x)(sx 1 x?)
wih h ) de ned as the expression under the square root in the previous
equation.Fork, = 0 the roots ofh (x) are located at

xj=0 ®2)

_ s?

X, = 5 Z 1 (B.3)

xh=u B 4)
S

n S s?

X4=§+ Z 1 (B.S)

Real roots at x2=4 exist only fors 2.Fig.B .l shows the function h (x) for
s= 19 and s = 2:1.Th the case s < 2 the parameter u = x} restricts the
de nition space of the nullclines to x 2 [O;xg].Fors> 2 three scenarios exist,
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FigureB 1l.The finction h (x) = k?x* 4k,x @ x)(sx 1 x?)isshown fork, = 0,
u=1,k;=1lands= 19 @) ands= 21 ().

where the shqularity at x = u = x§ m arks a boundary for distinct Intervals
inthedomain:xj < x5 Wih x 2 D;x51[ K5;x53]), x5 < x5 < x} wih x 2
;%511 K5;x5]) shown nFig.B1b),andx} < x§ wihx 2 D;x531[ K5;x5)).

C D erivation of bifircation condition

T he nullclines ofthe sym m etric system derived in (12) and (13) are interpreted
as functions of x and y :

sx? + uk,y? )
1+ x2+ kyy? + kexy '
sy? + uk,x? .
1+ kyx?2+ y2+ kyxy

x=f&jy)= cJa

Y= g&;y)= €2

To derive bifircation conditions one has to detem ine the point of tangency
ofthe nullclines £ (X;v), g X;Vy) at a steady state x ;y ), ie.

df x7y) _ dg&;y) ) C 3
dy dx )

x v ) x )

G enerally, it holds for nverse fiinctions h and k = h! that k°h &)) =
h°x)) b Considering only points at the diagonalx = hx) = vy, i follows
that h°x) = k%)) ' .A ssum ing dentity ofthe rst order derivatives h® and
k°at som e point x on the diagonalyields, thereore, h'x ))* = &°x ))* = 1.

From these statam ents, it follow s that we have to consider the follow ing equal-
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ities to nd the bifurcation conditions for the sym m etric system , restricting
to symm etric steady states ofthe form x ;x ):

rr’ = =7 = : 4
: : iJ C 4)

x x ) x x )

R eferences

Akashi, K ., 2005. Lineage prom iscuiy and plasticity in hem atopoietic devel-
opment.Ann N Y Acad Scil044, 125{31.

Akashi, K ., He, X . Chen, J., Iwasaki, H ., N i, C ., Steenhard, B ., Zhang, J.,
Haug, J., Li, L., 2003. Transcrptional accessibility for genes of multiple
tissues and hem atopoietic lineages is hierarchically controlled during early
hem atopoiesis. B lood 101 (2), 383{9.

Becskei, A ., Seraphin, B ., Serrano, L., 2001. Positive feedback in eukaryotic
gene netw orks: cell di erentiation by graded to binary response conversion.
EMBO J20 (10), 2528{35.

Berger, S., Felsenfeld, G ., 2001.Chrom atin goesglobal.M olCell8 (2), 263{8.

Bundschuh, R ., Hayot, F ., Jayaprakash, C ., 2003. The role of dim erization In
noise reduction of sim ple genetic networks. J. T heor.B i0l. 220 2), 261{269.

Cantor, A .B ., 0rkin, S.H ., 2002. T ranscriptional requlation of erythropoiesis:
an a air nvolring m ultiple partners. O noogene 21 (21), 3368{76.

Chen, H ., Ray-galkt, D ., Zhang, P ., Hetherington, C. J.,, Gonzakz, D .A .,
Zhang, D . E ., M ormau-gachelin, F ., Tenen, D .G ., 1995.PU 1 (Spil) au-
toregulates its expression n m yeloid cells. O ncogene 11 (8), 1549{60.

C Inquin, O ., D em ongeot, J., 2002. Positive and negative feedbadk: striking a
balance between necessary antagonists. J Theor Biol. 216 (2), 229{41.

C Inquin, O ., D em ongeot, J., 2005. H igh-din ensional sw itches and the m od-
elling of cellilar di erentiation. J Theor Biol233 (3), 391{411.

Cross,M .A , Enver, T ., 1997. The lneage com m im ent of haem opoietic pro—
genitor cells. CurrOpin Genet Dev 7 (5), 609{13.

Cross, M .A ., Heyworth, C.M , Murrell, A. M ., Bockamp, E. O ., D exter,
T.M. Green, A.R. 1994. Expression of lineage restricted transcription
factors precedes lineage speci ¢ di erentiation in a m ultjpotent haem opoi-
etic progenior cell Iine. O ncogene 9 (10), 3013{16.

Du, J. Stankiew icz, M .J.,, L, Y . Xi, Q. Scm iz, J. E ., Lekstrom -H in es,
J.A ., Ackem an, S.J., 2002. N ovel com binatorial interactions of GATA -,
PU 1, and C /EBP epsilon isoform s regulate transcription of the gene encod-
Ing eosinophilgranulem a prbasic protein.J BiolChem 277 (45), 43481{9%4.

Enver, T ., G reaves, M ., 1998. Loops, lineage, and kukem ia.Cell4 (1), 9{12.

Franoois, P., Hakin , V ., 2004.D esign of genetic networks w ith speci ed func—
tions by evolution In silico.ProcNatlAcad SciU S A 101 ), 580{5.

25



Gardner, T.S. Cantor, C.R . Collins, J.J., 2000. Construction of a genetic
toggle sw itch in E scherichia coli. N ature 403 (6767), 339{42.

Glass, L., Kau man, S., 1973. The logical analysis of continuous, non-linear
biochem ical control networks. J Theor Biol 39 (1), 103{29.

Hu,M ., Krause, D ., G reaves, M ., Sharkis, S., Dexter, M ., Heyworth, C ., En—
ver, T . 1997. M ulilineage gene expression precedes comm iment In the
hem opoietic system . GenesDev 11 (6), 774{85.

Hume, D ., 2000. P robability in transcriptional regulation and its in plications
for Jleukocyte di erentiation and inducible gene expression. B lood 96 (7),
2323{8.

Kaem,M ., Elston, T ., Blake, W ., Collins, J., 2005. Stochasticity In gene ex—
pression: from theories to phenotypes. Nat Rev Genet 6 (6), 451{64.

Loe er, M ., Roeder, I., 2002. T issue stam cells: D e nition, plasticiy, hetero—
geneiy, selforganization and m odels —a conosptual approach.Cells T issues
Organs 171 (1), 8{26.

Lord, B. I, 1997. Biology of the haem opoietic stam cell. A cadem ic P ress,
Cambridge, pp. 401{422.

M Adams, H. Arkin, A . 1998. Sinulation of prokaryotic genetic circuits.
Annu Rev Biophys B iom ol Struct 27, 199{224.

Nerlov, C ., Querfurth,E ., Kulkssa,H ., Graf, T ., 2000. GATA -1 interactsw ith
the m yeloid PU 1 transcription factor and represses PU Jl-dependent tran-—
scription . B Jood 95 (8), 2543{51.

N ishinura, S., Takahashi, S., Kuroha, T ., Suwabe, N ., Nagasawa, T ., Trainor,
C.Yamamoto,M ., 2000.A GATA box In the GATA -1 gene ham atopoietic
enhancer is a criticalelem ent In the network of GATA factors and sites that
regulate thisgene.M 01 CellBiol 20 2), 713{23.

O ikawa, T. Yamada, T ., K jharaNegishi, F. Yamamoto, H. Kondoh, N .,
Hitom i, Y ., Hashin oto, Y ., 1999.T he rok ofE ts fam ily transcription factor
PU 1 in hem atopoietic cell di erentiation, proliferation and apoptosis. Cell
DeathDier6 (7), 599{608.

Okuno, Y . Huang, G . Rosnbauer, F. Evans, E. K., Radomska, H. S.,
wasaki, H ., Akashi, K ., M oreau-G acheln, F ., Li, Y ., Zhang, P ., G ottgens,
B . Tenen,D .G .,2005.P otential autoregulation oftranscription factorPU 1
by an upstream regulatory element.M olCellBi0l25 (7), 2832{45.

Orkin, S.H ., 1995. H em atopoiesis: how does it happen? Curr Opin CellBiol
7 (6), 870{7.

Orknn, S. H. 2000. D iversi cation of haem atopoietic stem cells to speci ¢
lineages.Nat Rev Genet 1 (1), 57{64.

P irone, J., EIston, T ., 2004. F luctuations in transcription factor binding can
explain the graded and binary responses cbserved In Induchble gene expres—
sion.J Theor Biol226 (1), 111{21.

Potten,C .S, Loe er, M ., 1990. Stem cells: attrbutes, cycls, spirals, pitfalls
and uncertainties. kessons for and from the crypt. D evelopm ent 110 4),
1001{1020.

Rekhtm an,N .,Choe,K .S5., M atushansky, I.,M uray, S., Stopka, T ., Skoulchi,

26



A .I,2003.PU 1 and pRB interact and cooperate to repress GATA -1 and
block erythroid di erentiation.M olCellBiol 23 (21), 7460{74.

Rekhtm an, N ., Radparvar, F ., Evans, T ., Skoultchi, A . I., 1999.D irect inter-
action ofhem atopoietic transcription factorsPU .1 and GATA -1: functional
antagonisn in erythroid cells.GenesDev 13 (11), 1398{411.

Rosnarin, A . Yang, Z. Resendes, K ., 2005. Transcriptional regulation In
m yelopoiesis: H em atopoietic fate choice, m yeloid di erentiation, and leuke-
m ogenesis. Exp Hem atol 33 (2), 131{43.

Santillan,M ., M ackey,M .C .,1998.D ynam icbehavior in m athem aticalm odels
of the tryptophan operon.Chaos 11, 261{8.

Santillan, M ., M ackey, M . C ., 2001. D ynam ic regulation of the tryptophan
operon: A modelng study and com parison w ith experin ental data. P roc
NatlAcad SciU S A 98, 1364{9.

Santillan,M ., M ackey, M .C ., 2004.W hy the lysogenic state of phage lam bda
is s0 stable: a m athem atical m odeling approach. B iophys J 86 (1), 75{84.

Sieweke,M .H ., Graf, T . 1998.A transcription factor party during blood cell
di erentiation. Curr Opin Genet Dev 8 (5), 545{51.

Tenen,D .G ., 2003.D isruption ofdi erentiation in hum an cancer:AM L show s
the way.Nat Rev Cancer 3 (2), 89{101.

Tsai, S.F . Strauss, E., Orkin, S. H ., 1991. Functional analysis and in vivo
footprinting Im plicate the erythroid transcription factor GATA -1 as a pos—
itive regulator of its own prom oter. GenesDev 5 (6), 919{31.

Vviar, J. Kueh, H. Barkai, N. Leblr, S. 2002. M echanisn s of noise—
resistance in genetic oscillators.ProcNatlAcad SciU S A 99 (9), 5988{92.

Voso,M .T.,Bum,T.C.,Wulf,G., Lm,B. Leone,G. Tenen,D .G ., 1994.
Inhibition of hem atopoiesis by com petitive binding of transcription factor
PU l.ProcNatlAcad SciU S A 91 (17), 7932{36.

Yam ada, T ., K hara-Negishi, F ., Yam am oto, H ., Yam am oto, M ., Hashin oto,
Y ., Okawa, T. 1998. Reduction of DNA binding activity of the GATA -1
transcription factor in the apoptotic process induced by overexpression of
PU 1 in murine erythroleukem ia cells. Exp CellRes 245 (1), 186{9%4.

Zhang, P., Behre, G ., Pan, J.,, =vama, A ., W araA swapati, N ., Radom ska,
H.S,Aurn,P.E. Tenen,D .G ., Sun, Z.,1999.N egative crosstalk between
hem atopoietic requlators: GATA proteins repressPU 1.ProcNatlA cad Sci
U SA 9 (15),8705{10.

Zhang, P., Zhang, X ., wama,A . Yu,C. Smih,K.A ., Mueller, B.U ., Nar-
ravula, S., Torbett, B.E ., Orkin, S.H ., Tenen, D .G ., 2000.PU 1 inhibits
GATA -l function and erythroid di erentiation by blocking GATA-1 DNA

binding.B lood 96 (8), 2641{8.

27



	Introduction
	Model description
	General assumptions
	Model equations

	Results
	Symmetric system
	Asymmetric system
	Over-expression scenarios

	Discussion
	Derivation of transcription factor dynamics
	Domain of the nullclines
	Derivation of bifurcation condition

