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Abstract: Computational systems biology is amulti—disciplinary field which aims at simulating the interactions
of complex biological systems by integrating large quantities of biological data. Inthisprocess, it isessential to
develop appropriate mathematical methods and simulation tools, which is also a main task of computational
systems biology. The modeling of biological networks is of great value for further understanding the intrinsic
properties of biological systems. Additionally, biological models have drawn increasing attention from pharma—
ceutical companies and research institutions for their application in target identification, toxicity assessment
and so on. This review provides a brief summary of the available biological networks and modeling methods,
elucidates their applications, and points out further challenges remaining in computational systems biology.
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FEIR 423 4% (genetic regulatory networks, GRNs)
FEAE ARG B AR ], SEDIRPIR A TR E T 4
o3 AR LRI 1) R AL AR o i PRI 45
M4 JE DNA L BESERF. RNA L8R 0 Jm 5/
S FAEAEHI R G, 5 AR R 28 R 5 e 5 A
ZREFEM G, K GRNs e REA )RR 2 5L T 12 45 1)
B HOCR ), A 1) & GRNs [ f #3872,
A RN HE DR s R DA R HA AR G e 3., 4k
ANFHEAE R AR, LI i ANTR] 5 SO IR JE PR 458
(I T BRAT DR S « Boolean 2814 BN HE ERT (1775 K
s RS H] TR0 2o, eI 2 A BE TR 071 2%
R R GRS . O T 4875 GRNs Ba & i
BIASRAE, AR Gy 5 R S ) T AR R F
s MEREELH R GRN's [ 45 /4 R3 A A D fig
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) I, B e DR A4S 1R 300 1) FE AL S5 455 . GRN's AH
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W2, 5 A R R AR R AE G R

P v B 2 ) AR R AL BORAEPPT /0 M b
IRLHT, VFZ 9P )8 T R AR AR AT DU R0R
S, JEEIERE BRE T — RAVEARE . 5 PPTAA
KNI FEMCH 200 24, WDIP. MINT.,
BioGRID. MPact Az HPRD &, XLEXidfi 4 PPT M4
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FKU L X R A A AR R R g, R
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SE DRI (1) AR 19X 24 T ) gt P AR 41 55 DR 201 1) Th e v
FE, A A OGSO BN SR RN S50 4
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1.4 ESHSMNE
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SPAD. CSNDB I KEGG &4 MEA M FE L Oy 1
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BEAUTT I, L IE I P A 2 0 N 1) A A ) A
TR AKX — AU ) 3 i B 0 R 1 o A AT P 5
BEETTIEGINENE 5 3 N B 2 v, DA
S HE S WL AE W) D RE HR B 1 S AR TR Dol AT
AR 3 DI RE AT o Wi ] A BioMode 1 04 2 4%
EElIRA VA S QINE ERER 2SS Rt EP A /TR NI N
HRAS .
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HAER o EeE Al B LU 8 K5 1 R0 40 3500 7 V24
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— R BAR I R A @A TV, % 2 LU T bR
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AU BN, REGAEV L A2 RIAE XA
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G AN 2 TR AR ELATE F Can g fh A4 1Y) S
MR AL B ) W] LATRI A R 427 S B T R e NIX— T
R, I A SO bR T R DL R S N R A
BUREE, 1T LAAS 30 % 41 75 Bl s 18] 2244 (1) 5k 20 7 72
HEM AT &4 53 S5 IR DG R 2. ) ODE B A=
M2 T LR eV 2 280, ARt LI IRTT 1 Z 4L
AT I8 sk B A AU 2, X2 ODE 1 — ML ¥
AT 52 R (M A ) W 285 4 2598 ) 1) 24 ODE T, X
) FEAL KSR AR @ LSODA L CVODE 26 F2 p it
7. SOS1ib J&—/NJET ODE 5Lk T T SEHURE 7
e, T B A S A A R G B9 &% 2 ODE
TR .

ODE J& & &M 704l M5 5 i T al i (W SE A 7
2, AR I 2 v AR i 20 AT 75 1 (metabolism
control analysis, MCA)tH &5 7 &F—4CE 4 I¥ODE 7
R, {H ODE HAE ARG EE R R RCR, I
R 18 BN W) ot 32 RN 5 5 2 ) B ) 205 B % S Y ()
SEMA), 0T [ IR A7 B T) R 225 TR) 2007 (1) 38 48 M 2 gt
Ny JTRE (partial differential equations,PDE) .
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—>
Raf | «— RafP
MEK >  MEKP
C

RGN 53 W25 8)) g 2 o ] Ld ik 4 PDE J7 ¢
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(D) Krh, CERIRSHFINIRIE, ¢ Fl x 53572
I [ R () AR i, DR v 4 Bl R s T BUR BRI AL
M, M RAER NN A B FE# #E . [F] ODE
AL, R PDE W4T B AR R Gk i, H
PDE Jiyk a5 Emfe 2 24, PR R 7 372
I .

TEIR R, ODE/PDE J7FEAE A —MifiE
PERVEREITVE, B2 R R IE SR AT N
FIERN R BN WAEIBEALYER, BFE N 1k
SERVINPSE AWANES K & S AR A 01K
(stochastic differential equations, SDE) /57—
S FF ODE JEASE (1) B A0 Al [m] I 3 4 SDE A 4Y,  l
E-Cel1fliCel1Designer &g,

2.2 PFENFHERE

HERRAREOR HR A I R IR B T, %
HERE 2 TA) T8 ok — o ) R SE R A, 58 I T AT
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dt K, +[RafP] X, +[Raf]
d[RafP) _ Vi[Raf] _ V[ RafP]

dt K +[Raf] K,+[RafP]
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- B E R A IR R G R
%, R P HERRLE TN SOl E BRI RER
T AR AE TE R U R IRAS o B - 3 500 I
IO BENL R 25 5 S B R A R A RN, BK
PR 43 AR AN T T T — AN, A 3 )
FRED AP, Xk e H B2 A4
VRGBT, WiRegevHMIShapiro ™ B (1)fF
G RRE AR TTE E R B - AN
A AR HDLHE A4 2R IR 25 1) A B A R 3 ST e N
Tt eI AT DK BN [ N 2L PR AR TR, B
XL oyl — s Gk, VR oM TR
IS R G, MEIT V6 A 53+ Fe e I3 vt
FHEFE (process) , 10431 R 1) L AME AP UG
U5 {718 (channel) , th2% N R 2R S8 AR08
A R R AN WAL 38

- B A IS BRI FNE X, BRI R
BB MXERE . T n- S 5 T H, HEME R
GLAEY AR V2 852, Philips MALGES K
TR - B R R R T A, JEAE AR
JFR T SPIMAIBioSPT A5 T~ Bl A L - i B e ATHE 4L 1K)
TR TR, XSl T HAT B TR - 5
e, WO EY R B T 2R T 1.
2.2.2 PEREVPUTEEREACEL

TERE T AR CEL (performance evaluation pro—
cess algebra, PEPA), & RAAYAHHZIM 5 —Fh
HEFRAREOT VLT, PEPA J7 i AR hy 20 4y
(components, B4 ) it P2 AN TE3)
(activities, RUIAEA RN F= AR AR TAE- A T R
IV R G 1 2 RPN ANl o2 7, PEPA g4
T B0 )R S8 I [R) AR A B8 B0 o0 A iR R LA B
A AL - 35 6 S5 A AR AR BT VA B, PEPA 2
WAV RZ ) EIS R, o SE LAY YA
FEAR AR R Y R GE, i PEPA M F 6} J )W 41
SRS ZIE . 4T sk PEPA ARG [ NV Hh )
(R R & ), CiocchettafiHi 11ston® K g T
Bio~PEPA J5 i A% T . Bio—PEPA W] LIHE A A

IHTHIR, RS U BE AL 2R 45 sl 22 R Aff o AR T 1)
FA S (R BE )7 o Priami 2529 ] Bio-PEPA J7 %
LT Gpl30/JAK/STAT {555 S M4 AR 1Y, %p0
TIP3 3 1) 45 R RRAR I b S N REGEAT N, ISR T
Bio-PEPA {EAEMI AR GE T HYE T 1k

2.3 PetriNet

Petri Net &M 75 BACHE R A B ES: T
He, en] LK R B TR A 3 0 R 5 36 S s ) 27
ST IR I A A A — ke, et E R G A
SRR T I N B, Petri Net AN & M 5t
AT Pk, BAAOR o A 2R G 1) Rk Fi 43 A g
IEHACFEIR A W) RGERFPE A IR R AT 2
B Petri WAL A PRI A, BE 20l F I8 TR FAE TR
TR (place) FIAST: (transition) , 1 Al A [yl
(directed arcs) LK. {ERIREV RGN, 17
BRI MENNED 5, AE D RIRR L (token,
H RERTR) AR PR B E; BRI R4 R
I, SRR IR A2 T i R A (BE3) o Hef ZlPetri Net
bR (marking) N T AV RGEPIRES, 5 A WV
KA, MM RARTHS0E (Firve) , PIIFRIRS K
A, RGNS 2 S5 .

FrtfEfIPetri Net ' FHORE ML AT AW 2% 1) &5
P, WFT G K Petri Net AT T AR &, &
ff RS ISR AR 1K) 2R G A ) 2 S o I i I [RJPe trd 1)
(time petri net, TPN)F&F WL T-AAmEE), o]
DLW AT R A S B2 BififlPetri™ (stochastic
petri net, SPN)Z54FEAURFSTYS, I S W I [R) 4E
IRPETHIARIT S, DA fE 0 R B LRR I
W EPetri (hybird petri net, HPN) B T i) T faAR
Y, REAR o AU ] I E A B AL I S 1 R %
LIRS BittPetriM (colored petri net, CPN)ZE

RafP
=, _v,
MEK MEKF MEKFF
B
RafP
MEKP-RafP
MEK MEK-RafP MEKP MEKPP

&3 Petr i3k < BIMEKHEES 1k Iz [
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HPN [ BEA FoKe S NV 38 AEARIT Y, 08 T 4
BRGNS FREMIRE I o AHN I Petri Net A5 T
HA Snoopy. CPN Tools.Cell IllustratorfHGONZE,

Petri Net[RIH: [ Uf () E RN 22 0 e 2k
LRI . AR 5 2 5 I 28 1) A e A v 48
FARUF I T, JCILAE ARG o 30 45 A 78 o 1) 8 FH
T I F . ChenflHofes tadt &E % HPetri
nets FAL T S RIGIA AU BIAL, R H LAY,
AT TR YT X R AR AL ) T, s
HEY b E O R E AR AR KA ARG 255 .
3 ITHIRBEGRAENIK
3.1 SBML

KT RRRAE BV R G AW 24 5B ), B
S AR R B TV 2 2 RS T A
T, IR LRI Ak X e ORI it 54 _EAFAEIR R
Zegeth, RN, THE T HE 2 PR B s e
PRI . Oh T S b AR e IL = E B, AT &
FH—MGE— s SR ARG ER ., R
S WA RCE = (systems biology markup 1anguage,
SBML) 167 & He T3 5 1 I R R v AL T 152 1)
IR YN 25 1 CARTEF B B 2000 F42 H LA
oK, SBML 193] 7 Wik (KA T], V2 BB AT K
MK T izbrdfl, AR T REATY LR
SBML #0270,

SBML feffiik VF 2 AR AEW) R, FiA
PR AR 207 R T DU R e i B 2 R s
ghitb kAL . IR IE T XML Bk, HARW
A T B nT DAz O B 1 SBML A7 R, Il i iy
FIBEG O R 8 B D B L. PRI,
SMBL R A IRLFHIFEAPEM AT L. LibSBML J&
TS RN UE SBML SCA 45 #A1 1) T U5 AR
9 SBML P 8ty SRAR KA
3.2 SBGN

SBGN (systems biology graphical notation) i 5R4%
Ay o BRI AE i B I R ETEARHERS
KM A 015 JS 290 B (EMBL-EBT) ks A7 t: 545 3
(130 NSEE 4T 2009 AEBAA R AT A TG —
KRB E 24P, SBGN 58 X T =P ASE R [
KR A2 (process diagram) SRR AR (entity
relationship diagram) V55 (activity flow diagram) ,
DIFHE AN 78 o 3K =i EDRETAE ) R G 41 1 1) PE SRR
FEMR RS, 25 00T 1 EE R RIS S A R A4
RE, Wk T REAEYFINRIERE S . SBON H )

FEAS BT S5 HAT WA AOTE L, LB DR 2B &
SR R PE AT e . H T AT ¥ SBON 5 5
M Level 1, B SEEsNHIAWHR ARG JE, SBON
WAEAWTEE

4 HEEERN AP

4.1 FEEMER

MRS AR BTN AT A 0 245
FITHETRLY, Ay B X A R b 3 A FH IS
o XTI R 4T, FETEAWSE: AT
W28 1 GEAL ) 3 BT RIS T 2R SR 53 Bl ) 2RI R
FIM T XTSI A AR 3 A G R T
VECAZN A=) R R A A IS T LT PR T, X SE G
B PR SR IR, Wik 0 A 515 s BE 23 A (degree
distribution) 1414k (between central ity) , AH|Wri%
SR B AR M, Xl i R R R
(clustering coefficient) IR RGLH/ HIEREEIRS KT
G AT BT A 53R B S R
X R G EN, 75282 IR I S0 20 s S kF .

TE A 43 B A5 2 1 T A v aT LA B AT
U (BRI VAR i A e . AEtH R SR
AEER UL R, R AR S O AL T
ER I o XFIINGIEABIEWI, N —A
FEEVE, BALIE TR R E R AW RS 45H0
PIIRAT AR S AN TERER 10T, R A AR AR
RILHIER KA 5y o WIX— B i, E56AH N 1) 5K
BIUE, A ] BESRAT 0T A AR T e se FEME B IA IR
[N, R Ol SE0ur S AR, vl DA% A A ) &
SEIELH IR LB 5T, W HE Pk (robustness) , BfI
RGN AT T R RS e k.

MG R, FRATIHEAY RG vk HA A B Ay
PLUNAER: (1) R R 2 i AR R 48 M 2 EOWL s
K, DI TRRARS A 2 mMIMAHEAER (2) et
EHL AU SEIG R, DU IR . N A )
(3) AT LA™ A T S 36 45 A BRI DGV 3R A () Hcais;
(4) TN AE A B SR IFo0) S50 B 247 BEAR RS (5) BE
PRI R G — i FR W AT H D RE (6) %€ &
SRt FE e, R . AT, R
A LA EDRER RGN B TR AR A5 4 D) R
WL B R IR R TP KRR LA .
4.2 R

A58 B 29I S LA — SRR O A, TR
EA DN/ TP EA WINNEE 27 2 (S TES S P ITE =
T EREE R IR 25 DI R AN B A T S I 2454 5 005 (R A
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Kbk RGUEM S N AE AR RT3 0 % 1) JEAR
IR BRI T HT SRS o AR TR A 2R bR
LR 2SR rhl A AR 7R AE DG
Y 9 25 i (5 e R AR A DG (1) MAPK A5 5 3 i %
S5), OREEVE I RUIRAA T RE S 2 IR YT B AE
PESIR: [FRE, I T 20 2 B Es B A A i
B, ) B R e B R s . =R B —
A, W EEN 238 B A U 25 AR F AR Y,
A DUSE RS b o FH 25750 5 R0 A 3

T RG WAt PR 32 201 254k
R RN R 2 B, JE= T2
T ARG EWH N R4, WEE LT
Wi AE BB AT-F & Connectivity Map™',
TR 255y RSO 05 40 L B 55 5% i PR B UL R 45
BioMap!, AT HERf D) BEIERE 1) A= 4030 i 2 2 4y
BrP-5 TPALSY, DUREAT fE#L B % 7 (virtual patient)
T 995 BE 44 T SF 5 PhysioLab Platform™.ixX
LA Y- 6 T VT 22 [ B il 24 4l s D Y FH 1)
T HRRRIGUE . 29035 PRI e RS I PR 25 B4 T
Mrtrbr, ] G YA 2 0 P K PR A FH ROV E 1
ZNEY IV
4.3 miGERIHEE

HERG Y0t — A2 2R P g,
AR AR S ITVE R N ST R G Ay ik
FA CHRSN” BN ARSI A
F R TTE RIS LR T RG AW 2F I S K e Fn s
B B, AR I, T P Bk i AR A 22 5 T Y

(D) B0 B o R FREFET R
HAEYEE RIS ER, SR S S
B A RIECHE e b R AR R (Y S LA 4y, A
SEAT BRI FRGE W 4 T EEAC ORI ] s AN [R] S
JIEA B AR AR X 3, 7R S5 e it
PR TR ZAFA S 53— 7T, KA R 20 i
TR WAy T YRS R PRSI RESOA
HRAG R, G BBR h H AN v R A 2R
R M R

(2) FRETT I RIBR T . ODE Az Bl HLAC K 2 ¢k
BOPEFFAIE N T RGEEY Mo 1), el A
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