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ABSTRACT

Robust behavior in metabolic pathways resembles stabilized performance in systems under
autonomous control. This suggests we can apply control theory to study existing regulation
in these cellular networks. Here, we use model-reference adaptive control (MRAC) to inves-
tigate the dynamics of de novo sphingolipid synthesis regulation in a combined theoretical and
experimental case study. The effects of serine palmitoyltransferase over-expression on this
pathway are studied in vifro using human embryonic kidney cells. We report two key results
from comparing numerical simulations with observed data. First, MRAC simulations of
pathway dynamics are comparable to simulations from a standard model using mass action
kinetics. The root-sum-square (RSS) between data and simulations in both cases differ by less
than 5%. Second, MRAC simulations suggest systematic pathway regulation in terms of
adaptive feedback from individual molecules. In response to increased metabolite levels
available for de novo sphingolipid synthesis, feedback from molecules along the main artery of
the pathway is regulated more frequently and with greater amplitude than from other mole-
cules along the branches. These biological insights are consistent with current knowledge while
being new that they may guide future research in sphingolipid biology. In summary, we report
a novel approach to study regulation in cellular networks by applying control theory in the
context of robust metabolic pathways. We do this to uncover potential insight into the dy-
namics of regulation and the reverse engineering of cellular networks for systems biology. This
new modeling approach and the implementation routines designed for this case study may be
extended to other systems. Supplementary Material is available at www.liebertonline.com/cmb.

Key words: algorithms, metabolic pathway dynamics, model-reference adaptive control, bio-
chemical regulation, sphingolipid de novo synthesis.

1. INTRODUCTION

ONTROL THEORY IS A CORNERSTONE OF ENGINEERING applied to design systems that need to be regu-
lated, or study systems that already are regulated (Kailath, 1980; Luenberger, 1979; Ogata, 1998).
Compared to engineering systems, there is arguably more complexity and uncertainty in biochemical systems
such as cellular networks and metabolic pathways. Nonetheless, within metabolic limits, such complex
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systems are capable of maintaining specific behaviors under perturbation, i.e., such systems exhibit ro-
bustness that suggests they are controlled autonomously. It follows that we may study existing regulation in
biochemical systems in terms of autonomous control using models based on control theory. A more prin-
cipled understanding of the robustness of biochemical responses to drugs may inform and improve the design
and development of drug intervention strategies (Kitano, 2007a) and contribute towards developing a theory
of biological robustness (Kitano, 2007b). Recent opinions also express cautious optimism to apply control
theory to reverse engineer biological complexity and regulation (Csete and Doyle, 2002; Lauffenburger,
2000; Tomlin and Axelrod, 2005).

1.1. Robustness of cellular networks

The persistence of specific behaviors in cellular networks under constantly changing conditions has
attracted much interest (Stelling et al., 2004), not only in attempts to understand biological complexity but
also to influence biological performance. To understand biological complexity, for example, in cybernetics
it is long posited that behavioral robustness is the result of structural complexity (Wiener, 1965). Recent
examples include metabolic networks in Escherichia coli, human hepatocytes, and erythrocytes (Behre et
al., 2008), and in adult rat cardiomyocytes and human skeletal muscle (Guzun and Saks, 2010) that have
been studied using this bottom-up approach. To influence biological performance, for example, it is shown
that sliding mode control can be applied in a generalized bioreactor based on nonlinear model dynamics to
specify appropriate nutrient flow rates, in order to achieve and maintain a desired amount of cells (Fossas et
al., 2001). Thus, while robustness of cellular networks, or biochemical systems in general, is an undisputed
property of biological systems, how it arises or can be manipulated for specific applications remain active
areas of research.

1.2. Biochemical systems regulation as autonomous control

Models based on control theory can be used to study existing regulation in biochemical systems that
exhibit robustness as a result of autonomous control, e.g., where specific outcomes such as convergence to
steady state and stabilizing feedback are assured. For example, exact adaptation of chemotaxis in E. coli is
observed to be robust and not affected by changes in protein levels (Alon et al., 1999; Barkai and Leibler,
1997). Subsequently, such robust behavior can be modeled as the result of integral feedback control that
ensures convergence to steady state behavior without error (Yi et al., 2000). In another example, the
regulation of heat shock response in E. coli can be modeled using open- and closed-loop control to study
the costs and benefits to cells in mounting a heat shock response, from the perspective of control (EI-Samad
et al., 2005). Thus, models based on control theory are useful to gain insight into biochemical systems
regulation and robustness from the perspective of autonomous control.

2. BIOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF SPHINGOLIPIDS
2.1. Regulation of de novo sphingolipid synthesis

De novo sphingolipid synthesis is necessary because sphingoid bases present in food are mostly degraded
in the intestine (Vesper et al., 1999). Sphingolipids are involved in key eukaryotic cell functions such as
membrane structure recognition, signal transduction, intracellular regulation, and cell-cell interaction.
Three of the initial enzymes of sphingolipid biosynthesis are thought to be particularly important (Fig. 1b):
serine palmitoyltransferase (SPT), which catalyzes the initial step of sphingolipid biosynthesis by conden-
sation of L-serine and palmitoyl-coA (Pal-CoA); (dihydro)ceramide synthase, which adds the amide-linked
fatty acid to form dihydroceramide; and dihydroceramide desaturase, which adds the 4,5-trans-double bond
of the sphingoid base backbone to form ceramide. At the same time, de novo sphingolipid biosynthesis has
also been described as ‘“‘a necessary, but dangerous, pathway” (Merrill, 2002).

Regulation of sphingolipid levels through synthesis is important because pathway intermediates such as
ceramide and sphingomyelin are highly bioactive. Alterations in sphingolipid synthesis, storage, and
metabolism are implicated in human diseases (Kacher and Futerman, 2006). For example, in synthesis,
infantile-onset symptomatic epilepsy is described as a genetic defect in ganglioside GM3 synthase
(Simpson et al., 2004); in storage, Tay-Sachs, Sandhoff, and Gaucher disease are characterized by gly-
cosphingolipid accumulation (Kolter and Sandhoff, 2006); in metabolism, ceramide functions as a tumor
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suppressor in various cancer cells (Ogretmen and Hannun, 2004). Thus, regulation of sphingolipid levels
through synthesis is critical to maintain key cell functions, failing which leads to a variety of human
diseases. Consequently, we may be able to learn more about the onset and development of these diseases by
first studying how de novo sphingolipid synthesis is regulated in living cells, specifically in terms of
metabolic pathway dynamics.

2.2. Sphingolipid-omics

Furthermore, the diversity and complexity of sphingolipids require researchers to possess a range of tools
to work with these compounds, such as the resources available at LIPIDMAPS (www.lipidmaps.org). The
general structure of a sphingolipid comprises a sphingoid base backbone, such as sphinganine that is
modified by addition of long-chain fatty acids, double bonds in the sphingoid base (i.e., to make sphin-
gosine), and polar headgroups. When variation in these components is considered, for example, in terms of
the number of double bonds and hydroxyl groups in sphingoid bases, chain length in fatty acids, and types
and arrangement of headgroups, this is one of the most complex families of biomolecules (Fahy et al., 2005).

As a result, to study dynamic changes in cellular sphingolipid amounts, we require computational
methods that couple mass spectrometry with statistical algorithms to analyze the vast number of lipid
species from cellular extracts (Forrester et al., 2004). We also require systems-based models that can reveal
underlying interactions within these pathway systems that are not apparent. Current approaches in systems
biology models, based on more familiar methods of dynamic modeling such as mass action kinetics
(Gulberg and Waage, 1986; Lund, 1965), are useful to simulate the dynamics of biochemical reactions
between components. So they may be used as a basis to investigate possible underlying dynamics of
pathway regulation. Thus, the increasing wealth of quantitative lipidomic data makes the study of sphin-
golipid biology from a systems-based approach promising and challenging at the same time (Merrill et al.,
2007).

3. RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

Here, we use model-reference adaptive control (MRAC) as a model to study existing regulation in
metabolic pathways in a combined theoretical and experimental case study. Specifically, we focus on
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extracting insight into how de novo sphingolipid synthesis is regulated in serine palmitoyltransferase (SPT)
over-expressing human embryonic kidney (HEK) cells. Thus, our goals are:

e First, to compare the efficacy of MRAC, to simulate metabolic pathway dynamics, to a standard
method of modeling biochemical systems, i.e., mass action kinetics, and

e Second, to demonstrate the use and value of MRAC to uncover quantitative and potentially novel
insight into metabolic pathway regulation.

Results show that the proposed MRAC approach compares well with using mass action kinetics alone to
simulate metabolic pathway dynamics. The goodness-of-fit of the two cases with experimental data differs
by only 5% in terms of root-sum-square (RSS) error when all model variables are considered, i.e., all
pathway molecules. In addition, the proposed MRAC approach also reveals potential systematic pathway
regulation and key molecules in terms of adaptive feedback from individual molecules in continuous time.

3.1. Model-reference adaptive control (MRAC)

Model-reference adaptive control (MRAC) (Osbourne et al., 1961; Whitaker, 1959) is a form of au-
tonomous control, in particular adaptive control, where the objective is to steer the plant to behave
identically to the reference. By definition (Fig. 1a), the reference exhibits the desired dynamics in response
to an input, and is used as an ideal system for the plant to follow. As a result, the error, i.e., difference
between the state trajectory in plant and reference, is a quantity of interest. The controller adapts real-time
information about the plant and reference directly in terms of input and error to give adaptive feedback. In
addition, the efficiency of feedback adaptation also depends on the choice of suitable parameters. In
theory, the dynamics, or state trajectory, of the plant can be influenced to converge with the reference over
time (Hahn, 1963; LaSalle, 1964; Lyapunov, 1992).

Readers who are familiar with metabolic control analysis (MCA) (Heinrich and Rapoport, 1974; Kacser
and Burns, 1973) should distinguish it from control theory described here. On one hand, MCA is a
specialized form of sensitivity analysis where the effect of changes in enzyme activity on the flux of
metabolites in a (biochemical) system is correlated to resultant changes in the properties of other system
components (Fell, 1992). On the other hand, control theory encompasses a set of broad mathematical
theorems collectively stated for the purpose of guiding the dynamics of a (general) system by design.
Consequently, various modes of control have been developed to accomplish this objective in a variety of
systems, traditionally for engineering applications.

3.2. An MRAC approach to study metabolic pathway regulation

We represent treated HEK cells, i.e., SPT over-expressing, as the plant and wild type HEK cells as the
reference (Fig. 1a). We assume that in response to increased metabolite amounts available for de novo
synthesis, treated cells attempt to regulate the pathway such that sphingolipid amounts in these cells are
similar to the wild type. Experimentally, we add '*C-labeled palmitate, which is converted to PalCoA
inside the cells, as the input to elicit and observe a response in terms of normalized sphingolipid amounts.

Specifically, we propose to use an MRAC approach for several reasons:

1. As a concept framework, adaptive control (Anderson and Dehgani, 2008; Goodwin et al., 1984) is
consistent with knowledge that biochemical resources are conserved and metabolic states approach
steady state over time in live cells. Furthermore, compared to other modes of autonomous control also
consistent with this knowledge, e.g., optimal and robust control, we require less prior knowledge to
implement adaptive control in comparison with optimal control (Bryson Jr., 1996; Sussman and
Willems, 1997), which requires assuming cost functions, and robust control (van Antwerp and Braatz,
2000; van Antwerp et al., 1999), which requires estimating system performance constraints.

2. From a biological perspective, we can expect HEK cells to implement a biochemical version of
MRAC because treated cells are genetically identical to the wild type. Apart from single gene over-
expression (SPT 1/2), the treated cells and wild type are clones from the same cell line. The net effect
of SPT 1/2 over-expression increases the amount of PalCoA that enters the pathway, i.e., increased
metabolite influx.

3. From a reverse engineering perspective, we may regard the MRAC approach as a knowledge-based
method. In other words, we use the dynamics of the wild-type cells as a knowledge source to learn
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possible interactions between molecules that serve to regulate pathway dynamics as a result of
perturbing the system (in the form of single gene over-expression). Thus, the wild type behavior
informs the behavior of treated cells.

4. Finally, using MRAC, we can define a clear and quantifiable modeling objective, i.e., for pathway
regulation in treated cells to minimize the difference between treated and wild-type cells in finite
time. Because we use MRAC as a model to study existing pathway regulation, but not to design an
autonomous controller to regulate metabolic activity, the difference between treated and wild type
cells is only assumed to be minimized but not eliminated.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The ten molecules of interest in this case study are sphinganine (Sa), sphinganine phosphate (SaP),
dihydroceramide (DHCer), dihydroglucosylceramide (DHGC), dihydrosphingomyelin (DHSM), ceramide
(Cer), glucosylceramide (GC), sphingomyelin (SM), sphingosine (So), and sphingosine phosphate (SoP).
For brevity, we refer to them in four groups: (i) Sa*, i.e., Sa/SaP, (ii) So*, i.e., So/SoP, (iii) DH*, i.e.,
DHCer/DHGC/DHSM, and (iv) Cer#*, i.e., Cer/GC/SM. In addition, Sa*, So* are sphingoid bases, DH* are
dihydrosphingolipids, and Cer* are sphingolipids.

4.1. Wild type behavior

Figure 2 shows the observed data and simulated dynamics in wild type (observed data in scatter plot—
median and range of four technical replicates indicated where available; Sa* data not available; simulated
results in broken lines). From the observed data, So and Cer increase steadily at first, then settle to constant
levels; SoP, DHSM, GC, and SM increase steadily throughout; DHCer and DHGC vary significantly
although DHCer also appears to approach a steady level.

The simulated dynamics are based on estimated reaction rate constants. Comparing simulation results
with observed data, they compare well for four molecules (So, SoP, Cer, and GC), i.e., simulation results
fall clearly and consistently within range of the observed data. Simulation results compare fairly with data
for three molecules (DHCer, DHGC, and SM) where simulation results either suggest a plausible trend
given fluctuations in limited data (DHCer, DHGC) or reflect the general trend over time but at a noticeably
different rate (SM). Simulation results compare poorly with data for one molecule (DHSM), which fail to
reflect the overall trend of a steady increase.
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FIG. 3. Sphingolipid dynamics in treated cells, without and with MRAC. Abscissa-time (hours), ordinate-normalized
amounts (pmol/mg protein); scatter plots represent observed data (median and range indicated for four technical replicates,
indicated where available, i.e., limited data for DH*), lines represent simulations. (a) Without MRAC. (b) With MRAC.

4.2. Treated cells behavior, without and with MRAC

Figure 3 shows the observed data and simulated dynamics in treated cells (observed data in scatter plot—
median and range of four technical replicates indicated where available; simulated results in broken lines).
From the observed data, Sa, DHCer, and Cer increase transiently before settling to constant levels; DHSM
increases steadily and settles to a constant level; SaP, SoP, DHGC, GC, and SM are present at noticeably
low levels although SaP, SoP, GC, and SM increase steadily while DHGC remains fairly constant; So
increases steadily throughout at relatively high levels.

In Figure 3a (without MRAC), simulation results consistently underestimate the observed data, specif-
ically for five molecules (Sa, So, DHCer, DHSM, and Cer), although this seems to compare well for the other
five molecules present at noticeably low levels (SaP, SoP, DHGC, GC, and SM). In Figure 3b (with MRAC),
simulation results compare well for two molecules present at low levels (SoP, DHGC) but not the other three
(SaP, GC, and SM); simulation results also compare well for two molecules (So, DHSM), and arguably better
for three molecules that increase transiently before settling to constant levels (Sa, DHCer, and Cer).

Table 1 shows the goodness-of-fit of the simulated model dynamics with observed data using root-sum-
square (RSS) as a metric. Simulation results compare much better with observed data for all molecules in
wild type than treated cells. In treated cells, the most significant impact of MRAC to simulate pathway
dynamics is observed in the RSS for Sa*, i.e., 76.9% increase, and So*, i.e., 64.8% decrease over simu-
lations using mass action kinetics alone. For Sa*, the RSS increase using MRAC is due to consistent
overestimates of SaP although the trend of a steady increase in the observed data is reflected. For So*, the
RSS decrease using MRAC is due to a more accurate estimate of So, compared to without MRAC. The
differences in RSS for DH* and Cer* are not as significant, given the limited observed data. If all molecules
in the pathway are considered, RSS between data and simulations using the proposed MRAC approach or
mass action kinetics alone varies by less than 5%.

TABLE 1. GOODNESS-OF-FIT BETWEEN SIMULATED DYNAMICS AND OBSERVED DATA

Root-sum-square (RSS) difference between simulations and data®

Data Sa* DH* Cer* So* All
Wild type n/a 20.06 122.97 29.12 127.95
Treated, without MRAC 66.55 368.68 216.15 94.84 442.80

Treated, with MRAC® 117.75 (+76.9)  379.26 (+2.9)  233.09 (+7.8)  33.37 (—64.8)  461.68 (+4.3)

“Root-sum-square (RSS) is calculated using median data across all discrete time points, i.e., 0, 1, 2, ..., 6h.
Spercentage change over RSS difference in treated cells without MRAC is stated in parentheses.
Asterisk (*) indicates similar molecules, e.g., Cer* refers to Cer, GC, and SM.
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Based on these results, using the proposed MRAC approach shows improvement for Sa, Cer, DHCer, and
So at the expense of SaP, GC, and SM. We revisit what this implies in the next section. Thus, using MRAC
to model and simulate pathway dynamics in de novo sphingolipid synthesis is comparable to using a more
established biochemical systems model, i.e., mass action kinetics.

4.3. Systematic feedback and key molecules in regulating de novo sphingolipid synthesis

The primary use and value of MRAC as a model to study existing regulation in this case study is to
extract insight that was not previously accessed using more familiar models. Such insight may be described
more specifically, e.g., to uncover systematic pathway responses to perturbation or to distinguish key
molecules from others.

Figure 4a shows controller dynamics in terms of two components due to (a) feedback from pathway
molecules, u.(z), and (b) palmitate input, u,(f). u,(f) is significantly and consistently larger than u(z). Before
settling to steady values, u,(f) oscillates with larger amplitude from 0-2 h while u,(f) oscillates with much
smaller amplitude from 0—4 h. Furthermore, from the onset, u,(¢) lags in response to u,(t). This suggests
that in response to excess extracellular palmitate to the pathway, facilitated by SPT over-expression, de
novo sphingolipid synthesis is first regulated by modifying palmitate uptake and conversion (to PalCoA)
before adjusting for feedback from pathway molecules. In terms of using the least resource to achieve the
most direct effect, this observation is consistent with our expectation that in such a regulated pathway, the
more economic and effective approach in response to perturbation is to intervene at the source of per-
turbation before altering the amounts of downstream molecules.

In Figure 4b, pathway feedback from individual molecules is tracked in terms of adaptive feedback in
continuous time, i.e., changes in adaptation gain l?x(t), h,(f) where absolute value indicates magnitude and
sign indicates direction. We may interpret intervals of oscillation, plotted as relatively broad swathes in the
figure, to mean periods of more frequent or active regulation. For instance, consistent with Figure 4a,
palmitate input is regulated quickly from the onset from 0-2 h until it settles to a constant level subsequently.

When we consider results in Figure 4 together with the known structure of the sphingolipid synthesis
pathway (Fig. 1b), we see that feedback from “core” molecules, i.e., along the main artery of the pathway
(DHCer, Cer, and So), is regulated (@) more frequently and (b) with greater amplitude than from molecules
along the branches (e.g., SaP, DHGC, and DHSM). This observation is consistent with the current un-
derstanding that three of the initial enzymes of this pathway, i.e., SPT, (dihydro)ceramide synthase, and
(dihydro)ceramide desaturase, are thought to be particularly important. Consequently and significantly, the
improvement in simulated dynamics for these “core” molecules at the expense of other molecules at the
branches underscores the value of using MRAC to reveal underlying pathway regulation.

In addition, comparing Cer, GC, and SM from 0—4 hours, feedback from Cer is also regulated more
frequently. This observation is also consistent with other independent studies that identify ceramide as a
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FIG. 4. Regulatory dynamics in treated cells. Abscissa-time (hours), ordinate-magnitude (dimensionless). (a) Controller
comprises two components 4,(t), h,(t) from pathway feedback and input respectively. (b) Detailed pathway feedback in
terms of adaptation gain from individual molecules; all gains initialized at zero except for DHGC, DHSM initialized at —1.
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key molecule involved in regulating de novo sphingolipid synthesis (Jenkins et al., 2002; Wells et al., 1998). At
the same time, feedback from Sa, SaP do not change much throughout. This may also suggest that molecules
immediate to the source of perturbation are located too close in the pathway to play as active a role in regulation
than molecules further downstream. This presents an interesting hypothesis that may be tested, in future work,
directly by moving the location of perturbation, e.g., by altering amounts of SM directly instead. Thus, more
active feedback in terms of adaptation dynamics suggests a more prominent role in pathway regulation.

4.4. Limitations and future work

4.4.1. Nonlinear behaviors. The approach in this case study may be limited by a description of plant
and reference dynamics using first-order linear ODEs alone. We may be able to improve this in future by
including structured nonlinearities to account for possible nonlinear behaviors, e.g., by modifying plant,
controller and adaptation dynamics as follows:

(1) = AX(r) + blu(r) + d(t) (1)) (1)
u(t) = B (0T Z(8) + hy(£)r(t) — 81 B(E(D)) )
3t =T, BE)EN P 3)

where ®(x{(1)) is a set of structured nonlinear terms, &(#) is the true contribution of the nonlinear terms to the
system dynamics, and &(¢) approximates the true contribution of these terms. At the same time, there are
two particular challenges in doing so: (a) to avoid data overfitting in case too many nonlinear terms are
included, and (b) to inform and justify the choice of some terms over others, e.g., polynomial versus
logarithmic, based on a deeper understanding of sphingolipid dynamics in terms of biochemical kinetics. In
addition, to complement such computational efforts, the experimental protocol need also be continually
optimized to acquire data more frequently and for longer periods so as to try and address possible mea-
surement and biological noise.

4.4.2. Molecular mechanisms. Explicit molecular mechanisms are not obvious from the results. In
other words, the proposed MRAC approach to study metabolic pathway regulation does not shed light on
how cells may implement the suggested feedback. For example, we do not speculate on how (a) treated
cells determine that increased amounts of PalCoA available for de novo sphinoglipid synthesis perturbs the
pathway system, (b) enzymes and metabolites involved communicate and coordinate their activity to
achieve adaptive feedback, or (c) feedback is targeted at individual molecules. To address this issue in
future, we may use confocal microscopy to locate enzymes and lipid metabolites conjugated with fluo-
rescent dyes, or use x-ray crystallography on immobilized lipid membranes, to learn more about possible
molecular mechanisms through co-localization.

S. CONCLUSION

The insights uncovered are consistent with existing knowledge of de novo sphingolipid synthesis and
contributes directly to it. Specifically, results suggest that several underlying regulatory interactions may
explain the observed data, i.e., changes in sphingolipid dynamics in response to increased palmitate levels
facilitated by SPT over-expression. From literature, various other aspects of de novo sphingolipid synthesis
have been studied, for instance, in terms of (a) sequence of synthesis steps, e.g., the introduction of fatty
acids, double bonds and headgroups; () donor molecules, e.g., availability and utilization of different fatty
acids; (c) regulation, e.g., the rate of production of sphinganine versus its partitioning into different
downstream metabolites (Pewzner-Jung et al., 2006); and (d) response to perturbation, e.g., how heat
induces ceramide production in yeast (Wells et al., 1998) and mammalian cells (Jenkins et al., 2002). To
complement these studies, insights into potential underlying dynamics of pathway regulation from this case
study may guide future research in sphingolipid biology by suggesting novel and interesting hypotheses
that can be tested directly. Finally, in terms of impact on systems biology, we can also extend im-
plementation routines designed for this study to other cases. Importantly, this combined theoretical and
experimental case study demonstrates how models based on control theory may be applied to reverse
engineer existing regulation in cellular networks from the perspective of autonomous control.
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6. METHODS
6.1. Quantifying sphingolipid isotopomers

Sphingolipids, i.e., sphingoid bases and (dihydro)N-acyl species, are extracted from samples of cultured
human embryonic kidney (HEK) cells and quantified by liquid chromatography electrospray ionization
tandem mass spectrometry (LC-ESI-MS/MS) as described previously (Merrill et al., 2005; Sullards et al.,
2007). Measurements from four replicates are taken at hour intervals from 0 to 6 hours for a total of seven
time points. To quantify sphingoid bases labeled with [U-13C]-palmitate, additional multiple reaction
monitoring (MRM) pairs corresponding to [M + 16] precursor ions and [M + 16] product ions are used. To
quantify (dihydro)N-acyl sphingolipids labeled with a single [U-13C]-palmitate, MRM pairs corresponding
to [M + 16] precursor ions and both [M + 0] and [M + 16] product ions are used, providing discrimination
of labeling on the sphingoid base and N-acyl moieties. These [M + 16] isotopomers are designated BASE
and FA respectively. To quantify (dihydro)N-acyl sphingolipids labeled with two [U-13C]-palmitate
molecules, MRM pairs corresponding to [M + 32] precursor ions and [M + 16] product ions are used; the
[M + 32] isotopomers are designated DUAL. Unlabeled sphingolipids are designated 12C. The peak areas
of unlabeled and labeled sphingolipid isotopomers are integrated, converted to picomoles using the peak
area of the internal standard, and normalized to the mg of protein in the extracted sample.

6.2. De novo sphingolipid synthesis dynamics

The ten sphingolipids of interest in this case study are sphinganine (Sa), sphinganine phosphate (SaP),
dihydroceramide (DHCer), dihydroglucosylceramide (DHGC), dihydrosphingomyelin (DHSM), ceramide
(Cer), glucosylceramide (GC), sphingomyelin (SM), sphingosine (So), and sphingosine phosphate (SoP).
The input to this system is extracellular palmitate that is converted to palmitoyl-CoA (PalCoA) inside the
cells. We define the state space X(¢) as the set of sphingolipid amounts where

X(t) = [Sa(1), SaP(1),
DHCer(t), DHGC(t), DHSM(1),
Cer(t), GC(1), SM(1),
SO(1), SoP(1)]" 4)
and simplify the equations of motion, i.e., biochemical reactions, between these molecules as a linear

system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs) using mass action kinetics (Gulberg and Waage, 1986;
Lund, 1965):

Sa(t) = kin, saPalCoA + ksap, saSaP + kpicer, saDHCer — (ksa, sap + Ksa, DHCer)Sa (5
SaP(t) = ksa, sapSa — ksap, saSaP (6)
DHCer(t) = ks, pricerSa + kprcc, price DHGC + kppisyt, price DHSM + kcer, pricerCer
— (kpacer, sa + kprcer, pHGC + kpHicer, DHSM + kDHCer, cer DHCer (7
DHGC(1) = kppcer, pucc DHCer = kppgc, price- DHGC ®
DHSM(t) = kpgcer, pusuDHCer — kppsu, prcer DHSM 9)
Cer(t) =kpricer, cee DHCer + ke, cer GC + ksu, cerSM + ks, cerSo
— (kcer, pHCer + Kcer, Ge + kcer, sm + kcer, s0)Cer (10)
GC(t) = kcer, e Cer — ke, cor GC (11)
SM(t) = kcer,suCer — ksu, cerSM (12)
So(t) = kcer, soCer + ksop, s0S0P — (kso, cer -+ Kso, s0p)S0 (13)
SoP(1) = kso, 50pS0 — (ksop, 50 + ksop, ou)SOP (14)

where k,, indicates the rate constant for the reaction going from a to b. Experimentally, extracellular
palmitate is introduced to the cells in excess. Hence, in our model, we assume the amount of PalCoA as an
input remains constant.
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Here the reader might expect Michaelis-Menten kinetics (Voet and Voet, 2004) because enzymes play a
critical role in de novo sphingolipid synthesis. However, while a small number of key enzymes have been
identified and are of active interest in current research, there are many other enzymes in this pathway that
are not well-studied whose effects remain difficult to observe and measure. In addition, the Michaelis-
Menten algorithm also requires estimating significantly more parameters (Atkins and Ninmo, 1980; Currie,
1982), which detracts from the focus of this case study.

6.3. Estimating reaction rate constants

We designed a genetic algorithm to optimize a modified least-squares error between simulated sphin-
golipid amounts using ODEs and corresponding experimental data obtained from LC-ESI-MS/MS at
discrete times. Reaction rate constants are estimated using only C-16 DUAL species data from both treated
and wild-type cells. Additional information may be inferred from each of the labeled/unlabeled combi-
nations of BASE, FA, or 12C species but is not used here so as to reduce complexity. Inputs to the
estimation routine include the measured amounts of all sphingolipid species that are determined from four
technical replicates. Furthermore, we use only five of seven data points, from O to 4 hours, as training data
for estimation and leave the final two data points for initial verification.

6.4. Implementation
6.4.1. Symbolic expressions for MRAC. 1In a single-input direct MRAC system, the dynamics for
the plant state x(¢), i.e., treated cells, and reference state x,(), i.e., wild-type cells, are:
%(t) = AX(t) + bu(?) (15)
Zn(t) = ApZn(1) + by (1) (16)
where A, A,, are matrices that contain Sozresponding rate constants k,, based on the linear ODEs previ-
ously described for specific reactions; b, b,, are actuation vectors associated with the plant and reference
respectively; u(?) is the scalar controller, and r(¢) is the scalar input. The controller u(f) utilizes full state
feedback and input 7(¢):
M(t) = Mx(t) + Mr(t)
= (1) %) + h()r(0) (17)
where u,(t), u,(t) are components of the controller, and sz(t), h,(t) are gains, associated with state feedback

and input respectively. Then it follows, by verifying the conditions for stability as described by Lyapunov
(1992), that the dynamics of adaptation governed by these gains are:

()= — T &0e0) Ph (18)
h(t) = —3,r(DED)Pb (19)

where the error &(7) is defined by:
) = x(t) — X,(1) (20)

and I',, y, are adaptation parameters. Finally, P satisfies the Lyapunov equation:
ATP+PA, +Q=0 1)

where A,, Hurwitz, P=P” positive definite symmetric and so is Q. In addition, the initial conditions
h,(0), h,(0) may be specified using the matching conditions:

A+bhT =A,, (22)
bh* = b, (23)

by setting them to approximate constant ideal gains H;, h; Figure la summarizes these symbolic expres-
sions in context of the MRAC block diagram.
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6.4.2. Verifying Lyapunov stability. First, the error and error dynamics are given by (from equation

(20)):

) =x(t) — x,(t)
=

&(t) = X(t) — %(1)
= [AX(1) + bu(t)] — [Ap, (1) + byur(1)]
= [AX(1) + b(A(t) 5(1) + h()r(1)] — [ApTn(t) + bur(1)]
= [A + bh()%(t) — ApZn(t) + [Bho(1) — By lr (D)
= [A+ BT — BT + bl ()T 1R() — ApZon(2) + [Bh(8) — bR + bl — by, )r(D)
= A, [X(0) — %u()] + blA(0)" — K715 + blh,(1) — B 1r(2)

= A,,@(1) + BIAR (DT X(1) + Ah,(D)r(1)] (24)
where
Ali(t) = in(t) — i, = Aln(t) = Ii(0)
Ahy(t) =h(t) = b} = AR (1) = hy(1)

Then, we select the candidate Lyapunov function:

V(@(t), Ahy(1), Ah (1)) = &) Pe(t) + Al (1) T ' Ahy(t) — 9, ' Ah(1)? (25)
and take the derivative with respect to time:
V(1) =&)AL P + PA,,1é(r) + 2&(1)PhI Ak (1) X(t) + Ah,(D)r(1)]
2G0T Al(0)
+2Ah, (1)), Ak,(1)
= —é&n"Qew)

AT ROE)Ph + T AR (1)]
+2AR (O[O0 PE+ . AR (1)] (26)

Thus, the adaptation dynamics in equations (18), (19) ensure we have a negative semidefinite V(t) that
guarantees uniform stability, i.e.,

V()= — &t Qé(r) <0 (27)

6.4.3. Numerical details. We numerically integrate the system of ODEs in MATLAB using ode15s()
to simulate the complete duration of experimental data acquisition, i.e., 0—6 hours. To do this, we im-
plement the symbolic expressions with some modifications:

° A, Am’ FX’ P’Q e %loxu)

o 56 1022

o K1), Zn(2), E(t), (1), by € RO
o W(t) € R?

° r(t)7 hl(t)7 'yr 6 §R

Specifically, we design the plant actuation b to supply u(t), u,(f) separately and choose b, b,, to achieve
reasonable goodness-of-fit between simulation results and experimental data. Reaction rate constants k,
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are available (for Supplementary Material, see www.liebertonline.com/cmb). The matrix P is solved in
MATLAB using lyap() given A,, and Q. All other parameters are defined as follows:

input:  r(t) = 100( = k;;, s.PalCoA)
actuation: b, = [1,0, ...,0]7,
b=[1,-1,1,1,1,1, -1, -1, = 1—1;1,0...,0]"
adaptation: Q=L I',=0.11, 7,=0.1
initial conditions:  A,(0)=1,
h(0)=10,0,0, — 1, — 1,0, ...,0]"
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