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Abstract

We investigate two stochastic models of a growing population sub-
ject to selection and mutation. In our models each individual car-
ries a fitness which determines its mean offspring number. Many of
these offspring inherit their parent’s fitness, but some are mutants
and obtain a fitness randomly sampled from a distribution in the
domain of attraction of the Fréchet distribution. We give a rig-
orous proof for the precise rate of superexponential growth of
these stochastic processes and support the argument by a heuris-
tic and numerical study of the mechanism underlying this growth.
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1 Introduction

While the theory of branching processes is undoubtedly one of the best devel-
oped areas of probability theory, stochastic branching models that incorporate
effects of selection and mutation have only recently caught the attention
of mathematicians and physicists. This is despite the unquestionable rele-
vance of these effects to the evolution of populations in nature and in the
laboratory [1, 2].

By contrast, deterministic high density models of a population undergoing
selection and mutation have been studied for quite some time. The model most
closely associated with our stochastic process is Kingman’s model [3]. This is
a dynamical system on the space of probability measures describing the fitness
distribution of a population. After ¢ generations the fitness distribution p; of
the population is replaced by

pe+1(dr) = (1 - 5)% + Bu(dx).

Here a proportion 1 — 3 of the new generation has been selected from the cur-
rent generation proportionally to their fitness and a proportion § are mutants
that get a new fitness, sampled independently from their past using the mutant
fitness distribution p. Note that this model is only well-defined if the mean
fitness remains finite and therefore requires moment bounds for the mutant
fitness distribution. Kingman’s model undergoes a condensation phase transi-
tion, which is further studied in [4]. Variants of the model have been considered
in [5-7].

The study of individual based, stochastic models is much more recent. Park
and Krug [8] studied Kingman’s model for an unbounded fitness distribution
alongside a random model of fixed, finite population size. Despite its highly
simplified nature, the finite population model with an exponential distribution
of fitness effects is qualitatively consistent with the fitness increase observed in
Lenski’s long-term evolution experiment with bacteria [2, 9]. A generalization
of this model that includes the response of the immune system to a population
of pathogens was considered in [10].

The first papers studying branching process models that express the selec-
tive advantage of a fit individual in terms of its offspring distribution are [11],
which deals with Weibull type fitness distributions and puts the focus on the
condensation phenomenon in that model, and [12] which looks at the growth
of the fittest family in the case of Gumbel type distributions. Both papers
are limited to bounded fitness distributions and implicitly rely on the anal-
ogy to Kingman’s original model, though of course the methods of study are
entirely different in a stochastic setting. The present paper initiates the study
of branching processes with selection and mutation for unbounded fitness dis-
tributions. We focus on the case of Fréchet type fitness distributions where
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the mathematical challenge is linked to the fact that the analogous Kingman
model is ill-defined [8].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the models
and state the main theorem. Sec. 3 explains the heuristics behind the formal
results and in Sec. 4 we present a rigorous proof of the theorem. Sec. 5 contains
refined results for the empirical frequency distribution for one of our mod-
els. These results are not yet accessible by a complete rigorous mathematical
analysis, so that we resort to a numerical and heuristic study and a rigorous
analysis of an approximating deterministic system. In Sec. 6 we provide a short
discussion that places our results into the context of previous work and points
to directions for future research.

2 Models and main result

We study two models of a population evolving in discrete generations. In
both models all individuals are assigned a fitness value, which is a positive
real number. As model parameters we fix a probability distribution g on
(0,00) from which the random fitness values F' are sampled, and a mutation
probability 8 € (0,1).

In both models we start from generation ¢t = 0 with a single individual®
with fitness f. Each individual in the population in generation ¢ > 0 produces
a Poisson random number of offspring with mean given by its fitness. With
probability 1 — 8 an offspring individual inherits its parent’s fitness and is
added to the population at generation ¢t + 1. Otherwise, with probability (3, it
is a mutant. The two models differ in the fate of the mutants.

o Fittest mutant model (FMM): Every mutant is assigned a fitness sampled
independently from p. Only the fittest mutant (if there is one) is added to
the population at generation t + 1. All other mutants die instantly.

® Multiple mutant model (MMM): Every mutant is assigned a fitness sampled
independently from p and is added to the population at generation ¢t + 1.

We write X (¢) for the number of individuals in generation ¢ and study
the growth of the populations conditioned on the event of survival, i.e. when
X (t) # 0 for all times t. It is easy to see that the population size of the MMM
dominates the population size of the FMM at all times. Because the growth is
determined by the fittest mutants we expect both models to grow at the same
rate and to show this, it suffices to find an upper bound for the MMM and a
matching lower bound for the FMM.

Naturally, the rate of growth depends on the mutant fitness distribution pu.
If v is an unbounded distribution in both models individuals of ever increasing
fitness occur and hence the population will grow superexponentially fast. By
contrast, if u is bounded we can only have exponential growth. Indeed, if p is
continuous with essential supremum one, then for a closely related continuous

! The generalization to multiple individuals is straightforward.
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time model of immortal individuals, it is shown in [11, Remark 1] that

lim 7logX(t) =\,

t—o0 t

where A* € [1 — 3,1) is the unique solution of the equation

A*
o !

it g [ ﬁ wu(dz) > 1, and otherwise A\* := 1 — 5. Further details on the long
term growth of the process depend on the classification of p according to its
membership in the max domain of attraction of an extremal distribution. By
the celebrated Fisher-Tippett theorem there are three such universality classes,
see for example [13, Proposition 0.3]. These are

o the Weibull class, which roughly occurs if i is bounded with mass decaying
slowly near the essential supremum,

® the Gumbel class, which roughly occurs if the mass of u is decaying quickly
near the essential supremum, which may be finite or infinite,

® the Fréchet class, which roughly occurs if p is unbounded with mass decaying
slowly near infinity.

The assignment of mutant fitness distributions to extreme value universality
classes plays an important role in the interpretation of evolution exper-
iments [14], and representatives of all three classes have been identified
empirically [15].

In the present paper, we are mainly interested in the asymptotic behaviour
of the population size X (t) in the so far unexplored case that p belongs to the
Fréchet class (or, in short, is of Fréchet type). Precisely, this means that the
tail function

G(x) := p((z,00)) = P(F > x)
is regularly varying with index —a for some « > 0. In other words, there
exists a function £: (0,00) — R which is slowly varying at infinity such that
G(z) = 2~ *(x). As in this case p is an unbounded distribution, the process
(X(t): t > 0) will grow superexponentially fast on survival and therefore our
discussion will focus on the limiting quantity

v = lim
t—o0

log 1O§X(t)~ 0

Our main result is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Given o > 0, let T € N be the unique number such that

T_-1 T TT+1
TT-1 (T+1)T
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and define
1 T
= — log —. 2
v(a) = 3 log 2)

Let (X (t))t>0 be the size of the population in either the FMM or the MMM. Then,
almost surely on survival,

lim loglog X(¢) _ ().

t—o0 t

Before presenting the proof of the theorem in Sec. 4, in the next section we
motivate the expression (2).

3 Motivation of the main result

Here we explain the statement of Theorem 1 by a heuristic analysis of the
FMM. For convenience we take the fitness distribution to be of Pareto form,
G(z) = 27 for x > 1 and G(x) = 1 for © < 1. Moreover, throughout this
section we assume that the initial fitness f is so large that the fluctuations
induced by Poisson sampling are negligible at all times, which implies that
both the total population size and the sizes of subpopulations of mutants are
well approximated by their expectations. Denoting the fitness of the mutant
that is added to the population at generation ¢ by W3, we can then write

X(t) = (L=p)f + ) (=)W, 3)
i=1

where the factors 1— 3 account for the fact that (apart from the added mutant)
only the unmutated fraction of the population survives to the next generation.
For the same reason the total number V; of mutants produced in generation ¢
(including the ones that die immediately) is approximately

N~ D x).

1-p
Since the probability that the largest fitness W; among NV; independent and
identically distributed random variables with common distribution G is smaller
than z is (1 — 27%)™t, the random variable W; can be sampled as

_ -1/
(4 NN\ 1/a _(1=8, 1
W, = (1 Z, ) ~ XYY, Y, = ( 5 los :

where Z; is uniformly distributed in the interval (0,1) and we have approxi-
mated Ztl/N" ~ 1+ (1/N¢)log Z;. Note that Y; does not depend on X ().

To proceed, we define w; as

log X (t)

=

log f ’
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which implies that X (t) = f“* and W, ~ Y, f<*/®. Inserting these relations

into (3) we obtain

t
fwt ~ (1 _ B)tft + Z(l _ ﬂ)t_iyit_if(t_i)wi’/a. (4)
i=1

In the limit f — oo the sum on the right hand side is dominated by the term
with the largest exponent. Correspondingly, the w; can be well approximated
by the solution x; of the recursion relation

t—1 t—2 t—k 1 } (5)

Xt_InaX{ta X1, T X2y Xky«+y —Xt—1
« (0% « «

with x; = 1. We now argue that the y; grow at least exponentially. Since for
any ty > 1 and any positive integer m

m
Xto+m 2 Extoa

we have, for any n > 1
n

Xto-

m
thJrnm Z (*)
e
Correspondingly
1 1 1
lim 28Xt _ iy 28 Xtotnm o 4, T (6)
t—oo ¢ n—00 nm m o

where we have assumed that the limit is well-defined. Since (6) is valid for any
integer m > 1, an optimal lower-bound can be found by maximizing the right
hand side. As shown by Lemma 4 in Sec. 4, the maximizer over the positive
integers is precisely the function v(a) in Theorem 1. As the population size
depends exponentially on w; or x;, the heuristic argument makes it plausible
that v(a) is a lower bound on the double-exponential growth rate of X(¢).
Remarkably, Theorem 1 states that the bound is tight, and moreover applies
also to the MMM. Informally this implies that the population at time ¢ is
dominated by the fittest mutant that was generated at time ¢ —T. As a con-
sequence the mutant frequency distribution changes periodically with period
T (see Sec. 5 for further discussion).

In Fig. 1, we depict v(a) together with the numerical solution® of the
recursion relation (5). The fact that v(«) is the exact exponential growth rate
of x; is proven rigorously in Lemma 6 in Sec. 4. In the inset of Fig. 1, we

2The direct numerical estimate of v by extrapolating log xt/t is hampered by the fact that
lim¢— o0 xte Y does not exist in general (see Sec. 5). The method used to obtain the data in
=

Fig. 1 is explained at the end of Sec. 5.1.
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Fig. 1 Plots of v vs . Solid line depicts (2) and symbols are from numerical solution of
the recursion relation (5). Inset: Plot of (vea)™! — 1 vs. a with v in (2). The error of the
approximation (7) is small and vanishes when o < 1/e.

compare (2) to an approximation obtained by treating m in (6) as a continuous
variable. This yields

max{;logzzle}{l/(ea)’ ae>1, -

—loga, ae< 1.

Although (7) is not exact, the relative error is less than 7% in all cases.

For ae < 1 the expressions (2) and (7) actually coincide. In this regime
of extremely heavy-tailed fitness distributions (more precisely, in the case of
a < 0.5) selection becomes irrelevant, in the sense that the double-exponential
growth rate v(a) = log(1/«) persists in the extreme case § — 1 of the MMM,
where all individuals are replaced by mutants in each generation and the
process becomes a classical Galton-Watson process albeit with infinite mean,
cf. [16]. In the case of the FMM, the extreme case would stop the population
from growing but the fitness W, of the single individual present approximately

satisfies Wy 1 =~ th/ “, which gives

li

t—o0

log log W,
im % =log(1/a).
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4 Proof of Theorem 1

4.1 Preparation for the proof

In this subsection we collect some tools that will be used in the proofs of
the lower and upper bounds in the estimate leading to Theorem 1. The lower
bound will be verified in Section 4.2 and the upper bound in Section 4.3.

For t € Ny let Wy be the fitness of the fittest of the mutants in generation ¢
and W; = 0 if there are no mutants in generation ¢t. Our first observation is
that under the weak assumption G(z) > 0 for all large = (which always holds
if p is of Fréchet type) either the sequence (W;) is unbounded or the branch-
ing process dies out in finite time. Heuristically speaking, on survival the
accumulated number of mutants is unbounded almost surely, which naturally
entails unbounded largest fitness.

Lemma 2 Almost surely on survival the sequence (W) is unbounded.

Proof We first show that the branching process can be coupled to a sequence
(&1, ..., &t) of independent Bernoulli variables with success parameter 8 and an inde-
pendent sequence (F1y, ..., Ft) of independent fitnesses with distribution u such that
on survival up to generation t we have, for all 1 < i <,

e ¢, =1 if there is at least one mutant in generation ¢, and
e W, > F&,.

Indeed, once the random variables (Fy,..., Ft) and (&1,...,&) are generated with
the given law we generate the branching process as follows: Produce the offspring in
the nth generation as a Poisson distribution with the right parameter given by the
previous generation (possibly zero). If there is at least one offspring use &, to decide
whether it is a mutant and if so give it fitness F;,. Then use other newly sampled
Bernoulli variables with parameter 5 and fitnesses to decide whether other variables
are mutants and if they are decide their fitness. Then surival implies W, > £, Fy, as
required.

Now N := 22:1 &; is binomially distributed with parameters 8 > 0 and t € N.
We infer that, for any fixed z > 1,

P(W; <z for all ¢ <t) <P(F;§ <z for all i <t)+ P(extinction)

t
_ Z <z> ﬂl(l . /B)t*i]P’(F < x)l + P(extinction)

i=0
= (BP(F < z) 4 (1 — B8))" + P(extinction).
Since P(F < z) < 1 and 8 > 0, we get
P(W; <z for all i) = tl%m P(W; <z for all ¢ <t)
oo

< tl%m (BP(F < z) + (1 — )" + P(extinction) = P(extinction),
oo

hence P((W;) is unbounded) = P(survival) as claimed. O

We next describe the distribution of W, given the process at time t — 1.
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Lemma 3 Suppose that at generation t — 1 there are n individuals with fitness F1,
Fo, ..., Fn and set X := % 1" | F;. Then, for allz >0,

P(W;>z)=1-— e PXG@)

Proof First fix a positive integer n and suppose Wt(") is the largest of n independently
sampled fitnesses and W,* = 0. Let G(z) = 1 — G(z) and note that

PW™ >z)=1-P(W™ <z)=1-G(z)".
Now let N be the number of mutants in generation ¢, which is Poisson distributed
with mean SX. Hence, for z > 0,

P(W: > z) Z]P’ W™ > a)P(N =n) = > (1-G(z)")P(N = n)

n

1= Y Gy By mar0-G),

As 1 — G(x) = G(z) the proof is complete O

The next two results concern the potential limit v(«). We first characterise
v(a) as a maximum and then as the growth rate in a recursion relation. Note
that the first result easily implies that v(«) is decreasing, as well as continuous
and positive.

Lemma 4 We have
v(a) = max{ L log(m/a): m € N}.
In particular, for all m € N, we have

m<ae’ @™ and T = e’ T (8)

Proof First observe that o > m™ ! /(m+1)™ for m < T and a < m™ "1 /(m+1)™
for m > T, where m € N. Since

m 1 o m+1 o m™t+l

we have the desired result. O

Remark 5 Let ap := TT /(T + 1)7. The equality m = ae”(®)™ holds iff (m = T)
or (m=T+1and a = ar).

For the remainder of this subsection, we abbreviate v := v(«a).
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Lemma 6 For some positive sequence (an) we define inductively

xt = xt(a, (an)) == max {as, =tx1, ..., 2xi1}. 9)

v

Then, if le ane "™ =0, there are positive constants ¢ and ¢ such that
n oo

cet <xt < ce’t forallt>1,

and therefore we have

Proof Abbreviate x¢ := x¢/c’ with ¢ = e min{x1, x2,..., x7}. Obviously, ¢ >

e’t for t < T. Now assume n > T and 3¢ > e** for all ¢ < n. By the assumption
and (8), we have

T T _
Xn+1 2 E)A(n+17T > aeu(n+1 T = eu(n+1).

Induction gives x¢ > e and hence y; > ¢’e”? for all ¢ > 1.

Now, choose a positive integer ng such that a, < e”” for alln > ng. Let ¢ = xt/c
with ¢ = max{1, x1, X2, .., Xno }- Obviously, x; < 1 < e? for all ¢ < ng. Now let
n > ng and assume that y: < e’t for all t < n. Then,

o an o —1c —k+1 - 1c
Xn+1 = ma'x{%7 gXL nTXza ey %X}Ca cety EX"}
< max {eu(nJrl), gey, —";162'/, e 7’”_54_16”]6, cee ée”n} < eu(n+1),
where we have used (8). By induction, we have x; < ce’t for all t > 1. O

For later reference we define

—00, if i <0,
Xi(t) == < ag, ifi =0, (10)
(t—i)xi/a, H1<i<t-—1.

Lemma 7 Define
It :=max{i < t: xt = x:(t)}. (11)
Then t — It is bounded.

Proof By Lemma 6 we have ¢’e”® < x; < ce”? for all t. Since there is ¢y such that
de’t > ay for all t > to, we can write, for t > t,

Xt = maX{%le EERN} éthl} .
Now it is enough to show that ¢t — I} is bounded for ¢ > .
Note that, for 1 < m <t —1,

ce”t A(m) > T Xt—m > de"t A(m),
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where A(m) = me "™ /a with A(T) = 1. Since lim;m—s 00 A(m) = 0, there is mg such
that ¢’ > cA(m) and hence

Txt—m < c'e’t, for all m > mo.

As the right hand side is a lower bound of g Xt—7 we get that t — Iy cannot be larger
than max{mg,to}, as desired. O

Remark 8 If we choose T’ > sup{t — I;: t € N}, then, for all ¢,
xt = max{as, (t = )x1/a, ..., xt—1/a} = max{X;—7/(t), ..., Xe—1(t)}.

In words, x¢ is completely determined by ¥;(t) for ¢ within the window t — 7" < i <
t — 1. This fact will play an important role in the proof of Theorem 1.

We conclude the subsection with two estimates for classical Galton-Watson
processes.

Lemma 9 Consider a supercritical Galton- Watson process (X4)y>o with Poisson off-
spring distribution with mean 0 > 1, starting in generation 0 with a single individual.
Fiz 0 <z <1 and an integer n > 1. Then,

-2
P(thzrtét for alllgtgn) zl—nM. (12)
6—1
Proof First note that (see, e.g., [17])
2t _ pt
E(X) =6, V()=
0-1
and that
n
P(thg:tét for a111gtgn) 21-21@(;@5##), (13)
t=1

where we have used the sub-additivity of probability measure. Using Chebyshev’s
inequality, we get

P (Xt < xtﬁt) =P (0t —A 6 - mtﬂt) <P (\Xt —0' >0 — mtﬁt)

< (1 _ wt) —2V(A) _ (1 B xt> —2 (1- 97" § (1— )2

02t -1 — 6-1 "7
which, along with (13), gives the claimed inequality. O
Lemma 10 For a Galton-Watson process (Xi) with Xy = Ko and generation
dependent offspring distribution Ny with E[N¢] < N for all t,
Ko
P(X; < KN'B' Nt>1)>1— ——>—
(A < forallt 21) > K(B-1)’

for all B> 1 and K > 0.
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Proof By Markov’s inequality, we have
E[X]

P(X; > KN'B') < B".
(X = )= K
Since E[X;41|X:] = AE[Nt], we have E[X;] = Ko H:;é E[N;] < KoNt, which gives
Ky
P(X; > KN'B') < :
(X 2 )< KB
Since
o0
P(X; < KN'B' forallt > 1) >1- > P(X; > KN'B'),
t=1
a geometric sum gives the claimed inequality. ]

4.2 Proof of the lower bound

In this subsection we show that, for given a > 0 and all o/ > «, we have

IF’( lim inf log log X ()

t—o0

> v(a') ’survival) =1 (14)

In both models at each generation s the lineage originating from the mutant
with fitness W, dominates a version (X;(f));>s of the same model starting
in generation s with a single individual of fitness f = Wj. If there is at least
one s such that

lim inf > v(a')
t—o0
then (14) is proved. As (W) is unbounded almost surely on survival it therefore

suffices to show that

lim PP (hmﬁbglogm > y(o/)> =1 (15)

f—o0 t—00 t

log log X;(W,)
¢

As (Xt(x))Acan be coupled to an FMM (S;(x)) with the same initial condition
such that X;(x) > S¢(z) for all t > 0, the result follows by combining Lemma 6
with the following statement.

Lemma 11 Fiz 0 < e < 1/2 and let
E(f) = {Si(f) = (L= B)' X" for all t > 1},
where x; = x¢(o/, (%)) with o/ := /(1 — 2). Then
Jim B(B(7) = 1.

Proof We define mg := f, ng := f1/2, and (i > 1)

my = fAmON e =2/ /el



Springer Nature 2021 BTEX template

Branching with selection and mutation I 13

For later reference, we also define U; := n;/m; for all i > 0.

Set g9 = /(2 — 2¢). By our assumption on pu, there is fp such that
G(z) > 2~ 0+20) for all & > fo.
Since we are only interested in the limit as f — co, we may assume that f is so large
that (1 — B)mg > 2, (1 —B)m1 > 2, Uy < 1/2, Uy < 1/2, and m; > fy. Notice that
by assumption,
G(m1) > G(m;) > m;a(1+60) = ff(lfs/z)XQ for all ¢ > 1.
For x}, we choose T’ as in Remark 8. By N; ¢ we denote the number of individuals
with fitness W; at generation ¢. Define events
A= {Niy > (A=)l foralli <t <i+T'}, Bi:={W;>m}.

Let D_1 be the certain event and, for i € Ny,

oo
D;:=D;, 1NA;NB;, A:= le

=0

Now observe that

P(A) = Jim P(D;), P(D;)=P(A;|B; N Di_1)P(B;|Di_1)P(Ds_1).
By Lemma 9 we have
T (1 — ny/W;) ™2 _— (1 -U;)~?
1=pw;=1 = (A=pBm—1

P(Ai|BiNDj—1) > 1—

where we have used (12).

To proceed, we find the X in Lemma 3 on the event Dy, _1 as

t—1 t—1
XN Nawi 21—t Y 0>t
1=0 i=t—T'—1

where we have used W; > m; > n; and ¥;(t) as in (10) for parameters o/ and
as = s/2. Using Lemma 3 with G(m;) > f~(=5/2Xi | we have

P(B;|D;i—1) > 1 — exp (75(1 _ ﬁ)ifsxi/z) .
Now we define
T -U)*
(1—=p)m; -1
where §;; is the Kronecker delta symbol. Trivially, we have lim;_,, b; = 0 for all

i > 0. Since, for sufficiently large f, bs for fixed s is a bounded and decreasing
function of f and since Lemma 6 gives

b = + (1= dio)exp (=B(L= B FN7) o) =D b
i=0

lim b52° =0,
S§— 00

there is sg such that |bs| < 27° for all s > s¢ and for all assumed value of f.
Therefore, the series defining ¢(f) converges uniformly for sufficiently large f and
lims_, o ¢(f) = 0. Therefore, for sufficiently large f, we get

f—o0

P(A)> [[(1—b) 21— 6(f), lim B(A)=1,
i=0
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where we have used (1 —z)(1 —y) > 1—x —y for z,y > 0. As, on the event A,
t
Si(f) > D Nig>(1—-pB)
i=t—T"
where we have assumed N;; = 0 for i < 0, we see that A C E(f) and the proof is
completed. O

In fact, Lemma 11 and its proof are applicable to the MMM verbatim,
except that S; is replaced by X;. If we are interested in the proof only for the
MMM, we actually do not need to introduce S;.

4.3 Proof of the upper bound

In this subsection we show that, for given o > 0 and all o’ < «, we have for
the MMM denoted by (M), or (M;(x)) if in the initial generation there is a
single individual with fixed fitness x, that

log log M; <

]P(limsup < 1/(0/)) =1. (16)

t—o00 t
In case of extinction the upper bound holds by convention. One can construct
two processes with initial fitness < y on the same probability space such that
M, (z) < My(y) for all ¢t. Indeed, this can be done as follows. First construct
(M:(y)) and look at its genealogical tree truncated after the first mutant in
every line of descent from the root. Removing any individual in that tree
together with all its offspring from (M;(y)) independently with probability z/y
we obtain (M(z)).

We now construct an MMM with special initial conditions. Fix ¢ > 0. For
given a, let 6 = (1+2¢)/(1+3¢), &' = a/(1+3¢), vV =v(a), T =T(a'), and

3

Np=— —
07 V([ +3e)

which is equivalent to v'Ag + 6 = 1. We choose A such that 0 < A < Ag and

is an integer. We define, for a given f > 0,

. "t .V (t=T+nA . fHn — p(1+e)k,
Xpi=€"" Kngi=¢e" ( o )7 Int = f" L’t/av e i = f( FeVenefe,

We consider the MMM (M;(f))s>7_1 starting in generation T — 1 with an
initial condition such that there are T different mutant classes with fitness
ga,m for 0 < m < T —1 and the number of individuals with fitness g, is

|(g7.m)T~™71]. We only consider f sufficiently large so that (1 —3)f > 2 and
(1-B)f/> > 2.
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Now assume that we have proved, for all o’ < a,

log log M
lim P(limsupw < V(o/)) =1. (17)
f—oo t—00 t

Given an arbitrary f > 0 and € > 0 pick f. such that the probability above
exceeds 1 —¢ and the smallest fitness in the initial condition of M (f.) is larger
than f. Then (17) guarantees that

log log M
P(lim sup loglog Mi(/) < V(a')) >1—¢,
t—o0 t
which proves (16). So it is enough to prove (17). Once (17) is proved, we use the
natural coupling such that S; < M; for all . Then, almost surely on survival,

loglog S log log M.
i sup 128108 S o loglog My
t—o0 t t—o0 t

which completes the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 12 Let Z; be the number of non-mutated descendants at generation t of X
individuals with fitness in a bounded interval I with right endpoint b at generation m
of an MMM. Assume X < K. Then, for all B > 1,

P(Zt < K1 =3B ™ forallt >m—+1)>1— ﬁ.

Proof As the mean number of non-mutated offspring of an individual is bounded by
(1 — B)b we get the result by applying Lemma 10. O

Lemma 13 Suppose at generation t — 1 of an MMM the population consists of n
individuals with fitness Fy, ..., Fn. Let

Y:: =0 Z F; (18)
=1

and let Z be the number of mutants in generation t with fitness in the interval (a, b).
Then, with p := p((a,b]), we have
o0
P(Z>K)=e " Y
n=K+1

(Yep)"
nl

Proof Observe that Z is Poisson distributed with mean Yip. O



Springer Nature 2021 BTEX template

16 Branching with selection and mutation I

Remark 14 Using Markov’s inequality, we get

Y

B(Z>K)< =2, (19)

which is useful when K > Y;p. By Chebyshev’s inequality, for K > Y%,

Yip Yy
P(Z>K)<P(|Z—-Yip| > K—-Yip) < < 20
( > )— (I tp|_ tp)_(K*mp)Q_(K*Y—t)27 ( )
which is useful when (K — Y;)? > V;. For K = 0, we will use

P(Z=0)=¢ " >1-Yip>1-Y;G(a). (21)

We denote the number of non-mutated descendants of initial individuals
with fitness gs » at generation t > T — 1 by Ny, 7—1, and define

T—1
Np_y1, = E Ny -1,

m=0

The number of mutants that appear at generation ¢ > T with fitness in the
interval (hp—1,, hn,t] is denoted by N, for 0 < n < fi 4+ 1, where we have
assumed h_j; := 0 and hpyq+ := oo. Typically, Nyt1+,: will be zero. The
number of non-mutated descendants of N, ,, » at generation ¢ > m is denoted
by Ny m,t. For t > m > T define

n+1
Nm,t = E Nn,m,tv
n=0

which gives
} t
M(f)= > Npa
m=T-1

Let (0;)t>7—1 be a sequence satisfying 01 = 67 =T and, for t > T,

Since 6,11 — 0y = 6 for t > T + 1, we have

2=T=12T + ), fort>T
0 = ) (22)
T, fort <T.
Lemma 15 For T <z < m <t (t,m are integers and x is real), we have
ez/'m + t;/mel/(me) < el/'t7 (23)

’ ’

lm 6D,(I7A) + 5t;77n6u’m < e t (24)
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Proof Using (8), we have

’ _/ ’ _ ’ ’ ’ ’
evm(1+t77ne VT):eumTJr%mSeuteuT%:eut

o )

which proves (23). If §(t — m) — ole V"D s negative, then (24) is trivially valid. If
o(t—m) —dle™V A s positive, then the left hand side of (24) has maximum at x = m.
Therefore, it is enough to prove (24) only for x = m. Plugging * = m, we have

’ ’ ’ ’ ) _ ’
Vm_el/(m—A)_’_ét;zneVm:eum(l_e IJA)+6t m vim

€ o

< e”lt (I//A + 6) < e”lt,

!’ !’ !’
where we have used 1 —e * <z, e’ ™ < e’ ?, and t — m < o/e” (t=m) O

Lemma 16 Let E(f) := {Mt(f) < 9t+1fX£ for allt > T}. Then
Jim B(E(T) = 1,

which tmplies (17).

Proof Set €9 = €/(2 + 2¢). By our assumption on p there is fo such that G(f) <

f*o‘(lfso) for all f > fo. Now we assume ho 1 = f(lJrE)/a > fo, which gives
Ghny) < f~OF/DRnt - forall 0< n < and t > T. (25)

Let

Apr_1 = {Nn,T—l,t < {(gﬁ,n)T_”_lJ (1- 5)t_T+1f(t_T+1)X;L/a/ for all t > T}

and define Ap_; := (224 Apr 1. By Lemma 12 with K = [(gs)7 "1, b =
Jan = fX;L/a7 and bB = fX;L/O/ = f(1+38)Xil/a, we have

3ex,, /o -1 _
1-P(Ap7—1) < (f -1) , P(Ar_1) >1-br_y,

T-1

br_1:= Z (f?»ax;/a - 1)7

n=0
. —v'm ! X, /o
Since me <« and gz, < fXn we have
> an = )

Npr-1: < fX;(tfn)/a/ < in for all n,t.
Therefore,
T-1 ,
> Npgo1y ST, forallt>T, (26)
n=0

on the event Ap_q. Let

{NO,Tmt < ame:n(l _ ﬁ)tfmf(tfm)ﬁ(],m/a/}’ for n =0,
Anmt = 4 {Nnm e < G L g (1= p)f 7 T/} for 1 <n <,

{Njs1,m,t =0} forn =7+ 1.
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Note that Ay ¢+ has information on the empirical distribution of mutants’ fitness
that appear at generation t. We define

oo n+1
An,m = ﬂ An,m,t, An,m = An,m,m N An,m, Am = m An,m,
t=m+1 n=0

o0
Dr_1:=Ar_1, Dn:=Dn_1NAn, A(f):= ﬂ D
n=T-1
By Lemma 15, we have on the event A, that for all t > m,
n+1
3" Nomt < (0m +2)FX,

n=0

and, in turn,
M(f) < [t S0 Om | X4 =04 ¥

on the event A(f). Therefore, A(f) C E(f) and the proof is complete if we show

)
(

fli_}moo P(A(f)) = 1.
Now we investigate P(Am|Dm—1). First note that
n+1
1= P(Am|Dm-1) < Z (1 = P(An,m|Dm-1)],
n=0

P(Anym‘Dmfl) = P(An,m‘Amm,m n Dmfl)P(An,m,m|Dmfl)a
and, on the event D,,_1,
Yin < B0m fXm, (27)
where Yy, is defined in (18).

We begin with P(A411,m|Dm—1), which clearly equals P(Ap 41 m m|Dm—1)-
Using (21) with a = hj ,, and YinG(a) < Om f~Xm/2 we obtain

P(Aat1mlDim—1) 2 1= bapim:  batim = Omf /2
Now we consider P(Ag | Dyp—1). Using (20) with K = mexin and (27), we have
Lffxin_
(1 - ﬂ)ng

Using Lemma 12 with B = f”o"'"/a//ho,m = f2e50,m/® o have

]P)(AO,mm@‘Dmfl) 2 1-

]P(AO,m|AO,m,m N Dm—l) >1- (fQENO’m/a - 1)

Therefore, defining

we have P(Ag,pm|Dm—1) > 1 —bo,m.
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Finally, we move on to P(Anm|Dm—1) for 1 < n < f. Using (19) with K =
fX:n,szn—l,m’ a=hp_1,m, and YmG(a) < 0 fxm 1+s/2)nn Lm we have
P(An,m,m|Dim 1) > 1= Oy f~En1m /2,
Using Lemma 12 with B = f‘s”"*""/o‘//hmm = frnm/® e have
A Elp,m /o -1
P(An,m‘An,m,m N Dm—l) 2 1-— (f ’ - 1)
Therefore, defining
brm 1= emf—fﬁn—l,m/Q + (faf‘@n‘m/a _ 1)71 ,
we have P(An,m|Dm—1) > 1 — bn,m. We define

n+1
b = Z bn,m for m > T, and ¢(f Z bm.
n=0 m=T-1

Recall that we have assumed (1 — 8)f > 2 and (1 — 8)f/® > 2. Since by, for given
m is a bounded function of f which is decreasing to zero and

lim 2™ = 0,
m—00

there is mg such that |bpy| < 27 for all m > mg. Hence the series defining ¢(f)
converges uniformly for sufficiently large f and, accordingly, limy_,, ¢(f) = 0.
Therefore, for sufficiently large f,

) > H (1—bm)>1—9¢(f),

m=T-1
and lim P(A(f)) = 1, which completes the proof. O

f—o

5 Empirical frequency distributions

Apart from the fact that the population is dominated by a single mutant class
at all times, the proof of the double-exponential growth rate v presented in
Sec. 4 does not give any insight into the structure of the population. How-
ever, since the solution x; of the recursion relation (9) correctly describes the
asymptotic growth of X (¢), it provides a natural starting point for address-
ing this question at least on a heuristic level. In this section, we analyze the
recursion relation in more depth to understand the demographic structure in
the long time limit, which turns out to display a rather rich behaviour.

5.1 Numerical solution of the recursion relation

To characterize the empirical frequency distribution we introduce the following
quantities:

logW;  xi P(t) == log X (t+1) — log X (2) o Xt~ X

Ji(t) == R ,
Z( ) log W, Xt log W, Xt
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(a) t=16 t=17 t=18
0.0 [eXe] 0.0 ° [¢] 0.0 ° °
° o
g ° ) o & o
< -051 o <-051 & <-05{ O
-10 5 o -10 g Q -10 g 1)
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
Ji Ji J
t=19 t=20 t=21
0.0 XX 0.0 X 0.0
X XX X X
x)( x X X )2( X
€ -057 x € -0.51 ¥ « -0.5{ X
f X X
-1.0 X -1.0 f X -1.0 i b-4
0.00 0.25 050 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
J ) J
t=23 t=24
0.0 o 0.0
oo oo
x| o o =3 o
51 o < -051 [ <-05{ O
E -1.0 g m] -1.0 ; m]
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 050 0.75 1.00
Ji J J

0.00 025 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 025 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 025 0.50 0.75 1.00
Ji Ji Ji

Fig. 2 (a) Plots of R;(¢) vs. J;(¢) for « = 1 at generations ¢ = 16, 17, ..., 24. The vertical
line at each panel indicates the location of the mean fitness P(t). (b) Data collapse plots of
R;(t) vs. Ji(t) for each column of (a).

logW/ T —log X(t) t—i
Ra(t) = log X (¥) o«

Ji(t) — 1,

where the second approximate relations in the definitions of J;(¢) and P(t)
become equalities in the formal deterministic limit f — oo (see Sec. 3). The
ratio J;(t) € [0, 1] compares the log-fitness of the mutant class born at time i to
the log-fitness of the current fittest mutant. Since X (t+1) ~ (1—8) X () F; with
F; denoting the mean fitness of the population at generation ¢, P(t) quantifies
the mean fitness at generation ¢ on the same scale. The decomposition in
Eq. (3) shows that the fraction of the population in mutant class ¢ at time ¢
is proportional to W;ii, and therefore R;(t) € [—1,0] serves as proxy of the
(logarithmic) frequency distribution at generation ¢ over mutant classes i.

In Fig. 2(a), we plot R;(t) against J;(¢) for nine consecutive generations,
obtained by numerically solving the recursion relation (5) for & = 1. The salient
feature is the periodic behavior of the frequency distribution with period 3;
note that 7' = 3 for a = 1. To illustrate the accuracy of the periodic behaviour,
we present data-collapse plots in Fig. 2(b). In most regions of .J;, the collapse
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looks perfect (since the number of mutant classes increases with the number of
generations, the frequency distributions at different times cannot be identical).
A rigorous proof of the periodicity will be given in Sec. 5.2.

The periodicity was taken into account in the numerical estimates of v
reported in Fig. 1. Rather than monitoring log x;/t, which converges very
slowly, we computed the quantity

1
(t) = = log Xt+T

v ;
T Xt

which approaches a constant in a relatively short time.

—vt

5.2 Periodicity of x;e
By Lemma 6, we know that

¢ = xpe !

is bounded away from zero and infinity. Now we show that ¢; is not only
bounded, but eventually becomes periodic.

Proposition 17 For any sequence (an) in the recursion relation (9), there is a ty
such that ¢t = cpqpp for allt > tq.

Proof In this proof, k and k" are exclusively used as integers in the range 1 < k, k' <
T. Since X471 > Ty (see Sec. 3), the sequence (cx4n7)n is nondecreasing and
bounded. Consequently,

Ck = nlbmoo Ck+nT (28)

is well defined. Note that max{C}, : 1 < k < T’} becomes the optimal upper bound in
Lemma 6. If n satisfies nT > T with T" > max{t— I} (see Remark 8), then we have

_ Tt
ChanT =€ v(k+nT) max{m%xt/ ck+nT =T <t <k+ nT}
= max {ge_ysckJrnT,s :1<s< T/} . (29)
Taking n to infinity, we get
C), = max {ieﬂ'SCk_s :1<s< T’} , (30)
o

and, by definition, Cg4.,,7 = C}, for any integer m. Since Teﬂ’T/oz =land Cp_7 =
C}, we can rewrite (30) as

C = max{gefusck,s 1<s<T+ 1}.
Comparing terms with s =T — 1,T,T + 1 for any k, we have

T-1 T—-1 _,r—
T e”C’k_H = Te (T 1)Ck+1 < Ckv
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T;l e VCpy = T;r 16_V(T+1)Ck—1 < Cy,

which gives
T+1<Ck;+1€y< T 7
T - Ck - T-1
for all k. Let @), = Cre”/C_1 with 1 = pp11 = C1e”/Crp. Then,

k
Ck = Cle_y(k_l) H Pjs
j=2

for k > 1. Setting £ =T+ 1 and considering Cr1; = C1, we have

T

Hso'—e”T—z
=T =2

=1 “

To sum up, C}, takes the form
k
—vk
Cr = Coe " I s,
j=1

where Cj is a positive constant (note that x¢(«, (Coan)) = Coxi(a, (an))) and ¢y
satisfies

T
T+1 T T T
- < < L= = . 31
R H‘pﬂ a ¢ (31)

If & = ag (see Remark 5), then e” = (T + 1) /T and the only possible value of ¢y, is
o = e’ for all k because of (31).

To simplify (29) for large n, we use the following observation. For p € N with
X :=1/T and Cy,_(p+p) = Cixp, we have

T-p —v(T—p) _ T-p ypck+p T-p Ck+j
— ¢ Crtp = T € Ch Cr =Cg T Jl_Il Crorsa

T—p( T \’_ 1—pX
<O (T—l) _Ck(l—X)P’

T+p€7V(T+p)Ck7 T+p 711ka pC _CkT-f—p H Ck—]

and

o T Ck T 6yck_j+1
T+p T \? 1 +pX
< — ) =Cp—.
Gk (T+1> Fa+Xx)p

Since sup,>2(1 +pX)/(1 + X)P < 1 for all nonzero X not smaller than —1, relating
s and p by p = |s — T| we can choose £ > 0 such that Cy, —e > se™"*Cj_4/a for all
s with |s —T| > 1 and for all k. By (28), for this €, there is an integer mg such that
Cy — € < chynT < C}, for all n > mg and for all k. If n > myg, then

ChanT > Clp —e > se” "Cr_g/a>se” "*cp_sinT/0ts
for all s with |s — T'| > 1, which reduces (29) to

T+1 _ —v T—1 v
Ck+(n+1)T=maX{Ck+nT7TJf e Ch_1q4nT, 7€ Clc+1+nT}- (32)
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In the following, n is assumed so large that (32) is valid for all k. Defining 6y, ,, :==1—

Ck4+nT/C) with the convention 0y 4m7n := Ok ntm for integer m and using the
definition of ¢, we can write
: T4+1 T—1
Ok, n4+1 = min {5k,m - T%,fk(l — Ok n) 1 = S opyp1 (1 — 5k+1,n)} .

As cjynr — Ck, we have 6, — 0 as n — oco. Accordingly, if (T'+1)/(Tyy) < 1,
then the term with (T"+ 1)/(T¢k) cannot be a minimum for large n. The same
argument is applicable to the term with (7' — 1)pgy1/T.

If & = ag, then ¢, = (T + 1)/T for all k and, accordingly, we have 0y, 41 =
min{8j, ,,,0x—1,,} for all k and for all sufficiently large n. If there is m and k’ such
that dgs ,,, = 0, then dps , = 0 for all n > m and 0/ 41 my1 = 0, which again gives
0k’ +2,m+2 = 0 and so on. Therefore, we have d;, , = 0 for all n > m + T and all k.
Hence, to complete the proof for this case, we need to elicit a contradiction if Jy, ,, is
strictly positive for all n and for all k. Since Jy, ,, is a nonincreasing sequence of n,
we have

5k,n+s = min{5k,n+s—17 6k—1,n+s—1} = min{5k,n+s—25 5k—1,n+s—25 6k—1,n+s—1}
= min{5k,n+s—2a 5k—1,n+s—1} = min{(sk,n: 5k—1,n+s—1}»

for all s € N. Since d;_1,,,4s—1 should approach zero monotonically as s — oo, there
should be sg such that §;_1 y45—1 < O, for all k& and for all s > sg. Therefore,
we get Op nts+T = Op—1,nts+T—1 = Ok—2 nts+T—2 = Ok ,nts fOr all s > sg. Since
0 cannot increase, we conclude that dy, ,, is a constant for all sufficiently large n. If
Ok, is strictly positive for all n as assumed, C}; cannot be a limit and we arrive at
a contradiction. Therefore, there is ¢1 such that c¢;4 7 = ¢ for all ¢ > ¢1 in this case.

If @ # ar, then there is at least one @ such that (T + 1)/T < ¢g. If € also
satisfies €/Cy, < 1 — (T +1)/(Tpy), then we can write

Ok,n4+1 = min {6k,n7 1- Tl (1 - 5k+1,n)} ,

for all n > mq. If pp41 < T/(T — 1), then 0y, will eventually be smaller than
1= (T —1)pp+1/T and we have dy, 41 = O, = 0 for all large n. On the other hand,
if pp11 =T/(T —1) > (T'+1)/T, we have

5k,n+1 = min {6k,n7 6k+1,n} )
5k+1,n+1 = min {6k+1,n7 1- %@Iwrz(l - 5k+2,n)} . (33)

Since it is impossible for all ¢y to be T/(T — 1), there exists k' such that ¢p,; =
T/(T —1) for 1 <i <k and ppip41 < T/(T — 1). Therefore,
Okt+k/ m41 = Okt i/ ms
for all sufficiently large n. Once dj1 47 m = 0, then 6py;,, = 0 for all 0 <7 < K
and for all n > m + T by (33). If pg1rra1 > (T + 1)/T, we can repeat the above
procedure. If ppypry1 = (T +1)/T, we have
Ok4+k'+1,n+1 = Min {5k+k’+1,m Okt k! iny 1 — %ﬁpk+k'+2(1 - 5k+k/+2,n)} =0

for all sufficiently large n. Hence, the proof is complete. O
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5.3 Non-uniqueness of periodic solutions

Proposition 17 and its proof have shown the general periodic solutions for
t > t1 to be of the form

t t
—v(t—t
Xt = Xt H Pk, Ct=Cye€ v(t=ty) H Pk
k=t1+1 k=t1+1

where the @ satisfy o7y = ¢r and (31). Since (T +1)/T < e < T/(T —
1), setting ¢; = e¥ for all ¢ satisfies (31), which gives the constant sequence
¢t = ¢, . We refer to this solution as the homogeneous state. Recall that the
homogeneous state is the unique possibility for & = ar, as shown right after
(31). By constructing an appropriate sequence (a,), we now show that any
set {¢k} that satisfies the conditions (31) can give rise to a periodic solution
¢¢. Therefore, the periodic solution ¢; is not unique and can vary substantially
with (a,) unless & = ar or T = 1.

Proposition 18 Let

a; = max

T—it+t—1 , :
{fwoszd}, b= Lo (34)
j=1

with the convention H?:l =1. Then

t+T—1
Xt = Yiir_1 = H 5, (35)
=1
where the @; are as in (31) with periodicity o4 ; = ;.

Proof To find a1, we observe that for 0 <:<T — 1
T—1—1 T—1 T—1-1

o Yiv1 = Td)iﬁ%"_l

T

—i T—i—1O)T T T —G+0)T _T—i
< Oqu( T ( )

(T—i)(T—-1) T2—(Gi+1)+i~ «
where we have used ¢; < T/(T — 1). Therefore, we get

—1
¥
o

r T
X1=a1=a=j1i[190j=¢%

which is (35) for ¢ = 1. Note that this x1 is trivially valid for T = 1.

Now assume (35) is valid up to ¢ = n. Then,

Xn+1:max{m¢ii0§i§n+T_l}-

For i+ < n, we have
T—i14+n T—i+n+1 T—i4+n

« Vi = « wi_lT—i—!—n—!—l%
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T—it+n+1l, (T—i+n)(T+1)
> i1 .
« (T—i+n+1)T
_T—itn+l, T2+ (n+1- )T +n—i
- o T (11— 0T
T—i+n+1
> ——i1,
a
and forn+T —1>i>nand T > 1, we have
T—i4+n T—i+n-1 T—i4+n 1
Vi = Vit1 . A
« « T—i14+n—-1¢i1
>T7i+n71w, (T —i+n)(T-1)
= o T i —1)T
T—it+n—1 T?+(n—1-i)T+i—n
= Yit1 5 .
e T2+ (n—1-9)T
T—i4+n-1
> S g,
Therefore, we have
T T+n T+n
Xn+1 = a@bn =n H p; = H Yj-
j=n+1 j=1
Induction completes the proof. O

For a realization of (34) in the branching process, consider an initial con-
dition such that there are T' different mutant classes with fitness f; := f¥i/®
(0 <i < T) and the number N; of individuals with fitness f; is

N, = V(T—z‘—lwi/aJ .

Notice that this initial condition with ¢; = e”’ together with a shift in time
was used in the proof of Lemma 16. In the limit f — oo as in Sec. 3, X (¢) is
well approximated by fX* with a; in (34).

In the original branching process, the sequence (a,) depends both on the
initial condition and the stochastic evolution in the early time regime before
the deterministic approximation through the recursion relation (9) becomes
valid. To see this, we recall from Sec. 3 how the recursion relation arises from
the stochastic process. Since on survival the total population size as well as
the largest fitness increases indefinitely, there should be a generation t; such
that X(to + 1) > K for any preassigned K. Let Wy be the largest fitness
at generation tg, define Y = X(t9 + 1) and introduce a shifted time variable
t' =t —to. If K is extremely large, X (¢') can be well approximated as

X1) =YY, W, rYyx/e

X©2)=Y®2 +YX /e 1mYXe, WymYXe/e
X(3) =Y fyPale pyxe/a L 1 xyXs Wy YX/Q
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where Y% is the population size of all mutant classes that appeared prior
to generation tg. Since Y < YW, we naturally have lim,,_, an,e™"" = 0,
and (a,) is a permissible sequence that can be entered into the recursion
relation (9).

5.4 Empirical frequency distribution for large o

Whereas the preceding subsection has shown that the empirical frequency
distribution at long times is generally non-universal, we will now argue that
it nevertheless has a well-defined limit for & — oo. Let us begin with the
homogeneous state. In this case,

Ji(t) = e P(t) = ale” — 1),

rt) = Drm - 1= - Lr@ee s -1

Since va — 1/e as @ — oo, the homogeneous state for all sufficiently large «
is well described by

and the mean log fitness converges to P = %

Moreover, since

T T+1 1

-1 1 —@-pnr 27

and T/a — e as a — 00, in this limit all periodic solutions that satisfy the
constraints (31) become close to homogeneous, ¢; = e + O(a~?). Therefore,
we conjecture that the empirical distribution on survival has (36) as a limit
distribution for @« — oo. As an illustration, in Fig. 3 we compare (36) to
numerical solutions of the recursion relation for v = 3, 4, 5, 6. The numerical
data are hardly distinguishable from (36) already for o = 5.

6 Summary and Discussion

In this article we have provided a detailed characterization of the superexpo-
nential population growth in two closely related stochastic models of evolution.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first rigorous analysis of a branching
process with selection and random mutations drawn from an unbounded fitness
distribution. A remarkable feature of the models considered here is the emer-
gence of an integer-valued time scale T' which depends (discontinuously) on
the index « of the underlying Fréchet distribution. A partial understanding of
the resulting periodic behaviour of the population structure was achieved in a
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Fig. 3 Plotof R; vs J; at t = 500 and 501 for o = 3, 4, 5, 6. For comparison, the asymptotic
prediction (36) is depicted as a red solid curve. For a = 3 and 4, the changes of the empirical
distributions between generations 500 and 501 are still visible, but the distributions become
indistinguishable from the asymptotic form (36) for o > 5.

deterministic approximation. Further work on this problem is needed, address-
ing in particular how the stochastic initial phase of the process determines the
non-universal aspects of the asymptotic population distribution.

It is instructive to compare our findings for the branching process to the ear-
lier analysis of a stochastic fixed finite population version of Kingman’s model
in [8]. In both cases the long-time behavior is dominated by, and can quantita-
tively understood in terms of extremal mutation events in the past. However,
in the fixed finite population model the likelihood of generating mutants that
exceed the current population fitness declines with time, and the dynamics
reduces to a modified record process, where the takeover of the population by
a fit mutant is instantaneous compared to the waiting time for the next fitter
mutant. As a consequence, the population at time ¢ is dominated by a mutant
that arose at a time of order ¢ in the past. By contrast, in the branching pro-
cess with Fréchet-type distributions, the declining probability of exceeding the
current fitness is compensated by the rapid growth of the population in such a
way that the time lag since the birth of the currently dominant mutant takes
on a fixed value 7.

It is reasonable to expect that the growth of the population fitness in the
branching process is intermediate between that of the fixed finite population
model and the deterministic infinite population model. For Fréchet type fit-
ness distributions the deterministic model is ill-defined, but the analysis of
the fixed finite population model predicts a polynomial increase of the fitness
with exponent 1/« [8], which is indeed much slower than the superexponential
growth in the branching process. For unbounded Gumbel type distributions
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the growth law of the fitness is known for infinite as well as for finite popu-
lations [3, 8]. The corresponding behaviour of the branching process will be
addressed in future work.
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