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Predator-prey models have been shown to exhibit resonance-like behaviour, in which random
fluctuations in the number of organisms (demographic noise) are amplified when their frequency
is close to the natural oscillatory frequency of the system. This behaviour has been traditionally
studied in models with exponentially distributed replication and death times. Here we consider a
biologically more realistic model, in which organisms replicate quasi-synchronously such that the
distribution of replication times has a narrow maximum at some T > 0 corresponding to the mean
doubling time. We show that when the frequency of replication f = 1/T is tuned to the natural
oscillatory frequency of the predator-prey model, the system exhibits oscillations that are much
stronger than in the model with Poissonian (non-synchronous) replication and death. The effect can
be explained by resonant amplification of coloured noise generated by quasi-synchronous replication
events. To show this, we consider a single-species model with quasi-synchronous replication. We
calculate the spectrum and the amplitude of demographic noise in this model, and use these results
to obtain these quantities for the two-species model.

I. INTRODUCTION

When a non-linear dynamical system capable of ex-
hibiting damped oscillations is coupled to a source of
random noise, it often begins to generate periodic oscilla-
tions (a quasi-cycle) [1]. This resonance-like behaviour is
caused by the amplification of noise frequencies that are
in tune with the natural oscillatory frequency of the sys-
tem. Importantly, the noise does not have to be external
but it can be intrinsic to the system and arise from its
microscopic stochastic dynamics.

An important example is resonant amplification of
demographic noise which has been found in stochas-
tic models of biological populations [2–8]. However, all
these models assume that reproduction is a Markov pro-
cess: birth and death occur with certain (possibly state-
dependent) rates. At any moment, the distribution of
replication times is therefore exponential, with the max-
imum at t = 0. However, biological organisms do not
replicate in this way: all known organisms require a cer-
tain minimum time to develop reproductive capability.
Moreover, many organisms reproduce in quasi-discrete
generations such that the time between consecutive repli-
cation events has a narrow distribution that peaks around
some characteristic time T called the generation time, or
doubling time. For example, for the bacterium E. coli, T
ranges between 20 min and a few hours and the coefficient
of variation of the doubling time is 0.1− 0.3, depending
on growth conditions [9, 10]. This leads to significant
correlations between reproduction times of related indi-
viduals. Modelling this process for a single species has a
long history [11–17].

The quasi-synchronous nature of replication suggest an
interesting possibility: if a predator-prey system has a
tendency to oscillate at a frequency similar to the inverse
of the doubling time, synchronisation of the two oscilla-

tions may lead to a substantial enhancement of resonant
amplification of demographic noise.

In this work, we investigate this scenario in a simple
predator-prey model originally proposed in Ref. [2]. The
model assumes two biological species interacting in a way
that leads to damped predator-prey cycles in the limit of
infinitely large populations. In the original model, demo-
graphic noise due to stochastic replication of organisms
led to persistent oscillations of small but non-zero ampli-
tude and a Lorenz-like power spectrum. Here we show
that when replication is no longer Poissonian but occurs
in quasi-discrete generations, these oscillations increase
dramatically in amplitude and can be as high as 50% of
the total population size even when the number of organ-
isms is very large (millions or more).

II. MODEL

Our model an extension of the Newman-McKane
model [2]. We consider a well-mixed population of two
types of organisms A, B. We shall call these organisms
"cells" as if they were single-celled microorganisms, al-
though the model is agnostic to the exact nature of these
organisms. Let nA, nB be the number of cells of each
type. Each cell has an internal state variable τ assigned
at birth from a certain distribution R(τ), the same for
both species. We shall call this variable a “timer”. The
timer counts down from the assigned time interval; when
it reaches zero, the cell produces an offspring and both
cells are assigned new, randomly selected values of τ from
R(τ). We shall assume that the distribution R(τ) is con-
centrated around its mean value 〈τ〉 ≡ T > 0. Cells also
die with per-capita rates dA = p2 − p1nB/K for type A,
and dB = p4nA/K − p3(1 − nB/K) for type B. Here K
plays a role similar to the carrying capacity in popula-
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tion dynamics models and sets the scale for the number
of cells in the system: nA, nB ∼ K on average. We have
used the same symbols for the parameters p1, p2, p3, p4
as in Ref. [2], however their microscopic interpretation
is slightly different. We will come back to this when we
discuss the steady-state solution of the model.

The dynamics of the model can be schematically rep-
resented as a set of chemical-like equations:

A→ 2A (1)
B → 2B (2)
A→ 0 (3)
B → 0 (4)

However, one must be careful with how these equations
are interpreted in our model. Only the last two reactions
have been used in the same way as in Ref. [2] to represent
inhomogeneous Poisson processes occurring with state-
dependent rates dA(nA, nB), dB(nA, nB). The first two
reactions do not describe Poisson processes because the
probability of replication depends on the internal state τ
of each cell. Thus the model is non-Markovian.

Let us briefly discuss some possible choices for the dis-
tribution R(τ) of replication times. The case R(τ) =
δ(τ − T ) corresponds to all cells reproducing in per-
fect synchrony; the generation time is T . The exponen-
tial distribution R(τ) = (1/T ) exp(−τ/T ) represents the
Poisson case: cells reproduce with rate 1/T per capita
and the mean time to replication is T . In this case the
model is Markovian and its behaviour is expected to be
the same as the original model from Ref. [2]. Finally,
R(τ) can be concentrated around τ = T but have a non-
zero width. This represents quasi-synchronous replica-
tion: all descendants of a given cell initially replicate in
quasi-discrete generations, with progressive loss of syn-
chronization over time.

In this manuscript, we shall compare the behaviour
of the model for two distributions R(τ): (i) exponential
(the Poisson model) with mean time to division T , (ii)
uniform on (T (1 − w), T (1 + w)) where w � 1 controls
the degree of correlation of replication times; synchrony
is lost after ∼ 1/w generations.

A. Biological interpretation

We shall now provide a biological interpretation of the
model. However, our analysis does not rely on this inter-
pretation and the model is deliberately oversimplified and
not intended to replicate any specific experiment. Our
model could describe a population of micro-organisms

of one species and two slightly different ecotypes. Both
types replicate with the same time-independent rate.
Type A’s basal death rate p2 decreases in the presence of
B proportionally to the concentration of B times p1. This
could be due to type B producing an essential chemical
compound necessary for A to survive. This interpretation
in consistent with p2 � b that we will generally assume
later. Therefore, a sufficient density of B is required for
A to thrive. Type B, on the other hand, is killed by
A (e.g., A releases a toxin that kills B) with rate equal
to the abundance of A times p4. The additional term
−p3(1 − xB) accounts for the increase in the death rate
due to crowding. A similar term could be added to the
equation for type A to make the model more symmetric
but it would not qualitatively affect the dynamics of the
model. All interactions described here have been demon-
strated in microbial populations [18–20].

III. ANALYSIS OF THE MODEL

We first study the behaviour of the Poisson model
in the infinite-population size limit (K → ∞) by ne-
glecting fluctuations in the number of cells. We define
xA = nA/K, xB = nB/K as the new state variables.
The dynamics of the model can be approximated by two
differential equations:

dxA
dt

= xA (b−max[p2 − p1xB , 0]) , (5)

dxB
dt

= xB (b−max[p4xA − p3(1− xB), 0]) , (6)

where b = ln(2)/T . In the above, we have used average
rates of all processes represented by reactions (1-4), and
assumed that all higher moments factorize into products
of xA, xB . The max[. . . ] function ensures that the death
terms contribute only if the corresponding rates are pos-
itive.

The non-zero steady-state solution of the model, with
both species present, reads:

x∗A =
(p1 − p2)p3 + b(p1 + p3)

p1p4
, (7)

x∗B =
p2 − b
p1

. (8)

To investigate the stability of this solution, we Taylor-
expand equations (5-6) around the steady-state solution.
This leads to the Jacobian matrix with the following
eigenvalues:

λ± =
bp3 − p2p3 ±

√
(b− p2) (b(2p1 + p3)2 − p3 (−4p21 + 4p1p2 + p2p3))

2p1
. (9)
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Figure 1: Damped oscillations in the stochastic asynchronous
model (points: blue for NA, yellow for NB) and its de-
terministic counterpart (black lines), for {p1, p2, p3, p4, b} =
{30, 7, 7, 10, 1}. Top: the deterministic solution differs from
the stochastic simulation for the uniform initial distribu-
tion of the timer variable. Both models assume the same
initial condition xA(0) = 0.2, xB(0) = 0.2. Bottom: the
agreement is very good when we compare the models af-
ter the stochastic model reached a quasi-steady state timer
distribution. The deterministic model uses the values of
NA, NB = {797423, 293636} from the stochastic simulation
for t0 = 1.2207 as its initial condition.

In the regime that we are interested here (x∗A > 0, x∗B >
0), the eigenvalues have a negative real part, meaning
that the steady-state solution is stable to a small per-
turbation. However, their imaginary part is generally
non-zero, and hence the system will exhibit damped os-
cillations while relaxing towards the steady state. This is
illustrated in Figure 1, which shows plots of the determin-
istic solution for {p1, p2, p3, p4, b} = {30, 7, 7, 10, 1}, for a
short time (a few oscillations), starting from xA(0) =
0.2, xB(0) = 0.2. On the same plot we show the results
of a numerical simulation of the stochastic Poisson model
with K = 106. Note the small discrepancy between both
models (Fig. 1, top). This is due to the timer of all cells
being initialized with uniformly distributed random num-
bers in the stochastic simulation. This initial distribution
is quite different than the quasi-steady state distribution
obtained after a few cycles, which is implicitly assumed
when deriving Eqs. (5, 6) from the microscopic rules (1-
4). When we solve the deterministic model starting from
a later point, using NA, NB from the stochastic model as
the initial condition, the discrepancy vanishes (Fig. 1,
bottom).

A. Parameter selection

The deterministic model has five parameters:
p1, p2, p3, p4, b. We can put b = 1; this fixes the time
scale. The remaining four parameters determine the
frequency of small-amplitude oscillations, the damping
coefficient, and steady-state occupations. Before we
move on, we shall discuss how we select these parameters
so that the model exhibits under-damped oscillations;
this is required for the resonant amplification of noise.

We have used Eqs. (9) together with Eqs. (7-8) to find
a region in the parameter space {p1, p2, p3, p4} and b = 1
of the deterministic model that corresponds to damped
oscillations of frequency f0 = Im(λ)/(2π) ∈ (0.98, 1.02),
damping coefficient |Re(λ)| < 0.5, and steady-state abun-
dances 0.5± 0.1. We did this via Monte-Carlo sampling
of the parameter space. We then used the selected val-
ues as starting points for a root finding algorithm to find
p1, p2, p3, p4 such that the frequency would be exactly
f0 = 1, steady-state occupations xA = xB = 0.5, and the
damping coefficient assumed one of three values: 0.5 (fast
damping), 0.2 (slow damping) and 0.1 (minimal damp-
ing).

This procedure has produced three sets of pa-
rameters: S0.5 = {39.73, 20.86, 2., 4.}, S0.2 =
{56.45, 29.23, 0.8, 2.8}, and S0.1 = {65.81, 33.91, 0.4, 2.4}.
We shall use these parameters in the full, stochastic
model.

B. Numerical results

We have simulated the stochastic model using a sim-
ple tau-leaping algorithm with fixed-size time step dt =
1/512 [21]. Figure 2 shows examples of time series ob-
tained for the Poisson version of the model, and for
the quasi-synchronous model with a narrow distribu-
tion of doubling times. The parameters are S0.5, K =
300000, w = 0.02, and the initial condition is nA(0) =
0.2K,nB(0) = 0.2K. In both cases the natural oscilla-
tory frequency of the model is f0 = 1 and the average
doubling time is also T = 1.

The quasi-synchronous model exhibits much larger os-
cillations than the Poisson model. Accordingly, the
Fourier spectrum of the quasi-synchronous model has a
much more pronounced peak at frequency f0 = 1 (Fig.
3). The observed increase in the amplitude of oscilla-
tions occurs only when the doubling frequency is close to
the natural oscillation frequency. Figure 4, top, shows
that when T 6= 1/f0 the amplitude is significantly re-
duced; this resonance-like behaviour is not present in the
Poisson model (black line in Fig. 4, top). Interestingly,
the maximum amplitude is observed at a slightly lower
b = 0.5 than expected (b = ln 2 = 0.69 which corresponds
to T = 1). The resonance peak is also quite broad. This
is a non-linear effect; for large amplitudes as observed
here, the resonant frequency is slightly lower than f0 = 1.

The resonance peak becomes sharper with increasing
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Figure 2: Example time series NA(t), NB(t) in the Pois-
son (top) and quasi-synchronous (bottom) models, for K =
300000, w = 0.02. Individual oscillations cannot be seen due
to the length of the time window shown here; the window
contains a few thousand oscillations as those from Fig. 1.
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Figure 3: Fourier spectrum of NA(t) in the Poisson (left) and
non-Poisson (right) models, for K = 300000, w = 0.02, the
remaining parameters = S0.5. Moving average with a 20-point
long window has been applied to smooth out the spectra.

carrying capacity K (Fig. 4, middle). The amplitude of
oscillations in the peak is independent of K for a wide
range of K. This is very different to the scaling ∼ 1/

√
K

observed in the Poisson case and also the scaling of CV
in the quasi-synchronous model far away from the peak
(Fig. 5). The amplitude of oscillations in the quasi-
synchronous model is more than 10% of the steady-state
population abundance for K = 106, whereas in the Pois-
son model with identical parameters it is less than 1%.

Figure 4, bottom, shows that the height of the reso-
nance peak decreases with increasing w. For w = 0.2,
the peak is barely noticeable. On the other hand, all
values w ≤ 0.1 produce a visible peak.

These results suggest that quasi-synchronous replica-
tion leads to a significant enhancement of demographic
noise in the quasi-synchronous model. To understand
this, let us first revisit what happens in the Poisson ver-
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Figure 4: Top: Coefficient of variation (CV) of NA(t) for
the Poisson (black) and quasi-synchronous (red) models, as a
function of b. CV is a convenient measure of the amplitude
of oscillations. A resonance peak can be seen at b ≈ 0.5.
Middle: CV of NA(t) for the quasi-synchronous model with
w = 0.02 and different K = 104, 3 × 104, 105, 3 × 105, 106

(blue, yellow, green, red, violet). Bottom: CV versus b for
different widths w = 0.02, 0.04, 0.08, 0.1, 0.2 of the doubling
time distribution (colours from blue to violet) and K = 105.
In all cases, parameters = S0.5.

sion of the model [2]. In that model, demographic noise
has a flat spectrum and contains a broad range of fre-
quencies (white noise). Frequencies close to the frequency
at which the system exhibits damped oscillations are am-
plified; this leads to quasi-periodic oscillations with the
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Figure 5: Coefficient of variation of NA(t) for the quasi-
synchronous model as a function of K, calculated at b = 2.5
(away from the resonance peak). Solid line represents the scal-
ing ∼ 1/

√
K expected for the Poisson version of the model.

amplitude ∼
√
K. However, since the average abun-

dances NA, NB increase proportionally to K, the rela-
tive magnitude of oscillations decreases as ∼ 1/

√
K with

the increasing population size. Noise-induced oscillations
are therefore significant only for relatively small systems
K � 106. In contrast, here we observe large, persistent
oscillations even for K = 106. As we shall see, this can
be explained by demographic noise being concentrated in
a narrow range of frequencies in the non-Poisson model.

IV. SINGLE-SPECIES MODEL

To understand the spectrum of noise in the quasi-
synchronous model, we consider a simpler one-species
model. In this model, replication is non-Poissonian with
mean doubling time ln(2)/b as in the two-species model,
whereas death is a Poisson process with rate bN/K,
where N is the total number of cells, K is the carrying
capacity, and b is the replication rate.

In the large-K limit, the average abundance x = N/K
evolves according to the logistic equation,

dx/dt = bx(1− x). (10)

The steady-state occupation is x∗ = 1. In the stochastic
model (K <∞), the number of cells is thus expected to
fluctuate around the mean value N∗ ∼= K.

Figure 6, top, shows examples of N(t) for the model
with Poisson and non-Poisson replication (w = 0.02), for
K = 105. The quasi-synchronous model exhibits more
regular oscillations. The standard deviation of N(t) is
very similar to the Poisson model for w > 0.05 but
rapidly increases for smaller w (Fig. 6, bottom).

In what follows, we shall study this model analytically.
In particular, we are interested in analytical expressions
for (i) the correlation time of oscillations, (ii) the spec-
trum of oscillations, (iii) the steady-state amplitude of
oscillations. This will help us to better understand the

behaviour of the two-species model from previous sec-
tions.

A. Preliminary considerations

We begin by considering the behaviour of a large popu-
lation of cells in which the cells can be assigned to groups
depending on the phase φ of their cell cycle. The phase is
not the same as the timer variable; instead, it should be
interpreted as the difference between the timer variable
and some arbitrary chosen reference timer. Let n(φ) be
the number density of cells with phase φ. Let us further
assume that, if all cells were synchronised (all φ being
equal), the total number of cells would be described by
a certain periodic function f(t). This function (besides
a different amplitude) also describes number fluctuations
in a group of cells that have the same phase φ. The total
number of cells in the population is therefore

N(t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

n(φ)f(t− φ)dφ, (11)

which is the convolution of f and n. The Fourier spec-
trum of N is

F [N ](ω) = F [f ](ω)F [n](ω). (12)

Suppose n(φ) is Gaussian with variance σ2. We have

F [N ](ω) = F [f ](ω)e−(1/2)σ
2ω2

. (13)

If f is periodic with angular frequency ω0, then the
lowest-frequency Fourier mode of N at ω = ω0 will be re-
duced in comparison to f by e−(1/2)σ

2ω2

due to the spread
of the phases. All higher modes will be damped even
more; we will neglect them for now. For ω0 = 2π/ ln 2
assumed in our single-species model for b = 1 (dou-
bling time ln 2) and σ2 � 1, the reduction factor is
e[2π

2/(ln 2)2]σ2 ≈ e−41.1σ2

.
Suppose further than each generation causes the dis-

tribution n to broaden, due to the finite width of the
distribution of doubling times, so that σ2 = σ2

0(t/ ln(2)),
where σ2

0 = (w2/3)(ln 2)2 is the variance of the uni-
form distribution of doubling times used in the simu-
lations. This corresponds to the variance of the phase
distribution increasing by the variance of the doubling
time distribution every generation. This will then lead
to oscillations in N(t) (caused by quasi-synchronous
replication) to decay exponentially with the rate γ =
[2π2/(ln 2)2](ln 2)(w2/3) = [2π2/(3 ln 2)]w2 ≈ 9.5w2.
Figure 7 shows that the predicted rate is in very good
agreement with the decay rate observed in numerical sim-
ulations.

B. A more formal approach

The above result can be derived more formally. We
shall start by writing down the equation for the number
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density of cells n(τ, t) at time t with the timer variable
τ , for the time being neglecting stochastic noise:

∂tn(τ, t) = ∂τn(τ, t)− ln 2

T
n(τ, t)

∫ ∞
0

n(τ ′, t)

K
dτ ′

+2R(τ)n(0, t). (14)

The first term corresponds to the timer counting back-
ward. The second term represents death with rate pro-
portional to the total size divided by K. The factor
(ln 2)/T is required to have the correct behaviour in the
limit of perfectly synchronous replication - we shall see
this later. The third term represent replication that oc-
curs when the timer reaches τ = 0 and is the product
of the density of cells n(0, t) in that state and R(τ), the
probability density function for the timer being reset to

τ . We assume R(τ) to be normalized:∫ ∞
0

R(τ)dτ = 1, (15)

and that R(τ) is concentrated around τ = T as in nu-
merical simulations in previous sections.

C. Stationary solution

In the limit t→∞, Eq. (14) becomes

0 =
∂n(τ)

∂τ
− n(τ)J + 2n(0)R(τ), (16)

where J = (ln 2)/T
∫∞
0

(n(τ)/K)dτ , and n(τ) does not
depend on t. We can solve this equation for the steady-
state distribution n∗(τ):

n∗(τ) = n∗(0)eJτ
[
1− 2

∫ τ

0

e−Jτ
′
R(τ ′)dτ ′

]
, (17)

with the condition n∗(τ →∞) = 0 implying that∫ ∞
0

e−JτR(τ)dτ = 1/2, (18)

which fixes the value of J . If R is a uniform distribution
with mean τ = T and width 2wT , we obtain from (18)
that

e−JT
sinh(JTw)

JTw
= 1/2. (19)

This equation must be solved for J numerically. In ad-
dition, one must determine the value of n∗(0) from the
relationship between J and n(τ):

JK = n∗(0)

∫ T (1+w)

0

eJτ
[
1− 2

∫ τ

0

e−Jτ
′
R(τ ′)dτ ′

]
dτ

(20)
Figure 8 shows an example of n∗(τ) for w = 0.1, calcu-
lated in this way. The cell number density is proportional
to eJτ ≈ 2τ/T for τ < T , and rapidly falls down to zero
for τ > T . The solution simplifies greatly in the limit
w → 0, in which J tends to (ln 2)/T . The steady state
number density becomes then

n∗(τ) = K
ln 2

T
2τ/T (21)

D. Evolution of a small perturbation

We now consider the time evolution of a small pertur-
bation to the steady state solution:

n(τ, t) = n∗(τ)(1 + ε(τ, t)). (22)
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of the noise-less equation 14. Inserting this into Eq. 14
gives:

n∗∂tε = (∂τn
∗)(1 + ε) + n∗∂τ ε

− ln 2

TK
n∗(1 + ε)

∫ ∞
0

n∗(τ ′)(1 + ε(τ ′, t))dτ ′

+ 2R(τ)n∗(1 + ε).

(23)

We note that ∂τn∗ = Jn∗ − 2n∗(0)R(τ), and keep only
terms linear in ε:

n∗∂tε = n∗∂τ ε−
ln 2

TK
n∗
∫ T

0

n∗(τ)ε(τ ′, t)dτ ′

+ 2R(τ)n∗(0)(ε(0, t)− ε(τ, t)). (24)

We divide by n∗ and obtain

∂tε = ∂τ ε−
(ln 2)

TK

∫ ∞
0

n∗(τ ′)ε(τ ′, t)dτ ′

− 2
n∗(0)

n∗(τ)
R(τ)(ε(0, t)− ε(τ, t)) (25)

with the boundary condition ε(0, t) = ε(T, t). We now
expand ε and n∗(0)

n∗(τ)R(τ) as Fourier series (consistent with
the b.c.):

ε(τ, t) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Ak(t)e2πikτ/T , (26)

n∗(0)

n∗(τ)
R(τ) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Rk(t)e2πikτ/T . (27)

where the coefficients {Rk} are given by

Rk =
1

T

∫ T

0

e−2πikτ/T
n∗(0)

n∗(τ)
R(τ)dτ. (28)

The transformed equation reads∑
k

∂tAke
2πikτ/T =

∑
k

Ak(2πik/T )e2πikτ/T −

− (ln 2)

TK

∑
k

Ak

∫ T

0

n∗(τ ′)e2πikτ
′/T dτ ′

+2
∑
m

Rme
2πimτ/T

(∑
k

Ak −
∑
k

Ake
2πikτ/T

)
.(29)

The sums in (29) can be compared term by term since
they must be valid for any τ . This leads to the following
equation for the Fourier coefficients Ak(t):

∂tAk = (2πik/T )Ak

− δk,0
ln 2

TK

∑
m

Am

∫ T

0

n∗(τ ′)e2πimτ
′/T dτ ′

+ 2(Rk
∑
m

Am −
∑
m

RmAk−m). (30)

In particular, for k > 0 we have

∂tAk = (2πik/T )Ak + 2(Rk
∑
m

Am −
∑
m

RmAk−m).

(31)
Let us assume that the initial perturbation is a pure kth
Fourier mode, i.e., Ak 6= 0 only for a single value of k.
The first term represents oscillations with period T/k
of that mode, which essentially gives a travelling-wave
type of solution ∼ exp(2πik(τ − t)/T ). The second term
represents damping with rate γk = −2(Rk−R0). We can
calculate this rate using equation (28) in the limit w → 0,
since then we have from Eq. (21) that n∗(0)/n∗(τ) =
2−τ/T and hence

Rk =
1

T

∫ T (1+w)

T (1−w)

e−2πikτ/T 2−τ/t
1

2Tw
dτ. (32)

We obtain that

γk = −2(Rk −R0) ∼=
2π2

3T
k2w2, (33)

which, for T = ln 2 and k = 1 reproduces the decay rate
γ ≈ 9.5w2 which we have already seen in Sec. IVA.

E. Amplitude of oscillations for perfectly
synchronous replication

We shall now add noise to the model and see how it
affects its behaviour. We shall first consider a fully syn-
chronous replication with arbitrary period T , which leads
to the following equation:

∂tn = ∂τn−
ln 2

T
n

∫ T

0

n(τ ′, t)

K
dτ ′ +

√
n∗η, (34)

with boundary conditions

n(0, t) = (1/2)n(T, t). (35)

The noise term
√
n∗η is due to death only, since replica-

tion is perfectly synchronous. We assume η(τ, t) repre-
sents uncorrelated white noise:

〈η(τ1, t1)η(τ2, t2)〉 = Dδ(τ1 − τ2)δ(t1 − t2), (36)

with some D > 0 to be specified later. It can be eas-
ily verified that this form of noise arises from a master
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equation for the model with no replication by perform-
ing a van Kampen expansion [22] of the master equation.
While it may be possible to derive the noise term also
in the presence of non-Markovian replication, we find it
easier to postulate that Eq. (36) generally holds, and
justify it based on the agreement between the result of
our calculation and the computer simulation (see below).

In the absence of noise, equation (34) has the steady-
state solution

n∗(τ) = K
ln 2

T
2τ/T , (37)∫ T

0

n∗(τ)dτ = K. (38)

To solve the time-dependent equation with noise, we con-
sider a small perturbation (similarly as in the previous
section):

n(τ, t) = n∗(τ)(1 + ε(τ, t)). (39)

This gives

n∗∂tε = (∂τn
∗)(1 + ε) + n∗∂τ ε

− ln 2

TK
n∗(1 + ε)

∫ T

0

n∗(τ ′)(1 + ε(τ ′, t))dτ ′ +
√
n∗η.

(40)

We note that ∂τn∗ = ((ln 2)/T )n∗, and only keep terms
linear in ε:

n∗∂tε = n∗∂τ ε−
(ln 2)2

T 2
n∗
∫ T

0

2τ
′/T ε(τ ′, t)dτ ′ +

√
n∗η.

(41)
We divide by n∗ and obtain

∂tε = ∂τ ε−
(ln 2)2

T 2

∫ T

0

2τ
′/T ε(τ ′, t)dτ ′+(n∗)−1/2η, (42)

with the following boundary and initial conditions:
ε(0, t) = ε(T, t) and ε(τ, 0) = 0. Proceeding as in the
previous section, we expand ε and (n∗)−1/2η as Fourier
series (consistent with the b.c.):

ε(τ, t) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Ak(t)e2πkiτ/T , (43)

(n∗(τ))−1/2η(τ, t) =

∞∑
k=−∞

ηk(t)e2πkiτ/T . (44)

(45)

The transformed equation reads∑
k

∂tAke
2πkiτ/T =

∑
k

Ak(2πik/T )e2πkiτ/T −

− (ln 2)2

T 2

∑
k

Ak

∫ T

0

2τ
′/T e2πkiτ

′/T dτ ′

+
∑
k

ηk(t)e2πkiτ/T .

The integral over dτ ′ gives∫ T

0

2τ
′/T e2πkiτ

′/T dτ ′ =
iT

i ln 2− 2πk
. (46)

Comparing the sums in (46) term-by-term we notice that
the (ln 2)2 term does not contain any factor e2πkiτ/T , so
it only contributes to the constant term:

δk,0
(ln 2)2

T

∑
n

An
i

i ln 2− 2πn
≈ δk,0

ln 2

T
A0, (47)

where we have assumed that all An for n 6= 0 are much
smaller than A0 (we shall see later that this is the case).
This leads to the following equation for the Fourier coef-
ficients Ak(t):

∂tAk = (2πik/T )Ak − ((ln 2)/T )δk,0A0 + ηk. (48)

In particular, for k = 0 we have

∂tA0 = − ln 2

T
A0 + η0, (49)

which can be formally solved as

A0(t) = 2−t/T
∫ t

0

2t
′/T η0(t′)dt′. (50)

This gives〈
A0A

†
0

〉
(t) = 2−

2t
T

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t

0

dt22
t1+t2

2

〈
η0(t1)η†0(t2)

〉
.

(51)
Equation (44) enables us to write

ηk(t) =
1

T

∫ T

0

(
K ln 2

T

)−1/2
2−

τ
2T η(τ, t)e−2πikτ/T dτ.

(52)
The average of the noise term gives〈

ηk(t1)η†k(t2)
〉

=
1

TK ln 2
×

×
∫ T

0

dτ1

∫ T

0

dτ22−
τ1+τ2

2T e−
2πik(τ1−τ2)

T

〈
η(τ1, t1)η†(τ2, t2)

〉
=
D

K

δ(t1 − t2)

2(ln 2)2
. (53)

We therefore have〈
A0A

†
0

〉
(t) = 2−2t/T

∫ t

0

22t
′/TD

K2(ln 2)2
dt′

=
DT

K

1− 2−2t/T

4(ln 2)3
. (54)

Proceeding similarly for k 6= 0, we obtain:

Ak(t) = e2πikt/T
∫ t

0

e−2πikt
′/T ηk(t′)dt′, (55)
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from which we obtain that〈
AkA

†
k

〉
(t) =

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t

0

dt2e
−2πik(t1−t2)/T

〈
ηk(t1)η†k(t2)

〉
=

D

K

t

2(ln 2)2
. (56)

We can now calculate the standard deviation of ∆N , the
difference between the total number of cells at time t and
the average steady-state number:

∆N(t) =

∫ T

0

n∗(τ)ε(τ, t)dτ (57)

=

∫ T

0

K ln 2

T
2τ/T

∑
k

Ak(t)e2πikτ/T dτ

=
∑
k

Ak(t)
K ln 2

T

∫ T

0

2τ/T e2πikτ/T dτ

= (K ln 2)
∑
k

Ak(t)
i

i ln 2− 2πk
. (58)

This gives (we note that terms
〈
AkA

†
n

〉
with k 6= n van-

ish):

〈
|∆N(t)|2

〉
= (K ln 2)2

∞∑
k=−∞

〈
AkA

†
k

〉
(t)

(ln 2)2 + (2πk)2

= KD

[
T

1− 2−2t/T

4(ln 2)3
+ 2

∞∑
k=1

t/2

(ln 2)2 + (2πk)2

]

= KD

[
T

1− 2−2t/T

4(ln 2)3
+ t

3(ln 2)− 2

4(ln 2)2

]
. (59)

In the limit t→∞ this gives〈
|∆N(t)|2

〉 ∼= KDt
3(ln 2)− 2

4(ln 2)2
≈ 0.0413KDt. (60)

Equation (60) predicts that the amplitude of oscillations
for perfectly synchronous replication increases linearly in
time. However, recall that our result has been derived
under the assumption of a small perturbation. In reality,
the amplitude will be limited by non-linear effects.

F. Amplitude of quasi-synchronous oscillations

Let us now consider the case of quasi-synchronous
replication. Rather than attempting to solve Eq. (34)
with the extra term R(τ) as in Eq. (14), we observe (as
argued in subsection IVD) that the k-th Fourier mode
will be damped with rate k2γ. We thus consider the fol-
lowing modification to Eq. (48) for k 6= 0:

∂tAk = (2πik/T − k2γ)Ak + ηk, (61)

where γ is the damping coefficient derived previously.
The equation for k = 0 remains unchanged. Proceeding

as in Sec. IVE, we obtain〈
AkA

†
k

〉
(t) =

D

K

1− e−2k2γt

4(ln 2)2k2γ
. (62)

Inserting this into the equation for
〈
|∆N(t)|2

〉
we have

in the limit t→∞:〈
|∆N |2

〉
=
〈
|∆N(t→∞)|2

〉
=

= KD

[
T

4(ln 2)3
+ 2

∞∑
k=1

1

4k2γ

1

(ln 2)2 + (2πk)2

]

= KD

[
T

4(ln 2)3
+ π2 12− 18 ln 2 + (ln 2)2

12γ(ln 2)4

]
. (63)

For T = ln 2 we obtain that〈
|∆N |2

〉
≈ KD(0.5203 + 0.01355/γ). (64)

It remains to relateD to the parameters of the model. We
again assume that death is the main source of stochas-
ticity, and that the contribution from quasi-synchronous
replication is negligible. Consider a pure death process
with the same total number of organisms K as the steady
state total (38), and death rate d = (ln 2)/T as per Eq.
(34). For short time intervals, the variance of the num-
ber of organisms in the pure death process equals to〈
|∆N |2

〉
= (Kd)t = (K(ln 2)/T )t (easy to derive from

the general formula on p. 108-109 of Ref. [23]). On the
other hand, from Eq. (59) we have that for small t and
T = ln 2, 〈

|∆N |2
〉 ∼= KD

3

4 ln 2
t. (65)

Comparing the two formulas for
〈
|∆N |2

〉
, we obtain that

D =
4 ln 2

3
≈ 0.924. (66)

Figure 6 shows that equation (64) with the above value
of D reproduces the variance from numerical simulations
very well.

G. Spectrum of fluctuations

We can now obtain a very good analytic approxima-
tion for the spectrum of normalized fluctuations y(t) =
N(t)/K − 1 in the single-species model by Fourier-
transforming the expression for ∆N :

ỹ(ω) = (ln 2)
∑
k

Ãk(ω)
i

i ln 2− 2πk
, (67)

in which

Ãk(ω) = lim
L→∞

1√
L

∫ L/2

−L/2
Ak(t)eiωtdt. (68)
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We have 〈
|Ã0(ω)|2

〉
=

〈
|η̃0|2

〉(
ln 2
T

)2
+ ω2

, (69)

〈
|Ãk(ω)|2

〉
=

〈
|η̃k|2

〉
(ωT − 2πk)2 + γ2T 2k4

. (70)

in which
〈
|η̃k|2

〉
is defined through the Fourier transform

like in Eq. (68), and evaluates to〈
|η̃0|2

〉
=
〈
|η̃k|2

〉
=

D

K2(ln 2)2
= D2K

−1, (71)

with D2 = 2
3 ln 2 ≈ 0.962. This gives

K
〈
|ỹ|2(ω)

〉
= (ln 2)2

∑
k

〈
|Ãk|2

〉
(ω)

(ln 2)2 + (2πk)2

=
D2(

ln 2
T

)2
+ ω2

+

+

∞∑
k=1

2D2T
2

(ωT − 2πk)2 + γ2T 2k4
(ln 2)2

(ln 2)2 + (2πk)2

≈ D2(
ln 2
T

)2
+ ω2

+

+
2D2T

2(ln 2)2

[(ωT − 2π)2 + γ2T 2][(ln 2)2 + (2π)2]
+ . . . (72)

where ‘. . . ’ stand for terms corresponding to higher har-
monics which we neglect because they are strongly sup-
pressed by the denominator increasing fast with k. For
T = ln 2, we have

K
〈
|ỹ|2(ω)

〉 ∼= D2

1 + ω2
+

2(ln 2)2D2

(ln 2)2 + (2π)2
1

(ω − 2π
ln 2 )2 + γ2

.

(73)
The formula as a function of frequency f = ω/(2π) reads:

K
〈
|ỹ|2(f)

〉 ∼=
∼=

D2/(2π)2

1 + (2πf)2
+

D2
2(ln 2)2

(2π)2

(ln 2)2 + (2π)2
1

(2πf − 2π
ln 2 )2 + γ2

,(74)

where the factor 1/(2π)2 is required for correct normal-
ization. Figure 9 shows that equation (74) agrees well
with the numerically obtained spectrum for a broad range
of w values.

Now we have determined the spectrum of the single-
species model, we can proceed to obtain the spectrum of
the two-species model.

V. APPROXIMATE ANALYTIC SOLUTION OF
THE TWO-SPECIES MODEL

A. Linear approximation

We shall assume that near the steady state the dy-
namics of the two-species model can be described by lin-
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Figure 9: Fourier spectrum |Kỹ2|1/2 of N(t) in the single-
species model for K = 105. Blue points = simulations, red
lines = theoretical prediction (no fitting) obtained from Eq.
(74). From top to bottom: w = 0.2, 0.1, 0.05.

earized equations

dyA/dt = aAByB + ηA, (75)
dyB/dt = aBAyA + aBByB + ηB , (76)

where yA = xA − x∗A, yB = xB − x∗B (x∗A, x
∗
B are steady-

state concentrations), and aAB , aBA, aBB are given by
the following expressions

aAB =
p3(b− p2) + p1(b+ p3)

p4
, (77)

aBB =
p3(b− p2)

p1
, (78)

aBA =
p4(b− p2)

p1
. (79)

Here ηA, ηB represent noise (not necessarily white noise)
due to replication and death of both species.

Fourier-transforming Eqs. (75, 76) leads to the follow-
ing expression for the spectrum of yA:
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〈
|ỹA(ω)|2

〉
=

(a2BB + ω2)
〈
|ηA|2

〉
− 2aABaBB

〈
|ηAηB |2

〉
+ a2AB

〈
|ηB |2

〉
a2ABa

2
BA + 2aABaBAω2 + a2BBω

2 + ω4
. (80)

The formula for the spectrum of yB (not shown) is very
similar. Figure 10 shows that Eq. (80) works well for
the Poisson case (asynchronous replication), for which we
assume

〈
|ηA|2

〉
=
〈
|ηB |2

〉
= (2b)(K/2) = bK (recall that

K/2 is the average number of organisms for our choice
of the parameters, and the factor 2b is due to both birth
and death contributing equally near the steady state),
and

〈
|ηAB |2

〉
= 0.

We now want to establish whether Eq. (80) also works
for the non-Poissonian case, with an appropriate choise
of the coloured noise ηA, ηB , based on the single-species
calculation presented in the previous Sec. IVG. We as-
sume that fluctuations around the steady state in the
single species model can effectively be described by the
following equation:

dy/dt = −by + coloured noise. (81)

Since we know the spectrum of y, we can calculate the
spectrum of the coloured noise as dy/dt or, in Fourier
space, by multiplying Eq. (73) by ω2:

〈
|η̃A,B |2(ω)

〉
= K−1A,Bω

2

(
D2

b2 + ω2
+

+
2(ln 2)2D2

(ln 2)2 + (2π)2
1

(ω − 2π
T )2 + γ2

)
, (82)

with KA = Kx∗A,KB = Kx∗B . We then insert Eq. (82)
into Eq. (80), assuming again that

〈
|ηAB |2

〉
= 0 (justi-

fied since both species replicate independently with rates
unaffected by the other species).

Figure 11, shows that this simple approach works quite
well for different frequencies of replication (controlled
by b). If the replication frequency is slightly detuned
from the natural frequency of the system (Fig. 11, top),
two peaks are visible in the spectrum: a sharp peak
coming from the quasi-synchronous birth events, and a
much wider but lower peak corresponding to white noise-
induced oscillations at the natural frequency f ≈ 1.

Figure 11, bottom, shows that when b = 0.7 is tuned in
to the resonant frequency of the system, only one peak is
visible, with a slight broadening towards lower frequen-
cies.

B. Amplitude of oscillations

We can now calculate the variance of ∆NA(t) - the dif-
ference between the actualNA(t) and the average number
KA = Kx∗A of organisms. We have:

〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
=
K2
A

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

〈
|ỹA|2(ω)

〉
dω =

K2
A

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

(a2BB + ω2)
〈
|ηA|2(ω)

〉
+ a2AB

〈
|ηB |2(ω)

〉
a2ABa

2
BA + 2aABaBAω2 + a2BBω

2 + ω4
dω, (83)

in which we used Eq. (80) and assumed no correlation
between the noise ηA and ηB (

〈
|ηAηB |2

〉
= 0).

In the case of Poisson replication, we put
〈
|ηA|2

〉
=〈

|ηB |2
〉

= (2b)(K/2) and evaluate the integral (83) nu-
merically. For our usual choice of the parameters S0.5,
we obtain

〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
theor

≈ 5.48 × 105 which is very
close to the numerical estimate from the simulation,〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
sim
≈ 5.56× 105.

In the case of quasi-synchronous replication, we insert
Eqs. (82) into Eq. (83), and again integrate numerically
over ω. Figure 12 shows the plot of

〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
obtained

in this way, compared to the simulation results. We no-
tice that the analytic formula correctly reproduces the
trend but the theoretically predicted values are generally
larger than the ones from the simulation. However, the

agreement is still quite good, given that our formula has
been derived using many approximations.

Note that we used equation (83), which is the same as
the formula for the Poisson case [2], but with coloured
noise given by Eq. (82) instead of white noise. The
fact that this approach works means that oscillations in
the system with quasi-synchronous replication can be un-
derstood as being caused by resonant amplification of
coloured, non-Poissonian noise.

To get some qualitative insight into the behaviour of
Eq. (83), we consider the case γ → 0. For T = 1, b = ln 2,
we can expand the formula under the integral in (83)
around ω = 2π, which enables us to carry out the integral
analytically. We obtain
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〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉 ∼= KD2π
2(a2BB + a2AB + 4π2)(ln 2)2

γ(a2ABa
2
BA + 4(2aABaBA + a2BB)π2 + 16π4)(4π2 + (ln 2)2)

. (84)

We see that, since γ ∼ w2, the variance of ∆NA in-
creases as 1/w2 as reproduction becomes more and more
synchronous for w → 0. This is similar to the effect
of a long delay in reaction kinetics [24]. The relation-
ship

〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
∝ K/γ can be interpreted as an ef-

fective reduction in the number of replicating entities;
cells originating from a common ancestor replicate quasi-
synchronously when their sub-population is much less
than 1/γ. The system thus consists of Kγ � K of such
groups of cells, which increases demographic noise by a
factor 1/

√
γ, and the variance of N by 1/γ.

Let us now consider how small w needs to be for the
variance to start deviating from the Poisson case, i.e.,
how synchronous replication must be to make difference
to random, asynchronous replication. Equation (83) can
be rewritten as follows:〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
=
KAD2

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

F (ω)(f0(ω) + fγ(ω))dω,

(85)
where

F (ω) =
a2BB + a2AB(KB/KA) + ω2

(ω2 − Ω2)2 + c
(86)

is the resonance response function, with c =
−aABaBAa2BB −a4BB/4, and Ω2 = −aABaBA−a2BB/2 =
4π2 (squared resonant frequency for our parameters
S0.5). The function

f0(ω) =
ω2

ω2 + (ln 2)2
(87)

is the γ-independent contribution from stochastic repli-
cation, and the function

fγ(ω) =
2(ln 2)2ω2

(γ2 + (ω − 2π)2)(4π2 + (ln 2)2)
(88)

is the γ-dependent contribution.
F (ω) has full width at maximum height (FWHM) ap-

proximately equal to
√
c, whereas fγ(ω) has FWHM

equal to ≈ 2γ ≈ 13.16w2. We expect that when the
contribution from fγ(ω) near the peak of F (ω) is larger
than the contribution from f0(ω), the variance of NA will
be dominated by synchronous replication. For γ <

√
c,

these contributions can be crudely estimated as follows:∫ 2π+
√
c/2

2π−
√
c/2

f0(ω)dω ≈
√
c, (89)

and ∫ 2π+γ

2π−γ
fγ(ω)dω ≈ 2/γ, (90)
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Figure 10: Plot of the spectrum of yA versus the frequency
f = ω/(2π), for the Poisson model. Blue = simulation with
K = 105, b = 1, and the remaining parameters as in S0.5. Red
= analytic expression (80) with

〈
|ηA|2

〉
=

〈
|ηB |2

〉
= bK, and〈

|ηAB |2
〉

= 0.

so that the contribution from synchronous replication be-
comes comparable to death-induced noise for γ < 2/

√
c,

or when w < 0.55c−1/4. As the expression is rather in-
sensitive to the value of c, we can conclude that devia-
tions from the Poisson, asynchronous replication should
already be visible even for relatively large values of w.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have revisited a stochastic two-species model of
the predator-prey type [2], which exhibits oscillations
for a wide range of parameters of the model. We have
modified the model so that both species replicate quasi-
synchronously, with doubling times drawn from a narrow
distribution. We have shown that coloured demographic
noise generated by this process leads to much stronger os-
cillations than the Poisson process of replication assumed
in earlier works. Coloured noise has been shown to affect
population dynamics in single-species models [25]; here,
we not only derive its spectrum from the underlying mi-
croscopic dynamics, but also show how it affects more
complex models.

Our result, while obtained for an abstract mathemati-
cal model, may be relevant for real biological populations,
in particular for microorganism which often replicate in
quasi-discrete generations. We expect to see the same
behaviour in other models that exhibit quasi-cycles [26–
31].

The phenomenon of coloured noise amplification may
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Figure 11: Plot of the spectrum of yA versus frequency
f = ω/(2π), for the non-Poisson model with the replication
frequency slightly detuned (b = 0.9, top) and in resonance
(b = 0.7, bottom). Blue = simulation with K = 105, w =
0.08, and the remaining parameters as in S0.5. Red = ana-
lytic expression 80 with the noise terms from Eq. (82), and
γ = 6.579w2 (here T = 1).
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Figure 12: Plot of
〈
|∆NA(t)|2

〉
versus w, for the non-Poisson

model with replication frequency b = 0.7. Blue = simulation
with K = 105, and the remaining parameters as in S0.5. Red
= analytic expression 83.

be further augmented in situations in which oscillations
in the population abundance become synchronized with
reproductive cycles. We leave this interesting problem
for future studies.

Acknowledgments

B.W. acknowledges funding under Dioscuri, a pro-
gramme initiated by the Max Planck Society, jointly
managed with the National Science Centre in Poland,
and mutually funded by Polish Ministry of Science and
Higher Education and German Federal Ministry of Edu-
cation and Research (UMO-2019/02/H/NZ6/00003).

[1] R. P. Boland, T. Galla, and A. J. McKane, Journal of
Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2008,
P09001 (2008).

[2] A. J. McKane and T. J. Newman, Physical Review Let-
ters 94 (2005).

[3] M. Pineda-Krch, H. J. Blok, U. Dieckmann, and M. Doe-
beli, Oikos 116, 53 (2007).

[4] A. J. McKane, J. D. Nagy, T. J. Newman, and M. O.
Stefanini, Journal of Statistical Physics 128, 165 (2007).

[5] G. Rozhnova and A. Nunes, Physical Review E 82,
041906 (2010).

[6] W. Huang, C. Hauert, and A. Traulsen, Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences 112, 9064 (2015).

[7] U. Dobramysl, M. Mobilia, M. Pleimling, and U. C. Täu-
ber, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical
51, 063001 (2018).

[8] D. Karig, K. M. Martini, T. Lu, N. A. DeLateur,
N. Goldenfeld, and R. Weiss, Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 115, 6572 (2018).

[9] M. Wallden, D. Fange, E. G. Lundius, O. Baltekin, and
J. Elf, Cell 166, 729 (2016).

[10] A. S. Kennard, M. Osella, A. Javer, J. Grilli, P. Nghe,
S. J. Tans, P. Cicuta, and M. Cosentino Lagomarsino,
Physical Review E 93, 012408 (2016).

[11] E. O. Powell, Journal of General Microbiology 15, 492
(1956).

[12] J. L. Lebowitz and S. I. Rubinow, Journal of Mathemat-
ical Biology 1, 17 (1974).

[13] G. F. Webb, Journal of Mathematical Biology 23, 269
(1986).

[14] P. Thomas, Journal of The Royal Society Interface 14,
20170467 (2017), publisher: Royal Society.

[15] J. Lin and A. Amir, Cell Systems 5, 358 (2017).
[16] F. Jafarpour, Physical Review Letters 122, 118101

(2019).
[17] J. Jędrak, M. Rubin, and A. Ochab-Marcinek, Gen-

eralization of Powell’s results to unbalanced population
growth (2022), arXiv:2208.05884 [physics, q-bio].

[18] B. Kerr, M. A. Riley, M. W. Feldman, and B. J. M.
Bohannan, Nature 418, 171 (2002), number: 6894 Pub-
lisher: Nature Publishing Group.

[19] W. P. J. Smith, M. Brodmann, D. Unterweger, Y. Davit,



14

L. E. Comstock, M. Basler, and K. R. Foster, Nature
Communications 11, 5395 (2020).

[20] T. Pfeiffer and S. Bonhoeffer, The American naturalist
163, E126 (2004).

[21] D. T. Gillespie, The Journal of Chemical Physics 115,
1716 (2001).

[22] C. Gardiner, Stochastic Methods: A Handbook for the
Natural and Social Sciences, Springer Series in Synerget-
ics (Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2009), 4th ed.,
ISBN 978-3-540-70712-7.

[23] K. B. Athreya and P. Ney, Branching Processes (Dover
Publications, 2004), ISBN 978-0-486-43474-2.

[24] M. Scott, Physical Review E 80, 031129 (2009).
[25] T. Spanio, J. Hidalgo, and M. A. Muñoz, Physical Review

E 96, 042301 (2017).
[26] I. Prigogine and R. Lefever, The Journal of Chemical

Physics 48, 1695 (1968), publisher: American Institute
of Physics.

[27] H. Xia, G. S. Wolkowicz, and L. Wang, Journal of math-
ematical biology 50, 489 (2005).

[28] V. Lemesle and J. L. Gouzé, Bulletin of Mathematical
Biology 70, 344 (2008).

[29] A. Garai, B. Waclaw, H. Nagel, and H. Meyer-Ortmanns,
Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experi-
ment 2012, P01009 (2012).

[30] A. Dobrinevski and E. Frey, Physical Review E 85,
051903 (2012).

[31] E. Gavagnin, S. T. Vittadello, G. Gunasingh, N. K.
Haass, M. J. Simpson, T. Rogers, and C. A. Yates, Bio-
physical Journal 120, 1314 (2021).


	I Introduction
	II Model
	A Biological interpretation

	III Analysis of the model
	A Parameter selection
	B Numerical results

	IV Single-species model
	A Preliminary considerations
	B A more formal approach
	C Stationary solution
	D Evolution of a small perturbation
	E Amplitude of oscillations for perfectly synchronous replication
	F Amplitude of quasi-synchronous oscillations
	G Spectrum of fluctuations

	V Approximate analytic solution of the two-species model
	A Linear approximation
	B Amplitude of oscillations

	VI Conclusion
	 Acknowledgments
	 References

