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N ote added for cond-mat: W e show how various concepts from statistical physics, such
as order param eter, them odynam ic 1im it, and quantum phase transition, translate into
corresponding biological concepts In m utation { selection m odels for sequence evolution and
can be used in this context. The article takes a biological point of view and works in a
population genetics fram ew ork, but contains an appendix especially w ritten for physicists,
w hich m akes this correspondence clear.

A bstract

W e analyze the equilbrium behavior ofdeterm inistic haploid m utation { selection m odels.
To this end, both the forward and the tin ereversed evolution processes are considered. T he
stationary state of the latter is called the ancestral distribution, which tums out as a key
for the study ofm utation { selection balance. W e nd that the ancestral genotype frequencies
determm ine the sensitivity of the equilbbriuim mean tness to changes In the corresponding
tness values and discuss in plications for the evolution ofm utational robustness. W e further
show that the di erence between the ancestral and the population mean tness, tem ed
m utational loss, provides a m easure for the sensitivity of the equilbrium mean tness to
changes In them utation rate. T he interrelation ofthe lossand them utation load is discussed.
For a class of m odels in which the number of m utations In an individual is taken as the
trai value, and tness is a function of the trait, we use the ancestor form ulation to derive
a sinpl maxinum principle, from which the mean and variance of tness and the trait
m ay be derived; the results are exact for a num ber of lim iting cases, and otherw ise yield
approxin ationswhich are accurate for a w ide range of param eters. T hese resuls are applied
to threshold phenom ena caused by the interplay of selection and m utation (known as error
thresholds). They lad to a clari cation of conoepts, as well as criteria for the existence of
error thresholds.

Introduction

A Iot ofresearch in theoretical population genetics hasbeen directed tow ardsm utation { selection
m odels n m ultilocus system s and In nite populations. O ne is usually interested in statistical
properties of the equilbrium distrbbution of genotypes, lke the m eans and variances of tness
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and trait(s) . T he standard approach to determ ine these startsout from the equilbrium condition
for the genotype frequencies (which takes the form ofan eigenvalie equation ifthe population is
haploid). O n this basis, a wealth ofm ethods and resuls hasbeen created; for a com prehensive
and up-to-date account, see[Burger (2000).

In this article, we present an altemative route, which relies on a tin exeversed version of
the m utation {selection process and its stationary distrbution { to be called the ancestral dis—
tribution, as opposad to the equilbrium distribution of the forward process. W e w ill apply this
approach to tackle a rather general class ofm odels for haploids, or diploids w ithout dom inance.
It is only assum ed that tness is a function of a trai, and genotypes w ith equal trai valies
have equivalent m utation pattems. In fact, this is a standard assum ption, and is often In plied
w ithout specialm ention. It applies, for exam ple, if (geno)types are identi ed w ith a collection
of lociw ith two alkles each W idtype and m utant), which m utate ndependently and accord—
Ing to the sam e process, and the num ber of (deleterious) m utations plays the role of the trait.
T he assum ption of perm utation invariance W ith respect to the loci) is certainly a distortion of
biological reality, but, even in this sin pli ed setting, general answ ers have previously been con—
sidered in possble (Charlesworth, 1990), and researchers have resorted to m ore speci ¢ choices of
the tness function and the m utation m odel (eg. quadratic tness functions and unidirectional
m utation).

W ih the help ofthe ancestraldistrbution, we w illbe abl to tackle general tness functions
(W ith arbirary epistasis), as well as generalm utation schem es (hcluding arbitrary am ounts of
back mutation), from the pem utation invariant class. T he m utation {selection equilbrium w ill
be characterized through a m axin um principle which relates the equilbriim population to the
ancestral one, and m ay be evaluated explicitly to yield expressions for them ean tness and the
m ean trait value, aswell as the variances of these quantities. T he results are exact or a num ber
of Im iting cases, and otherw ise yield approxim ations which are accurate for a w ide range of
param eters.

T he resuls w ill then be used to settle the long-standing issue of characterization and classi-

cation of error threshold phenom ena in thism odel class. An error threshold m ay be generally,
but vaguely, circum scribed as a critical m utation rate beyond which m utation can no longer be
controlled by selection and leads to genetic degeneration; for review, see Eigen et al. (1989).
Som e, but by no m eans all, m utation { selection m odels display such behavior. It tums out that
a consistent de nition of an error threshold is rather subtle and must be sorted out rst. On
this basis, we w ill classify m utation {selection m odels according to their threshold behavior (if
any).

Since the article treats quite a num ber of topics, we start out w ith a brief reader’s guide to
them ain results here and give hints on what parts can be skipped at a rst reading. Let us also
m ention that Table ﬂ contains a glossary of repeatedly used notation.

The scene is set In Section E, where we will introduce the m odel (the continuous-tin e
m utation {selection m odel) and establish is relationship wih a multiype branching process.
Two conospts that are central to this paper, the ancestor distribution and the m utation class
Iim i, are developed in this section. Section P J introduces the ancestor distribution as the sta—
tionary distrbution of the tin e-reversed branching process and links the algebraic properties of
the m odel to a probabilistic picture that also helps to shape biological Intuition. In order to
allow quick progress to the resuls in the rem ainder of the article, how ever, we have sum m arized
the m ain points in Section . In , the m eans and variances of the trai and of tnesswih
respect to the equilbrium population and w ith respect to the ancestors are introduced. In @,
the di erence between the ancestral and the population m ean tness, term ed m utational loss,
is shown to provide a m easure for the sensitivity of the equilbbriim m ean tnessto changes In




the mutation rate. This result is used and expanded in som e of the applications in Sectjonsﬁ
and E, but can be skipped at rst reading. Sections @ and @ arem ainly concemed w ith the
m utation class lim i, along w ith the proper scaling of tness finctions and m utation schem es.
Like the wellknown In nitesites 1 i, this lim it assum es an In nite num ber of types, but uses
a di erent scaling. A s a consequence, it is valid if the totalm utation rate is lJarge relative to
typical tness di erences of types. In this paper, the m utation class lm it is used to derive
analytic expressions for m eans and variances of tness and the trait for the general case w ith
back m utations and a non-linear tness function. It is also crucial for our discussion of threshold
behavior in Section E

Section E is a condensed summ ary of the m aln results related to the m axinum principle.
Themean tnessatmutation{selection balance equals the m axin um of the di erence between
the tness fiinction and a so—called m utational Ioss finction, w here the position ofthe m axim um
determ ines the m ean ancestral trait. Once these m eans are known, explicit expressions are
available for them ean trait and the variances of tnessand trait. T he derivations are postponed
to Section E, which m ay be skipped at rst reading.

T he follow Ing tw 0 sections are devoted to applications. Both are, to a large extent, indepen—
dent of each other and rely only on the m atter ntroduced in Sections[d and[§. In Section [§, we
rst discuss the evolutionary signi cance of the m utational loss, and then tum to the m utation
load. E xplicit expressions are derived for am all padk) m utation rates; but arbitrary m utation
rates are covered by the m axim um principle, which m ay be interpreted as a generalized version
of Haldane's principle. C onsequences for the evolution ofm utationale ects and form utational
ropbustness are discussed. Finally a note is added as to the accuracy of the expressions for the

m eans and variances.

Tn Section [§, we rst analyze the de nitions available for the error threshod. Tt will tum
out that various notions m ust be distinguished, which coincide only In special cases. For each
of these notions, a criterion for the existence of an error threshold is derived from them axin um
principle. Furthem ore, the phenom ena are illistrated by m eans ofexam ples and discussed w ith
respect to their biological in plications. Section ﬂ provides a sum m ary and an outlook.

Appendijl describes the connection between ourm utation {selection m odeland a system of
quantum -statistical m echanics, w hich had been used previously (eg.Baake et al, 1997; B aake
nd W agner, 2001]) to solve a m ore restricted m odel class, and w hich also served as the source of
concepts and m ethods for the current article. H ow ever, the body of the paper does not require
any know ledge of physics and rem ains entirely w ithin the fram ew ork of population genetics and
classical probability theory. Appendjoes and E|, nally, contain the proofs from Sectjons@ and
B, regoectively.

2 M odel setup

2.1 Themodel

W e oconsider the evolution of an In nite population of haploid individuals (or diploids w ith—
out dom inance) under mutation and selection. D isregarding environm ental e ects, we take
Individuals to be fully described by their genotypes, which are Iabeled by thlg elem ents of
fl;:::;M g. Let pi () be the relative frequency of type 1 at time t, so that ;pi(t) = 1,

w il use the formm alisn for overlapping generations, which works in continuous tin e, and only
com m ent on extensions to the analogous m odel for discrete generations. T he standard system
of di erential equations which describes the evolution of the vector p ) is € row and K inural,




TABLE I.G lossary of repeatedly used notation. Symbols are given together w ith the section
or equation In which they are de ned. Symbols whose scope is only a single section are not
shown.
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Hej m utational loss
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H evolution m atrix
I identity m atrix
i;35k; Y genotype/class labels
L;1 m utation load
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reproduction rates

tness function
reproduction m atrix
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tin e evolution m atrix
tin e
genom ic m utation rates
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Here, R; is the M althusian tness oftypﬁ i, which is connected to the respective birth and
death ratesasR;= B; Dj,andR (t) = ;Ripi () designates the mean tness. Further, m 5
is the rate at which a j individualm utates to i, and the dot denotes the tin e derivative. In
this m odel, m utation and selection are assum ed to be independent processes which go on in
parallkel. H owever, m utation m ay also be viewed as occuring during reproduction. In this case,
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FIG . 1. Rates Prm utations and back m utations at each site or locus of a biallelic sequence.

the mutation rate is given by m ;5 = vi;B 4, where vy is the respective m utation probability
during a reproduction event. Since, form ally, this leads to the sam e m odel, i need not be
discussed further.

For som e ofthem ain results of this article, further assum ptions on the m utation schem e are
required. To this end, we collect genotypes into classes X, of equal tness, 0 k N, and
assum e m utations only to occur between neighboring classes. Let R, denote the tness of class
k and U, themutation rate from classXy to Xy ; (ie.the totalrate for each genotype In Xy to
m utate to som e genotype in class Xy 1), w ith the convention U, = Ug = 0. Thus, we cbtain a
variant of the so-called single-step m utation m odel:

B O= Ry R® U}i U b ©+ U}: 1P 1O+ U P O @)
Here, the convention p ;1 (t) = py,,® = 0 isused.) W e can, for exam ple, think of X as the
wildtype class with maxinum tness and tness only depending on the number of m utations
carried by an Individual. If, further, m utation is m odeled as a continuous point process (or
if muliple mutations during reproduction can be ignored), Eqg. @) reduces to Q), wih an
appropriate choice of m utation classes. D epending on the realization one has in m ind, the Uy
then describe the totalm utation rate a ecting the whole genom e or just som e trait or function.
In most of our exam ples, we w ill use the Hamm ing graph as our genotype space. Here,
genotypes are represented as binary sequences s = s;s; ::isy 2 f+; 4, thusM = 2V . The
two possible values at each site, + and , may be understood either in a m olecular context
as nuckotides (purines and pyrin idines) or, on a coarser level, as w ildtype and m utant alkeles
of a bialklic multilocus m odel. W e will assum e equal m utation rates at all sites, but allow
fordierent rates, 1+ )and @ ), for mutations from + to and for back m utations,
respectively, acocording to the schem e depicted in Fjg..
C learly, the biallelic m odel reduces to a single-step m utation m odel (w ith the sam e N ) ifthe

tness Jandscapeﬂ is Invariant under pem utation of sites. To thisend, we distinguish a reference
genotype sy = + + :::+, In most cases the w ildtype or m aster sequence, and assum e that the
tness R ¢ of sequence s depends only on the Hamm ing distance k = dy (s;s+ ) to s; (ie. the
num ber ofm utations, or ¥ ’ signs in the sequence). T he resulting totalm utation rates between
the Ham m Ing classes X and Xy 1 read

Uf= @+ )N k) and U, = @ )k @3)

if m utation is assum ed to be an independent point process at all sites. W e usually have the
situation In m Ind in which tness decreases w ith k and w ill therefore speak ofU}': and U, as
the dekterious and advantageous m utation rates. H owever, m onotonic tness is never assum &d,
unless this is stated explicitly.

In m uch ofthe follow ing, we w illtreat the generalm odel @) , which buildson single genotypes,
and the single-step m utation m odel E), In which the units are genotype classes, w ith the help
of a comm on form alisn . To this end note that both m odels can be recast Into the ollow Ing

'W e use the notion ofa tness landscape k au m an and Levin, 1987|) as synonym ous w ith tness function for
the m apping from genotypes to lndividual tness valies.




general form using m atrices of dim ension M , respectively N + 1:
p= H RMOIpO: @)

Here, I is the identity. The evolution matrix H = R + M is com posed of a diagonal m atrix
R that holds the M althusian tness values, and the mutation matrix M = M i) wih either
o -diagonal entries J:eadjnégm ijrorwih U, on the secondary diagonals. T he diagonal elem ents
in each case areM 4 = j6iM sir hence the colum n sum s vanish. W here the m ore restrictive
form of the singlestep m odel is needed, this will be stated explicitly. Unless we tak about
unidirectional m utation U, 0 for the singlestep mutation m odel), we will always assum e
that M is irreducble (ie.each entry is non—zero for a suitable power ofM ).

Letnow T (£) = exp (tH ), with m atrix elem ents Ti5 (t) . T hen, the solution of @) is given by
(see, eg. B urger, 2000, Ch. ITT.1)

T p ©O)

)= P ; 5
PO op, 0 ©)

as can easily be established by di erentiating and using F i;jH 1Py ) = F ;Ripi®) = R .
D ue to irreducibility, the population vector converges to a unigue, globally stable equillbbrium
distrbution p = liny 1 p ) wih p; > 0 forall i, which descrbesm utation { selection balance.
By the Perron{Frobeniis theorem , p is the (right) eigenvector corresponding to the largest
eigenvalie, ,axs, OfH .

2.2 The branching process { forward and backward in tim e

O ur approach w ill heavily rely on genealogical relationships, which contain m ore detailed Infor-
m ation than the tin e course of the relative frequencies E) alone. Let us, therefore, reconsider
the m utation { selection m odel as a branching process. B ranching processes have been a classical
tool In population genetics to approxin ate the xation rates of a sihgl m utant type in a nie
population. This approach goes back to [faldane (1927) (see also £ row_and K mnurg, 197(), and
has been used in m any recent applications aswell (eg.[Barton, 1995; 0 tto and Barton, 1997).
W e pursue a di erent route here by considering the process of m utation, reproduction and
death asa (continuous-tin e) m ultitype branching process, as described previously for the quasis—
peciesm odel  aen etrus et all, [1989;[H obauer and Sigm und 198§, Ch.11.5). Letusstart with a
nite population of individuals, which reproduce (at ratesB i), die (@t ratesD ;), or change type
(@t ratesM ;5) independently of each other, without any restriction on population size. Let Y; (t)
be the random variable denoting the num ber of ndividualsoftype iat tin e t, and n; (t) the cor-
responding realization; collect the com ponents into vectors Y and n, and ket e; be the i-th uni
vector. T he transition probabilities for the pint distrbbution, PrY &) = n () jY O) = n Q) ,
which wew illabbreviateasPr n (t) Jn (0) by abuse ofnotation, are govemed by the di erential
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FIG .2. Themuliype branching process. Individuals reproduce pranching lines), die (ending lines), or
mutate (lines changing type) independently ofeach other; the various types are indicated by di erent line
styles. Left: The fat linesm ark the clone founded by a single individual (pullet) at tin e t. Right: The
fat linesm ark the lines of descent de ned by three Individuals (pullets) at tine t+ . A fter coalescence
of tw o lines, their ancestor receives tw ice the Weight’, as indicated by extra fat lines.

equationf]
d X X
&Prn (t) Jn 0) = Bi+ D+t M 4i)ni(t) Prn @© jn O)
i i6 i
X
+ B; n;k) 1Prn ) g jn (0)
X" ©)
+ Dini®@+ 1 Prn (t)+ e;jn (0)
Xi
+ My ns@®+ 1 Prn () e+ e5Jn )
i3
i6 5

T he connection of this stochastic process w ith the determm inisticm odeldescl?;]bed in Section
@ istwofold. Firstly, n the 1im i of an in nie number of ndividuals h = ;ni@ ! 1),
the sequence of random variables Y @) (t)=n converges aln ost surely to the solution y (t) of
y = Hy wih hitial condition v (0) = n Q)=n (Ethier and Kurtz, 1984, Ch. 11, Thm . 2.1).
Thatis, Prlm,: 1 Y @) t=n= y () = 1, and the superscript (n) denotes qu dependence on
the num ber of individuals. The connection isnow clar sncep (t) = y ()= ;yi() solves the
m utation { selection equation ﬂ).

Secondly, taking expectations of Y; and m arginalizing over all other variables, one obtains
the di erential equation for the conditional expectations

%E Yi(t) Jn ©) = B;i DIE Y;i@®) Jn Q)

X . . (7)

+ M j_jE Yj ) n (O) ij_E Yj_(t) n (0) :
j

C learly, our evolution m atrix H appears as the in nitesim al generator here, and the solution is
given by T (t)n (0),where T (t) = exp (tH ) (see also H ofbauer and Sigmund, 1989, Ch.11.5). In
particular, wehaveE Y;(t) jey = Ty () for the expected num ber of i-ndividualsat tinet, in a
population started by a single j-individualat tine 0 (@ Yj—<clone’). In the ssmeway, Ti;( ) isthe

2N ote that di erentiability ofthe transition prokabilities isguaranteed in a nite-state, continuous-tin eM arkov
chain, provided the transition mates are nite, cfK arlin and Taylr (1979, Ch. 4) and K arlin and Taylor (1981,
Ch.14).




expected num ber of descendants oftype iat tine t+ in a j—clone started at an arbirary tin e
t, cf kft panel of F ig. E (N ote that, due to the independence of individuals and the M arkov
property, the progeny distrbbution depends only on the age of the clone, and on the founder
ype.) Flﬁrther, the expected total size of a jclone of age , irregpective of the descendants’
types, is ;Ti( ).

Initial conditions com e into play if we consider the reproductive success of a clone rehtive
to the wholk population. A poBu]aU'on of ndependent Individuals, w ith Initial com position p (t),
has expected m ean clone size ;3 Ti5( )p; () attinet+  (ote that tawaysm eans absolite’
tin e, whereas denotes a tin e Increm ent). T he expected size of a single jclone at tme t+ ,
relative to the expected m ean clone size of the whole population, then is

X X
z5( ;0 = Ty ()= Te()p®: @)

T he z; express the expected relative success of a type affer evolution fora tin e interval , in
the sense that, ifz5 ( ;£) > 1 (K 1), we can expect the clone to ourish m ore (less) than average
(this does In general not m ean that type j is expected to Increase (decrease) in abundance
relative to the :nitial population). C learly, the values of the z; depend on the tness of type
Jj, but also on its mutation rate and the tness of its mutated) o soring. (If there is only
m utation, but no reproduction or death, one hasa M arkov chain and z;( ;t) 1.)

W e now oconsider lines of descent, as In the right panelofFjg.Iz. To thisend, we random ly
pik an individual alive at tine t+ , and trace is ancestry back in tim e; this results in an
unbranched lne (In contrast to the lineage forward in time). Let Z  (£) denote the type found
attimet t+ , where we will drop the index for easier readability. W e seek its probability
distrbbution Pr Z (t) = j . Since the (relative) clone size z; ( ;t) also determ nes the expected
(relative) frequency of lines present at tine t+  that contain a jtype ancestor at tine t, we
have:

PrZz ®=3 = z;(;0p50 =:a5(;0: ©)

The aj( ;t) de ne a probability distribution (P jaj( Ho) 1), which will be of majpr in —
portance, and m ay be interpreted In two ways. Forward in time, a5 ( ;t) is the frequency of
Jj-individuals at tin e t, weighted by their relative num ber of descendants after evolution for som e
tine . Looking backward in tine, a5( ;t) is the fraction of the (p-distributed) population at
tin et+ whoseancestorattin et isoftype j. W e shalltherefore referto a ( ;t) asthe ancestzal
distribution at the earlier tin e, t.

Let us, at thispoint, expand a little fiirther on thisbackw ard picture by explicitly construct—
iIng the tin ereversed process. T his isdone In the usualway, by w riting the pint distribbution of
parent{o sporing pairs (ie.pairsZ () and Z &+ )) in tem s of forward and backw ard transition
probabilities. O n the one hand,

PrZ @&+ )= 42@®=73 =PrZ @+ )=13Z2 @)= Jj Prz (t)= 10)
=Pi()ay(;0:
Here,thePy( ) = Prz (t+ )= ijz () = J may be obtained by rewFirjngthe (conditional)
expectations de ning the (forward) branching processasTi5( ) = Py5( ) | Tx5( ), which gives
X
Piy ()= Ty ()= Tis(): 11)



O n the other hand,

PrZt+ )=4L1Z2@®@=3=PrZ{t)=3jjZz @+ )=iPrzZ @+ )=1 5
12)
=Py Opie+ )
whereP5;( ;t) = Prz () = jJjz (c+ )= 1 isthe transition probability of the tim ereversed
process and is obtained from ) and ) asPyi( ;0= a5(;09Py () pie+ ) l.W ith Egs.

), @), and @), one therefore ocbtains the elem ents of the backw ard transition m atrix P as

Tiy () 1

Py ;0= ps @R ; (C+ : 13
(0= p; ) k;‘Tk‘()p‘(t)p( ) 13)

By di erentiating P’ ( ;t) with respectto andevaluatingitat = 0,onecbtainsthem atrixQ (t)
govermning the corresponding backw ard process in continuous tim e. Tts elem ents read Q i (t) =
1 . L .
4pPyi(;0) _,=ps® Hyy 5RO pild 1P1 (00=p; (). Using {4) this sin pli es to:
( 1
ps OH i pi®) i j

0= b T ' oL 14)

ke iPx OH 5 pi(0) ;1= 7

N ote that the backw ard process is, In general, state-dependent (it does not generate a M arkov
chain). Note also that tin e reversal works In the sam e way if sets of types X Instead of singke
types are considered, as long as m utation and reproduction rates are the sam e w thin classes.
Furthem ore, an analogous treatm ent is possible both for m utation coupled to reproduction, as
well as for discrete generations.

A sto the asym ptotic behavior of our branching process, i iswelkknown that, for irreduchble
H and t! 1, the tine evolution m atrix exp tH maxl) beoomes a profgctor onto the
equilbbriim distrdbution p, w ith m atrix elem ents p;z4 (eg.[K arlin and Taylbr, 198]I,PAppendjx) .
Here, z is the Perron{Frobenius PF) lft eigenvector of H , nom alized such that ;zjp;i= 1.
A s suggested by our notation, one also has

Im z(;9=1z; 15)
g !l
which m ay be seen from )ﬁ W e therefore term z; the relative reproductive success of type i.
At stationarity, the m atrix goveming the backward process sin pli es to Q 1= Py Hiy
1 . . .
ij max Pi s which can now be mnterpreted as a M arkov generator. Further, the (asym ptotic)
ancestor distribution, gjigen by aj < ZiPis tums out to be the staéjonary distrbution of the
backward process, shce  ;Q ;8= ;P5 H 5 i max)Ps lzipi = iPyzH gy ij max) = 0.
D ue to ergodicity of the backw ard process Q is irreducble ifH is), a is, at the sam e tin e, the
distrbution of types along each line of descent (W ith probabiliy 1).

’Both z and jS) @Jso adm it a m ore stochastic interpretation. If the population does not go to extinction, one
hasliny 1 Y; (©)= .Y, () = p; alm ost surely, ie. the stochasticity is in the population size, not in the relative
frequencies &{ esten and Stigum , l96d; h ofbauer and Sigm und, l98d, Ch.11.5). Further, for the critical process
generated by H maxI,onehasIime 1 tPrY (£) 6 0 jY (0) = e5 = z3=C and Im¢ 1 % E (Yi@®) jy 0) =
ey;Y (t) § 0 = Cpi, where C is a constant; this is the continuous-tim e analog of a resul by , p.
94). N ote that, in the long run, the expected o spring depend on the founder type only through the probability
of nonextinction of its progeny.
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FIG . 3. Equilbrium values of population frequencies py (dotted line), ancestor frequencies axy (dashed
line), and relative reproductive success zx (solid line) for the biallkelic m odel w ith additive tnessRy =

N k) wWhere isthe lossin reproduction rate due to a sihglem utation), pointm utation rate = 02 ,
m utation asymm etry param eter = %, and sequence length N = 100. T he logarithm ic right axis refers
to the zx only.

2.3 The equilbrium ancestor distribution

Aswe saw In the last subsection, there is a sin ple link between the algebraic properties of H
and the probabilistic structure of the m utation{se]ectionEprooess at equilbbrium , which m ay be
summ arized as ollow s. ThePF right eigenvectorp with ;p; = 1) determ inesthe com position
ofthe popu]ation atm utation { selection balance; the corresponding left eigenvector z (nom alized
so that ;zjp; = 1) contains the asym ptotic o spring expectation (or relative reproductive
success) of the various types; and the ancestral distribbution, de ned by a; = p;zi, gives the
asym ptotic distrbbution of types that are m et when lines of descent are followed badckward in
tin e (chjg.ﬂ) . Fjg.ﬂ showsp, a, and z for a sihgle-step m utation m odelw ith a linear tness
function. O ne sees that z decreases exponentially.
For the single-step m utation m odel, wem ay directly transform the eigenvalie equation H p =

maxP Into an equation ora. ch this end, we de ne a diagonal transform ation m atrix S w ith
non-zero elam ents Sy, = ]f:l U,=U7 ; and cbtain a symmetric matrix by ' = SH S L,
T he corresponding PF right and Jeft eigenvectors are given by p = Sp and = = S 'z. But
now, as H is symm etric, we have =z p Where m eans proportional to). Hence, due to
ax = ZkPx = ZkPx é, one has pr pa_k. Thus, we obtain the follow ing explicit form of the
eigenvalie equation for B, which w illbe crucial for the derivation of ourm ain resuls:

q — q

+ _ + p T+, P pP_—
Ry U Uk]pak+ U U & 1t U Uiy 015 max & (16)

Note that Eq. @) relates the mean tness of the equilibbrium population (R = ax) to the
ancestor frequencies ay .
24 Observables and averages

In this subsection we de ne the cbservables, ie.m easurable quantities, that are used to describe
the population on its evolutionary course. Besides the usual population m ean, we shall also
Introduce the m ean w ith respect to the ancestor distrdbution (see Section ) .
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W e shall consider m eans and variances of two cbservables in the follow ing. To thisend, we
characterize each type (orclass) iby its tnessvalue R; and itsm utationaldistance X ; from the
reference genotype (or the class Xg). For the biallkelic m odel In particular, m utational distance
corresponds to the Ham m Ing distance to s . If, In addition, this isthe ttest type, X ; Just gives
the num ber of deleterious m utations. But in general it can also be used to describe the value of
any additive trait w ith equal contributions of sites or loci. Sim ilarly, for single-step m utation,
we de neX i to be the distance from the class X, thusX x = k forclassXy . Again, Xy m ay be
viewed as (the genetic contribbution to) any character w ith discrete values that depends linearly
on the m utation classes.

Population average. Representing an arbirary observabl as 0 ;), such as R;) or X i), we
w ill denote is population average as

X
0 ) = Oipi(®: a7

i

By om ission of the tin e dependence we w il ndicate the corregponding equilbrium average.
Astomean tness, R (t) detem Ines themutation load, L (t) = Rpuax R (t). Here, Ry ax =
max;R; isthe tnessofthe ttest genotype, in line w ith the usual convention (see, eg., m
[L979; Burger, 200(). It is weltknown that the equilbrium valueR = ling ; R @) is given by
the largest eigenvalue,  ax, 0fthe evo]]lg,u'on matrix H .
For the varjanlgze of tness, Vi (t) = P ;R; R (t))2pi (t), we di erentiate R (t) according to

,ie. SR (= Ripil)= Vg )+ 13 RiM i5p; (©), and hence
d X d X P
Vg () = ECR () RiM i5p5 (€) = ECR () + Ry RM iy ps®): (18)

3 J

T he interpretation of this com pltely general formula is as follow s: In absence of m utation,
Eqg. ) Just reproduces F isher’s Fundam ental T heoram , ie. the variance n  tness equals the
change n mean tness, as long as there is no dom nance (see, eg., Ewens, 1979). Ifm utation
is present, however, a second com ponent em erges, which is given by the population m ean of
the m utationale ectson tness, weighted by the corresponding rates. It m ay be understood as
the rmte of change In mean tness due to m utation albne. At m utation {selection balance, this
second temm  is obviously the only contribution to variance In  tness.
For the single-step m utation m odelin particular, we can de ne dekterious and advantageous
m utationale ects separately as si =R, Ry,,ands =R, ; R, respectively. Fordecreasing
tnessvalues (which istheusualcase, but not strictly presupposed here) these are positive. T his
way we obtain

Ve =s'Ut sU =s"U' s U +Covi ;U") Covis;U ) (19)
for the equilbrium variance, a result we w ill rely on in the follow ing. p
Just as for the mﬁss distrbution, we de ne the population mean, X (t) = BiL 0 X ip; ),

and variance, Vy (t) = X, X (t))2pi (t), of the m utational distance.
A ncestral average. W e will also need the ancestral average of our observabil@s, that is, the

verage w respect to the ancestra ution de ned m Eq. o) ;O = .Osa;( ;0 =
g ith th 1distribution de ned i ®:0 (;D ;0 (70
;2 (790 ;p; ©. In the ©ollow iIng, we will only be concemed w ith the ancestral distribution
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In equilbrium , ie.wih both tand going to in nity. W e obtain the ancestral average of any
observable (O ;) In this 1im it as

X X

o = 0.a;= z;0,p; : (20)

171
1 1

T hese averagesm ay be read forward in tin e (corresponding to a weighting ofthe current pop—
ulation w ith expected o soring num bers), and backward in tim e (corresponding to an averaging
w rkt.the distrbution of the ancestors). A third Interpretation is availabl if the m utation m a—
trix is irreducible, which entails that the equilbrium backward process de ned by Q is ergodic.
Then, w ith probability 1, the equillbbriuim ancestral average also coincides w ith the average of
the observable over a lineage backwards In tin e. N ote that the Inform ation so cbtained is not
contained In the population average, which ism erely a tim eslice’ average. T he ancestralm ean
adds a tin e com ponent to the averaging procedure, which provides extra nform ation on the
evolutionary dynam ics. In A ppendix El, we shall show that our ancestral averaging coincides
w ith the way observables are evaluated in a system of quantum statisticalm echanics.

2.5 Linear response and m utational loss

W e now com e to another Interpretation of the equilbrium ancestor frequencies Introduced In
Section @ Consider the dervative of the equilbrium mean tness with respect to the i-th
tness value in a general system ofparallelm utation and selection @l):
@R e X e X
zsH xpx = a;+ R— ZPy = ai; (21)

@R ; @R; | QR ;
Jik

P P
wherewem ade use ofthe nom alization condition 2Py = 583 1. T he ancestor frequency

a; therefore m easures the linear regoonse (or sensitivity) of the equilbrium mean tness to
changes In the ith tness va]ueﬂ A sin ilar calculation for the response to changes in the
m utation rates resuls in

= (@ 7Py @2)

U sing @) and @),wecan express the equillbbrium mean tnessas follow s:

PR X er X @R
R=R+ z:M 9Py = Ri— +

erR: Ty )
R H

i3 i

Let us give a variational interpretation for the ancestorm ean tnessaswell To thisend, we

de ne the mutational oss G of the system as the di erence between ancestor and population

mean tness in equilbrium . A ssum e now that we change allm utation rates M ;5 by vardations

in a comm on factor . From ( and ( we then nd that the m utational loss relates to the
linear response of the equilbrium mean tnessto changes In the m utation rates as:

~ @R
G =R R = —
@

24)
A ctually, this relation holds for arbitrary (clonal) m utation {selection system s, In particular also
if mutation and reproduction are coupled (in which case the mutation mates are replaced by
m utation prolabilities).

4 Ifm utation is coupled to reproduction, the linear response to variations in the death rate D ; isgiven by aj.
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Egs. @I) and ) m ay also be used to determ ine the change in mean tness ifH changes
toH + H ,to linearorderin H . (Sm all changes in the tnessvalues, orm utation rates, m ay
be due to environm ental changes, or changeﬁ in the genetic badcground.) Clarly,H + H has
R + R as largest eigenvalue, with R ; R i@R=G@R;) + i M i3 (@R=Q@M i) to Inear
orderin R ;and M 4. Ifonly tnessvaluesarea ected, ( yields

X
R R ;aj; (25)

i

w here the a; belong to the original system . If only the m utation rates change by variations In a
comm on factor , (@ Jeads to

R’ —G: (26)

W e w ill com e to further Interpretation and discussion of the m utational loss and the response
relations In Section .

2.6 Fitness functions and m utation m odels

Form any of the results and all of our exam pls, we w ill restrict our treatm ent to the case of
the single-step m utation m odel as described by Eqg. @) . A lthough m ost of our resuls do not
depend on this particular choice we w ill, for sim plicity, concentrate on this schem e here, and
only brie y discuss possble extensions. W e w ill start out w ith a discussion of tness fuinctions
and m utation schem es in this context. D epending on w hether the phenotype or the genotype is
considered the prin ary quantity for them odel, the inherent approxin ation m ainly concems the
m utation or the tnesspart, respectively.

IftheX, (© k N ) are the values of a quantitative trait on which selection acts, tness
may be taken as an arbirary function of it. The essential assum ption, In this case, is that
genotypes w ith equal trait values have equivalent m utation pattems, w ith m utation In singke
steps as an additional sin pli cation. This is the origihal view in which this assum ption rst
appeared, w ith X, as the electric charge of proteins ( hta and K inura, 1973). T he num erous
papers to ollow have been reviewed by Burger (1994, R00Q) .

If, on the other hand, X, is the number of mutations w ith respect to the wildtype (ie.
Xk = k as in the bialklic m odel), sihgle-step m utation is a natural approxin ation and directly
em erges if m utation and reproduction are m odeled as independent processes. T he essential
sin pli cation, In this case, consists in the choice of the genotype tness values, which depend
only on k. This way, only the average epistatic e ect is Included in the m odel, whereas any
variance am ong epistatically interacting m utations is disregarded. F imess functions ofthiskind,
although undoubtedly lacking much of the biological com plexiy, have been used as standard
Jlandscapes throughout population genetics literature. W hile the principal reason for this seem s
to lie In the lJarge sin pli cations due to pem utation nvariance, they already take fi1ll account
ofthe Iim ited Inform ation on tnessprovided by m utation accum ulation experim ents (eg.
bnd Sinm ong, [1983; but see also the discussion by P hillips et all, 200() . Further, they nclude
a broad range of exam ples w ith vastly diverging properties, ranging from sin ple addiive tness
over quadratic { or otherw ise polynom ial or exponential { landscapes w ith sn oothly varying

tness values (eg. Charlesworth, 199() to truncation selection (eg. K ondrashov, 198§) and
E igen’s sharply peaked landscape € igen et al, 1989).

For a consistent treatm ent of ourm odel in the mutation classImit N ! 1 (to be de ned

in the next subsection), it w illbe advantageous to think of the tnessvalues and m utation rates
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as being determ Ined by the m utational distance per class (or site), xx = X =N 2 [0;11]:
Ry =Nn =NrE); U, =Nu =Nu (¢): @7)

Here, also r; and u, are ntroduced as tness and total mutation rates per class. They can
now be thought of as being de ned, w ithout loss of generality, by three functions r and u on
the com pact interval 0;1]. W e willrefer to r as the tness function, and to u* and u as the
(deleterious and advantageous) m utation finctions of them odel. Both u* and u are assum ed
to be continuous and positive, w th boundary conditions u (0) = ut 1) = 0, and r to have
atmost niely m any discontinuities, being either left or right continuous at each discontinuity
In 10;1[. This should include all biologically relevant exam ples. For the biallelic m odel, the
m utation functions are sim ple linear functions of x:

Ut ®)= L+ )T x); u x)= @ )X 2 (28)

N ote that the classical stepw ise m utation m odel © hta and K in ura, 1973) is not covered by this
fram ew ork, since its genotype space Z is nherently non-com pact.

2.7 Three lim iting cases

Our prim ary ain In the follow Ing sections is to establish sim ple relations for the equillbbrium
m eans and variances of m utational distance and tness that lend them selves to biological inter-
pretation. W hereas these relations are approxin ations in the general case, they rest on three
lin ting cases as pillars, forwhich they hold as exact identities. A 1l three are biologically m ean—
Ingfulby them selves, two of them are well studied, and we w ill show that the form ulas reduce
to welltknown resuls there.

The rstcase isthe Iim it of vanishing kack m utations, de ned by U 0 n ourm odel. The
second one is a lim it of linearity, in which tness and m utation rates depend linearly on som e
trat Yy = Ny = Ny &) with Yo= 0 and Yy = N, such as

r)=1r y&); v k)= Tl yx); u k)= y&): 29)

N ote that, if Yy is proportionalto the m utationaldistance X = k, the tness function is linear
w hereas the m utation functions u reproduce the mutation schem e of the biallkelic m odel if

= (@1 ). This IIm it can be understood as the lim it of vanishing epistasis, in which the
system is known as the FuJiyam a m odel in the sequence space literature (cfK au m an, 1993).

The third case is the 1lim it of an in nite number of mutation classes, N ! 1 , which we
w ill callm utation class lim it for short. In the case of the biallelic m ulilocus m odel, this lim it
has been used and discussed in a recent publication (Baake and W agner, 2001)). It addresses
the situation of weak or alm ost neutral m utations, where the average m utational e ect (over
the m utation classes) is an all com pared to the m ean total m utation rate, U s. The lim it
further assum es that di erences in m utation rate between neighboring (pairs of) classes are
an all com pared to the m ean rate itself. Tn this case, genetic change by m utation proceeds in
m any steps of sm allaverage e ect and them odelis a genuinem ulticlassm odelin the sense that
typically a Jarge num ber of classes are relevant in m utation {selection equilbbrium . Note that
only the average m utational e ect must be an all; this includes the possbility of sihgle steps
w ih much larger e ect (such as In truncation selection).

Technically, the Imit N ! 1 is performed such that the mutational e ects s and the

tness values and m utation rates per chss, r and u , ram aln constant. If tness values and

m utation rates are de ned by the three functions r and u as described above @), increasing
N sinply leadsto ner sam pling’ of the functions.
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W ith this kind of scaling, the m eans and variances per chss of the observables de ned
in Section @ approach wellde ned lim is, which then serve as approxin ations for the original
modelw ith nieN .W ew illdenote them by the corresponding low er case lketters, ie.? = K=\,
vy = Vx =N , etc.; an additional subscript w ill ndicate the lin it value, eg.x; = liny ., 1 X.
N ote that i is, In general, the variance per chss of a given quantity that ism eaningfiill In this
Iim it, not the variance of the quantity per class (eg.VarX =N )), which tendsto zero (cf Section
@). The descrbbed lim it is the biological analog of the therm odynam ic lim it in statistical
physics. W e w ill further discuss this issue for physically interested readers In A ppendix El .

Let us nally com pare the mutation class 1lim it with the m ore fam iliar in nite-sites Iim it,
which, when applied to the bialklic m odel, also leads to a stepw ise m utation m odel w ith an
in nite num ber of classes (as found, eg., in Burger, 2000) . Both lim its, however, approxin ate
an original situation with a large, but nite number of types In quite di erent ways. In the
In nitesites lm it, the original m odel is extrapolated to an In nite one by adding new states
at the boundaries, where the population distrbution is (@assum ed to be) small. In contrast,
the present approach arrives at the lm i by interpolation of the types of the nite m odel
M athem atically, this leads to a non-com pact state space (such as Z) in the in nitesites lin i,
w hereas the state space In them utation class lim it isa com pact interval oounded by the extrem e
types of the originalm odel). To approxin ate biological cbservables of the nite m odel in the
Iim it, the approaches use di erent scaling. In the In nite-sites case, the range of M althusian

tness param eters R usually diverges (depending on how the extrapolation is done), whilk the
total (Yenom ic’) mutation rate U is kept constant. In the mutation class lm i, both R and
U diverge with N , but the ratio U=R is kept constant. These di erences In scaling result in
di erent ranges of validity of the two lin its. The mutation class lim it assum es U s, it is
accurate if the totalm utation rate is large or tness di erences are an all, and allow s a sizable
fraction of sitesto bem utated x = X =N m ay approach a non—zero 1im it). In this article, we are
m ainly interested in this regim e, In particular n Section @, w here we discuss error thresholds.
In nie-sites m odels, on the other hand, typically assum e U s. Then back mutations can
be neglected, and the buk of the population is concentrated on Just a few classeswih a nite
num ber of m utations.

3 Results for observable m eans and variances

In this section, we want to give a short sum m ary ofourm ain ndings for the single-step m utation
m odel. D erivations and a m ore extended discussion are postponed to Sectjonslg and E

A key result of this artick is the follow ing estim ate of the equilbrium mean tness, which
states a m axin um principl and holds as an exact dentity in the three lin ing cases described
n the preceding section:

r’'’' n = sup rx) gx): (30)
x2 [0;1]

Here, the function g is de ned as tw ice the di erence between the arithm etic and geom etric
m ean of the m utation functions:

gx)=u" ®)+u ® 2 ut®u K): (31)

For reasons that w illbecom e clear in Section @, we will call it m utational Joss function. For
the biallelic m odel, it reads explicitly:

P
gx)= 1+ 2x 2 @1  x) (32)
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In general, rn describes the equilbrium mean tnessr to lading order n 1=N and to next to
leading order in u . T he approxin ation is Indeed rather accurate already for m oderately large
N and/or weak back m utation rates, cf Section and the exam ples in Section B

Themaxinum principlk ) is closely linked to the ancestor distrbbution. In particular, if
them axin um is attained at a unigque value, this is precisely the ancestorm ean R; :

rn =rR) gR))=1H g& ); (33)
where the relation r@®; ) = £; can be proved for all three Iim ting cases. A ocorresponding
relation for the population m ean x; ,

rn =r®); (34)

holds In the m utation class lim it and the linear case, if this equation has a unigue solution (g.
for strictly m onotonic r).

T he variances per site of tness and of distance from w ildtype are then given by

vR Hil
14

(01 ))?
provided r is di erentiable, in which case ©’(x; ) is the population m ean of the m utational
e ects. For the biallelic m odel this is explicitly:

VR = ro(xl ) u’ 1) u (X1 ) and vy 4 = 35)

(l + 2Xl )
VR = IO(X:L ) (1 + 2X]_ ) and Vg g4 = 5 . (36)
' / O )

Ifr hasa jum p discontinuity at X, p from r" tor andwehaver® b} r,thenx; = Xymp
and vg;; diverges. In thiscase, Vp;; = liny 1 1 VR =N 2 is nite (cfthe exam ple of truncation
selection in Fig.[Lld and the one ;n Fig.[L1)):

+

Vg = (@ 1)@ r): 37

T he resuls presented here kead to sin ple graphical constructions of the m eans as shown in
Fi. E This allow s for an intuitive overview over the dependence of these quantities on (the
shape of) the tness function and m utation rates, w ithout the need for explicit calculations.

4 D erivations

W e now com e to the proofsand som e rst interpretation ofthe resuls presented in the previous
section. O ur starting point is the m utation {selection equilbrium of the single-step m odel @)
for nite N , ie. the eigenvalue equation

o) U &) u Gl Ut Gk )Pk 1t U B 1)Poe 1 = TPk (38)
For m ost of our calculations, we w ill use the equivalent equation for the ancestor distrdbution,

cf {4),

P o ) u &)l &+
P

+

P p
®k 1)u k) ax 1+ u

+

p_
u (U G 1) B 1= r an;  (39)

which is the elgenvalie equation for the largest eigenvalue of the symm etric m atrix H . For the
latter, Raykigh’sprinciple is app]jcab]% which isa ge@eralm axinum principl nvolving the i1l
(N + 1)-din ensional space: r = sup, k,_‘ka“k‘y‘= ky}f, w ith non—zero y. In the follow ing
subsections we w ill show , for each of the three lin iting cases (cf Section @) separately, how

it boils down to the simnple scalar m axin um principle @) and the relation @), and give a
biological interpretation. W e w ill then com e to the derivation of the other identities.
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FIG . 4. Graphical constructions for the cbservable m eans follow ing the results in Section 3. Upper
part: r; is the maxin al distance r®) gx), cf @). This is attained at x = R, , cf ), where
°%; )= ¢°®, ). Lowerpart: x; isthe solution ofry = r(x; ), cf @).

4.1 Unidirectionalm utation

W e start w ith the lim it of unidirectionalm utation, since excluision of back m utations leads to a
considerably sin pler situation, and we can show how our ndings connect to wellkknown resuls.
To be speci ¢, we assum e u, 0 and qt > 0 fork < N . Allresuls then ollow fairly directly
from the equilbbrium condition ) .

Owing to u, 0, the equillbriim distrdbution p In general depends on Initial conditions.
Butu; > 0 In plies that for any such p, there exjstsapartiaﬂar]abelﬁ,o K N , which
divides all classes of genotypes into tw o parts according to

pk=0;k<k; pc>0;k k: (40)
E quivalently, we obtain for the corresponding keft eigenvector z :
7z = 0; k> k; z> 0;k k- 41)

Sinceax = pxzk, this show sthat the only non-zero elem ent ofthe ancestraldistribution isay = 1,

and that Kk is the equilbrium ancestor m ean ¥ of the m utational distance from the reference

class Xg. In line with this, the m utational distance of every line of ancestors in equilbrium

dynam ics converges to kK wih probability 1). For the classes w ith non-vanishing frequency, the
tness and totalm utation rate are thus related according to

f r=r® r=1R); rxxy) r<ud &e);ik> k; 42)
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the rstpart ofwhich corresponds to @) .

A ¥though the equilbrium distrbution is not unique, @) In plies that the one w ith m axin al
mean tness which isthe only stable one and is autom atically obtained in the lin it of vanishing
back mutations, u ! 0, orby starting with a population wih pg (t= 0) > 0) is characterized
by

r=r® u K= max I () u xy) 43)

for arbitrary choices of r (i) and ut &¢).0 bviously, @) is the discrete version ofthem axin um
principle given n Eq. 7).

Ifthe sequence r () or the sequence u* (%) ism onotonically decreasing (as in the bialklic
m odel), K is also the ttest class present In the equilbriuim population:

t=rR)=max rXy) pr® 0 : 44)
k
If additionally K coincides w ith the class ofm axin al tness, ie. £ = 1y ax, then @) is a special

case of Haldane's principle, which relates the m utation load 1to the deleterious m utation rate
ofthe trest class (K in ura and M aruyam a, 1964; Burger, 1998) :

1= 1,0« r=1u ®): 45)

In derivations of (variants of) Eq. @), it is often tacitly assum ed that the equilbrium frequency
of the ttest class is non—zero. This, however, is in general not the case and must be m ade
explict here since we are also interested in the change of the equilbrium distrdbution with
varying m utation rates. This can lead to a shift In k and hence 1 t.

42 The linear case

If tness values and m utation rates depend linearly on som e trait Y , as described in @), the
maxinum principle holds as an exact identiy. Thism ay be derived from @) by a short direct
calculation, which we present In A ppendix @

For an interpretation of this resul, rst consider a trait proportional to the mutational
distance X from the reference class, in which case the system coincides with the Fujiyam a
model. Since this is a m odel w thout epistasis, the m eans and variances are easily obtained
0 'Brden, 198%; Baake and W agner, 2001]). In particular, they are independent of the num ber
of classes. W hat is m ore, our derivation show s that they only rely on a lnear dependence of

tness and m utation fiinctionson som e trai, aswellasthe boundary conditions forthem utation
functions. Thism eans that they rem ain unchanged if m utation classes are pem uted, or even
sub pined or rem oved.

4.3 M utation class lim it

Since the proof of the m axinum principle ) and the relation ) inthelmit N ! 1 is
som ew hat technical we w ill jist give a sketch here and defer the details to A ppendix @ . The
m ain idea is to Jook at the system locally, ie. at som e interval of m utation classes in (39) and
) . This will provide us w ith upper and lower bounds for the m ean tness ofa system w ith
niteN (denotedby ry ). Inthelm &N ! 1 ,they can then be shown to converge to the sam e
valber; = Iimy: 1 1 .
For a lower bound, ket us consider subm atrices of the evolution m atrix H that, for any class
Xy, consist of the rows (@nd colum ns) corresponding to Xy , through Xyx;,. Each of them
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describes the evolution process on a certain interval of m utation classes at whose boundaries
there ismutational ow out, but none in. Thus, each largest eigenvalue, ry 5 5, corresponding
to the localgrow th rate, isa lower bound for ry; . In order to estim ate ry 5 ;», it is advantageous
to use the form ulation In ancestor form { w ith the sam e local grow th rates as Jargest eigenvalues
of the corresponding sym m etric subm atrices of H' . Here, Iower bounds can be found due to
Raylkigh’s principl, and ©llow from evaluating the corresponding quadratic form for the vector
L;1l;:::;0)7

1 K+ n q a

+ +
L % e b A u u u,, .u ; (46)
N mmno ] % ; k m 1Y% m ktnUk+n+1 7

q q

+ + +
where g, .. = u, + u, u, .u, u, u,
r

1

For an upper bound, consider a Jocalm axin um of the ancestor distrdbution, ie.a k¥ such
that ay+ g+ 1 (Wih the convention ay+31 = a 1 = 0 such a maximum always exists).
Evaluating ) for this k' then yields the inequality

+1°

Iy L+ % Kt S}:J‘p I &% K : @7)

Let now rx = r(xx) and u = u x,) be given by continuous fiinctions as describbed In
Eqg. @), and analogously g x = M k). (Them ore general case with a nite num ber of steps
In r is treated In A ppendix @.) For an increasing num ber of m utation classes, tness values
and m utation rates of neighboring classes w ill then becom e m ore and m ore sim ilar on the scale
of the total range of values. M ore generally, we can use that xy X 1= N—l ! 0 for any

niteiasN ! 1 .De ning, Preach x 2 [0;1], an appropriate sequence ky ) = ky X)), such
that xi,, ! x, we therefore obtain r(xy, i) g Kk, 1) ! rx) gx), wih gx) as de ned
n Eqg. @). Evaluating 1y, m ;n for ncreasing subm atrix dinensionn+ m ! 1 in that lim i,
wehave linpiq1 1 MMy 1 Oy mm = TX) gx) Preach x. Combining this with the upper
bound {7), in which supy (5, G )  SUB,pa @& @ &) ! SUP, pa &) g)) due
to the uniform convergence gy ! g (see Appendix @), gives

sup r®) gR) i) sup r®) g) ; (48)
x2 [0;11] x2 [0;1]

which In plies them axin um principle ) . Asshown at the end of A ppendix @, the ancestral
distrdbbution is sharply peaked around those x at which r(x) g&) ism axin al. T hus, whenever
the suprem um isunigque Which isthe generic case), Eq. @) follow s.

44 M ean m utational distance and the variances

In this subsection, we derive and discuss the resuls for the m ean m utational distance and the
variances, w hich hold In the Inear case and forN ! 1 .

If tnessislinear n an arbirary traityy = y Ky), the relation r = r(y) is inm ediate. For the
variance form ulas, we m ust additionally assum e that tness is linear in the m utational distance,
rX) = Iy ax x, or, equivalently, that allm utational e ects are equal. T hus, the covariances
In the general form ula ) vanish, and vy w” u ). Due to Inearity, this also determ nes
the variance In m utational distance as vy @* u )= . These relations do not require that
u (x) are linear in x; they reduce to @) if this is the case.

In the mutation class lim it, let us st assum e r to be continuously di erentiable on [0;1]
w ith derivative r°. E xpressing vy a1 asthe lin i varance for increasing system sizeN , and using
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) for the vardance ofeach nite system , vg 5 , we obtain

. +1 I 1
VR = 1m B
’ N1 N ! k N 1

& u, pr= P@° u), : (49)
Here, we m ade use of the fact that the m utational e ects converge to the corresponding values
of ¥, ie.the negative slope ofthe tness fiinction.

Since 10 is bounded, @) In particular show s that vg ; is nite, and hence

p:al byl 2
Vi = Im r}fpk e Px = Ilim N 1VR N =0: (50)
N1 o N1
For Increasing N , the distribution of tness values per class therefore concentrates around r. In
the lim i, if r is nvertble at r; , this xes the m ean mutationaldistance at x; = r *(y ), cf
), w hich approxin ates the m ean distance xy = Xy =N ofa nite systam to leading order in
N L.

W ith this,wehavewg; = IO(Xl yu' %1 ) u xy) ,cf @),whjd'l approxin atesvg )y =
Vg n =N . Note that the leading order tetm w rt.N ! isproportionalto P(x; ), which is the
population m ean of the m utational e ects in the lim it: S_N ! s_+1 = s_l = P&, ). (The
local curwature of r only gives rise to higher order corrections.) O bviously, the lading order
depends only on the e ective deleterious m utation rate, ut 1 ) u (x1 ), if this does not
vanish. O therw ise, the dom Inant term is of higher order in N 1,

T hevariance in x can be obtained via the linear approxin ation r (x) /' rx; )+ ro(xl Yx %)
asvg g = vaa =06k ))chf 39). I contrast to v, , v, decreases w ith increasing m utational
e ects at x. Interestingly, vz =v, can serve as an estin ate for the m ean m utationale ect (at
Jeast In our sin ple setup) { a quantity which is di cul to determm ine experim entally. For our
num erical exam ples in Sections[5.3 and [§, this works reasonably well (not shown).

C om paring the results w ith those for the linear case above, we see that, given r, the in nite
m utation class lim it can be interpreted as a local lnear approxin ation. T his does not m ean,
how ever, that nonlinearities (ie. epistasis) are gnored. T hey enter indirectly through the m ean

tness as determm Ined by the m axin um principle.

For tness functions w ith kinks, the derivation is analogous, as long as the left- and right-
sided lin its of % and thus the mutationale ects in the lm it N ! 1 , rem ain bounded. If r°
diverges at x; , or if there iseven a jymp iIn the tness function, v; diverges according to the
above relation. In the latter case, V,;; is nite and determ ined by the fraction ofthe population
below and above the jum p, which yields @) .

5 Interlide: A pplications and D iscussion

51 M utational loss

A ocentral role In this article is played by the m utational loss G, which was de ned In Eq. @)
as the di erence between the ancestor and population m ean tness n equilbbrium . Let us now
add som e further interpretation to this quantity. R ecapitulating relations @){ @), we obtain
forg = G=N in the fram ework of the generalm utation {selection m odel ):

1X 1 X
g=¢t r= N AMePi= Mij(zy  2)ps=
i3 i3

g . (51)
e :
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Tt is Instructive to com pare g w ith them utation load 1= 1r,.x r. Both quantities describe
the e ect ofm utation on the equilbbrium m ean tness. Butwhereasthem utation load com pares
the biological system with a ctitious system free ofm utations, the loss is essentially a response
quantity: In analogy w ith @), we have r’ ( = )g. Since mutation rates are usually not
sw itched on oro in nature, butm ay be sub ct to gradual change, the m utational loss seem s to
be the quantity ofm ore direct relevance for questions connected w ith the evolution ofm utation
rates.

From the above, we see that the loss can be understood as the linear com ponent of the load.
In particular, loss and load w ill coincide if the latter is Iinear in . Thisholds for unidirectional
m utation as long as the w ildtype has non-vanishing equilbrium frequency (and, m ore generally,
below a widtype threshold, see Section ), where 1, ox = £. In general, however, also non-
linear term s in  w ill contrbute to the load and we nd 1> g.

T he genetic load concept has often been criticized, since the reference genotype (usually
the one wih maxinum tness) is offen extrem ely unlkely to be found in the population at
all. This argum ent is m ade precise by [Ewens (1979, Ch. 92) and [G illespie (1991, Ch. 62) for
the substitution and the segregation load In nite populations. An analogous point m ay be
m ade against the m utation load, even In iIn nite populations: T he equilbriim frequency of the

ttest class is often close to zero (orm ay even vanish for unidirectionalm utation). T herefore,
m easuram ents of 1, oy In real populations are di cul, if not In possible, and the evolutionary
signi cance of the reference type seem s questionable.

Thisproblem iscircum vented in the de nition ofthem utational loss. A sa response quantity,
g iswellde ned as long as it ism eaningfiilto think ofa system as in equilbbrium . M easurem ents
of g could m ake use of m arker techniques in (pacterial or viral) clones In order to determ ine
clone sizes (and thus z) and ancestor frequencies, or determm ine directly the response of r to
changes In m utation rates, eg.by com paring strains w ith di erent m utation repair e ciencies.

Up to thispoint, we have entirely concentrated on the m utational loss as a response quantity.
T here is, however, a second line of interpretation, which clari es the role ofg In the equilbrium
dynam ics and also sheds som e light on the m aximum principl. If an individualm utates from
j to i, s o spring expectation changes by Z; 7, where the sign determm ines whether a loss
(+) orgain ( ) is mplied. Since t]%emutational ow from Jjto i in equilbrium jsMijpj,the
entire systam loses o spring at rate (zj zl)Mijpj,which isthe sam e as G (ocom pare w ith
Eq. £3) or B1)).

T he m utational loss does not include any infomm ation about the destination of the Yost’
o spring. This, however, m ay easily be found by recalling that, asym ptotically, every ancestor of
type i leaves z;p; descendants oftype j in the equilbrium population. Further,pi(z; 1)=& R
is the excess 0 soring produced by an i-individual. W e thus com e to a picture of a constant

ow ofmutants from the ancestor to the equilbrium population.

Let usnow tum to the m utational loss function g (x). Recall that, in the derivation of the
m axin um principl in them utation class Iim i, we cbtained r (x) g(x) asthe lading eigenvalue
ofa Iocal open subsystem around x; ifr; is the death rate due to population requlation in the
entire system , r(x) 1B g (x) is the net grow th rate of the subsystam at x. Hence, g(x) must
describe the rate of m utational loss due to the ow out of the local system . This can bem ade
m ore precise w ithin the fram ew ork of large-deviation theory, which w illbe presented in a future
publication. If r (x) g (x) has a unigue m axinum , In which case the ancestor distribution has
a singlke peak, the maxinum principlk ) alongwihr! 5 andf£! r® )asN ! 1
In plies that the m utational loss g = G=N oonverges to g®; ). Thus, g®R) can be taken as an
approxin ation to the actualm utational loss g In this case.

Letus nally add a ram ark conceming the in uence ofepistasis on them utational loss (in the

i

21



sense of a response quantity) in the single-step m odel. Follow ing the suggestion of P hillipset all
(2000), we speak ofnegative (positive) epistasisw rit.someclassk ifRyy7 Ry < )Ry Re 1.
T his entails synergistic (@antagonistic) interaction of deleterious m utations. T his way, negative
and positive epistasis are connected to concaviy and convexiy ofthe tness fiinction, and thus
to is second derivative (if welkde ned) being negative, respectively positive.

Letusnow keep them utation rates xed and com pare tness functionsw ith di erent degrees
of epistasis. Let g be a decreasing loss function, and r and rg two decreasing tness functions
w hich are either convex or concave, and only di er in an open subintervalof 0;1] that includes
R (the ancestralm ean trait underr). A ssum ethat rg r isa concave fiinction in our subinterval.
T hen rg describesm ore negative, or less positive, epistasis than r. U nder the above assum ption,
rs r has a unigue maxinum , whose position we denote by % . As ism ost easily seen from
the graphical representation of them aximum princple Fig. E), one then ndsXg> R whenever
Xg > R (@and vice versa), w here X4 isthe ancestralm ean trait underthem odi ed tness finction.
Since g (X) isdecreasing, it follow sthat g ®s) < g®) ifxg > R. IfR isam all (@sm ay be considered
typical of realistic exam ples), Increased negative epistasis w ill reduce the loss. T he oppositem ay
be said of decreased negative or increased positive epistasis, In line w ith the fact that the loss is
m axin al for the sharply-peaked landscape, which displays extrem e positive epistasis.

52 Haldane’s principle and evolution ofm utationale ects

A s we have seen In the discussion of the unidirectional case, the m aximum principle reduces
to a weltknown form of the Haldane{M uller principle in that lim it. U sing the concept of the
ancestor distribution, we w ill now reanalyze this principl in the broader context of m odels
w ith badck m utations. W e w ill also discuss consequences for the evolution of m utational e ects
and m utational robustness.

For m odels w ithout back m utations to the ttest genotype with non—zero equilbrium fre—
quency, Haldane’s principle says that the di erence In  tness between this type, 1, and the
population m ean l;s equal to the total m utation rate for 1. For our general m odel this reads
L=Rnpax Rt je“lM ﬁ,whereMjal is the m utation rate from the ttest type (or class) Tto
som e other type (or class) j 6 1. Note in particular that the load is ndependent of the m utant

tness values if the w ildtype itself has non-zero frequency n equilbriim , ie. 1= 0. Wewill
assum e Rg = Ry ax for sim plicity in this section.

Ifback m utations to the ttest class are present, butm utation rates, denoted by u, are an all
com pared to the tness advantage, u s, the relation for the load ism odi ed by a correction
tem of order u?=s @urger and H ofbauer, 1994). In the Hllow ing, we w ill reproduce this resul
in our setting by deriving an explicit expression of the correction term for the single-step m odel.
W ew illalso show that this lkading order contribution ofthe back m utations is exactly contained
in the estin ate of r as derived from them axinum principle.

Let us assum g, for notational sin plicity, that the w ildtype is also the ttest type present in
the equilbrium population, and rem ains so if back m utations are sw itched o . Suppose that
the back mutation rates u, are small com pared to the tness e ects, but not necessarily the
deleterious m utation rates ui . W e then cbtain, to Iinear order In u, ,

Qr
17 ul u-u 2 u; (52)
@Qu Po
1 u, =0 u; =0

where we have used Eq. @) for the derivative of r w ith respect to the mutation rates, and
zo = l=pg, zz = 0 Poru; = 0. Caleulating p1=py from the equilbrium condition for the
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m utation {selection equation, we nd

N
U, u
l=uy —21t—+0( P): (53)
Sy Bty

T his is in accordance w ith the result of Burger and H ofbauer (1994) ifalso uj, uj Sy -

O n the other hand, starting w ith a linear interpolation ofthe tnessand m utation functions
oftheform r(x) = ry+Nx (@ ®»),u” ®) =uj+Nx@U 4),andu &)= Nxu, Hr0 x
1=N ,we nd the load by using r from them aximum principl. To linearorder n u , a lengthy
but elem entary calculation yieldsthatr(x) g() ismaxinized atN x = fu, =) u +uj)?,
and we again cbtain Eq. @) for the Ioad. W e can therefore conclide that the m axin um
principle, when applied to nite N , still gives resuls that are correct to linear order in the back
m utation rates (cf Section E) .

In the preceding paragraphs, back m utations have m erely played the role ofa am allperturba—
tion ofthe system w ith unidirectionalm utation. O urm ain interest in this article, however, lies
In the case of su ciently Jarge m utation rates { or su ciently sm all tnesse ects of m utations
(@s In a nearly neutral landscape) such that the equilbriim distrbution isno longer dom inated
by one or a faw w ildtype states, but is dispersed overm any classes. T his is exactly the situation
In which one would assum e back m utations to becom e In portant, w ith e ects beyond a second
order correction tem . At the sam e tim e, this is the dom aln of validiy of the m utation class
Iim it, In which the m aximn um principl is also exact. W e then obtain

1=nmax TrR)+ gR) g@0) =14 ©) (54)

as an estin ate for the m utation load. C karly, the load is no longer independent of the tness
function as soon as the ancestralm ean tness = rR) di ers from the w ildtype tness. Note,
how ever, that the only quantity that m atters is the deviation of the ancestorm ean tness from

the w idtype tness.

Tt is Instructive to com pare the load for di erent tness functions. Let rg and r be tness
functions wih r(0) = rs0) = 1,ax, and rgX) rx) forallx 2 [0;1]. By the maxinum
principle, the Ioad w ith rg cannot be larger than with r. If ry x) > rx) at x = R, the ancestral
genotype under r, the load w ih rg is strictly am aller than with r. In this sense, higher m utant

tness tends to decrease the m utation load (@and vice versa).

Let us now extend these thoughts to the evolution of m utational e ects. To this end, we
consider a generalm utation {selection m odel (ie. not restricted to pem utation invariant tness
or single-step) . A ssum e there is an additionalm odi er locus, w hich is tightly linked to the other
loci and changes the tness of one or several of the original types or classes. (In the biallklic
m odel, this m ay, for exam ple, happen through epistatic interactions outside our pem utation
Invariant tness scheme.)

Let now a m odi er be introduced into the equilbbrium population at low frequency at tim e
t = 0 (by mutation or m igration), and consider is fate fort ! 1 . If there is no further
mutation at the m odi er locus, ‘gle m odi er will asym ptotically x (or get lost) In tem s of
relative frequencies, p (£) = y ©)=( ;yi(0)), ifthem odi ed system hasa larger (an aller) leading
eigenvalie than the originalone, in which casewewrite r> 0 (r< 0). If r= 0,themodier
w il equilbrate at an intem ediate frequency, the exact value of which depends on the niial
condiions.

The above argum ent is analogous to the clonal com petition m echanism as descrbed for
mutation rate m odi ers in asexual populations (for review, see Pniegow ski et al., 2000). It
requires slight m odi cation ifmutation at the original loci is unidirectional. Here, the fate of
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them odi er also depends on the genetic background it is introduced into at t= 0. Ifthe tness
m odi cations are so am all that the ttest type present ram ains the sam e In equilibbria w ith and
w ithout m odi er, the m odi er w ill always get lost if it does not already occur in individuals of
that type at t= 0. This follow s since all other types asym ptotically expect no o soring.

N ote that the com petition m echanian Just described works within the population, the sepa-
ration of genotypes w ith and w ithout m odi er being due to tight lnkage of the m odi er to the
prin ary loci. In particular, no group selection is in plied.

W hat consequences, now , does this have for the possibility of m utational e ects to evolve?
A gain, the answer involves the ancestor distrbbution. W e have seen in ) that changing the

tness values r; to r; + ; will change the equilbrium mean tnessby
X
r’ 1817 (55)

i

to rst order in the ;. From this, we now obtain the follow ng intuitive picture: In order for a
m odi cation to prevail In an equilbrium population, it has to invade the ancestors; otherw ise,
it willbe Washed away’.

Let us discuss this In som e m ore detail. A coording to our above discussion, the fate of the
m odi er is entirely determm ined by r if we have back mutations. Now, the right hand side
ofEqg. @) m ay be interpreted as the selection coe cient of the m odi er w ith respect to the
ancestor distribbution { assum ing that the m odi er is statistically lndependent of the other loci.
In order to understand w hy this quantity govems the lkading order of r, consider In niesim al
an all tness changes i, n whith case Eq. @) becom es exact. H ere, m utation w ill indeed drive
the m odi er distribution towards statistical independence in an initial period of tim e. In order
to eventually spread to xation, the m odi er now has to com pete sucoessfilly against those
types whose descendents m ake up the equilbriim population at an even later tine. These,
however, ollow the ancestor distribbution. In this sense, r m ay be understood asm easuring the
m odi er’s grow th w thin the ancestor population. In the sam e vein, the vector of the ancestor
frequencies can be seen as the gradient of the mean tness, pointing into the direction of the
Indirect (ie. second order) selection pressure exerted on the tnessvalues r;.

T his Jong-tem picture is in sharp contrast to the Initial grow th of them odi er in the popu-
Jation, which is detem ined by its selection coe cient w ith respect to the equilibrium population
and of course dependson the distribbution ofthem odi erover the typesatt= 0. If r ispositive
(negative), the m odi er w ill asym ptotically x (vanish) even if its iniial selection coe cient is
negative (positive). N ote, however, that this processm ay be very slow if r isanall

If there is no back mutation to the ttest class (or type) ?Lpresent, this is the absorbing
state of the backw ard process, In which all Iineages end, and the ancestor distribution is entirely
concentrated there (@3 = l,a;=0,]%6 ?L) .SoEq. @) Jleads back to the prediction of H aldane’s
principle that them ean tness is ndependent of them utant tnessvalues in this case. In order
to ‘nvade the ancestors’, a m odi erm ust be introduced into the ttest type in the st place,
and Increase is tness.

A ssum enow that thew ildtype tnessiskept xed butm utationale ects at the w ildtype are
m odi ed by variations of the m utant tness values. Such m odi ers are canalizing (orm odi ers
for m utational robustness) if they Increase the mutant tnesses, and decanalizing (m odi ers
for antircbustness) if they decrease the mutant tnesses (¥ agner et al, 1997, cf). It is now
clar from Eqg. ) that only an increase ofm utant tnessvaliesm ay lad to an evolutionary
advantage. Independently ofthe tness landscape or ofm utation pattems, we thusnever nd a
potential for the evolution of antirobustness in m utation { selection m odels; how ever, m utational
robustnessm ay, Indeed, evolve. H ere, m odi ers increasing the tnessofm utant classesw ith large
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FIG . 5. Comparison of population frequencies px (ear k = 40) and ancestor frequencies ay (ear
k= 15) orthebialkelicmodelwih = 0365 (Where isthe loss in reproduction rate due to a sihglke
m utation as in Fjg.E), = %, and N = 100. T he right axis refers to the tness functions used: additive
thessrx)= = 1 x (solid lines), and a modi ed version (dashed lines) that is favored w ith respect
to the additive one. Themodi ed tness is increased In regions of high ancestor frequencies. In this
particular exam ple, it is slightly decreased at the w ildtype and unchanged in other regions of vanishing
ancestor frequencies, but note that the success ofam odi cation is ndependent ofthe tnessvaliesthere.

ancestor frequencies w ill be under particularly lJarge (positive) selection pressure. If m odi ers
have deleterious sidee ects, these m ay even be the only ones that persist and go to xation ﬁ

Let us, for further analysis, consider two lm iting cases of the mutation schem e now . If
m utation isunidirectional, neitherm odi cations for robustnessnor for antirobustnessw illchange
them ean tness (at least underthe usualassum ption that the w ildtype is present in the original
equilbrium ). W e m ay conclude that there is no selection pressure on the mutant tness values
at all in this sin ple setting, and hence no potential for these to evolve ejtherﬂ On the other
hand, ifthem utation m atrix is sym m etric, M i3 = M 53, the ancestor frequencies are proportional
to the square of the population frequencies, a; é . Thus, the lJandscape is evolvable exactly in
those regions in which the equilbbrium frequency of the population distribbution is high.

N ote that we m ay com e to di erent resuls here depending on whether genotype classes or
single genotypes are the relevant entities. Ifm utation between genotypes is sym m etric (@s in our
bialklic modelwith = 0), modi ers of single genotypes w ill be particularly in portant if the
corresponding equilbrium frequency is high. For m odi ers of w hole genotype classes, how ever,
the asym m etricm utation schem e w ith respect to the classes is relevant, and them axin um ofthe
ancestor distribbution w ill in general deviate from the m axinum ofthe population distrioution.

In order to see w hat happensbetw een these lim ting cases, let us restrict our discussion again
to the single-step m utation m odel. H ere, the ancestor distribution becom es sharply concentrated
around R w ith an increasing num ber ofm utation classes (cfA ppendix @) . Sin ilar to the case
of unidirectional m utation, only a very m nor part of the tness function w ill thus experience

5N ote, how ever, that no predictions are m ade here conceming invadability of m odi er m utations, or xation
probabilities, if random drift becom es a weighty factor.

fFor very large, but nite populations (where M uller’s ratchet does not operate but there is drift am ong classes
of equal tness) the =xation probability of clones w ith and w ithout the m odi er is ultin ately determ ined only
by the Initial sizes of the respective w ildtype classes b abriel and Burger, 200d) . Any modi er which enters the
w ildtype class at low frequency w ill therefore get lost from this class and, consequently, from the population w ith
high probability.
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appreciable selection pressure. Note that this part need neither extend to the types which
contain the buk of the equilbrium distribution (concentrated around r < £), nor the largest

tness values at 1y ax > £. If robustnessm odi ers have deleterious side e ects, only those which
Jlead to bu ering in the ancestor region w illprevailat all. T herefore, if robustness evolves by the
m echanisn described, the strongly di erential selection pressure m ight lead to the em ergence
of synergistic epistasis at the sam e tim e. T his is illustrated In Fjg.E, wherem odi cation ofthe

tness function kadsto a attening near its summ i’ at x < R relative to the slope’ at x > R.
T he exam plk also show s that an increase In  tness around £ m ay com pensate for a deleterious
sidee ect of them odi erm utation which decreases the w ildtype tness.

5.3 A ccuracy of the approxim ation

In this subsection we w ish to illustrate the accuracy of the analytical expressions form eans and
variances given in Section E To pay respect to the invariance of the equilbrium distributions
under scaling of both reproduction and m utation rates w ith the sam e factor, we introduce
as an overall constant for the reproduction rates. It should be chosen to represent roughly
the average e ect of a single mutation on the reproduction rate in a mutant genotype W ih
the m axin um num ber of m utations considered) as com pared to the wildtype. This does not
exclide the possbility that e ects of single m utations m ay be quite large. In the gures, both
reproduction and m utation rates are given in unisofthis constant, ie.asr= , regpectively = .

FJgB displays an exam plk of a biallkelic m odel that deviates from all three exact lin iing
cases described in Section @, and, for com parison, three m odi cations that are closer to one
of the exact lin its each. A Il num erical values, also in the rest of this article and In Fjgs.ﬂ and
3, are virtually exact and, if not noted otherw ise, obtained by the power m ethod
fl969, Ch. 9, also known as von M ises iteration) w ith the evolution m atrix H . For continuous

tness fiinctions, the approxin ate expressions for the cbservable m eans agree w ith the exact
ones up to corrections of order N ! (as indicated by num erical com parison, not shown) or of
order @ )? (cf Section @) . For tness functionsw ith jum ps, the error seem s to be at m ost of
orderN 172 (cfF jg.); fora ymp at x = 0 such as In the sharply peaked landscape, how ever,
the corrections to r appear to be stilloforder N ! for the bialkelic m odel (CfF J'g.ﬂ) .

Further exam ples, exhibiting m ore conspicuous features, are shown in Section . Form ost
of them , one will also nd good agreem ent of num erical and analytical valies for the m eans
for sequences of length N = 100; for the variances, however, one som etin es needs longer ones,
like N = 1000. In the biallelic m odel, we generally nd stronger deviations for higher m utation
rates, as In this regin e back m utations becom e m ore and m ore In portant, w hereas for sm all
m utation rates, deviations are of linear order in

6 M ore applications: threshold phenom ena

In this section, we w illtake a closer ook at how the equilbrium behavior ofa m utation { selection
system changes ifthem utation rates are allow ed to vary relative to the correspondingm utational
e ects. In order to keep the overall shapes of the tness and mutation functions constant, we
vary all mutation rates by a comm on scalar factor 0. Concentrating on the single-step
m utation m odel in this section, we choose as them ean m utation rate over all classes,

R

= @eN) b +u) (56)
k=0
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FIG .6. Thetop row refersto a bialklicm odelthat deviates from allthree exact lim iting cases described
In Section @ In having a strongly non-additive tness function r= (left, solid line), symm etric site
mutation ( = 0), and san allsequence length N = 20). Them ean valies ofthe observables m iddl) and

corresponding variances (right) are shown as a function of the m utation rate = , both for the m odel
Itself (sym bols) and according to the expressions given In Sectjonﬂ (Iines, som etin es hidden by sym bols).
Even here, we nd reasonable agreem ent. D eviations, however, are visbl for lJarger m utation rates.
As can be seen from the last two row s, going towards any of the three exact lim is, ie. ncreasing the
num ber of m utation classes (leff, N = 100), going to m ore asym m etric m utation m iddle, = 08), or
using a di erent tness function w ith less curvature (right, r= : top lkft, dashed line), we nd that these

deviations vanish quickly. In the case of increasingly asym m etric m utation, however, this is not true
for the variances, since the approxin ation becom es only exact here in either of the other two lim its (cf
Section 1 4).
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(recallthatu, = ug = 0). Thisisconsistent w ith the de nition of asthem ean pointm utation
rate for the biallkelic m odel, cfEq. @) and Fig. . By slight abuse of notation, we de ne the
shape of the m utational loss function as g(1;x) = 1g (x) (which does not depend on ), and

Introduce asa variabl param etervia g( ;x)= g(l;x).

6.1 M utation thresholds

Consider a population In m utation { selection balance. U sually, ifm utation rates change slightly,
the population w illm ove on to a new equilbrium w ith the observables, lke m eans and variances
oftraits and tness, close to the old ones. At certain criticalm utation rates, how ever, threshold
phencom ena m ay occur, associated w ith m uch larger e ects on trais or tness. T he prototype
of this kind of behavior is the socalled error threshold, 1rst cbserved in a m odel of prebiotic
evolution m any years ago ) and discussed In num erousvariants ever since (for review ,
see E igen et al,, 1989; B aake and G abrie], 2000).

In the Pollow ing, we w ill discuss and classify ¥rror threshold lke’ behavior in our m odel
class. W e shall, however, avoid the term error threshold as the collective nam e for all threshold
e ects that m ay be observed, but rather, and m ore generally, speak of m utation threshods.
This is because the de nition of the error threshold is closely linked to the m odel in which it
had been cbserved originally, nam ely the quasispecies m odel w ith the sharply peaked tness
landscape. W hilem any e ects ofthe origihal error threshold w illtum out to generalize easily to
the m uch larger class of m odels considered here, the criterion of the loss of the wildtype, which
has frequently been taken as the de ning property of the error threshold, seem s to be applicable
only in special cases.

W e want to be as general as possbl as far as the tness m odel and m utation schem es
are concemed, but speci ¢ about the responsible evolutionary forces. E rror thresholds have
also been descrbed as driven by the jpint action of m utation and segregation (H igg 4) or
recom bination (B oerlikt et al., 1994) . W e w ill not consider these phenom ena.

Let us now de ne the notion m utation threshold. Ideally, a characterization should give a
precise m athem atical de niion in the m odeling fram ework which, at the sam e tin e, captures
biologically signi cant behavior. A sm ay be seen from the varying and som etim es lncom patble
de nitions that have previously been suggested for the error threshold (see, eg., the discussion
in B aake and G abrie], 200(), this can be a com plex problam . Let us therefore start w ith a verbal
description :

A mutation threshold for a particular trait or tness is the pronounced change of
the equilbrium distrbution of the trait or tness values within a narrow range of
m utation rates. Here, the threshold phenom enon is purely due to the interplay of
m utation and selection.

N ote that we only consider e ects on distribbutions, not on absolite num bers. T his dem arcates
m utation thresholds from m utationalm eltdown e ects (cf{ abriel et al.,, 1993).

In order to com e to a stringent m athem aticalde nition, a two-fold lm it m ust be considered
for any generalm utation { selection m odel @I) . These are the In nite population Ilim it, which we
assum ed right from the beginning, and the lin  of an in nite num ber of m utation classes.

Application of the in nite popultion lim it is a direct consequence of the last condition in
the verbal de nition above. A smutation thresholds result from mutation and selection alone,
they must persist n the absence of genetic drift. Hence, unlke drift e ects (lke M uller’s
ratchet), these phenom ena can not be avoided by increasing population size. For the purposes
of analysis and classi cation, therefore, determ inistic m odels provide the right fram ework. O £
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course, aspects of thresholds should also persist in (large) nite populations, if the phenom ena
are biologically relevant. For som e m odels thishasbeen con m ed in num erical studies
bnd Schuster, 1989; Bonhoe er and Stadler, 1993): W hile certain properties of the threshold
(such asthe criticalm utation rate) m ay be alered by nite population size, the threshold e ect
as such is not elim inated by drift.

The in nite mutation class lim i, on the other hand, is needed to give the vague notion
of a bronounced change’ a m ore precise m eaning In m athem atical term s. O ur intention is to
specify this notion as a discontinuous change of a biological cbservable (or, at least, of one
of its derivatives) as a function of . In any nite system with back mutations, however,
this clearly con icts with the fact that the population frequencies are analytic functions of
the m utation ratesﬂ The sam e problem also arises for the de nition of phase transitions in
physics. Phase transitions, therefore, are de ned as non-analyticity points of the free energy
In the thermm odynam ic lim it (ie. for in niely large systam s). Since the n nite m utation class
Iim it is just the counterpart of the therm odynam ic Iim it In ourm odels (cfA ppendix El), w e take
this concept of theoretical physics as our guideline and characterize di erent types of m utation
thresholds by discontinuities or kinks in the equilbbrium m ean and/or variance of som e trait or
of tnessasa function of i thelmit N ! 1 . (Therfre, we will om it the subscript 1
throughout this section.)

Let usadd a &w com m ents conceming this strategy:

1. Firstly, and m ost in portantly, the proposed procedure is n accordance w ith the origi-
nal de nition of the error threshold: In the quasisgpecies m odel, a kink in the w ildtype
frequency (and thus the mean tness) as a function of the totalm utation rate was st
established by an approxin ate formula or nite sequence length by Eigen (1971)), which
was later ound tobeexact mthe Imit N ! 1 (Swetina and Schuster, 1987). The nite
system isthuse ectively approxin ated by an In nite one. In order to capture the behavior
of the nite system In the lim i, the total mutation rate and the selective advantage of
the w ildtype m ust scale w ith the number of classes N (thus kaving the m ean m utational
e ect per class constant; cf Franz and Pelitj, [[997). T he equivalence of this phenom enon
w ith a m agnetic phase transition has st been established by [Leuthausser (1987), and
was later used by [Tarazona (1994) and m any others.

2. W hereas we have Introduced the mutation class lim i m ainly as an approxin ation for
real system s with a nie number of classes, is use in the present context rather has a
conosptual reason. Analogously to phase transitions in physics, the threshold should be
considered as a property of the lin it that m anifests itself (@s a bronounced change’) in

nite system s as well (cf the num erical exam ples in F igs. El, E, and @{@) .

3. D iscontinuities In the biological cbservables can also arise In  nite system s if the evolution
matrix H is reducbl (as for unidirectionalm utation). T hen m utation thresholds can be

directly de ned for nite N . This has previously been done by W ihe (1997) and w illbe
discussed in Section 63 below .

6.2 D escription of threshold types

Follow ing the lines of the above reasoning, we now com e to a description of di erent types of
m utation thresholds. In our list we w illnot lnclide any discontinuous change that m ight occur,

"This llow s from the P erron {Frobenius theorem and the fact that the PF eigenvalue and eigenvector depend
analytically on them atrix entries. Since the PF eigenvalie is real and unigque under the above conditions, it never
crosses w ith the second largest eigenvalue as a function of any m odel param eter, such asm utation rates.
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FIG . 7. The error threshold of the sharply peaked landscape (eft) wih r(0) = (ullet) and
rx) = 0 orx > 0 (line), for the biallelic m odel with symm etric mutation ( = 0). The observable
m eans are shown in them iddle, the varances on the right. Sym bols correspond to N = 100, lines to the
expressions in Section E The ancestral tness £( ) (not shown) jimps from to 0 at = . Notethat

V, Dllow s the scaling descrbed by §#9) and isgiven by 3]) orN ! 1 .

but rather concentrate on pronounced changes of potential evolutionary signi cance. To this
end, we w ill take the original error threshold of the sharply peaked landscape as our reference
and analyze four of its characteristic properties, nam ely (chjg.ﬁ) :

A kink In the population mean tness,

the loss of the w ildtype from the population,

com plete m utational degradation, and

a Jum p in the population m ean of the m utational distance (or som e additive trait).

For these threshold e ects, we w ill check whether and how they extend to the pemn utation—
Invariant class of m utation { selection m odels. W e w ill discuss their origin, analyze how they are
related, and form ulate criteria or the tness fnction to exhibit each threshold e ect, or type of
threshod, separately.

6.2.1 Fitness thresholds

Aswe will see below, the kink in the population m ean tness is, In m any respects, the m ost
fundam ental agpect to classify m utation thresholds. W e therefore discuss it rst.

Phenom enon. Them ost pronounced change that m ay happen to the tness distribution at
som e critical mutation rate . is characterized by a kink In the mean tness r as a function
of (le.a Jymp In is derivative). W e will refer to this phenom enon as a m utation threshold
In tness, or tness threshod for short. Usihg Eqg. @) and the m axinum principl, we see
that an altemative de nition can be given in tem s of the ancestor distribbution. Here, a tness
threshold isde ned by a jum p In them utational loss (@sa function of ),g= gR) = Qr=@ ,

corresponding to jum ps In R and the ancestormean tness £ = rR). A s a consequence of the
kink in r, the m ean m utational distance x, and the variances vg and vy , w ill typically show a
kink aswell.
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FIG .9.M eans m iddlk) and varances (right) for a biallelicm odelw ith asym m etricm utation ( = 04),

and a tness function r= (left) that displays strong positive epistasis near x = 0:15. One therefore
observesa tnessthreshold ( .= ' 0:562). Symbols correspond toN = 100, dashed lnestoN = 500,
and solid lines to the expressions in Section E

Interpretation and graphical representation. The origin ofa tness threshold is easily
understood from them axinum principle. For a generic choice of , the function r x) g( ;x) is
m axin ized for a unigque x = R. For som e tness functions, however, there are particular values
of that lad to multipl solutions. It is precisely this phenom enon of two distinct ancestor
distribbutions becom ing degenerate w ith respect to the m axinum principle which m arks the
threshold. Thism ay be illustrated graphically as shown In FJg

Let usadd a ram ark conceming the transferability of these notions to the original biologicall
modelwih xed, nie N . In de ning tness thresholds in the m utation class lim it, we have
tacitly assum ed that the tness function r reasonably interpolates the discrete tness values
of the originalm odel. In order to avoid Ybsesudo-thresholds’ driven by purely local features of
the tness function on a scale an aller than 1=N , the e ects should be stable under di erent
Interpolations. N ote that one way to assure this is to apply the m axin um principle only to the
discrete point set fxi g = fk=N g and ask ora jump In R over m ore than one m utation class.
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In any case, the example in Fig.[§ and those in F igs. [J{[L show that the threshold e ects are
usually clearly visbl also for nie N .

C riterion. To derive a criterion for the existence of a tness threshold for a given tness
function r, we use the follow ing argum ent. A coording to the above de nition, a tnessthreshold
is signaled by a jymp in ®. Thus, n any tness landscape without a threshold, R () varies
continuously from the wildtype position X, n = lim | g R( ) to the position of the m utation

equilbbrium , Xp ax = 1M | 1 R(),wheregXyax) = 0 (orthebiallelicm odel, Xy ax = A+ )=2).
T herefore, at each x in the halfopen nterval Ky in;Xmax [them axinum in @(J) is attained for
some nite .Ifrandu aretwice continuously di erentiable in the closed interval K 7 Xm ax Ir
then g is tw ice continuously di erentiable in Xy i i Xm ax [and we arrive at the follow Ing su cient

condition for the non-existence ofa tness threshold:

8% 2 KnmiXmax[ 9 > 0 : r’®) = g°(;x) and r®x) < g®(;x): (57)

Expressng = (x) through the derivatives of r and g, we can state an existence condition in

the follow ing general form , cf A ppendix @:

There isa tness threshold in the m utation {selection equilbbrium at som e criticalm utation rate
¢ ifand onlk if

P ®)g® x)

®
sup r®) ——p 0: (58)

X2 K in i&m ax ] gO(X)

For the biallelic m odel, this reads:
0 1

B P x)

sup 8 rPx) q 8 0: (59)
X2 Kp in i%m ax ] 2% (l X) 1 2% + 2 x (1 x)

1 2

In the special case that the supramum in @) is zero, but is assum ed only In a singlke point xq,
there is actually no jump In R. Here, we cbtain lim iting cases of a threshold, In the sense that
a Jymp In R may be obtained by arbitrarily am all changes In the slope or curvature of r or g.
T ypically, this lin ting behavior is ndicated by an In nie derivative of the function R () at
2= xo (cfAppendix[C)f

D iscontinuities iIn the tness function or its derivatives can form ally be included In @) by
considering left- and right-sided lin its separately. For a kink in r, we om ally set r¥P= 1 or
= 1 , respectively, if ¥ ncreases or decreases at this point (which m akes @) true in the
form er, but not in the latter case). Finally, a ymp In r always results n a tness threshold.

N ote that the criteria presented here do not indicate whether there are one or muliple
thresholds for a given com bination of r and u . Neither do they provide direct inform ation
about the value of r at the threshold, or about .. In fact, @) and ) are independent of the
scalar factor , but only depend on the shapes ofthe m utation and tness function. Answers to
these questions, however, are easily derived from the m axinum principl for any soeci ¢ r and
u ,andm ay also be obtained from the graphical construction, cfthe discussion in the preceding
paragraph.

®1n physics, this kind of behavior corresponds to the im portant class of continuous phase transitions, cfA p—
pendix El In the biologicalm odels, how ever, these non-generic lim iting cases do not seem to justify a category of
their own.
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FIG.10. The gure shows, as a solid line, the m nimum exponent g, param etrizing epistasis of the

tness function r(x) = ®pax X)9, that isneeded to obtain a tness threshold in the bialklic m odel as
a function of the asymm etry param eter of the site m utations rate. T he exponent varies continuously
from quadratic (for symm etric site mutation, = 0) to linear (for unidirectionalmutation, = 1).
For g > 2 (dashed line), the tness threshold is also a degradation threshold (see Section ) . For
this com bination of tness and mutation finctions, a w ildtype threshold only occurs for unidirectional
mutation ( = 1).

D iscussion. Underwhatcoonditionsshouldweexpecta tnessthreshold to exist in am utation {
selection system ? The above criterion @) com pares r®, which m easures the epistasis of the

tness fiinction, w ith g® weighted by a factor r’=g°. Under the reasonable assum ption that the
rate ofback m utationsu increases w ith the distance to the w ildtype, w hereas the rate of dele—
terious m utations u* decreases, we have g° < 0 and r%g°> 0 for decreasing tness finctions.
Typically, ifthe curvature ofu™ andu isnot too large, we also nd g¥> 0. The criterion then
showsthat a nitem ininum strength of positive epistasis ¢®> 0, cfthe end of Section ) is
required fora tnessthreshold. For the bialklicm odelw ith r(X) = & ax xfl, this is shown
In Fig. . Vanishing curvature or even concavity of the mutational loss fiinction, g% 0, on
the other hand, m ay even lad to thresholds for tness fiinctions w ith negative epistasis.

A s will becom e apparent in A ppendix El, the tness threshold as de ned above is the bio—
logical counterpart of a rst order phase transition In physics. Since ®, which transhtes into
the m agnetization, plays the role of the order param eter, the phase transition is generically rst
order, and continuous only In the lin ting case m entioned above. Note that positive epistasis
w ith quadratic exponent g = 2 in a bialklic m odel w ith sym m etric site mutation ( = 0), as
has been discussed by Baake and W agner (2001)), is jast such a lin iting case. The physical
analogy show sthat a tnessthreshold is indeed a true collective phenom enon on the lkevelofthe
sites or loci. T he essential selfenhancing e ect sin ply is that in regions of positive epistasis the
selection pressure decreases w th any new deleterious m utation.

6.2.2 W ildtype thresholds

The loss of the wildtype is the classic criterion for the original error threshold as de ned by

igen (1971)): For the sharply peaked landscape, the frequency pg of the widtype (or m aster
sequence) ram ains nie for anall mutation rates even for N ! 1 , but vanishes above the
criticalm utation rate. The sam e e ect m ay be observed for any tness function wih a jump at
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the w ildtype position xy 1 ﬁ N ote that this does not depend on w hetherwe assum e the w ildtype
class to contain only a single or a lJarge num ber of genotypes (the latter case has som etin esbeen
called the phenotypic error threshold, cfH uynen et all, [1994) .

If r is continuous at xy, 1, however, the population distribution sporeads over a lJarge num ber
of mutation classes wih sim ilbhr tness for any nie mutation rate. W hile for nie N the
frequency in any class rem ains positive for arbitrary (as long as there are back m utations),
the frequency of any single m utation class (including the w ildtype class) vanishes forN ! 1 .
A cocording to the original de nition, error thresholds therefore depend on strongly decanalized
w ildtypes in the sense that delterious m utations wih an all m utational e ects are virtually
absent. W hilke such a m odel was found to be adequate In certain cases, such as the evolution
of coliphage Q and certain viruses (cf E igen and B ioricher, 1988)), and could be favored by
pleiotropy (W axm an and Peck, 1999), slightly deleterious m utations are generally assum ed to
occur In m ost biologically relevant situations , , Ch.8.7; , ) .

Still, one m ay ask for som e related phenom enon that goes together w ith the loss of the
w idtype in allm odels in which thise ect is observed,[] but de nesa threshold also in a broader
m odelclass. The tnessthreshold asde ned above doesnotm eet this requirem ent, sihce tness
functions with a jum p at the w idtype m ay wellhave multiple tness thresholds, but only lose
theirw ildtype once. Instead, we w illgive a de nition which isbased on the ancestor distribution.

Phenom enon. W e de ne the wildtype threshold as the largest m utation rate . > 0 below
which the ancestralm ean tness coincides w ith the tness of the w ildtype:

£()=20)= rnax; < : (60)
The threshold m ay equivalently be de ned as the lJargest _ below which R() = Xpin. As

a consequence, the population m ean tness r regponds linearly to an Increase of the w ildtype
thessif < ,butbecom es independent of (su ciently am all) changes in the w ildtype tness
above the threshold.
N ote that for unidirectionalm utation, the ancestral average ® (in general) also denotes the
ttest classw ith non-vanishing equilbrium frequency forany nieN ,cfEq. ( . In this special
case, the w ildtype thus Indeed vanishes from the population at _ . Threshold criteria in m odels
w ith special unidirectional m utation schem es have been derived previously, see the discussion
below i Section [63.

C riterion. For a wildtype threshold to occur, r (x) g(;x) mustbemaxin ized at x = Xy in
forsome > 0. Assum ing r and g to be continuously di erentiable for x > x 1, We arrive at
the criterion

9ix)  glitm) | g°(1;%)

Iim
X& Xp in r(x) T i) X& Xm in rO(X)

<1; (61)

see A ppendix @ for a proof. F iness functions w ith a jum p at the w ildtype position lead to a
threshold for any continuous g.

°As the mean tness varies continuously, the wildtype frequency in the lim it decreases lhearly with the
m utation rate, untilthem ean tness reaches the lower value at the jum p. For larger m utation rates, the w ildtype
frequency In the lin it is zero due to the sharpness of the population distribution forN ! 1 (cf Section @) .
04e, basically for tness functions with a jJump at the wildtype, and for certain m odels w ith unidirectional
m utation, see the discussion in Section
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FIG .11.M eans (m iddl) and varances (rght) for a m odelw ith sym m etricm utation ( = 0),N = 100

(sym bols), and the tness function rx) = % (1 x)? with an additional sihgle peak of height at

x = 0 (left). Due to the lJatter, one ndsa w ildtype threshold ( .= ’ 0:#%641),which isalso a tness
threshold. Lines corresoond to the expressions in Section E For 1l r= < %, ie. O = < %, the
variance n tness no longer follow sEqJ. @), but scales di erently and is given by @ forN ! 1 (see
the discussion in Section @) .For niteN ,we can approxin ate vg by a com bination ofboth relations,
w here @) and @) dom nate for sm alland large , respectively. Note that r isanalyticat = = %;we
thus have no tness threshold at this point.

D iscussion. Note rstthat a wildtype threshold will always lad to non-analytic behavior of
R()andr() in _ and is therefore closely related to a tness threshold. In general, how ever,
it need not show up as a prom inent feature with a jum p in m eans or variances as functions of
them utation rate. If we have a tnessthresholdwih a ymp In R( ) at R = X in, however, this
w illalso be a w ildtype threshold. In a systam w ith a series of thresholds, the w ildtype threshold
(if i exists) is always the one w ith the sn allest ..

T he existence of a w ildtype threshold, and also the Yoss of the w ildtype’ where applica—
ble, depends on the strength of the deleterious m utational e ect at the w ildtype, m easured by
r°®p ;). T he degree to which the w ildtype requires a tness advantage to avoid the threshold
depends on the m utational loss function. Ifg hasa nite derivative at Xy, 1, we always obtain a
threshold if the m utational e ects do not tend to zero. In m any in portant situations, lke the
biallelic m odel and x, n = 0, however, a w idtype threshold requires tness functions w ith a
rather sharp peak, like r (x) Rwihp 1=2 ortheoneusedjntheaamp]ejnFjg.Note
that this result depends on back m utations, which m ake the slope of g diverge at x = 0. For
u 0, however, the situation changes drastically, and we cbtain a threshold ifonly JP(O) < 0,
as described above.

Since g(0) = u* (0), we see from Egs. ) and @) that r and x (put not necessarily the
variances) are una ected by back m utations for m utation rates below the w ildtype threshold.
Further, the m utation load coincides w ith the m utational loss, 1= 1, ax r=¢ r=1(0),
and therefore provides a m eaningfiilm easure for changes in r if the m utation rate is varied. In
this sense m ay be seen as a point up to which back m utations can be safely ignored.

C

6.2.3 D egradation thresholds

Phenom enon. A far reaching e ect of the error threshold is that selection altogether ceases
to operate. W e de ne a degradation threshold as the an allest m utation rate Z above which
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the population m ean tness is insensitive to any further increase of the m utation rate:

%= g;r(N=0; > L: (62)

T his isequivalent to the condition R ( ) = Xy ax Or > ; . A Is0, the otherm eans and variances
then coincide w ith their values in m utation equilbrium , and the population is degenerate.

C riterion. Selection ceases to operate according to the above de nition ifand only if r (x)

g(;x) Ismaxinalat x = Xpax Where g( jXpax) = 0) Prany nite > . Shoeeg is

continuous and strictly positive forx < x, .x and > 0, i issu cient to com pare the asym ptotic
behavior of r and g in the neighborhood of xy, ax, C£A ppendix E:

g E&) Tlha) | rPx)

X% Xm ax g(l;x) x% Xmax gO(1;x)

<1 : (63)

D iscussion. Thedegradation threshold is related to the tmnessthreshold in an analogousway
as the w ildtype threshold above. In particular, we always nd non-analytic behavioroff () and
r()at Z , but not necessarily a jym p or a kink. However, a tness threshold with a jum p of
R () onto Xy ax Isnecessarily a degradation threshold. Ifthere is a serdes of thresholds connected
w ith a system ful Iling @), the degradation threshold obviously is the last one as increases.

T he criterion @) In plies an In portant necessary condition for a degradation threshold,
nam ely r Xy ax) > 1 ; ie. genotypes should not be kthal at this point. T his paralkls a well-
known su cient condition for the existence of a nom alizable lm it distribbution for arbitrary
m utation rates in m odels w ith non-com pact state space M oran, 1977; Burger, 2000, p. 128).
From a bioclogical point of view, a nite value of r (xy 5x) m eans that not the whole genom e,
but only the part relevant for a speci ¢ function or phenotypic property is included in the
m odel, and the genetic background is under su ciently strong selection to be stable under
the m utation rates considered and guarantees survival of the population. W e m ay then obtain
m utational degradation w .r.it. the function under consideration if this function is less robust
under m utation than the background, and tness thus kevels out at a nite value. E ssentially,
this is the threshold criterion previously given by W agner and K rall (1993) in their treatm ent
of single-step m odels w ith unidirectionalm utation (see the discussion in Section @) .

For them ore generalm odelw ith back m utations, we see that r (x) m ust approach the tness
levelat r (xy ax) su clently fast in orderto ful 11 (. For the biallelic m odel, it is easy to show
that we need positive epistasisw ith at Jeast a quadraticexponent, ie.r r®nax)t Kmax XF-
C learly, we always obtain mutational degradation if r(x) = rXyax) already or x < =Xy ax,
corresponding to the reasonabl assum ption that a m Ininum of non-random coding region is
needed for the gene or function considered to show a tness e ect at all. An examplk for a
degradation threshold is given in FJg

Note nally that we obtain a degradation threshold that at the sam e tim e is a w ildtype
threshold (@nd a tnessthreshold with a jump ofR from Xy i tO Xy ax) fand only if

r&m i) T (% ax)
sup r®) rlpax) 9IK) 0; (64)

X2 K in iXm ax ] g(xmm)

as ism ost easily seen w ith the help of the graphical representation, chJ'g.. C learly, Eq. @)
is ful lled for the sharply peaked landscape used n F ig. Ij, but also for truncation selection, see
Fig.[13.
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FIG. 12. Means (niddlke) and variances (right) for a m odel w ith asymm etric mutation ( = 0:=3),

N = 100 (symbols), and the tness function r(X) = Kpax X)=EXpax)?with xpax= L+ )=2= 09
andg= 22 (eft). Asg> 2,one ndsadegradation threshold ( = ’ 0#606),which isalsoa tness

threshold, cfF i. @ A s ? behaves jast lke r R) with a sin ilar accuracy of the approxin ation, it is not
shown here.
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FIG . 13. Means (middlk) and variances (right) for a m odel wih symm etric mutation ( = 0) and
truncation selection, ie.rx) = for x % and rx) = 0 otherwise (leff). As In the sharply

peaked landscape, cfFig. ﬂ, one nds a combined tness, wildtype, degradation, and trait threshold
(= ' 294). A0, the variance In tness follow s the di erent kind of scaling as described by ( and
is given by ) forN ! 1 . Symbols correspond to N = 100, dashed lines to N = 1000, and solid
lines to the expressions in Section E A s £ behaves just like r(R) with sim ilar accuracy, it is not shown
here. N ote that the deviations of the approxin ate expressions are som ew hat stronger (of order N 1=2)
for tness functions w ith jum ps, cf Section E
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FIG .14. M eans (m iddlk) and variances (right) for a m odelw ith asymm etric m utation ( = 0:5) and
a tness function r= (kft) wih an ambiguity for rix)= = 0:5. Thus, one nds a trait threshold
( ¥= ' 0:372),which precedesa tness threshold ( .= ’ 0:408), cf Section . Sym bols correspond

to N = 100, dashed linesto N = 500, and solid lines to the expressions in Section E A s f behaves just
like r ®) with sin ilar accuracy, it is not shown here.

6.2.4 Trait thresholds

Phenom enon. A s stated above, there is usually a kink In the population m ean of the m uta—
tional distance x () (or som e other trait) at a tness threshold. T he m ost pronounced change
In the equilbrium distribution of x, however, is a jim p of x at som e m utation rate £, referred
to as a trait threshold. Since a discontinuous change In x is usually accom panied by a jimp in
the Iocal mutation ratesu (x) as wellas r’ (), it typically also kads to jmps n v and vy .
Themean tness, however, isnot at alla ected at such points (if they do not colncide w ith a

tness threshold as de ned above).

C riterion. Sihcetheequilbriuim mean tnessr( ) asa function ofthem utation rate isalways
continuous, we easily conclude from r = r(x) that a Jump In x occurs ifand only if the tness
function is not strictly decreasing from X i tO X ax -

D iscussion. Obviously, any tness landscape w ih a trai threshold also ful 1Is ) and thus
also hasa tnessthreshold, but not vice versa. W e have ¥ (le.the Jmp In x I general
precedes the tness transition w ith the jum p In R); see the exam ple In F ig. @ This show s, In
particular, that w ith varying m utation rate there m ay be large changes in the phenotype that
m ay be accom panied by changes in the tness variance, but have virtually no e ect on m ean
tness. Trait and tnessthresholds should, therefore, be clearly distinguished. In contrast to the
tness threshold or a phase transition in physics, the trai threshold is not driven by collective

(selfenhancing) action, but sim ply m irrors a local feature of the tness function.

6.3 Unidirectionalm utation

In this section, we brie y discuss how the de nitions of m utation thresholds specialize for uni-
directionalmutation ( = 1 for the bialklicm odel). An exam pl is given in F i. . W e shall
also take the chance to m ake contact w ith previous resuls on threshold criteria by
K rall (1993) and by W_iehe (1997), where related m odels w ere studied.

For the above de niion of thresholds, the m axinum principle In the mutation class lin i
hasplayed a central role. Since, for vanishing back m utations, it reduces to H aldane’s principle
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FIG .15. Means (m iddlk) and variances (right) for a m odel w ith unidirectional m utation ( = 1),
N = 20 (symbols), and the tness fiinction r= shown on the left. Them eansr and R were calculated via
the discrete m axIn um principle @) . For x and the variances the population distrdbution was calculated
explicitly using the recursion follow ing from g) for U, 0; solid lines refer to the expressions from

Section E O ne observes both a w ildtype and a degradation threshold. As £ is exactly r(R), i is not
shown here.

and is also exact for nite N , m any of the notions above can be formm ulated directly, avoiding
the Iim it. A s has been described in Section @, the ancestralm ean of the m utational distance
(or trait) agreesw ith them Inin alx in the equilbrium population. Since thism ininum can only
assum e discrete values or nite N , um ps in R w ill necessarily occur for some . For a system
w ith a Jarge num ber of m utation classes which we consider here), this should, however, not be
regarded relevant. In line w ith the above reasoning on the applicability ofthe tness threshold
de nition for nite system s and previous de nions of the error threshold for unidirectional
mutation, i seem s reasonable to restrict the tem threshold to the st and the last jump,
ie. the loss of the w ildtype { agner and K rall, 1993; W iehe, 1997) and the point of com plte
m utational degradation i _iehe, 1997), and to jum ps of ® over m ore than one class.
T hreshold criteria are easily found as analogs of the above relations (note that g reduces to
u* ifback mutations vanish). A s condition for the existence ofa tness threshold with a jmp
over m ore than one class, for exam ple, we obtain for m onotonic u; :
" + + + #
S Y Y

m}?x - - — O:
Ser1 Yk Y2

(65)

W e aways nd a wildtype threshold w ith loss of the ttest class if the total range of tness
values is nite. If there are kthal genotypes (. = 1 ), we obtain no such threshold if (and
only if) the m utation rate at all non—-lethal types is Jarger or equal to the m utation rate at the
w ildtype. For the special case of a constant m utation rate (u; = oconst, k< N, u; = 0), this
reproduces the criterion by W agner and K rall (1993). A degradation threshold is found if and
only if there are no kthals.

For the special case of the biallelic m odel w ith lnearly decreasing m utation rates, Eq. @)
reduces to m axy s; =s;;+ 1 1 and we obtain a threshold for any degree of positive epistasis,
but also for linear parts ofthe tness function W ih any three tnessvalueson a straight line).
For tness finctions ofthe form rx) = rg (1 x) , nally, we can con m the resul by
) that w idtype and degradation thresholds coincide if and only if 0 (no or negative

epistasis). Note that the result by W iehe (1997) was derived for a di erent m utation schem e
(w ith m utations coupled to reproduction).
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6.4 Variation of tness values and sequence lengths

U p to thispoint, we have discussed m utation thresholdsase ectsthatm ay occurasthem utation
rate varies, whik the tness function and the num ber of m utation classes are kept xed (note
that them utation class lin it is always understood as an approxin ation to a given nite system ).
Here are two altemative points of view .

F irstly, we can consider threshold e ects asthe tness values vary, whilke the m utation rates
rem ain constant. A s already m entioned In the discussion of Haldane's principle (Section ),
mean tness is lJargely ndependent of local variations in the tness function, but only depends
on the shape of r In regions w ith substantial weight In the ancestral distrdbution. For m ost
values of the m utation rate, this has a unigue peak, and therefore only the neighborhood of
the m ean ancestral m utational distance, R, m atters. At tness thresholds, however, we nd, In
general, tw o peaks at which variations In r can change them ean tness.

Secondly, in linew ith the origialwork offE igen (197]), we can increase sequence kngth whike
Jleaving the m utation rate per site xed, thus altering the total m utation rate. T he question of
Interest then is: G iven a certain ( xed) tness advantage of som e function, and xed m utation
rates per site In a m olecular m odel, how long can the coding region for the function becom e
and still be m aintained intact by selection? In thiscase, wih u = N Where denotes the
range of tness values under consideration), we obtain thresholds which are Inversely related
to sequence length, . 1=N , In all situations above. Note that this is In accordance w ith
the original ndings for the sharply peaked landscape (cf E igen and B iebricher, 198§), but at
variance w ith results by M) . The latter are arti cial e ects caused by the use of a
di erent scaling of the tness functions, In which  is not kept xed, but increaseswih N in
Just those cases where con icting results have been found.

6.5 Im plications ofm utation thresholds

At mutation thresholds, m utation {selection balance is unstable w ith respect to an all changes
In the m odel param eters. There is no real ower Im it on the mutation rates at which these
phencm ena m ay happen, but for tness and degradation thresholds m utation rates must be
com parable to the average m utationale ect to obtaln e ects of signi cant m agnitude (cfour
exam ples In Figs. Ig and @{E) . In this case, the average e ect of the m utations considered
w il be very slightly delkterious (or alm ost neutral) for realistic values of the m utation rate.
T he m odel then pays resoect to the rationale that these m utations are the relevant ones for the
discontinuousbehavior. Since they m ay be num erous (cf, eg., K ondrashov, 1995), their collective
e ectm ay nevertheless be quite Jarge. M utations w ith m uch stronger e ects, on the otherhand,
will only occur at very low frequency in the population and contribute sn ooth changes to the
system observables if the m utation rate is varied. They m ay therefore be excluded from these
considerations.

An In portant consequence of the original error threshold of the sharply peaked landscape
(and, m ore generally, of any degradation threshold In our typology), w hich hasbeen stressed in
particular by Eigen (1971)) as well as by M aynard Sm ith and Szathm ary (199, Ch.43), is is
potential in portance for the evolution ofm utation rates. Since the totalm utation rate increases
w ith the sequence length (see the previous subsection), sitem utation ratesm ust evolve below the
threshold value to allow functions to prevail that need a certain m inimum Ilength of the coding
region as their genetic basis. Thism ight have been a severe problem for early replicators since
them utational repairm echanisn s required to reduce them utation rate depend on enzym esw ih
relatively large coding regions. Since we nd degradation thresholds for a rather broad class
of tness functions, this is also a plausible hypothesis w ith respect to our m ore general m odel
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A closer Iook at the e ect ofthresholdson them utational loss reveals yet anotherm echanisn
by which degradation thresholds, and tness thresholds as well, m ay be inportant for the
evolution of mutation rates, even if m utational repair itself is not the function endangered.
A ssum e that the mutation rate m ay be reduced by m odi cations of the replication accuracy.
Recall further that the mutational oss g = £ r provides a m easure for the indirect tness
advantage r gained by the decrease of . T herefore, a systam beyond a degradation threshold
where g = 0) will never experience any selection pressure for decreasing m utation rates, and
thus cannot evolve In thisdirection. Buteven a tnessthreshold with a jimp In g, butg> 0 for

> ) may have a sim ilar e ect. This is because m odi ers for reduced m utation usually have
deleterious physiclogical sidee ects, dubbed the tost of delity’ (see $niegow ski et al, 2000},
for a recent review ). C learly, or them odi er to prevail, the Indirect tnessadvantage r gained
by the decrease of must be at kast as high. Therefore, a Jump in g separates two di erent
evolutionary regimnes: or < ., much larger costs can be counteracted than for > ..

In a second line of Interpretation, the critical m utation rate of an error threshold has often
been argued to provide a strict upper lim it that m ust be avoided in all real organisn s. C ertain
kinds of viruses are perceived as thriving jast below that value asto m axin ize their adaptability
in a changing environm ent (£ igen and B iebricher, 198¢). W hile it is certainly true that w ildtype
sequences or certain functions can get lost at threshold points, it is, however, much m ore di cul
to argue w hy evolution should care about them . A fter all, g drops at the threshold, thusm aking
a further increase In adaptability less costly. Further, the equilbrium mean tness changes
continuously w ith the m utation rate In arbitrary determ inistic m utation { selection system s, even
at threshold points. M utation thresholds, therefore, can not be seen as strict 1im is constraining
the evolution ofm utation rates. Thism ay be di erent if flurther evolutionary forces are relevant,
m ost in portantly drift. Indeed, num erical studies show that the mean tness (@averaged over
tin e) m ay drop discontinuously at critical m utation rates n a nie population NN owak and
). A jmp in the mean tness has also been Hund Pr sexually reproducing
populations with dom nance @ iggs, 1994). This, however, is outside our m odel class and,
according to our de nition, no longer a property of a m utation threshold but essentially a drift
(or segregation) phenom enon.

Let us nally tum to yet another e ect that has previously been described as characteristic
ofthe error threshold (eg.Bonhoe erand Stadler, 1993) . A ssum e that m utation classes increase
In size wih the distance from the widtype (as is the case for the biallelic m odel for k up to
N =2), which is re ected by asym m etric m utation rates between neighboring classes. Then, a
jum p In x, as at the critical m utation rate ¥ ofa trai threshol, entails a delbcalization e ect.
Tt should be stressed, however, that this e ect has no direct consequences for the evolution of
m utation rates, which are entirely connected to the population m ean tness and thus only to

tness, w ildtype, and degradation thresholds.

7 Summ ary and outlook

The ndings of this article, and the future directions they m ight lead to, 21l into three parts,
which we would Ike to discuss n tum.

N ote that the tnesse ect ofm utational repair is always an indirect one caused by an Increase in the copying
accuracy in parts of the sequence that are directly related to tness.
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A ncestors. As a crucial concept for the study of (@sexual) m utation {selection m odels, we
have identi ed the ancestor distribution of genotypes, or genotype classes, which, in m utation {
selection balance, is the equilbrium distrioution of the tin exeversed evolution process. The
ancestor frequency of the i~th genotype (or class) is given as a; = zipi, where z;, the relative
reproductive sucoess, and pj,the equilbrium frequency, are the i-th entries of the left and right
lading PF) elgenvectors of the evolution m atrix. In the biology{physics analogy laid down
In Appendix E], the ancestor distribution corresponds to the distribution of the buk m agneti-
zation In spin m odels. Biologically, m easurem ents of ancestor frequencies in real populations
should In principle be possbl by m arker techniques. In the equillbbriuim dynam ics, the ances—
tors pem anently feed the swam ofm utants that is observed at any instant oftim e. Signi cant
evolutionary change is indicated by m odi cation of this ancestor population. W e have shown
this In a couple of instances.

Ifthe tnessvaluesR ; are sub ctto change, the a; m easure the sensitivity ofthe equillbbriuim
mean tness R to these changes. The net total change In R is given (to linear order) by
Eqg. @). If the tness changes are due to a m odi er m utation, Eq. @) can be read as the
selection coe cient of this m odi cation with respect to the ancestors. Such a modi er will
asym ptotically x ifand only if i increases the tness of the ancestors. T he vector of ancestor
frequencies can therefore be seen as the gradient w hich points into the direction of the e ective
selection pressure on the tness function and detemm ines the course of evolution { given that
the appropriate m odi erm utations are available.

Since the a; are non-negative, selection w illalw ays favor an increase of tnessvalues. In the
case ofm odi ersthat change them utant tnessvalies, we thus nd a tendency for the evolution
of robustness, or canalization, In system s w ith badk m utations, w hereas antirobustness, or de—
canalization, cannot resul in this sin ple setup . A s the selection pressure is strongly di erential,
one can even speculate that thism echanisn is a cause for negative (synergistic) epistasis (@s in
the exam ple In Fig. E), which is considered a rather general phenom enon by m any
Sinm ons, 1983; P hillips et al,, 2000, and references theren). A s always w ith indirect selection,
how ever, selective forces are weak and probably of relevance only In large populations and for
rather high m utation rates. In the lin ring case of unidirectionalm utation, the ancestor distri-
bution is concentrated at the w ildtype (if present in the equilbriuim population). Then, only
m odi ers that increase the w ildtype tnesswillgo to xation, whereasm odi cations ofm utant

tness values have no e ect on the equilbrium m ean tness { in line w ith the predictions of the
Haldane{M uller principle.

W e have de ned the m utational loss G as the di erence between ancestor and population
mean tness, which equals the longterm Jloss in progeny that the equillbbriuim system su ers
due to mutation. Eq. ) show s that the loss determ Ines the change in the equilbrium m ean

tness if the m utation rate is sub ct to change. A gain, it is thus the ancestor distribution that
provides the link betw een extemal variations ofm odelparam eters and the equilbbrium response.
W e always have G L, wih L the mutation load, and equality only In system s w ithout back
m utation to the ttest type.M easurem ents of the m utational loss should be possible by tness
m easurem ents in m utator strains or by direct determ ination of the ancestor tness distrdbution
using genetic m arkers.

T he ancestor concept, as ntroduced in this article, is ndependent of m odeling assum ptions
on tness landscapes and mutation schem es. W e have derived a few basic results that hold
for this general case, and extend the H aldane{M uller principle. Under additional assum ptions
m uch stronger resultsm ay be obtained, as we have seen for the single-step m utation m odel. W e
expect that, of the m any successfiil approxin ation m ethods that are routinely applied to the
population distribution, som e could also be applicable for the ancestor distribution and yield
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further interesting results. H owever, In order to apply this approach to m ore general situations,
nam ely Including genetic drift, the conospt w ill have to be extended. T he question is whether
it is possible to characterize the distribution of genotypes on a single lneage backward In tin e,
and to relate this to the m utation { selection {drift equilbbrium .

The m axim um principle. The reformulation of the equilbrium condition In term s of an-
cestor variables kads to a m axin um principle for the equillbbriim mean tness, which we have
exploited for the single-step m utation m odel. In thism odel, tness is an arbitrary function of
the number of m utations (or som e other additive trai). M utation proceeds stepw ise on the
m utation classes, but m utation rates (as well as badk m utation rates) m ay vary from class to
class. Here, them axin um principle m ay be recast into a particularly sin ple form , which yields
the mean tness as the maxinum of the di erence between the tness function and the mu-—
tational loss function (see Egs. ) and )) . The position of the m axin um determ ines the
m ean ancestral genotype and the corresponding valuie of the m utational loss fiinction yields the
mutational loss G Eg. @)). The sim plicity of the m aximum principle results from the fact
that m axin ization is over one single scalar variable only, and m ay be perform ed explicitly, or
w ith the help of a sim ple graphical construction  ig. E) . A dierent maxinum principl has
been suggested previously for m utation {selection m odels Q em etrius, 1983). It relies on gen-—
eral variational principles in the fram ew ork of ergodic theory, In which m axin ization is over all
possible genealogies, and therefore not constructive.

Ourm axinum principl is exact n three independent lin iting cases, nam ely unidirectional
m utation, m odels w ith a linear dependence ofboth m utation rates and tnesson an underlying
trait (ncluding m ultilocus w ildtype{m utant m odels w thout epistasis), and in the lim it of an
In nite num ber ofm utation classes. For an allbadck m utation rates, u @ + s), the resuling
estin ate forthe equilbrium m ean tnessisexactto linearorderinu . In general, them axin um
principle holds as an approxin ation that leads to quantitatively reasonable results for a wide
range of param eters and quickly becom es accurate if one of the exact lim its is approached.

Starting from the mean tness, we have explicitly calculated the tness variance and the
m ean and variance of the trait. A 1l form ulas are collected in Section B The tness variance
is both proportional to the m ean m utational e ect and the m ean di erence of deleterious and
back m utation rates; the trait variance has the sam e dependence on the m utation rates, but is
Inversely proportionalto them ean m utationale ect Eq. @)) . These form ulas give the am ount
of genetic variability that ism aintained by the balance between m utation and selection.

E xtensions of the m aximum principl to a larger m odel class is possble In various ways.
Follow ing the lines of this paper, i is relatively straightforward to include doubl or multiple
m utations In the theory. Poisson distributed m utations W hich em erge naturally in the biallelic
m odel ifm utation is coupled to reproduction) can also be treated. A necessary ingredient is that
the evolution m atrix can stillbe sym m etrized by transform ation to the ancestor frequencies.

T he m odels discussed here all assum e tness to depend only on the distance to a reference
class (the H am m ing distance to the reference type in thebiallelic case) . E specially in am olecular
context, this is, of course, a severe oversin pli cation. But also In classical population genetics,
the In portance of variance of additive and epistatic e ects has often been highlighted (see, eg.,
Burger and G in elfarb, 1999; P hillips et al, 2000). P rogress in this direction can be m ade by
applying m ethods of Inhom ogeneous m ean— eld theory from statistical physics to the bialklic
m odel. Here, i is possble to derive a sin ple m axin um principle form odels in which groups of
sites or Jocihave di erent weights assigned that scale their respective direct and epistatic tness
e ects H W ., unpublished results). W ih sin ilar techniques, tness landscapesw ith m ore than
one trait, such as the muliple quantitative trait m odel (Taylor and H iggs, 200Q), can also be

43



treated. Here, the equilbrium mean tness is derived from a m axinum principl over an n-—
din ensional space, if n is the num ber of traits. F inally, m ultilocus m odels w ith m ore than two
alleles per ocus (or states per site) m ay be considered. In the m olecular context, an explicit
treatm ent of the Purletter case with K inura 3ST mutation scheme (cf|Swo ord et al, 1995)
has already been given by [H emm isson et al. (2001).

M utation thresholds. Inspired by the de niion of phase transitions in statistical physics,
w e have usad the concept of the m utation class Iim it to de ne threshold behavior in m utation {
selection m odels as the discontinuous change of statistical cbservables (such asthemean tness
or the m ean num ber of m utations) w ith the m utation rate . Four di erent types of thresholds
have been singled out, which all coincide in E igen’s original error threshold for the m odelw ih
the sharply peaked landscape, but should be distinguished for general tness functions. W ih
the help of them axim um principle, criteria have been given to characterize the tness functions
and m utation schem es that lkad to each type of threshold.

F imess thresholds are characterized by a kink in the population m ean tness and a Jump
In the mutational loss G. They precisely occur at mutation rates for which the equilbrium
ancestor distribution that solves the m axinum principle is non-unigque In the mutation class
Ilim . The evolutionary signi cance of a tness threshold lies In its potential mm pact on the
evolution ofm utation rates. Since the m utational loss jum psand m ay take m uch an aller values
for exceeding the critical m utation rate, the gain In mean tness by reduction of may be
very am all until the threshold is reached. If this gain iIn tness must (over)ocom pensate costs
connected w ih m utational repair, evolution for lower m utation rates m ight be slowed down
In the presence of a threshold. For the existence of tness thresholds, positive (antagonistic)
epistasis is required for m any m utation schem es. Sm all convex parts of the tness function,
however, m ay already be su cient. F iness thresholds are collective phenom ena and correspond
to phase transitions in physics.

W hereas the loss of the w ildtype from the population is not a welkde ned notion form ost
of the m odels treated here, we consider the ancestor m ean In the m utation class lim it instead.
A wildtype threshold is then characterized by a critical mutation rate . > 0 below which
the ancestor m ean tness coincides w ith the w ildtype tness, and the ancestor distribution is
concentrated at thew idtype. Below a w ildtype threshold, the system behaves, In m any respects,
asa system w ith unidirectionalm utation. Forthe biallelicm odel, w ildtype thresholds occur only
for tness functions w ith very sharp peaks at the w ildtype position.

A degradation threshold is characterized by the fact that selection altogether ceases to operate
and them ean tnessdoesnot change any further form utation rates exceeding a criticalvalue g .
A necessary condition fora degradation threshold isthat the tness fiinction doesnot diverge to
m nusin nity. T hisis ram iniscent ofa threshold criterion derived foram odelw ith unidirectional
m utation by W agner and K rall (1993). D egradation thresholds have sin ilar in plications for the
evolution ofm utation rates as tness thresholds.

A trait threshold, nally, is characterized by a jum p in the trai orm ean num ber ofm utations
X . In the sequence space picture, a trait threshold is connected w ith (partial) delocalization of
the equilbriim population in genotype space. It is In portant to note that a trai threshold is
not a collective phenom enon but is sin ply caused by non-m onotonic parts ofthe tnessfinction.
T he delocalization e ect isnot connected w ith any signi cant change In them ean tness (unlss
the trait threshold goes together w th a tnessthreshold), and thus hasno direct in pact on the
selection pressure on the m utation rate.

T he types of thresholds found here should also be cbservable in m utation { selection m odels
w ith m ore general tness Jandscapes and m utation schem es. E xplicit threshold criteria can be
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obtained at Jeast in som e cases, such as the our-state m odel treated by H em isson et al (2001))
(JH ., unpublished resul).

A The connection to physics

For a number of m odels from statistical physics, a relation to m utation {selection m odels has
been dem onstrated, see B aake and G abriel (200() for an overview . In the present investigation,
too, conospts and techniques from theoretical physics have served as a guideline for analysis.
M ost in portantly, the m axinum principl ) derives from the physical principle by which
a system seeks to m nin ize its free energy. In our de nitions of m utation thresholds, we also
exploited the correspondence betw een thresholds and physical phase transitions, which has rst
been pointed out by [Leuthausser (1987).

W hereas such correspondencies can be very fruitfiil, they require a detour through the phys-
ical world, which rem ains unsatisfactory from the biological point of view . T herefore, our In—
tention in the body of the article has been to develop and discuss concepts entirely w ithin the
biological fram ework. N evertheless, for readers w ith a physical background, as well as for bi-
ologists who are fam iliar w ith the Interface to statistical m echanics, we willbrie y sketch the
relationship between both approaches. Thism ay, on the one hand, facilitate further transfer of
m ethods; on the other hand, lim itations of certain ‘m ported’ concegpts in the biological context
becom e obvious. Last but not last, it is exactly this connection which resolves a few issuesthat
had rem ained enigm atic so far.

C oncentrating on the biallelic m odel w ith types s in this appendix, we can rely on a con—
nection to a m odel of quantum statistical m echanics that was previously established by
et al. (1997) (see also[W agneretal., 1994). M ore precisely, the evolution operator of the biallelic
m odelw ith sym m etric m utation was shown to be exactly equivalent to the H am ilton operator of
an Ising quantum chain (up to a m inus sign). G eneralizing this slightly to include asym m etric
m utation rates, and assum ing a suitable ordering of genotypes, we m ay represent the quantum
chain Ham ilttonian as

A #
X X X Y
H = (x I @r+ Z + I =M +R (66)
n n I n21
Here,
a -— e oo a e oo .
Pyt Iy 67)
n 1 copies N n copies
where a equals x, y or z, and *%¥? are Pauli’s m atrices, ie.
0 1 0 i 1 0
X = : ¥ = : d %= : 68
10 i0 an 0o 1 (©8)

Thelast sum in @) runsoverallindex sets I fl;:::;N g,and ; arethe Interaction coe clents
of the spins w ithin the chain, or with a longitudinal eld. The collection of the | determ ines
the tness function. Further, there are transversal elds in x and y direction that account for
m utation. N ote that the H am itonian is non-H em itian for asym m etric m utation.

T his equivalence was used by W agner et al. (1999) and [Baake and W agner (2001]) to solve
the m odel for a couple of tness finctions and symm etric mutation ( = 0) wih the help
of m ethods from quantum statistical m echanics. In the current investigation, we have chosen
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an equivalent form ulation, which rem ains entirely w thin classical probability, to analyze m ore
general m utation and tness schemes. In order to brie y sketch the connection between the
apprtbad'les, we rst symmetrize H by means of a sin ilarity transform , ie. B = SHS ! wih

S = 1:1:1 cosh (=2)I+ snh(=2) ? and = artanh( ). (Note that this transfom ation relies

n
on the sequence space representation of H (6€), in contrast to the sym m etrization in Section
B3, which starts out from a m utation class representation.)
T he central conogpt now required is the quantum m echanical expectation 1O i ofan operator

O ,de ned by
i) = tro © ; (69)
where (t) is the socalled density operator

(€) = exp (@l )=tr exp ) ; (70)

and t corresponds to the Inverse tem perature. For the choice O = Ni F L 1 &,one cbtains the
quantum m echanicalm agnetization, which is the crucial order param eter for the quantum chain.

W e will concentrate on the Iimit t! 1 (the ground state), where (t) becom es identical
w ith the tin e evolution operator of the critical branching process we have m et in Section @ .
Thatis, = limy 1 (€)= ling 1 exp t®@ naxl) = pp’=tp;pi, whereh ; i denotes the
scalar product, and T m eans transposition. In this 1im i, the quantum m echanical expectation
of any diagonal operator O (de ned by the elam ents O 55) therefore tums out to coincide w ith

the corresponding ancestral average (cf Section ):

He) l X X A
W i= tr© )=h_®,7pl= ossppz;z Ogsas = O; (71)
pipi P

where we have used that ag = p§=P sopio for symm etric B, In lne with Section @ In par-
ticular, the quantum m echanical m agnetization (given by Ogs = 2d; (s;s7 )= )), which
has, so far, appeared as a crucial but technical quantity unrelated to any biological cbserv—
able, now em erges as the m ean anoes&algenotype R (up to a factor and an additive constant).
In contrast, the classical m agnetization s OssPs, which we had term ed surplus previously,
transhtes into the population average x. Let us note In passing that the change In nom aliza—
tion perform ed in Baake et al. 1994, Egs. (7), (11)) and Baake and W agner (2001, Egs. (55),
(56)) to omulate Raylkigh’s principle for the PF eigenvaluie (ie. ,ax = suphx;H xiwhere the
suprem um is taken over allx wih hx;xi= kxk, = 1) is equivalent to our ancestral transfor-
m ation in @) . Thisway, we m ay take advantage of L.? theory although the orighal problm

is jnhe:@nﬂy In the realm ]9le . Finally, the expectation of the non-diagonal operator M is
M i= [ oPsMge0Ps0 = 5,002sM ;0P WihM = SM S 1), which we have identi ed w ith
the lossG In o spring due to m utation (cf Section E|) .

T he concept of ancestral distribbutions is very general and does not rely on our special dy—
nam ical system . It also applies to discrete dynam ical system s, as long as they are linear (orm ay
be transform ed to a linear system ) and adm it a unigque stabl stationary state. T his is true ifa
system isde ned by an iteration m atrix T forwhich the Perron {Frobeniis theorem holds hints
in this direction m ay be ound in p em etrius, 1983). In particular, this applies to a discrete-
tim e version of the quasispecies m odelde ned by T o0 = vggo0W 40, Where v o0 is the mutation
probability from s°to s, and w0 isW rightian tness of s°. A s observed by [Leuthausser (1984,
f[987) and reviewed by Baake and W agner (2001, A ppendix IT), this m odel is equivalent to a
classical tw o-din ensional Ising m odelw ith row transferm atrix T , where the row s correspond to
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genotypes, and the colum ns to generations. Hence, every 2D con guration corregoonds to one
line of descent, conditional on nonextinction at present.

Here, considerable confiision has arisen in the literature as to the distinction and m eaning
of surface and buk m agnetization (Leuthausser, 1987; [[arazona, 1993; Franz and Peliti, 1997).
Surface quantities correspond to the last row (In the tim e direction) of a con guration with
open boundary conditions, ie.the current population; therefore, surface averages are population
averages. In contrast, buk quantities are averages over the entire 2D con guration. In the lim it
of an In nite number of row s, they becom e identical w ith averages over a single row ‘n the
m idd¥’ of the con guration (ie. at in nite distance from both the rst and the last row),
as given by limp; 1 tr(T "0 T ®)=tr( %*). Therefore, the buk average is, again, the ancestral
average (also com pare w ith @) and @)).

Everything we have said so far holds for arbitrary, nite N . C karly, the In nie mutation
chss Im it N ! 1 is the them odynam ic lin it of the statistical m echanics system with its
extensive scaling of energy and m agnetic eld tem s. Technical agpects related to this scaling in
the biological system are covered by B aake and W agner (2001). W hile the them odynam ic lin it
m ay be taken as a m atter of course in m ost classical situations in solid state physics, how ever,
the adequacy of the corresponding Iim it as an approxin ation in biological applications m ust be
thoroughly considered. In particular, the m utation class lim it should be clarly distinguished
from the in nitesites lim it, which is widely used in theoretical population genetics; see the
discussion in Section P.], and Baake and W agner (2001).

C learly, the tnessthresholdsdescribed in Section E correspond to the phase transitions ofthe
physicalsystem , in the sense ofa non-analytic point ofthe free energy ofthe classical Ising system
or the ground state energy of the quantum chain (the mean tness in the biological m odel).
M ost In portantly, the idea to use the thermm odynam ic 1im it for the m athem atical de nition of
the conocept is taken from physics. A s we have pointed out (Section @), this is In accordance
w ith the originalde nition ofthe error threshold for the sharply peaked landscape. It should be
noted, however, that the tness fiinctions of the biological system typically lack the sym m etries
Inherent in physics. A s a consequence, the usual classi cation of phase transitions in physics
according to orders of the non-analyticity as well as the consideration of critical exponents
does not seem to be particularly m eaningfiil iIn the biological context. F imess thresholds are
typically rst order and exhibit a jomp in the ancestralm ean R, which parallels the physical
m agnetization. N ote at thispoint that neither the population m ean x (as suggested by
[L992; Franz and Peliti, 1997) nor them ean tness itself (as in plicitly in ) should be
m istaken as an order param eter, in the sense that jum ps in these quantities do not characterize

rst order phase transitions.

B Proofs from Section {

B.1l The additive case

Let us prove here that, if tness and m utation rates depend linearly on som e trai yy = y &Xg)
as describbed in @), the system @) reduces to just two equations, one corresponding to the
necessary extrem um condition follow Ing from ), the other being the de ning equation @)
for the ancestralmean ¢ (for y k) = x). For the sake of sin plicity, we w rite Xy instead of v
here. Taking the di erence of two arbitrary equations of the linear system @), say fork and Y,
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djyjdedbypa_k andpg,respectjye]y,weget
p p o p *
ax 1 . a1
(" ) (xx  x)+ * %@L % 1) (1l x 1) —=
ax a
p ra b ra
- -\ k+ 1 N 1
+oxe @ ®) — xu1(l x) —= =0: (72)
Ak a-
W ith the ansatz
a X a; 1
k1o , 1l_c 12 % g0 fliNg (73)
ay 1 %1 ay X1

Eqg. @) can be divided by xx  x) and becom es independent ofk and ‘. Note that E) also
takes care of the boundary condiionsa 1 = ay+1 = 0 ifxy= 0 and xy = 1. Summ ing both
sidesof I % 1)ar 1= Cxxax overk,weobtain C = (1 R)=R and thus from )

which is exactly the extremum condition r’®) = g°®) follow ing from ) . Together w ith the
negative second derivative this in plies the m axin um principle.

On the other hand, we can use @) to elim inate a, ; from ). A fter m ultiplication by
P ay this reads

p

1
Iy x r @0 %) Xy + * Xy

R R
+ 1 %) —— a=0 (75

and we obtain by summ ation over k
r= 1, R QR R+2 * 21 R)=rR gR); (76)

which corresponds to @) . Slnce tness is assum ed linear in the trai, the m ean values w ith
respect to the population distribbution are also related via r= r(x).

B2 ThecaseN ! 1

Letu :D;11! R ( be continuous and positive, but ful 1u* (1) = u () = 0. Let r :
;11! R have at most nitely m any discontihuities, being either left or right continuous at
each discontinuiy in ]0;1[. Then, wih the scaling described at the end of Section @, the
maxinum principl @) hodsin thelm i N ! 1 .

For a proof, we ollow the argum ents and notation introduced in Section [ 3. F irst note that
the ower bound for ry in @) is itself greater than or equalto

g g
: + ul, u
inf ) o) o) &) U m 1% m k+nYk+n+ 1
= o r su ;
o ¥2Ikim in Y g yzlk;mp;n 9 &y m+n+1
(77)
where o o = [kN—m;k;n ] and the rules for nf/sup have been applied. W e w illnow construct a

sequence y (X) :
such that

ky &)my &)my k) Preadi x 2 0;1], using suitable sequences for the ndices,

Ny X)! rx) gi): (78)
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Since, by de niion, Imy 11 oy = 1 , Egs. @), @), and @) w i1l then establish r;
Supy, [o;l](r(x) g(x)), from which, together w ith the upperbound in ),the clain will ollow .
Note rstthat, forx= 0Oorx =1, §y ®) = xn;00 = r&x) g x) holds for arbitrary N .
Now, X X %]_0;1[. If r is continuous in [ d;x] for a suitable d > 0, ket k ) = IxN ¢,
my ®X)=lbd N ¢ andny ) 0.0 themw ise r iscontinuous n K;x+ d]forsomed > 0,and we
de neky ®) = dxNe,my k) O,andrny (x)= bd N c.W ith these choices, the last term in
) vanishes forN ! 1 sincemy X)+ ny &) ! 1 ,and the enum erator is bounded. So does
the supram um tem because oftheuniform convergencegy ! g: SUPY2 T, g TK) g ®)J

Supy; p;a] P &) g x)j! 0. The latter ollow s from the uniform continuity of u since, in

&) g ®K)IJ=
q

S ut %) u ®+ ut k) u &+ ) u & ;o (79

the term s In parentheses vanish uniform Iy n x asN ! 1 and P u (x) isbounded. F inally, the
in mum tem in @),and thus y X), onvergesto r (X) g (x) sjnoex(N %) | X, riscontinuous
nallly 3 x,and iy j= My &)+ ny ®))=N ! 0. Thiswasto be shown.

Now, ket us prove that the ancestor distribution is concentrated around those x for which
r) gi)ismaximal, from which Eqg. ) follow s ifthem axinum isunigue. M uliplying the
evolution equation In ancestor form @) by = ay, we cbtain, after sum m ation over k:

& h
oy = rixg) U &) u &g) ax +
k=0 ,
P 1
+ P— + P—
u” Xk 1)u &Xx) akax 1+ u' ®x)u Kxr1) aks1ax o B80)
U si Pp— 1
sing ™ axax 1 3@kt ax 1), weget
byl
Iig o) @ Gidlax= By By (81)
k=0

wih gy Xx) asde nedjnSectjon@.SjnoerN ! rand gy ®) ! gX) uniform ly n x 2 0;1],
wecan nd Prany given "> 0 some N », such that orallN > Nn:

R
r&®g) gbk) ax>r % 82)
k=0
o . ) P P P P
W e now divide this sum into two parts, |, = K T x - LThe rstpart, Ko 7 collects all k

with rxx) g&)> r ", the second part contains the rest. W e then obtain

X X X X
r "< r&x) gEk) ax r at+ @ " ax=1r " ax 83)
k=0 k> k k

P
and thus [ ax < ". We conclude that for N su ciently large, the ancestor distrioution is
concentrated In those m utation classes forwhich r x) g (&) isarbitrarily close to ftsm axin um ,
r.
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C Proofs from Section

C. Proofof (59

W e rst prove that the negation of ),

D r’x)g® )

go(x) < 0; 8xX2 KnmniXmaxls ®4)

inplies {5]) and istherefore a su cient condition forthe absence ofa tnessthreshold. W e start
by show Ing that both r and g are strictly decreasing in Xy, in 7 Xm ax [ TO see this, suppose there
exists an x > Xy g Wih (x) = 0, and Jkt x, be the an allest such x. Then eji'hergo(l;xr) =0

and Im y; x, 0 x) % = rw(xr) Im(xr) = 0 In contradiction to @),orgo(l;xr) s 0,
in which case we obtain r®,) < 0 in contradiction to r’x) < 0 orx 2 g u;X. [. On the other
hand, In aghe g°&) = 0 rsome x 2 Ky in;Xm ax [, and ket x4 be the largest such x. Then, since
k) < 0 Brx 2 Kgixmaxl we have g¥xg) 0 and thus ling, x, g%&)=0(x) = +1 fr the
right-sided Iim it, whhich again contradicts ) sihce ro(xg) < 0. Therebre, &) = rx)=g°@1;x)
is wellde ned everywhere In Xy in;Xmax [ 1L guarantees ro(x) = gO( x);x), and ( yields
rw(x) < gw( (%);x), whith com pletes the rst part of the proof.

W e now prove that @) Inplies a threshold. Assume rst that the supremum in @) is
larger than zero. Due to the continuiy of r, g, and their derivatives, we then nd an xp In
K ini¥max [With t2(&0)  P(x0)g®&0)=g (o) > 0. This, however, in plies r’(xo)  ¢’(xo) > 0
wheneverro(xo) éa(xo) = 0. Therefore, them axinum ofr xX) g(x) isnever attained at x and
wemust havea Juimp in R (). Ifthe supremum in ($8) is exactly zero, we argue as ollow s. For
the absence of a threshold, we need a continuous function R ( ) whose Inverse, by the m axin um
principle, s ®) = r°®)=g’(1;R) > 0 Br R 2 KpniXmaxl For the deriative of ), we

nd ‘®)= Q) 2PR)g%®)=g°®)F"@1;R), which must be non-negative In the absence of a
threshold. Consider now those R at which the supremum in @) is attained. For go(l;X) € 0,
we have °®) = 0. Shhee 20( )= 1= o(5%), R () has a diverging derivative at these points, and
a jam p if the suprem um is attained (and thus @) = 0) on a whok interval. Finally, we also
obtain a Jump if the supremum is attained on an interval where also g°(1;x) = 0 as then the
whole interval is degenerate as a m axinum . W e exclude the special case that g°(1;x) = 0 at an
isolated x to avoid lengthy technicalities.

C 2 Proofof (6]

Note rstthat existence ofa w ildtype threshold obviously in plies a Iowerbound of 1= _ on the
left hand side of @) . A ssum e, on the other hand, that there are sequences x; I Ky in 7 Xm ax |

and ;> Owih ;! 0 and r(;) g@;xi) > r&pm) igL;xn n) or all i. Let then
x3 ! x; be a convergent subsequence. Since r and g are assum ed to be continuous, we have
rx; ) T n) andhencexq = Xy i, SN r Ky 1) IsStheuniquem axinum ofr N Ky in 7 Xm ax 1

Thus, we nd

1;%4 1;% 1 1
gdix;) g@di%m) 1 ; @5)
3

>
r®5)  T0hn)

contradicting @) and proving the criterion.
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C 3 Proofof 3

T he proof is analogous to the case of the w ildtype threshold. On the one hand, existence of
the threshold in plies the criterion w ith a bound Jc’ . On the other hand, if we have sequences
Xi I Ky iniXmax] and ; with r(x;) igl;x1) > rKpax) Or ;! 1 ,we can again choose a
convergent subsequence x5 ! x; . Since g(1;x) is continuous and x ax is the only zero of g
N KpniniXmaxly We have X7 = Xy ax- As In the w ildtype case above, this contradicts @) and

proves the criterion.
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