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Abstract:W epresentdi�erentbit-string m odelsofhaploid asexualpop-

ulationsin which individualsm ay exchangepartoftheirgenom ewith other

individuals(parasex)according to a given probability.W estudy theadvan-

tagesofthisparasexconcerningpopulationsizes,genetic�tnessanddiversity.

W e�nd thattheexchangeofgenom esalwaysim provesthesefeatures.

1 Introduction

Sincea long tim ethequestion on why sex evolved hasbeen studied through

di�erentm odels.Som eofthem justify thesexualreproduction from intrinsic

geneticreasons,and othersfrom extrinsicorsocialreasonslikechild protec-

tion,changing environm entorparasites[1].

The Red�eld m odel[2]isan exam ple ofan elegantm odelthatrequires

little com puter tim e. It is not a population dynam ics m odelfollowing the

lifetim eofeach individual,butonlysim ulatestheirprobabilitiestosurviveup

to reproduction. The m ortality increasesexponentially with the num berof

m utationsin theindividual.Forthesexualvariantthenum berofm utations

in the child isdeterm ined by a binom ialdistribution such thaton average

thechild hasasitsown num berofm utationshalfthenum berofthefather,

plushalfthe num berfrom the m other. Atbirth,new m utationsare added

following a Poisson distribution,forboth asexualand sexualreproduction.

Becauseofthelack ofan explicitgenom e,interm ediateform sofreproduction

asm eioticparthenogenesisand herm aphroditism werenotsim ulated.

A m ore realistic m odel,involving an explicitgenom e in the form ofbit-

strings,wasm orerecently used by �Or�caletal.[3]toinvestigateinterm ediate

reproductive regim es. Itm akesuse ofa param eter�,introduced before by
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Jan etal.[4],de�ned such thatonly individualswith � and m orem utations

exchange genom e. Healthy individuals without m any m utations reproduce

asexually,thatis,by cloning plusdeleteriousrandom m utations.

Them odelswepresenthereareofthissecond type,thatis,thegenom es

oftheindividualsarerepresented by bit-strings,and ourpurposeisto inves-

tigatean interm ediatestrategy (between asexual-haploid and sexual-diploid

reproduction)which iscalled parasex (S.Cebrat,privatecom m unication).

2 Penna-type m odels

2.1 G eneral

Forbiologicalageing,thePenna m odel[5]presently isthem ostwidespread

com puter sim ulation m ethod. The genom e ofeach individualis given by

a string of32 bits,representing dangerous inherited diseases (detrim ental

m utations)fortheatm ost32intervalsoflifeofthisindividual.A 0-bitm eans

health,a 1-biton position a ofthebit-string m eansa m utation a�ecting the

health from that age a on. Three such diseases killthe individualat that

agea atwhich thethird disease becom esactive.Ateach tim estep,i.e.one

iteration ofthe whole population,each living individualabove a m inim um

reproduction ageof8 givesbirth to threechildren with thesam egenom eas

the m otherexceptforone m utation: One bitposition israndom ly selected

and itsbitissetto one independently ofitsprevious value. Besides these

deathsfrom genetic reasons,individualsalso die ateach tim e step with the

Verhulst probability N =N m ax where N is the totalpopulation and N m ax a

constant param eter, often called the carrying capacity. For m ore results

from thePenna m odelwe referto [6,7].In particular,thism odelwasused

to com pare various form s ofsexualand asexualreproduction for diploids

[8,9].W estartwith theasexualFortran program published in [6].

2.2 W ith ageing

To sim ulateparasex,ateach tim estep each individualgetswith probability

p from anotherrandom ly selected individualhalfofitsgenom e:Foreach of

the32bitswedeterm inerandom lyiftheold bitiskeptorthebitoftheother

individualisinserted instead.Thenum berofdeleteriousm utations(1-bits)

isthen found from thenewlyform ed bit-string.Thism odelm ightcorrespond
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Figure 1: Variation ofequilibrium population with parasex probability p,

including ageing. At least 104 iterations at N m ax = 2 m illion; averages

over second halfofthe sim ulation. The horizontalline gives the result for

the standard Penna m odelwithout parasex and with otherwise the sam e

param eters.

to m utationsofhaploid individualshundredsofm illion yearsago to evolve

from asexualtosexualreproduction.Bacteriatoourpresentknowledgeshow

no ageing e�ectsand arethusnotdescribed by thism odelbutby theonein

thenextsubsection.

Fig.1 com pares the population from the standard asexualPenna m odel

with that from this parasex m odel. This is a sim ple way to com pare the

�tness of species under the sam e environm ent: the larger the stationary

population N is for the sam e N m ax, the �tter is this species [8,9]. W e

see a �tnessm axim um ata probability p ’ 0:1. These organism salso live

longerwith parasex than without(notshown).W ith alsopositivem utations,

however,theadvantagesofparasex arelost.A positivem utation m eansthat

when the random ly selected bit to be m utated is equalto one,it is set to
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zero in theo�spring genom e.

2.3 W ithout ageing

Now we get rid ofthe ageing e�ects (increase ofm ortality with increasing

age)trying to m odelpresent-day bacteria.Forthispurposetheprogram [6]

no longercountsateach iteration the currentnum ber ofactive m utations;

instead thenum berofm utationsisdeterm ined atbirth (inherited m utations

plusnew m utation happening atbirth),and stayswith thisindividualuntil

its death. Otherwise the program rem ains essentially as published [6],i.e.

again three m utations kill. By de�nition,the survivalprobabilities ofall

living individuals is independent oftheir num ber ofm utations (0,1 or 2),

whilethesurvivaloftheiro�spring dependson thisnum ber.
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Figure2: AsFig.1,butwithoutageing.

\Death" for bacteria is a m atter ofde�nition: Ifone bacterium splits

into two,wem ay regard thiseventasthedeath ofthepreviously living and

the birth oftwo new bacteria. Com putationally less changes are required
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ifwe de�ne this duplication process as a m other giving birth to one child.

The m other then keeps the old genom e,while the child has at m ost one

m orem utation.In thisway,theindividualsaregenetically im m ortaland die

only from environm entalcausessim ulated by theabovem entioned Verhulst

factor. The m ortality (probability to die within the tim e up to the next

birth)isthuspositivebutindependentofage.

Fig.2 showsthestationary populationsin thism odelwithoutageing,but

stillwith theabovebirthrateofthree.(Oneiteration m ay thusapproxim ate

two consecutive duplications.) W e see a �tness plateau at a low parasex

probability up to 10� 3.

Sim ulations with birth rate = 1 instead of3 are shown in Fig.3,giving

sim ilar results. Forboth Fig.2 and 3 our m odelgives m uch lower popula-

tions(166032 and 45466,respectively),ifwe om itcom pletely the exchange

ofgenom es.W efeelthatthiscom parison,which m akesparasex very advan-

tageous,istheappropriateone.
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Figure3:AsFig.2,butwith oneinstead ofthreebirthsperiteration.
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3 B it-string m odelw ith longer genom es

3.1 G eneral

This bit-string m odelhas no age structure,and was previously introduced

by de Oliveira [10]fordiploid populations(see also [11],[12],[13]). Here we

sim plify itforhaploids. The genom e ofeach individualisrepresented by a

bit-stringnow of1024bitseach.Ateverytim estepeachindividualiproduces

a copy ofitsown genom e(child),and m utationsarerandom ly introduced to

thiscopy according to a prede�ned m utation ratem .Now m utationscan be

only deleterious(therandom ly selected bitsarealwayssettoone)orm ixed.

In thelastcaseifa random ly selected bitoftheoriginalgenom eisequalto

one,itissetto zero in the child genom e (positive m utation)and vice-versa

(bad m utation).

The population size P (the num ber ofalive individuals) is kept nearly

constant,always uctuating around som e num ber P0,say P0 = 10000,by

applyingthefollowingdeath ruleafterthewholepopulation breedingisover.

Each individualisurviveswith probability xN i+ 1,whereN i is the num ber

of1-bits in itsgenom e. Before killing any individual,the value ofx isde-

term ined in ordertogivean overalldeath ratethatcom pensatesthenum ber

ofnewborns,thatis,by solving theequation

x

P
X

i= 1

x
N i = P0 ; (1)

where the sum runsoverallindividuals,including the newborns. Once the

valueofx isalready known,then the death roulette is applied sequen-

tially to each individuali,according to itsN i.In thisway,the largeristhe

num ber of1-bitsin a given individual’s genom e,the sm aller isitssurvival

probability.In contrastto thepreviousm odel(section 2.3),now individuals

di�erfrom each otheronly according to theirown survivalprobabilities,the

num berofo�spring pertim estep being thesam eforall.

Afterthe killing processdescribed above,again foreach individuali,a

random num berbetween zero and oneisselected and com pared to a prede-

�ned probability p ofexchanging genom es.Ifthisrandom num berissm aller

orequalto p a new individualj israndom ly selected from the sam e popu-

lation and the genom esofiand j are crossed. The sam e crossing position

is random ly selected along the 1024 bit-string for both,and one piece of
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individual’s i genom e is recom bined with the com plem entary piece ofin-

dividual’s j genom e. The sam e recom bination occurs with the rem aining

parts,producing in thisway two new genom es,withoutchanging the total

num berofindividuals.Aftercom pleting theprocessofbreeding,killing and

recom bination on thewhole population,onem oretim estep isadded to the

evolutionary clock ofthewholesystem .

3.2 R esults for m ixed m utations

Allresultspresented in thissubsection were obtained fora population size

P0 = 10000 individuals,a totalnum berof65 thousandstim e-stepswith av-

eragesperform ed duringthelast32thousands.Atthisstage,theprobability

distribution of1-bitsin thegenom esofallindividualshasalready reached a

steady state.
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Figure4: Theprobabilitydistributionof1-bitsperindividual,with(p= 0:5)

and withoutparasex (p= 0),form utation ratesm = 3 and m = 513 (in this

lastcase,atright,thecurvesforp= 0 and p= 0:5 coincide).

First,westudied thisdistribution when thereisnoparasex.W eobserved

thatfora very high m utation rate (m � 512),thatis,ifduring the repro-

duction step halfor m ore ofthe o�spring genom e is m utated,there is no
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selection e�ect:Genom esend up,on average,with halfofthe bitsequalto

one (m axim um entropy). In this case the introduction ofparasex has no

visible e�ectand the probability distribution of1-bitsperindividualseem s

to bea Gaussian centered at512,in both cases(rightm ostcurveofFig.4.).

Forsm allm utation rates,selection e�ectsarealready presenteven with-

outparasex:Theprobability distribution isnow centered ata valuesm aller

than 512. The introduction ofparasex m oves the distribution towards an

even sm alleraveragenum berof1-bits,asshown in Fig.4.

In orderto con�rm thatthesedistributionsareGaussians,thatis:

y = A exp

�

�
(N � hN i)2

2�2

�

where hN iisthe average num berof1-bitsand � isthe distribution width,

we plotY = � lny asa function ofX = (N � hN i)2,to check ifwe obtain

straightlines forboth sides ofthe distribution. The slope ofthese lines is

proportionalto 1=�2.Theresultsareshown in Fig.5,fora m utation rateof

m = 513.
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Figure5: Linearization (seetext)ofthedistributionswith m = 513 shown

in Fig.4.
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In thiscase where,asm entioned before,selection doesnotwork,itcan

beseen thatthedistributionsareindeed Gaussians.

However,from Fig.6wecan seethatforsm allm utation rates(m = 3)the

tailsofthedistributionsdeviatefrom theGaussian form ,m ainly when there

isno parasex (circles). Itoccursbecause selection isworking and there are

m oreindividualspopulating theleftsideofthedistributions,than theright

one. The reason why this deviation is stronger when there is no crossing

is that parasex tends to m ix the very clean genom es already selected by

the dynam ic process. However,this e�ect should not be confounded with

a possible lossofdiversity. On the contrary,besidesim proving the average

genetic �tness ofthe whole population by pushing the distribution to the

left,asshown in Fig.4,parasex in factincreasesthediversity,i.e.thewidth

ofthe distribution. Note the lower slope ofthe lines in Fig.6 when there

is parasex. The role ofthe crossing m echanism is sim ply to o�er a larger

num berofoptionsto theDarwinian selection process.

Sim ilarresultswereobtained forsm allervaluesoftheparasex probability

p. Also,in allcases the �nalsteady state distribution of1-bits is reached

m uch fasterwhen parasex isallowed.Thisisanotheradvantagein whatcon-

cernstheability ofthepopulation to adaptto sudden environm entchanges.

3.3 R esults for pure bad m utations

W hen onlydeleteriousm utationsareconsidered,withoutparasexallgenom es

end up with only 1-bits,independently ofthevalueofthem utation rate.For

realgenom es this would result in a genetic population m eltdown with the

death ofallindividuals. The introduction ofparasex is able to avoid this

extinction,even forsm allprobabilitiesofexchanging genom es.Fig.7.shows

theprobability distribution forgenom elengthsof512 bits.W ithoutparasex

thedistribution evolvesto a delta-function at512.

4 C onclusions

W e have used three di�erentm odelsto sim ulate genom e exchange between

individuals,a possible interm ediate behaviour between asexualand sexual
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Figure 6: Linearization (see text)ofthe distributionswith m = 3,shown

in Fig.4. The upper line corresponds to the right part ofthe distribution

and thelowerlineto theleftpart.Circles:no parasex;Squares:parasex for

p= 0:5.

reproduction. In allofthem the genom e ofeach individualis represented

by one bit-string (haploid)and its�tnessisrelated to the num berof1-bits

accum ulated in itsgenom e. Every individualhasa probability to exchange

partofitsgenom ewith anotherindividualrandom ly chosen am ongthesam e

population,a processcalled parasex. W e have observed thatthisexchang-

ing ofgenom esalwaysincrease the survivalchances,m easured through the

population sizeorthrough theprobability distribution of1-bitspergenom e,

dependingon them odel.Even in extrem ecaseswherethepopulation evolves

to geneticm eltdown,theintroduction ofparasex isenough to avoid it.
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Figure7: Theprobability distribution of1-bitsperindividual,with parasex

and only bad m utations.Param eters:p= 0:3,m = 1 and P0 = 1000.

R eferences

[1]J.S.Sa M artins:Phys.Rev.E 61,2212 (2000);R.S.Howard and C.M .

Lively,Nature367,554 and 368,358 (E)(1994).

[2]R.J.Red�eld:Nature369,145 (1994).

[3]B.�Or�cal,E.T�uzel,V.Sevim ,N.Jan and A.Erzan:Int.J.M od.Phys.

C 11,973 (2000).

[4]N.Jan, L.M oseley and D.Stau�er: Theory in Bioscience 119, 166

(2000).

[5]T.J.P.Penna:J.Stat.Phys.78,1629 (1995).

[6]S.M ossdeOliveira,P.M .C.deOliveira,D.Stau�er:Evolution,M oney,

W arand Com puters,Teubner,Stuttgartand Leipzig 1999.

[7]D.Stau�er,page 258 in: BiologicalEvolution and StatisticalPhysics,

ed.by M .L�assig and A.Valleriani,Springer,Berlin Heidelberg 2002.

[8]D.Stau�er,P.M .C.deOliveira,S.M ossdeOliveira,T.J.P.Penna,J.S.

Sa M artins:An.Acad.Bras.Ci.73,15 (2001)(condm at/0011524).

11



[9]D.Stau�er,J.S.Sa M artins,S.M oss de Oliveira: Int.J.M od.Phys.

C 11,1305 (2000);J.S.Sa M artins,D.Stau�er: Physica A,294,191

(2001).

[10]P.M .C. de Oliveira: Theory Bioscience 120, 1 (2001) (cond-

m at/0101170).

[11]P.M .C.de Oliveira,S.M ossde Oliveira and Jan P.Radom ski:Theory

in Bioscience,120,77 (2001).

[12]A.Ticonaand P.M .C.deOliveira:Int.J.M od.Phys.C 12,1075(2001).

[13]Jan P.Radom skiand S.M ossdeOliveira:Int.J.M od.Phys.C 11,1297

(2000).

12


