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Abstract. W e exam ine a m odel of biological evolution of E igen’s quasispecies In a so—called holy tness
landscape, where the tnessofa site iseither 0 (lethalsite) ora uniform positive constant (viable site).T he
evolution dynam ics is therefore detem ined by the topology of the genom e space which ism odelled by the
random Bethe Jattice. W e use the e ective m edium and single-defect approxin ations to nd the criteria
under which the localized quasispecies cloud is created. W e nd that shorter genom es, which are m ore
robust to random m utations than average, represent a selective advantage which we call \topological". A
way of assessing em pirically the relative im portance of reproductive success and topological advantage is

suggested.

PACS. 0540.a Fluctuation phenom ena, random processes, noise, and B rownian m otion { 8723K g D y-
nam ics of evolution { 72.15Rn Localization e ects (A nderson or weak localization)

1 Introduction

The m echanisn ofbiological evolution is a very challeng—
ing topic for the physical communiy. This is well ex—
pressed in the num erous m odels of biological evolution
that have em erged in recent years. The list of m odels
studied startsw ith large-scale properties of the evolution—
ary prooess| m assive global extjnctjons| and ends wih
the works which are ained at follow Ing the replicative
behavior of the chem ical structures holding infom ation,
namely DNA molculs.A lot ofe ort has been devoted
to thisarea recently [02,3/4/5/6/)2)8/9,10/17,12,13/T4/13,
[16] and stillnew fruitfil ideas em erge [[4,18/19].

T he process of biological evolution consists in three
steps: reproduction ! mutation ! selection: The im -
portant thing to note isthat the biolgical tness function
w hich denotes an individuals’ ability to produce viable o —
springs depends on their phenotype. O n the other hand,
the m utations occur in the genotype| Inform ation stored
In a sequence ofDNA . The tness function, which assigns
to each m icroscopic genotype its ability to reproduce and
pass on to the next generation, shows an overw helm ing
com plexity. T hisproperty m akesthe theoreticaltreatm ent
of evolution an extrem ely com plicated task.

Sin pli cationsofthe problem arenecessary.T he frui—
f1l idea of adaptive landscapes was introduced by W right
20] and was later further smpli ed to tness Jandscapes
later. In this schem e the individual is represented as a
point In a mulidim ensional space and to every point a
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tness value is assigned. T hus, a Jandscape is form ed of
m ountains of genetically adapted positions and valleys of
J¥thal genom es. Note the idealization: the tness is di-
rectly given by the genom e of the individual, not by its
(extended) phenotype.

In fact, the tnesslandscape isnot static since it strongly
depends on the ever changing environm ent, w hich includes
Interactionsw ith (co)evolving species aswellas abiotic In—

uences [211/22/23)]. Evolutionary process m anifests itself
the ascent of ndividuals to peakson the tness landscape.

A broad set ofdi erent tness landscapesw as recently
used to study the behavior of the evolutionary system .
These m odels em ploy both static P4/23] and dynam ic
landscapes 23)28)27/28]. T hey include the sharply-peaked
lndscape (SPL) wih a singlke preferred genome (wild—
type), theFuijiyam a landscape, orthe hoky landscape HL).
Several recent review s sum m arize various approaches ex—
plred 23,29/30,31].

G enerally, one sin pli es the genetic code considering
only a two-letter £0;1g alphabet. Let us consider, or ex—
am ple, the digits 1 and 0 as sym bols fortwo di erent alle—
les of a certain gene'. A ssum ing constant genom e Jength
ofd Jocithe state space is a hypercube G = £0;1¢%.

T he dynam ics of evolution on tness landscapes have
the m ost prom Inent schem e in the quasispecies m odel as
introduced by E igen [32)]. 0 riginally it was introduced as
a m odel for chem ical prebiotic evolution, but it showed
tself plausble in the investigation of the m echanism s of

1 0ther possbility is to assign pyrin ddines in the genetic

code by 1 and purines by 0.
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m icroevolution ofviruses and bacteria, ie.organism sw ith
relatively sin ple genom es.

T he quasispecies isde ned as a cloud ofclosely related
indiriduals. They hang together but certainly they m ay
m ove on the tness landscape.W e assum e an in nie pop—
ulation size and therefore the dynam ics ofthe quasispecies
are probabilistic, but w ithout any noise which would be
Induced by nite size e ects. T he quasispecies obeys three
basicprocesses: reproduction, selection and is iabletom u—
tational genetic changes. R eproduction and selection are
treated together| the reproductive ability depends on the

tness and hence selection takes part here.M utation can
occur In the ndividual's genom e w ith a probabiliy rate

Tt is evident that the native geom etry of the genom e
space is the above m entioned hypercube G = £0;1g¢%. So,
this is the natural starting point when building a m odel
fora tness landscape. R ecently, them ain focus has been
ain ed at the presence or absence of the adaptive regin e
Induced by a single maximum in the tness landscape.
T herefore, the rstthing to try isthe sharply-peaked land-
scape on the hypercube. T hism odelw as solved exactly by
G alluccio et al. [33,34].

T he m ost in portant feature found in the quasispecies
m odelin SPL isthe error threshold [35,36]. It is the phase
transition that separates two regin es of the quasispecies
evolution, nam ely the adaptive regin e and the w andering
regin e. In the adaptive regin e the localized cloud of qua-
sispecies is form ed around the w ildtype (for us a certain
site in the lattice), whereas in the wandering regin e no
quasispecies is form ed due to a m utation load.

T he errorthreshold phenom enon com esout ofthe com —
petition betw een the selective advantage ofa certain w ild—
type and the m utation load presented by the rate .The
threshold is then characterized by the speci ¢ value of
the selective advantage. W e want to show that the selec—
tive advantage in the speci c site is not the only param e~
ter, whose value can distinguish two signi cantly di erent
regin es. There are also geom etrical properties, eg. con—
nectivity of the site, that can m ake the genotype in the
speci c site advantageous. T hese are them ain tasksofthis
article.

Indeed, the real landscapes are far m ore com plicated
than SPL. It is expected that rugged landscapes w ih
m any com peting m axin a represent a realistic picture [1I].
Such landscapesarewellknow n in the theory of soin glass—
es [37] and a \spinh-glass" theory of evolution was nvesti-
gated, eg. n 38]. In our previous work we have studied
several sin ilarm odels of the tness landscape, too [39].

Yet another approach to the m odelling of the tness
landscape is used for com putations B0/4T]| the so-called
holey landscape H L), wherethe tnessiseihera positive
constant which m ay be set to 1) or i is 0 which m eans
that the Individual w ith the corresponding genetic code
dies w ith a probability of 1 without having o soring.

Indeed, a large part of the point m utationswhich m ay
occur at the basic level of the evolutionary picture are
Jthal for the jndjyjdual| they lad to the Yethal sites.
T herefore, the hypercube does not represent a good ap—

proxin ation to the evolutionary dynam ics, because only
a an all part of its edges represent paths to possble new
hospitable’ genom es.

A sparsely connected set of points selected at some
of the hypercube comers is perhaps a better choice. Such
sparse graphsand theirad poency m atricesare under study
extensively at present; see eg. 42,43,44] and references
theren. T he authors observe the localization ofthe eigen—
vectors of the sparse m atrices due to topological charac—
teristics only.

W e approach the problem from a som ewhat di erent
perspective w hich resem blesthe study oftopologically dis—
ordered solidsw here the random netw ork ofbonds is often
well m odelled by the Bethe lattice [45]. This, of course,
supposes that there are no short loops in the graph. Sup-
posing we are above the percolation threshold, our random
lattice form s a giant cluster w thin the hypercube and the
typical length of Ioops is In the number of sitesN = 2¢ of
order IogN ,whereN is the totalnumber of sitesN = 2¢,
see 44d]. T hus, the Bethe lattice m ay be a good m odel for
the topology of our sparse graph.

The m aln question addressed In our work will be the
follow ing: Selective advantage in biological evolution is
usually attrbuted to higher reproductive success. If ad—
vantage due to high individual tness exceeds a certain
threshold, a quasispecies is form ed around the site. T his
is the usual errorthreshold phenom enon. Here we ask,
w hether som e factors related purely to the structure or
topology of the genom e space m ay lead to sin ilar selec—
tive advantage, and if a certain threshold can be found
separating the adaptive and wandering regin e of biologi-
calevolution.

2M odel

Recently, [39] we havem odelled evolution in a holey lJand—
scape using the regular Bethe lattice. Now we will try
to represent it In a m ore precise way and take into ac—
count the irreqularity ofthe lattice.Foreach site we select
w hether the links that leave it lead to another hospitable’
site of the hypercube, or not. In the latter case, there are
som e links leading from the site to the Yethal sites ofthe
hypercube and so allm utants that took this direction are
doom ed.

W e start w ith a regular Bethe lattice w ith a connec—
tivity k. W e construct the irreqular Bethe lattice by ran—
dom Iy assigning lethal sites and rem oving all sites which
are connected to the rest of the lattice only through a
Jethal site. T he evolution process am ounts to di usion on
this Jattice. H ops from a viable site to any of its neighbors
occurw ith an equalrate .Hops from lethalsites are pro—
hibited. So, the edges to lethal sites are \dead ends" or
\dangling bonds", In the language of condensed m atter
physics.

Let ibe a viable site. Let us denote (i) as the set of
viabl neighborsofi. ;= j@d)j k isthenumberofthose
viable neighbors. For k we suppose only that it is large
enough to ful 1l the previous inequality. T he arbitrariness
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ofthe choice ofk w illbe clari ed lJater on. Ihtuiively, dur-
Ing evolution the probability will ow out from ito all s
k neighbors, but ow In only from ; viabl ones. There—
fore, we expect that a site wih larger ; is more lkely
to gather individuals and form a quasispecies cloud. T he
scope of this paper is to elaborate this intuitive picture n
amore form alm anner.

Ifwe denote p; (t) as a (relative) popu]a‘cjon2 of site i
at tin e t, we can w rite the follow ing m aster equation

X

b= Tiyp5 (© 1)

3

where them atrix T contains the e ects ofm utations and
reproduction :

8
< k+ i= 3
Ty = j2 @ @)
0 elsswhere.

The constant  is introduced arti cially in order to keep
the totalpopulation constant. In fact, there are two causes
ofthe net population out ow which m ust be countered by
the tem .The rst one isthe presence ofUaps| lethal
sites that absorb the individuals. T he second one com es
from the very topology of the Bethe lattice. Indeed, any

nite Bethe lattice has the rather counter-intuitive prop—
erty that the num ber of the surface sites is com parable to
the num ber of bulk sites and this property holds even in
the lim it of an In nite num ber of sites. T herefore, there is
alwaysa net ow ofprobability toward the surface.How -
ever, we are Interested in the properties of the sites deep
iIn the buk and the out ow toward the surface should be
considered as an artifact of the Bethe lattice approxin a—
tion.To sum up, wewill x the value of lJateron in the
calculations, n order that the population rem ains xed.

The dynam icalm atrix T is in the m odel sym m etric,

and this enables us to use the m ethod of the resolvent in
our calculations. T he sym m etry results from the assum p—
tion ofequalm utation rates, .Thiswidely used approx—
In ation sin pli es all the follow ing calculations and, since
we are interested only in a stationary state ofthe system ,
it is not considered to change the m ain results. O ne can
Introduce the edge-dependent rates i3 and then would
becom e a fiinction ofallp; (t) and Eq. [) would generally
becom e non-linear one.But this approach goesbeyond the
scope of our article.

3 Partitioning

A s In the previous paper [39] we Investigate the form a-
tion ofa localized state, now interpreted asa quasispecies

2 By \population" wem ean the In nite population lm i, the
probability of nding a given individual in the site i of the
lattice. W e prefer the term \relative" population because of
the perturbations that will be added to the lattice and will
destroy the conservation of the overall relative population.

cloud, through the properties of the resolvent of the m a-
trix T
1, @)

G@Ez)= (z T)

T he idea ofthe calculation is quite sin ple: In the Iong-
tin e Iim it only the largest eigenvaluie ofthem atrix T sur—
vives, and the corregponding eigenvector describes the sta—
tionary state of the evolutionary system .

In order to nd the largest eigenvalie of T, we search
forthepolesofan elem ent ofthe resolventm atrix G .T hese
are exactly the eigenvalues of T , no m atter which elem ent
0of G we choose.And since we want to observe the form a—
tion of the localized state around a speci c site 1= 1, we
need the diagonalm atrix elem ent of the resolvent

G @)= G@h @)
which can be calculated using the partitioning (ro ector)
m ethod 41/], explained In m ore detail in [39]. T he loop-
less structure of the Bethe lattice greatly simpli es the
treatm ent. W e proceed essentially In two steps, which are
illustrated in the Fig.[Ol. In the st step, we profct out
ofthe site 1= 1 iself. T he rest of the Bethe lattice splits
Into disconnected branches.W e nd

1

G (z) = P
2 z+ k 2

i ©)
2@ 3 (2)
where 5 (z) isthe diagonalelem ent ofthe pro fcted resol-
vent on the tem inal site of the branch starting w ith site
j. (T he term inal sites are denoted as 2 in Fig.[.)

Fig. 1.D ivision of the Bethe lattice during the partitioning.

In the second step, we calculate 5 (z) by profcting
out the site j.W e nd, sin ilar to the previous case,

1
P (6)

i (z) = :
3

z+ k 2, Gnflg 1)
Som e of the sites 12 (j)nflg are denoted by 3 in Fig.[l.
Tterating the equation [d) we could In principle calculate
the resolvents on the temm inal sites and Inserting them
into Eq. [@) cbtain the desired quantity.
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This procedure workswellin an in nite reqularBethe
lattice, where 5 (z) for j deep in thebulk doesnot depend
on the site ndex j and [d) represents in fact a closed
equation or (z) 5 () 8J. However, this procedure
cannot be directly applied In the case ofan irreqularB ethe
lattice. N evertheless, it is a good starting point for an
approxin ation we w ill descrbe in the ollow ing.

4 E ective m edium approxin ation

The m ean- eld-type treatm ent of disordered solids was
developed a long tin e ago w ithin the coherent potential
approxin ation (CPA) [48]. In the theory of sparse ran—
dom m atrices it was elaborated using the replica m ethod
42,43,44]] and called the e ective m edlum approxin ation
EM A).In this section wewilluse the EM A for the irreg-
ular B ethe lattice w ithout using the replica trick.
Themain idea relies on a sin ple observation that the
sum 2 G)nflg 1(z) containing ; 1 temm s can be re—
placed by its average value for large 5, thus neglecting
uctuations. Indeed, i was proved that the CPA is exact
In the Im it of In nite connectivity [49]. T herefore, our
version of the EM A am ounts to approxin ating

X

1)’ (5 1)h (z)i: (7)

2 ()nflg

In orderto close the equations, wem ust average expression
[@) overthe probability distribution of connectivitiesP ( )

X P ()
z+ k 2

h (z)i= (8)

Hh @i

The latter equation [) is the core of the EM A . W hen
we insert its solution h (z)i into [@) and perform again
the average over connectivities, we obtain the averaged
diagonal elem ent of the resolvent G (z)i, which is now
site-independent. T he param eter represents the shift in
the variable z and should be adjisted so that the upper
edge of the support of the in aghary part of I (z)i (le.
the density of states) lies at z = 0. This expresses the
requirem ent of the conservation of the population size.

A san illustration we show in F ig.[d the realand im agi
nary partsofh (z)i for the connectivity distribution cho—
sen as

P()=p ( 2)+ @

p 3 ©)

for 0 P 1.W e can see that the im aghary part of
h (z)i approaches zero as z'™2 at the band edge and the
real part approaches a nie lm it. From the technical
point of view , the niteness of the Im it is the source of
the transition between localized and delocalized states.

5 Singk defect

So far we have investigated the Bethe lattice as an aver—
aged hom ogeneous e ective m edium . Now we investigate

T(2))

Fig. 2. The averaged resolvent at temm lnalsite h (z)i for the
irreqular Bethe lattice with connectivity distrdbution de ned
in @), where p = % Full line: in aginary part. D ashed line:
realpart.

Fig. 3. The \defect" site with a di erent connectivity. Thin
links represent lethalm utations, the thick ones m utations to
viable sites.

the behavior ofthe resolvent at a site i= 1 with a speci ¢
connectivity ;.The situation is schem atically depicted in
Fig.3.

This approach has a biological m otivation. W hat we
see In nature is that there are frequent groups of closely
related anim als. T hese groups form taxonom ic classes or,
better said, the classes are de ned as the groups of such
closely related ndividuals. In the follow ing, we exam ine if
the clustering of individuals, m odelled as the addition of
the site w ith lJargest connectivity, leadsto som e cbservable
changes in the quasispecies evolutionary process.

T he on-site resolvent corresponding to this site can be
fund from Eq. [@), where the resolvents at the term inal
sites are approxin ated as .n [@) . T his is the essence of the
single-defect approxin ation (SDA).Hence

1

Gspa ()= (10)

z+ k 2 h @i’

A state localized at this site exists, ifthe resolvent G spa (2)
has a pole for a realpositive z. T his is equivalent to the
condition

1> c
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T herefore, the state is localized and the quasispecies cloud
is form ed for nteger ; greaterthan ..This corregoonds
to the adaptive regim e of the evolutionary process. W e
use as an examplk again the distrdution [@) and show
in the Fig.[ the dependence of the threshold . on the
param eter p of the probability distrioution.

adaptive regime

wandering regime

25

2 ] ] ] ]
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

p

Fig. 4. The dependence of the critical value of the connectiv—
iy, ,on p, for connectivity distroution [@).

W e will consider yet another type of \defect" in the
e ectivem edium . Im agine that the site nvestigated, i= 1,
corresoonds to a genom e of length di erent to the average.
This di erence is translated in our m odel as a choice of
di erent totaloconnectivity k in the site i (ncluding edges
to both viable and lkthal sites). So, wem ay replace k !
k+ i Eqg.[d).Then wem ay investigate the transition
from the wandering to the adaptive regin e w hen varying
two param eters and ;.W ew ill see that the Individuals
added due to the tem in Eq. [[l) are redistributed in
the lattice n such a m anner that the total population
changes. This is only due to addition of the \defect" and
the localization of ndividuals in itsvicinity. T he condition
for the existence of a localized state, ie. for the adaptive
regin e, is analogous to [[l) and can be w ritten as

< ¢ 1 Reh ©O)i

12)

W e show in Fig.[H an exam ple of the dependence of .
for the sam e connectivity distribution [@) as in previous
cases, and fora speci ¢, xed choiceof ;.

6 Conclisions

W e m odelled the com plex tness landscape of biological
evolution w ith an irregular Bethe lattice. T he fom ation
of localized quasispecies In the adaptive regin e was ob—
served via the occurrence of the isolated pole in the on-
site resolvent. U sing the e ective m edium approxin ation
we calculated the disorderaveraged resolvent and w ithin

adaptive regime -

0 1 1 1 1
0.4 0.6 0.8 1

p

Fig. 5. The dependence of the critical value
ability p, for distrdoution [@) and ; = 5.

< on the prob—

the single-defect approxin ation we investigated the local-
ization.

W e found that the quasispecies is form ed if the site
is connected to a su ciently lJarge num ber of viable sites.
W e found the condition forthe criticalvalue ofthe connec—
tivity . separating the adaptive evolutionary regin e for

> .andthewanderingregine for < .Asexpected,

< grow s w ith the average connectivity and qualitatively
speaking the quasispecies are form ed at such sites that
have su ciently larger num ber of viable neighbors than
average.W em ay interpret it as a purely topological selec—
tive advantage: T he species has better chance to survive
not because of its individual reproductive abilities, but
because i is less vulherable to random alterations of the
genetic code.

W e investigated also another deviation from them ean,
connected to the overallnum ber ofneighbors. In m ore bio—
logicallanguage it correspondsto the length ofthe genetic
code. W e cbserved that the adaptive regin e is favored for
low er values of the connectiviy, ie. for shorter genom es,
if the num ber of viable neighbour sites is considered con-
stant. T his type of selective advantage is therefore also of
topological origin and has a sim ilar biological interpreta—
tion to that presented above. Indeed, Iongergenom em eans
higher probability ofa lthalm utation.

In both cases i is In portant to note that it is the
deviation from the average topology which m akes the se—
Jective advantage work and which leads to the form ation
of localized states. So, it is the (su ciently strong) topo—
logical disorder that is responsble for the fom ation of
quasispecies.

W em ay conclude by sum m arizing that w ithout resort
to individual reproductive capacities, biological evolution
favors genom es w hich are shorter and m ore robust to ran—
dom m utations.Thishasonem ore in portant in plication;
a genom g, w hich can be easily m utated w thout a ecting
the death of its carrier, m eans also a lessde ned species.
O nem ay therefore predict that sucoessfilgoeciesw illexist
In a broad variety of slightly di erent sub-species. T hisef-
fect is caused by the selective advantage of certain topolo—
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gies of the genom e space. O bservation of the variability
w ithin a single speciesm ay therefore say som ething ofthe
relative in portance of topological selective advantage in
com parison to individual reproductive success.

T he authorswould like to thank to Jan M asek for critical read—
ing of the m anuscript. M ichal K olar would like to thank to
V ladislav C apek for fruitfiil discussions and to Anton M arkos
for helpfiildiscussions on the topic ofbiological evolution, too.
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