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Abstract. W e exam ine a m odelofbiologicalevolution ofEigen’s quasispecies in a so-called holey �tness

landscape,wherethe�tnessofa siteiseither0 (lethalsite)ora uniform positiveconstant(viablesite).The

evolution dynam icsistherefore determ ined by thetopology ofthegenom e space which ism odelled by the

random Bethe lattice.W e use the e�ective m edium and single-defect approxim ations to �nd the criteria

under which the localized quasispecies cloud is created.W e �nd that shorter genom es,which are m ore

robustto random m utationsthan average,representa selective advantage which we call\topological".A

way ofassessing em pirically the relative im portance ofreproductive success and topologicaladvantage is

suggested.

PACS. 05.40.-a Fluctuation phenom ena,random processes,noise,and Brownian m otion { 87.23.K g D y-

nam icsofevolution { 72.15.Rn Localization e�ects(Anderson orweak localization)

1 Introduction

The m echanism ofbiologicalevolution isa very challeng-
ing topic for the physical com m unity. This is well ex-
pressed in the num erous m odels of biologicalevolution
that have em erged in recent years. The list of m odels
studied startswith large-scalepropertiesoftheevolution-
ary process| m assive globalextinctions| and ends with
the works which are aim ed at following the replicative
behavior ofthe chem icalstructures holding inform ation,
nam ely DNA m olecules.A lotofe�orthasbeen devoted
tothisarearecently[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,
16]and stillnew fruitfulideasem erge[17,18,19].

The process of biologicalevolution consists in three
steps:reproduction ! m utation ! selection:The im -
portantthingto noteisthatthebiological�tnessfunction
which denotesan individuals’ability toproduceviableo�-
springsdepends on their phenotype.O n the otherhand,
the m utationsoccurin the genotype| inform ation stored
in a sequenceofDNA.The�tnessfunction,which assigns
to each m icroscopicgenotypeitsability to reproduceand
pass on to the next generation,shows an overwhelm ing
com plexity.Thispropertym akesthetheoreticaltreatm ent
ofevolution an extrem ely com plicated task.

Sim pli�cationsoftheproblem arenecessary.Thefruit-
fulidea ofadaptivelandscapeswasintroduced by W right
[20]and waslaterfurthersim pli�ed to �tnesslandscapes
later.In this schem e the individualis represented as a
point in a m ultidim ensionalspace and to every point a

a e-m ail:kolarmi@fzu.cz (corresponding author)
b e-m ail:slanina@fzu.cz

�tness value is assigned.Thus,a landscape is form ed of
m ountainsofgenetically adapted positionsand valleysof
lethalgenom es.Note the idealization:the �tness is di-
rectly given by the genom e ofthe individual,not by its
(extended)phenotype.

In fact,the�tnesslandscapeisnotstaticsinceitstrongly
dependson theeverchangingenvironm ent,which includes
interactionswith (co)evolvingspeciesaswellasabioticin-
uences [21,22,23].Evolutionary process m anifests itself
theascentofindividualstopeakson the�tnesslandscape.

A broad setofdi�erent�tnesslandscapeswasrecently
used to study the behavior ofthe evolutionary system .
These m odels em ploy both static [24,25] and dynam ic
landscapes[23,26,27,28].They includethesharply-peaked
landscape (SPL) with a single preferred genom e (wild-
type),theFujiyam a landscape,ortheholeylandscape(HL).
Severalrecentreviewssum m arize variousapproachesex-
plored [23,29,30,31].

G enerally,one sim pli�es the genetic code considering
only a two-letterf0;1g alphabet.Letusconsider,forex-
am ple,thedigits1 and 0 assym bolsfortwo di�erentalle-
lesofa certain gene1.Assum ing constantgenom e length
ofd locithe state spaceisa hypercube G = f0;1gd.

The dynam icsofevolution on �tnesslandscapeshave
the m ostprom inentschem e in the quasispecies m odelas
introduced by Eigen [32].O riginally itwasintroduced as
a m odelfor chem icalprebiotic evolution,but it showed
itselfplausible in the investigation ofthe m echanism s of

1
O ther possibility is to assign pyrim idines in the genetic

code by 1 and purinesby 0.
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m icroevolution ofvirusesand bacteria,i.e.organism swith
relatively sim ple genom es.

Thequasispeciesisde�ned asacloud ofclosely related
individuals.They hang together but certainly they m ay
m oveon the�tnesslandscape.W eassum ean in�nitepop-
ulation sizeand thereforethedynam icsofthequasispecies
are probabilistic,but without any noise which would be
induced by �nitesizee�ects.Thequasispeciesobeysthree
basicprocesses:reproduction,selectionandisliabletom u-
tationalgenetic changes.Reproduction and selection are
treated together| thereproductiveability dependson the
�tnessand hence selection takesparthere.M utation can
occur in the individual’s genom e with a probability rate
�.

It is evident that the native geom etry ofthe genom e
space isthe above m entioned hypercube G = f0;1gd.So,
this is the naturalstarting pointwhen building a m odel
fora �tnesslandscape.Recently,them ain focushasbeen
aim ed atthe presence orabsence ofthe adaptive regim e
induced by a single m axim um in the �tness landscape.
Therefore,the�rstthingtotryisthesharply-peakedland-
scapeon thehypercube.Thism odelwassolved exactly by
G alluccio etal.[33,34].

The m ostim portantfeaturefound in the quasispecies
m odelin SPL istheerrorthreshold [35,36].Itisthephase
transition thatseparatestwo regim esofthe quasispecies
evolution,nam ely theadaptiveregim eand thewandering
regim e.In theadaptiveregim ethelocalized cloud ofqua-
sispeciesis form ed around the wildtype (forus a certain
site in the lattice),whereas in the wandering regim e no
quasispeciesisform ed due to a m utation load.

Theerrorthresholdphenom enoncom esoutofthecom -
petition between theselectiveadvantageofa certain wild-
type and the m utation load presented by the rate �.The
threshold is then characterized by the speci�c value of
the selective advantage.W e wantto show thatthe selec-
tiveadvantagein thespeci�csiteisnottheonly param e-
ter,whosevaluecan distinguish two signi�cantly di�erent
regim es.There are also geom etricalproperties,e.g.con-
nectivity ofthe site,that can m ake the genotype in the
speci�csiteadvantageous.Thesearethem ain tasksofthis
article.

Indeed,the reallandscapes are far m ore com plicated
than SPL. It is expected that rugged landscapes with
m any com peting m axim a representa realisticpicture [1].
Such landscapesarewell-knownin thetheoryofspin glass-
es[37]and a \spin-glass" theory ofevolution wasinvesti-
gated,e.g.in [38].In ourpreviouswork we have studied
severalsim ilarm odelsofthe �tnesslandscape,too [39].

Yet another approach to the m odelling ofthe �tness
landscapeisused forcom putations[40,41]| the so-called
holey landscape(HL),wherethe�tnessiseitherapositive
constant(which m ay be setto 1)oritis0 which m eans
that the individualwith the corresponding genetic code
dieswith a probability of1 withouthaving o�spring.

Indeed,a largepartofthepointm utationswhich m ay
occur at the basic levelofthe evolutionary picture are
lethalfor the individual| they lead to the ‘lethal’sites.
Therefore,the hypercube does not represent a good ap-

proxim ation to the evolutionary dynam ics,because only
a sm allpartofitsedgesrepresentpathsto possible new
‘hospitable’genom es.

A sparsely connected set of points selected at som e
ofthe hypercubecornersisperhapsa betterchoice.Such
sparsegraphsandtheiradjacencym atricesareunderstudy
extensively at present;see e.g.[42,43,44]and references
therein.Theauthorsobservethelocalization oftheeigen-
vectorsofthe sparse m atricesdue to topologicalcharac-
teristicsonly.

W e approach the problem from a som ewhatdi�erent
perspectivewhich resem blesthestudyoftopologicallydis-
ordered solidswheretherandom networkofbondsisoften
wellm odelled by the Bethe lattice [45].This,ofcourse,
supposesthatthereareno shortloopsin the graph.Sup-
posingweareabovethepercolationthreshold,ourrandom
latticeform sa giantclusterwithin thehypercubeand the
typicallength ofloopsisin thenum berofsitesN = 2d of
orderlogN ,whereN isthetotalnum berofsitesN = 2d,
see[46].Thus,theBethelatticem ay bea good m odelfor
the topology ofoursparsegraph.

The m ain question addressed in ourwork willbe the
following:Selective advantage in biologicalevolution is
usually attributed to higher reproductive success.Ifad-
vantage due to high individual�tness exceeds a certain
threshold,a quasispeciesis form ed around the site.This
is the usual error-threshold phenom enon. Here we ask,
whether som e factors related purely to the structure or
topology ofthe genom e space m ay lead to sim ilar selec-
tive advantage,and ifa certain threshold can be found
separating the adaptive and wandering regim e ofbiologi-
calevolution.

2 M odel

Recently,[39]wehavem odelled evolution in a holey land-
scape using the regular Bethe lattice.Now we willtry
to represent it in a m ore precise way and take into ac-
counttheirregularityofthelattice.Foreach siteweselect
whetherthelinksthatleaveitlead toanother‘hospitable’
siteofthe hypercube,ornot.In thelattercase,thereare
som elinksleading from thesiteto the‘lethal’sitesofthe
hypercubeand so allm utantsthattook thisdirection are
doom ed.

W e start with a regularBethe lattice with a connec-
tivity k.W e constructthe irregularBethe lattice by ran-
dom ly assigning lethalsitesand rem oving allsiteswhich
are connected to the rest ofthe lattice only through a
lethalsite.Theevolution processam ountsto di�usion on
thislattice.Hopsfrom a viablesiteto any ofitsneighbors
occurwith an equalrate�.Hopsfrom lethalsitesarepro-
hibited.So,the edges to lethalsites are \dead ends" or
\dangling bonds",in the language ofcondensed m atter
physics.

Let ibe a viable site.Let us denote (i) asthe set of
viableneighborsofi.�i = j(i)j� k isthenum berofthose
viable neighbors.For k we suppose only that it is large
enough to ful�llthepreviousinequality.Thearbitrariness
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ofthechoiceofk willbeclari�ed lateron.Intuitively,dur-
ing evolution theprobability willow outfrom ito allits
k neighbors,butow in only from �i viable ones.There-
fore,we expect that a site with larger �i is m ore likely
to gatherindividualsand form a quasispeciescloud.The
scopeofthispaperisto elaboratethisintuitivepicturein
a m oreform alm anner.

Ifwe denote pi(t)asa (relative)population2 ofsite i
attim e t,wecan writethe following m asterequation

_pi(t)=
X

j

Tijpj(t) (1)

wherethe m atrix T containsthe e�ectsofm utationsand
reproduction:

Tij =

8

<

:

� �k+ � i= j

� j2 (i)
0 elsewhere.

(2)

The constant� isintroduced arti�cially in orderto keep
thetotalpopulation constant.In fact,therearetwocauses
ofthenetpopulation outow which m ustbecountered by
the � term .The �rstone isthe presence oftraps| lethal
sites that absorb the individuals.The second one com es
from the very topology ofthe Bethe lattice.Indeed,any
�nite Bethe lattice hasthe rathercounter-intuitive prop-
erty thatthenum berofthesurfacesitesiscom parableto
the num berofbulk sitesand thisproperty holdseven in
thelim itofan in�nitenum berofsites.Therefore,thereis
alwaysa netow ofprobability toward the surface.How-
ever,we are interested in the propertiesofthe sitesdeep
in the bulk and the outow toward the surface should be
considered asan artifactofthe Bethe lattice approxim a-
tion.To sum up,wewill�x the value of� lateron in the
calculations,in orderthatthe population rem ains�xed.

The dynam icalm atrix T is in the m odelsym m etric,
and thisenablesusto use the m ethod ofthe resolventin
ourcalculations.Thesym m etry resultsfrom the assum p-
tion ofequalm utation rates,�.Thiswidely used approx-
im ation sim pli�esallthefollowing calculationsand,since
weareinterested only in a stationary stateofthesystem ,
itis notconsidered to change the m ain results.O ne can
introducethe edge-dependentrates�ij and then � would
becom ea function ofallpi(t)and Eq.(1)would generally
becom enon-linearone.Butthisapproachgoesbeyond the
scopeofourarticle.

3 Partitioning

As in the previous paper [39]we investigate the form a-
tion ofa localized state,now interpreted asa quasispecies

2
By \population" wem ean thein�nitepopulation lim it,the

probability of �nding a given individualin the site i of the

lattice.W e prefer the term \relative" population because of

the perturbations that willbe added to the lattice and will

destroy the conservation ofthe overallrelative population.

cloud,through the propertiesofthe resolventofthe m a-
trix T

G(z)= (z� T)� 1 : (3)

Theideaofthecalculation isquitesim ple:In thelong-
tim elim itonly thelargesteigenvalueofthem atrix T sur-
vives,and thecorrespondingeigenvectordescribesthesta-
tionary stateofthe evolutionary system .

In orderto �nd the largesteigenvalueofT,wesearch
forthepolesofanelem entoftheresolventm atrixG.These
areexactly theeigenvaluesofT,no m atterwhich elem ent
ofG wechoose.And since wewantto observethe form a-
tion ofthe localized state around a speci�c site i= 1,we
need the diagonalm atrix elem entofthe resolvent

G (z)= [G(z)]11 (4)

which can becalculated using thepartitioning (projector)
m ethod [47],explained in m ore detailin [39].The loop-
less structure ofthe Bethe lattice greatly sim pli�es the
treatm ent.W eproceed essentially in two steps,which are
illustrated in the Fig.1.In the �rststep,we projectout
ofthe site i= 1 itself.The restofthe Bethe lattice splits
into disconnected branches.W e �nd

G (z)=
1

z+ �k� � � �2
P

j2(1)
�j(z)

; (5)

where�j(z)isthediagonalelem entoftheprojected resol-
venton the term inalsite ofthe branch starting with site
j.(The term inalsitesaredenoted as2 in Fig.1.)

1

2

22

33

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

In the second step,we calculate �j(z) by projecting
outthe site j.W e �nd,sim ilarto the previouscase,

�j(z)=
1

z+ �k� � � �2
P

l2(j)nf1g
�l(z)

: (6)

Som e ofthe sitesl2 (j)nf1g are denoted by 3 in Fig.1.
Iterating the equation (6)we could in principle calculate
the resolvents on the term inalsites and inserting them
into Eq.(5)obtain the desired quantity.
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Thisprocedureworkswellin an in�niteregularBethe
lattice,where�j(z)forjdeep in thebulk doesnotdepend
on the site index j and (6) represents in fact a closed
equation for �(z) � �j(z) 8j.However,this procedure
cannotbedirectlyapplied in thecaseofan irregularBethe
lattice.Nevertheless,it is a good starting point for an
approxim ation wewilldescribein the following.

4 E�ective m edium approxim ation

The m ean-�eld-type treatm ent of disordered solids was
developed a long tim e ago within the coherentpotential
approxim ation (CPA) [48].In the theory ofsparse ran-
dom m atricesitwaselaborated using the replica m ethod
[42,43,44]and called thee�ectivem edium approxim ation
(EM A).In thissection wewillusetheEM A fortheirreg-
ularBethe latticewithoutusing the replica trick.

The m ain idea relieson a sim ple observation thatthe
sum

P

l2(j)nf1g
�l(z) containing �j � 1 term s can be re-

placed by its average value for large �j,thus neglecting
uctuations.Indeed,itwasproved thatthe CPA isexact
in the lim it of in�nite connectivity [49].Therefore,our
version ofthe EM A am ountsto approxim ating

X

l2(j)nf1g

�l(z)’ (�j � 1)h�(z)i: (7)

In ordertoclosetheequations,wem ustaverageexpression
(6)overtheprobabilitydistribution ofconnectivitiesP (�)

h�(z)i=
X

�

P (�)

z+ �k� � � �2(� � 1)h�(z)i
: (8)

The latter equation (8) is the core ofthe EM A.W hen
we insert its solution h�(z)i into (5) and perform again
the average over connectivities,we obtain the averaged
diagonalelem ent ofthe resolvent hG (z)i,which is now
site-independent.The param eter� representsthe shiftin
the variable z and should be adjusted so thatthe upper
edge ofthe supportofthe im aginary partofhG (z)i (i.e.
the density ofstates) lies at z = 0.This expresses the
requirem entofthe conservation ofthe population size.

Asan illustration weshow in Fig.2therealand im agi-
nary partsofh�(z)ifortheconnectivity distribution cho-
sen as

P (�)= p�(� � 2)+ (1� p)�(� � 3) (9)

for 0 � p � 1.W e can see that the im aginary part of
h�(z)iapproacheszero asz1=2 atthe band edge and the
real part approaches a �nite lim it. From the technical
point ofview,the �niteness ofthe lim it is the source of
the transition between localized and delocalized states.

5 Single defect

So farwe have investigated the Bethe lattice asan aver-
aged hom ogeneouse�ective m edium .Now we investigate

z

〈Γ
(z

)〉

10-1-2-3-4-5-6

1

0.5

0

-0.5

-1

Fig.2.The averaged resolventatterm inalsite h�(z)iforthe

irregular Bethe lattice with connectivity distribution de�ned

in (9),where p = 1

2
.Fullline:im 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.

thebehavioroftheresolventata sitei= 1 with a speci�c
connectivity �1.Thesituation isschem atically depicted in
Fig.3.

This approach has a biologicalm otivation.W hat we
see in nature is thatthere are frequentgroupsofclosely
related anim als.These groupsform taxonom icclassesor,
bettersaid,the classesare de�ned asthe groupsofsuch
closely related individuals.In thefollowing,weexam ineif
the clustering ofindividuals,m odelled asthe addition of
thesitewith largestconnectivity,leadstosom eobservable
changesin the quasispeciesevolutionary process.

Theon-siteresolventcorresponding to thissitecan be
found from Eq.(5),where the resolventsatthe term inal
sitesareapproxim ated asin (7).Thisistheessenceofthe
single-defectapproxim ation (SDA).Hence

G SD A (z)=
1

z+ �k� � � �2�1h�(z)i
: (10)

A statelocalizedatthissiteexists,iftheresolventG SD A (z)
hasa pole fora realpositive z.Thisisequivalentto the
condition

�1 > �c �
�k� �

�2

1

Reh�(0)i
: (11)
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Therefore,thestateislocalized and thequasispeciescloud
isform ed forinteger�1 greaterthan �c.Thiscorresponds
to the adaptive regim e ofthe evolutionary process.W e
use as an exam ple again the distribution (9) and show
in the Fig.4 the dependence ofthe threshold �c on the
param eterp ofthe probability distribution.

wandering regime

adaptive regime

p

κ
c

10.80.60.40.20

4

3.5

3

2.5

2

Fig.4. Thedependenceofthecriticalvalueoftheconnectiv-

ity,�c,on p,forconnectivity distribution (9).

W e willconsider yet another type of\defect" in the
e�ectivem edium .Im aginethatthesiteinvestigated,i= 1,
correspondstoagenom eoflength di�erenttotheaverage.
This di�erence is translated in our m odelas a choice of
di�erenttotalconnectivity k in thesitei(including edges
to both viable and lethalsites).So,we m ay replace k !
k+ � in Eq.(10).Then wem ay investigatethetransition
from the wandering to the adaptiveregim e when varying
two param eters� and �1.W ewillseethattheindividuals
added due to the � term in Eq.(1) are redistributed in
the lattice in such a m anner that the totalpopulation
changes.Thisisonly due to addition ofthe \defect" and
thelocalization ofindividualsin itsvicinity.Thecondition
forthe existence ofa localized state,i.e.forthe adaptive
regim e,isanalogousto (11)and can be written as

� < �c � ��1 Reh�(0)i�
�k� �

�
: (12)

W eshow in Fig.5 an exam pleofthedependenceof�c
for the sam e connectivity distribution (9) as in previous
cases,and fora speci�c,�xed choiceof�1.

6 Conclusions

W e m odelled the com plex �tness landscape ofbiological
evolution with an irregularBethe lattice.The form ation
oflocalized quasispecies in the adaptive regim e was ob-
served via the occurrence ofthe isolated pole in the on-
site resolvent.Using the e�ective m edium approxim ation
we calculated the disorder-averaged resolventand within

wandering regime

adaptive regime

p

λ
c

10.80.60.40.20

3

2.5

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

Fig.5. The dependence ofthe criticalvalue �c on the prob-

ability p,fordistribution (9)and �1 = 5.

thesingle-defectapproxim ation weinvestigated thelocal-
ization.

W e found that the quasispecies is form ed ifthe site
isconnected to a su�ciently largenum berofviablesites.
W efound thecondition forthecriticalvalueoftheconnec-
tivity �c separating the adaptive evolutionary regim e for
� > �c and thewanderingregim efor� < �c.Asexpected,
�c growswith the average connectivity and qualitatively
speaking the quasispecies are form ed at such sites that
have su�ciently larger num ber ofviable neighbors than
average.W em ay interpretitasa purely topologicalselec-
tive advantage:The specieshasbetter chance to survive
not because of its individualreproductive abilities,but
because itislessvulnerable to random alterationsofthe
geneticcode.

W einvestigated alsoanotherdeviation from them ean,
connected totheoverallnum berofneighbors.In m orebio-
logicallanguageitcorrespondstothelength ofthegenetic
code.W eobserved thattheadaptiveregim eisfavored for
lowervaluesofthe connectivity,i.e.forshortergenom es,
ifthe num berofviableneighboursitesisconsidered con-
stant.Thistypeofselectiveadvantageisthereforealso of
topologicalorigin and hasa sim ilarbiologicalinterpreta-
tiontothatpresentedabove.Indeed,longergenom em eans
higherprobability ofa lethalm utation.

In both cases it is im portant to note that it is the
deviation from the averagetopology which m akesthe se-
lective advantage work and which leadsto the form ation
oflocalized states.So,itisthe (su�ciently strong)topo-
logicaldisorder that is responsible for the form ation of
quasispecies.

W em ay concludeby sum m arizing thatwithoutresort
to individualreproductivecapacities,biologicalevolution
favorsgenom eswhich areshorterand m orerobustto ran-
dom m utations.Thishasonem oreim portantim plication;
a genom e,which can be easily m utated withouta�ecting
the death ofitscarrier,m eansalso a less-de�ned species.
O nem aythereforepredictthatsuccessfulspecieswillexist
in abroad variety ofslightly di�erentsub-species.Thisef-
fectiscaused by theselectiveadvantageofcertain topolo-
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gies ofthe genom e space.O bservation ofthe variability
within a singlespeciesm ay thereforesay som ething ofthe
relative im portance oftopologicalselective advantage in
com parison to individualreproductivesuccess.

Theauthorswould liketothank to Jan M a�sek forcriticalread-

ing of the m anuscript.M ichalK ol�a�r would like to thank to

Vladislav �C�apek forfruitfuldiscussions and to Anton M arko�s

forhelpfuldiscussionson thetopicofbiologicalevolution,too.
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