arXiv:cond-mat/0301619v3 3 Jul 2003

Evolutionary Stability of E cologicalH ierarchy
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A selfsim ilar hierarchical solution that is both dynam ically and evolutionarily stable is found to
the m ulti dim ensional Lotka-Volterra equation w ith a single chain of prey-predator relations. This
gives a sin ple and natural explanation to the key features of hierarchical ecosystem s, such as is
ubiquity, pyram idalpopulation distribbution, and higher aggressiveness am ong higher trophic levels.
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From bacterial colony to hum an society, hierarchical
structure is one of the m ost universal features of ecolog—
icalsystem s. It is typically realized as a trophic pyram id
w ith exponentially larger populations for lower trophic
J¥evels. The ubiquity of this hierarchy in nature suggests
the existence of a sin ple and robust m echanisn behind
i.

Let us consider an ecosystem ofN species whose pop—
ulations x; (), x2 (t), 3 xy (£) are described by a set of
coupled di erential equations w ith param eters that rep—
resent the environm ental conditions [_]:, -'_2]. T hen, the ro—
bustness of ecological structures is expressed as the pres—
ence and stability of xed point solutions. The stabil-
ity should be considered on two levels of di erent tin e-
scales. T he short-term dynam icalstability isthe stability
against the perturbation in the dynam ical variables %, ,
while the Iong-termm stability is related to the robustness
of the solutions against the secular variation of environ—
m ental param eters. W hen som e environm ental param e-
ters are at the disposal of a certain species, natural se—
Jection w ill lead to the realization ofthe param eter value
that m axin izes the population of that species. This is
the concept of evolutionary stability B, :ff].

There are several num erical sinulations of muli-
species ecosystam s that show the spontaneous em ergence
of m ultitrophic structure E, :_6]. The m odels em ploy
coupled di erential equations w ith stochastic param eter
variation sub cted to evolutionary selection rules. T hese
results indicate that pyram idalhierarchy is an evolution—
arily stable con guration of ecosystem s irrespective to
the ne detail of the model. Tt is high time to search
for a sin ple and clear theoretical explanation before fiir-
ther num erical calculations w ith increasingly \realistic"
settings are to be pursued.

In this article, we consider ecosystem sm odeled by the
Lotka-Volterra equation describbing N species that form
a single vertical chain of prey-predator relations. W e In—
tend to prove the existence of hierarchical solutions that
are stable both dynam ically and evolutionarily.

Let usbegin w ith the tw o species prey-predator Lotka—

Volterra equation

X1 = le azf
@Gx2 + f2 2X1X3:

2X1X2 1)
X2 =

Here b is the reproduction rate of the prey x; and a the
environm ental lim itation factor to its growth. The pa—
ram eter d, is the decay rate of the predator x, which
w il not subsist w thout preying on x; with the rate of
aggression ;. The factor f, represents the com bination
of the e ciency of the predation and the average m ass
ratio betw een prey and predator individuals. A Il param —
eters are positive realnum bers. A though the dynam ical
variables x, are treated as continuous quantities here,
they are approxim ations of the actual integer popula—
tions. M oreover, in real life, there is a threshold num ber
for a population under which a species is not viable. A s
is inm ediately identi ed, :_(:l) hasa nontrivial xed point
solution X1 ) = X 17 X2 ) = X5 w here X 1 andX2 saUs@

b aXi 22X, = O; (2)
g+ £, X1 = 0:

The eigenvalues ofthe linearized m ap around the xed
point are given by
1 rp-—— f2 2
= = 1 1 4dqba 1) ; :
29
T herefore, the xed point is dynam ically stable when we
have f, b > ad,. Sihce, n this work, we are prin ar-
iy concemed w ith the \populous" regine, b a, this
condition is aln ost always satis ed.
Let us now assum e that the aggression param eter
is a quantity that is at the disposal of the predator x,
through a long term \behavioral change". That is, we
regard X ; and X ; as functionsof ;. Naturally, a change
In , would be directed tow ard the m axin ization of the
predator population x, through evolutionary selection.
W e further assum e that the tin e scale for the change
of , is substantially lJarger than the tin e scale or the
variation of x; (t) and x; (t). Then, irrespective to the
precise m echanisn of the variation of 5, one eventually
ends up w ith the value } thatmaxin izesX,( 2).W ith
the notation X/  Xi( 3), we have
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w hich represents the evolutionarily stable solution. The
solution is always dynam ically stable, since, at these val-
ues, the realpart of the eigenvalie of linearized m ap 6'_3)
never becom es positive. T he stability against param etric
variation of , can be judged by

Fx; b

2 23 °
dj H

®)

Our result show s that the optim al aggression rate from
the stand point of the predator is to hunt the prey down
to one half of its natural stability point b=a that is
reached by x; when lkft alone. A Iready at this point,
(:ff) gives us som e insights. W hen b and d, are com para-
ble quantities, the predator population X 2° is suppressed
by the factor f,=2 com pared to the prey X ;. Since £, is
typically an aller than 1, we tend to have a sm allnum ber
ofpredators supported by a lJarge poolofprey biom assas
a stable con guration. A nother interesting point is that
the m ider environm ent signi ed by a higher value ofl=a
will increase both X/ and X ; while reducing the opti-
m al aggression rate ; of the predator. T his principle of
nobksse oblige is a w idely observed, but nonethelessnon—
trivial aspect of life. This is corroborated, for exam ple,
by recent eld work observation on slave-m aking ants :_[:7]

A ccording to ('_4), the only way for the prey x; to in—
crease its equilbbrium population is to \im prove the en—
vironm ent”" by increasing b=a, when there is any such
m ean available to it. An intriguing fact is that \in prov-
Ing defensive shield" by decreasing £, willnot bene tx
directly; it sin ply decreases the predatorpopulation X 7.
However, when X, is close to the viability threshold, a
decreasing £, would be a sensble strategy for x;, sihce
that could drive x, out of existence, which would result
in the instant doubling of X 7.

N ext, we consider the case ofN = 3 species that form s
a single chain of prey-predator relations E]:

% = bx;  ax 2X1X2; (6)

X2 = Gxz + f2 2X1X2 3X2X3;

X3 = &x3 + f3 3X2X3:

The xed point solution is obtained as

b aXxi 22X, = O; (7)
G+ £ 2X 3X3 = 0;
G+ f3 33X, =

By rearranging the st two equations, we obtain

b aX: 3 X3 = 05 @®)
&+ f3 33X, =
w ith
£, 2 f,b
aa —2; b, = g: ©)
a a

The problem istherefore reduced to theN = 2 casew ith
the predator x3 and e ectively selfsustaining prey %

w hich has reproduction and lim iting coe cients b, and
a, . Ifthe top predator, driven by evolutionary selection,
tries to m axin ize its equilbrium population X 3 by vary—
ng 3, i will reach the optin um given by

¢ _ 232

_ o _ 55 @ 22,

; ; . (10
3 £5b, 3 4a,ds 2 2a, o)

T he fact that these values are optin um only w ith a given

2 1Is Indicated by the bracketed asterisk. From the rela-—
tion 3(?))§ 3(?) = =2, one can rew rite the rst two equa—
tions of (-_7.) as

Pax, 2 x, -0 a1)
2 2a

%+ f2 2 X1 3 = 0:

2 2a

T his is essentially the sam e relationship as in theN = 2
case ), with an extra factor 1=2 in front of the rst
term s, and the shift n X; In the socond. W e should
now suppose that the m iddle predator x, will, in a Iong
run, adjust its aggression rate . toward the prey x; and
m axin ize X , . W e then obtain the solution

. 2ady ., BY ., 3b

= ; X, = ; Xi= —; 12
2 £ 2 8ad, L g =

which n tum yields
2 8ad2d3 A P

R 73

£, £31° )
16ad3 )
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Note the fact that ? here is denticalto theN = 2 case.
W e also obtain param etric stability m easures as

d?x 7 b a?x ? d
2 = ; 7 14)

2 237 2 237
d s 23 d 5 :

w hich indeed prove the evolutionary stability ofthe solu—
tion. In Fig.l, thephase spacepro lkofonesuch exam ple
of evolutionarily stable N = 3 system is depicted. W ith
consideration at each stage @) and {11), it is easy to see
that this evolutionarily stable solution is also dynam i
cally stable forallparam etervalues. In e ect, the single-
chain N = 3 Lotka-Volterra equation is broken into two
N = 2 equationsw ith essentially the sam e structure, al-
beit with an additional factor for the lower chain.

W hen d; and d; are com parable quantities, the popu—
Jation ofthe top trophic levelX 37 is inherently suppressed
by the factor £3=2 com pared to that ofX 7, giving a pyra—
m dalpro I to the trophic structure. It is am using to
note that, from the stand point of the lowest trophic
species, an N = 3 system, In which two thirds of is
naturalpopulation is keft alive, is considerably m ore \be—
nign" than an N = 2 system .

T he preceding prooffortheN = 3 solution suggests its
generalization to arbirary N . This is achieved through
the realization that the xed point equation for any
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FIG. 1: 3 system at

The phase space pro e ofa N =
evolutionarily stable param eter value. The param eters are
set tobeb= 1, a= 1=10000, d; = 1=3,ds = 1=5, £, = 1=10,

f3 = 1=5. The optin al aggression rates are calculated as
7 = 1=1500 and ; = 1=375. All orbits approach the xed

point (X 7;X Z;X3) = (7500;375;645).

m d-Jlevel population x, can have both purely prey-like
and purely predator-lke representations. Let us start
wih the N vertically-coupled Lotka-Volterra equation
w ith evolutionarily adjistable aggression param eter ,
for each species x,

X1 = bx; a)% 2X1X275 s)
X2 = Gx2 + f2 2X1X2 3X2X3;

Xnp = GXp + £y nXn 1 Xn n+1XnXn+17

Xy = G Xy + Iy N Xy 13Xy :

In general, a trophic level can com prise several com pet—
Ing species. In our simnpli ed treatm ent, however, such
species are lum ped Into a single population variable. T he
equations for the nontrivial xed point &;;:5Xy ) are

b aXl 2X 2 = 0; (16)
G+ £ 22X 3 X3 = 05
G+ nXn1 n+1Xn+1 = 0;

Cﬂq‘l‘fN NXNl = 0:

Apart from the speciesw ith the highest trophic levelxy ,
each of these can be transfom ed to the fom
b, &Xn n+t1Xn+1 = 0; @a7)

w ith the recursive de nition

1 by 1
i ;i b= £, na_ G :

an 1 n 1

an = £, 18)

Rew riting (1), we cbtain the \shave" orm

b,
nhﬁ & Xnq @a n)_ n+1Xn+1 = 0 (19)
198
forn= 1;:;N 1. Let usnow assum e the relation
@) o @) b,
n+1%n+1 * n2 : (20)
Ifwe combine '_l-_d), {_éQ‘) w ith a requirem ent
1
1= 1)
we obtain the \m aster" form
by
ndn+1+ fn+1 n+1 Xn a n)a_ =0 (22)
291

forn = 1;:4N 1. Theequations :fl_'G) arenow decoupled

to N 1) pairs of prey-predatorequations {19) and |22).
W e then have
? 2ap g,
l’(l.Jr)l _ n “n+ 1 ; (23)
fn+ lhq
and
2 £ > by
Xl’j+)l= n 7n+1b$1 ; er')= @ n) : (24)
4andn+ 1 2an

Thisresul Justi esthe assum ption :_(i_b) a posteriori, and

the whole procedure becom es consistent. From the last

equation of C;LQ‘), we observe that y ; should be set to

one, which resultsin  , = 1=2, y 3 = 3=4, .We
nally obtain the follow ing explicit form s for the evolu—

tionarily and dynam ically stable solution:

) By b
X{ = N 1a; 25)
X? _ By 1f2b2- ? _ 2ad2_

2 MNad, " ¢ £b’
x? = B.f, szf 2 _ 22N 3ad2d3_

N 2N 249, " ¥ £, NP E

T he stability w ith respect to the variation , is given by

&x] By ib  &FX] = By b 26)
d% N 2 53 d% oN 3 ;3
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Herethe coe cientB, isa variant ofthe F jbonacciseries
de ned by

Bni2=Bn+1+ 2B,; Bip=B,=1: @7)

Som e of the numbers are B; = 3, B, = 5, Bs = 11,

B6= 21,B7= 43,



TABLE I: The evolutionarily stable hierarchical population for N species Lotka-Volerra equation up to N =
? its aggression rate toward its prey.

population of n-th trophic level, and

N =3
N =2 ~
n X n n
N =1 —
o o f,f31°  8ad,ds
o xZ 7 = ==
n n n , f2b2 2ad2 l6ad3 f2f3b2
L P 4ad2 fzb f2b2 2ad2
a Ny b 8ad2 f2b
2a . 3
4a
In tabl I, the hierarchical solutionsup to N = 5 are

listed. The m ost notable feature is of course the expo—
nentially an aller population in higher trophic levels. A s—
sum ing d, b for alln, we have a decrease in the pop—
ulation by factor £f,=2 for each increase of one trophic
¥vel. Since f, is n general substantially an aller than
one, we get a pyram idalhierarchy w ith a steep exponen-—
tial decrease. W e should also m ention the selfsim ilarity
of the solution: For any given trophic level, the portion
of its \natural" population saved from exploitation by
higher trophic levels varies ke 1=2, 3=4, 5=8,
ever m ore trophic levels are added on top. O n the other
hand, is optin al aggression rate is una ected by the
presence of higher trophic kevels. A higher valie of ?
for largern is a direct resul of the scarcity of its prey.
U tim ately, the quantity Ib=a gives the base biom ass,
on top of which the whole trophic pyram id structure is

, When=

5. X/ isthe
N =5
N =4 a X; 7
n__Xa d £,f3£,fsF  128adsds
£ 66D 32add, 256ads T, f3fafs1P
6dady  £f3E7 BE6F  32adyds
| EP sad, 128ad; B 36,17
32ads  f50 36,65 Sadds
v 2, 64ad; £, £
T6ad, £, 5E,17 2ad,
5 2 32ag, £,b
8a 11b
16a

built. Since there isam Inin um population for the high—
est trophic species to be viable, thisnaturally putsa lim it
to the m axin um num ber for the trophic hierarchy of an
ecosystem w ith a given base biom ass.

In summ ary, w ithin the fram ew ork of a single vertical
food chain m odel, a pyram idal selfsim ilar hierarchy is
found In Lotka-Volerra system . It m ight be possble
to generalize our resuls to m odels w ith plural species
In each trophic kevels. Hopefully, the search for generic
properties of Lotka-Volerra system along this line shall
provide a solid backbone for experin entaland num erical
studies of ecosystem s.
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