cond-mat/0303280v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 14 Mar 2003

arxXiv

Sex and recom bination in the H otzel aging m odel
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A bstract

W hy sex evolved and it prevails n nature rem ains one of the great
puzzles of evolution. M ost biologists would explain that it prom otes ge—
netic variability, how ever this explanation su ers from severaldi culties.
W hat advantages m ight sex confer? T he present com m unication ain s at
certain investigations related to this question, in this way we introduce
sexual recom bination on the Hotzelm odel (with m ales and fem ales) and
we com pare these results w ith those from asexual reproduction w ithout
recom bination.
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1 Introduction

Sex, which Involves the altemation ofm elosis and gam ete fiision, is a rather in—
e cient m eans of selfpropagation as com pared to asexual reproduction, w here
0 soring stem only from a m itotically produced cells. O ne of the m ost com —
m on reasons used to explain the origin and m aintenance of sex is its ability to
reduce the m utation load if consecutive m utations lead to an increasing decline
In relative tness, although it isnot clear a priori that the heritable variance in

tness is signi cantly increased by sex. D espite decades of developing theoreti-
calm odels to explain why sex is such a w idespread phenom enon and how sexual
reproduction m ay confer advantages that outw eigh its disadvantages, untilnow
no such general clear advantage has been found.

Investigations of evolutionary problem sby physicists have In fact boom ed in
the last few years. Since com puter sin ulations of natural system s can provide
m uch insight into their fuindam entalm echanisn s, they can be used to test the-
oretical ideas that could be otherw ise view ed as too vague to deserve the status
of scienti c know ledge [1, 2]. In thisway, m any com puterm odels In population
dynam ics have been proposed to investigate the evolution of sex and its jasti-

cation, as well as the com parison between sexual and asexual reproduction,
for nstance, the Red eld m odel [3], the Penna bi-string m odel ], a genom ic
bi-string m odelw ithout aging [b] and Stau erm odel [6, 7, 8].
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O fparticular interest here is the H eum ann-H otzelm odel 9], w hich originally
sin ulated the evolution of asexualpopulation, com posed ofhaploid individuals,
w thout recom bination. T husnow we introduce the recom bination in thism odel,
In order to nd out if the sexual reproduction W ih m ales and fam ales) can
produce better results than the sim ple asexual reproduction [10]. In the next
section, we describe the standard and the m odi ed H eum ann-H otzelm odel, in
section 3, we present our results and in section 4, our conclisions.

2 Heum ann-H otzelM odel

Since it has been proposed by M ichael Heum ann and M ichael Hotzel in 1995,
the Heum ann-Hotzel m odel P], which was an unsuccessfiil attem pt to Intro—
duce m ore ages In the D asgupta m odel [L1], has rem ained forgotten due to the
fact that after m any generations it reduces to the two-age m odel of P artridge—
Barton [12]. TheD asguptam odeloonsists in taking into account som em odi ca—
tions such ashereditary m utations and food restrictions in the P artridgeB arton
model. Tn fact, the Heum ann-H otzel paper ], treats basically the com puter
sin ulations using the generalized D asgupta aging m odel proposed by M ichael
Hotzel In hiswork, under the supervision ofD ietrich Stau er, in order to obtain
the license to teach In G em an secondary school [L3]. M ichael Heum ann, who
was another teacher’s candidate, worked only on the inclusion of the "D auer”
state In the D asgupta m odel [14].

R ecently, the Heum ann-H otzel m odel was reinvestigated and, according to
the authors, w ith \sin ple and m inor change in the originalm odel" this inca-
pacity to describe populations w th m any ages seem s to be sum ounted [L5].

In the original version of the Heum ann-H otzel, the genom e of each (hap-—
Joid) individual is represented by one set of probabilities pg ;P17 P27 225 Pn axage 17
where p; is the survival probability that an individual has to reach agea + 1
from agea.Ateverytinestep t,N (t) m axage ndividualsare chosen random Iy
to have their survival probability p, alered by m utations to pg = p, exp(),
w here the age a is also random Iy chosen. N (t) is the size of the population at
tin e t and m axage is the m axin um age one indiridual can live, which is set up
iIn the beginning of the sim ulation. The quantiy is chosen random Iy as any
numberbetween ; and , and when i is negative (positive) it corresponds to
a deleterious (pene cial) m utation.

Thee ect of ood and space restrictions is taken account by an age-indepen—
dent Verhulst factor, w hich givesto each Individuala probability [I N (€)=N ax]
of staying alive; N .x represents the m axin um possible size of the population.
T hism ean- eld probability ofdeath forthe com puter sin ulationshasthebene t
of Im iting the size of population to be dealt with. The passage of tine is
represented by the reading of a new locus in the genom e of each individual
in the population, and the increase of its age by 1. A fter taking account the
natural selection and the action of Verhulst dagger, at the com pletion of each



period oflife, each individualgivesbirth to one baby (age= 0) which inherits its
set of probabilities (0;P) iP5 3P0 axage 1) -

In the recent reinvestigation ofthism odel[l5], ndividuals w ith age a In the
Intervalapnw @ apax Willgeneratebo spring and them utations are allowed
onl on a fraction ¥ (0 F 1) ofthe babies.
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Figure 1: Totalpopulation for asexual reproduction (squares), sexual reproduc—
tion: case (@) (triangles) and case ) (stars). T he inset show s the corresponding
survival probability.

In the sexual version, each (diploid) individual of the population, which
consists of m ales and fam ales, is genetically represented now by two sets of
survival probabilities, P (a)! and P (@)?, to be read i parallel. Tn thisway, we
have studied the follow ing cases (see below ) :
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C ase (@) ~Thee ective survivalprobability In som e age w illbe the arithm etic
average of the values present in both sets at that age:

1 2 1 2 1 2
Bo + pO ,pl + pl e pm axage 1 + B axage 1 )
2 r 2 7 oeeer 2

P (a)e ective _ (

Case (b) ~-Thee ective survivalprobability in som e agew illbe the m axin um
value betw een the values present in both sets at that age:

e ective _ 1.2 . 1.2 ... 1 2
P (a) - (max pO'pO /max pl’pl 7eymax prnaxage 1'prnaxage 1 )
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Figure 2: Survival probability for asexual reproduction (circles), sexual repro—
duction with ay ax = 17 and ap i, = 1 (trdangles); 3 (stars); 5 (squares).

TIfthe fam ale sucoeeds in surviving untilthem inin um reproduction age an i,
it chooses, at random , an ablkemalktomate @unim age apax) and it gener—
ates, w ith probability py, b 0 soring every iteration until the m axim um age of
reproduction ay ax - The o spring nherits its set of survivalprobabilities from is
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Figure 3: Survival probability for asexual reproduction (circles), sexual repro-—
duction wih ay .x = 17 and ay i = 1 (trdangles); 3 (stars); 5 (squares).

parents In the ollow Ing way: the two sets of survival probabilities of the m ale,
for Instance, are broken In the sam e random position, and the com plem entary
pieces, belonging to di erent strings, are pined to form twom ale gam etes. O ne
ofthe gam etes isthen random ly chosen to be passed to the o spring. A fter that,
m, random m utationsare introduced into this gam ete, and the nalresul cor-
responds to one string of the baby genom e. T he sam e process occurs w ith the
fem ale genom e, generating the second string of the baby, wih m ¢ m utations.
At the end the o spring genom e contains a totalofM = m , + m ¢ mutations.
F inally, the sex of the baby is random ly chosen, each one w ith probability 50% .
T his procedure is repeated for each ofthe b o sporing.



3 Resuls

The sinulation starts with N, individuals (half for each sex) and runs for
400;000 tin e steps, at the end ofwhich (the last 10;000 steps, when the popu-
lation was stabilized) averages are taken over the population. T he param eters
of the sin ulations are:

Iniial population N, = 10;000;

M axin um population size N, .x = 100 N o;

P robability to give birth g = 1:0;

Birth rateb= 190;

M utation ratem, = m ¢ = 1 per gam ete;

1= 002and ,= 004 (the sam e valuesused in the orighalH otzelm odel).

Our gureswih N, = 10;000 are con m ed by larger simulationswih N, =
100;000, and also by larger sin ulations w ith 107 tin e steps.

From Figure 1l and its inset we can see that the diploid sexualpopulation is
not only larger than the haploid asexualone, but also presents a higher survival
probability.

In Figure 2 (case (@)) and Figure 3 (case ©)), we present the survivalproba—
bility asa function ofage fordi erent period of reproduction @nin 1 amax)-
A ging starts with reproduction: the survival rate decays as soon as reproduction
age is reached. There are no hdividuals alive older than the m axin um repro—
duction age ay 1% - F igure 4 corresponds to the case in which all the lndiriduals
of the population reproduces only once —the so—called catastrophic senescence
e ect [12, 16]. In this way, two rules of reproducing were adopted: 1) The
reproduction age is the sam e for all ndividuals @pax = amin = 10), 2) The
reproduction age is random ly chosen between a, n = 5 and ap ax = 10. W e can
noticed that this e ect ism ore pronounced for the fom er [12, 16], aswellthat
the responsble for that are both breeding once and breeding for all individuals
at the sam e age. The explanation for these e ects cbserved in Figures 24 is
based on the D arw In theory: ndividuals m ust stay alive In order to reproduce
and perpetuate the species. Ifthey can no longer generate o spring but rem ain
in the population, they are killed by the accum ulation of deleterious m utations

L1

In fact, realm utations can be divided into the comm on recessive (@lm ost
90% ofthe realm utations are recessive) and the rare dom inant m utations. In
this way, if am ong the m any genes of a species, one of the father’s genes di ers
from the corresponding one of the m other, then it adversely a ects the child
only if the mutation is dom inant. Recessive m utations a ect the child only
if both the father and m other have them . In order to take into account this
aspect In the sexual version of Hotzel, at the beginning of the sim ulation we
choose random Iy d dom inant positions and keep them xed during the whole
sin ulation. The e ective survival probability in the dom inant positions (ages)
w illbe the an allest value ofthe tw o located in the sam e position in both strands,
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Figure 4: Survival probability for sexual reproduction in case of reproduction
only at the reproduction age ap ax = anin = 10 (circles), and in case of repro—
duction at som e age between ay 1, = 5 and ap ax = 10 (trdangles).

and for recessives ones the e ective survival probability w ill be the arithm etic
average of them . In Figure 5, we can see that the inclusion of dom inance
does not alter the lifespan of the population, although it has been observed
that population evolved w ithout dom inance is larger than the other w ithout
dom inance due the deaths in the form er being bigger than the latter, sihce in
these dom inant positions the e ective survivalprobability isthem ininum value
betw een the values present in both sets at that age. In the particular sin ulation
shown, forage= 2 i isnoticed a decrease In the survival probability when the
dom inance is considered, since the ages 2, 13, 10, 15 were dom inant positions.
Figure 6 show s the tin e evolution of the total population of each age for
sexual reproduction when the mutations are exclisively hamm fiil. From this
gure we can notice that a stable population for ages a 3 is obtained, in
contrast to the originalm odel n which there are no lndividuals alive older than
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Figure 5: Survival probability for asexual reproduction (circles), sexual repro-—
duction with anin = l,anax = 17 and d = 1 (squares); 2 (trianglks). Case @)
(top) and case (b) (ottom ).

age a > 2, even if bene cialm utation and also a deleterious m utation rate 5
tim es an allerhavebeen assum ed. T he resul obtained here F ig. 1), ntroducing
sex in the origihalm odel, was found w ith the asexual Hotzelm odel [15] only
when m utations were allowed on a very sm all fraction F = 10% of the babies
and also a m inInum age of reproduction a, i, = 8 was considered. In our
sinulations, F = 100% ,a,imn = 1l and agax = 17.

4 Conclusions

W e have shown that m ain problem related to the Hotzelm odel, which was its
Incapacity to treat populations w ith m any age intervals, has been overcom e
by iIntroducing recom bination W ith m ales and fem ales) in this m odel, w thout
any other assum ptions. Aswellas, w ith the inclusion of sex in the m odel, the
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Figure 6: The totalpopulation forages0, 1, 2, 3 (top to bottom , respectively)
asa function oftin e for sexual reproduction w hen the m utations are exclisively
hannﬁll(1=0:0and 2 = 0220)

population m eltdown observed in the asexual version, when only deleterious
m utations are considered, hasbeen avoided. M oreover, In agreem ent w ith som e
earlier m odels, we have also obtained that the sexual reproduction W ith m ales
and fam ales) produces better results than the asexualone.
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