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A bstract

M odes of speciation have been the sub fct of a century’s debate. Traditionally,
m ost speciations are believed to be caused by spatial separation of populations @+
Ipatry) . Recent observations 1,2, 3, 4] and models &, %, 1, §, 9, 10, 11,114,113,
-'_l-fl,:_l-_S], show that speciation can also take place in sym patry. W e discuss a com pre—
hensive m odel of coupled di erentiation in phenotype, m ating, and space, show ing
that spatial segregation can be an induced process follow ing a sym patric di eren—
tiation. This is found to be a generic m echanisn of adaptation to heterogeneous
environm ents, for which we propose the term diapatric speciation [;L-gi] It explins
the ubigquitous spatial patching of new Iy form ed species, despite their sym patric
origin [21 :3' E4]-

A Tlopatric speciation occurs n populations extending over a su clent range In space
and tin e. If subpopulations becom e spatially isolated, they can diverge in phenotype by
adaptation to di erent environm ents as well as by genetic drift. A sin ilar divergence is
possbl whilke the subpopulations m aintain a lin ited spatial contact i, 11, 1§, 19, 201,
which is comm only referred to as parapatric soeciation. P re- or postm ating incom pati-
bilities can develop subsequently, leading to reproductive isolation. N either the prin ary
phenotypic ssparation nor the ssocondary reproductive isolation require disruptive selec-
tion. Hence, allopatric or classical parapatric speciation m ay well take too much space
and tim e to account for radiation events and rapid species divergence R, 22].

In recent years, phylogeographic observations have produced convincing evidence for
Soeciation In sym patry. Reproductive isolation has occurred In cichlid populations in
A frican lakes over a faw thousand generations [Ii, 2, 3]. A saln on population is reported
to have ssparated w ithin only 14 generations P3]. Sym patric speciation thus appears to
occur rapidly even in sn all contiguous environm ents w ithout spatialbarriers. In theoret-
icalm odels, it is always driven by disruptive selection. A phenotypic split can be favored,
for exam ple, if individuals of sim ilar phenotype com pete m ore strongly than distant ones
B,12]. In a sexually reproducing population, however, such splits can only happen ifthe
subpopulations becom e reproductively isolated so that the birth of hybrids is suppressed
B,18,9,13]. O foourse, the sym patric scenario cannot explain the spatialpopulation struc—
ture observed In the phylogeographic studies. Spatialpatching of subpopulations appears
to be ubiguitous. For exam ple, the sister species of cichlids tend to organize them selves
into neighboring regions B, 4, 24]. A nother welkdocum ented case are phytophagous in—
sects, which are found to evolve m ating assortativity together w ith speci city to di erent
host plants 25].

T hese cbservations call foram ore com prehensive m odelthat captures the divergence in
phenotypic traits, m ating, and space as a cooperative dynam ical process. O nly recently
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IBM sinulations in an extended m odel space w ith environm ental tness gradient have
been presented 8] extending previous studies w ith com plkte spatialm xing {13, 14].

T he m odel discussed here addresses parapatric soeciation, ie. generic Intem ediate
cases between sym patry and allopatry. It a ords a detailed analysis of the dynam ics,
allow Ing us to identify di erent prim ary speciation m echanisn s and their conditions of
occurence. (A oconcise discussion ofclassi cation issues and ofthe appropriate term inology
can be found in Ref. P1]) Etumsout that the basic evolutionary foreesdriving speciation
can be captured by a determ inistic \reaction-di usion" approach. W e also discuss the roke
of stochastic e ects as they appear in Individualbased m odels. In this way, we recover
the welkknown m echanisn s of allopatric and sym patric speciation. However, there are
m any environm ents w ith inhom ogeneities on an aller scales In space and time (such as
In the exam ples quoted above), where spatial varations prevent sym patry and di usive
m gration prevents allopatry. A daptative evolution then operates by a new m echanian ,
forwhich we propose the tem diapatric speciation. The population reaches a nal state
of e cient spatial patchiness and phenotypic di erentation w ithout hybrids, which is
triggered and sustained by assortative m ating. This is In contrast to the traditional
view ofparapatric speciation, where assortative m ating takes a m erely secondary roke in
reinforcing an existing boundary between em erging species 17, 18,20, 211.

M odel

W e consider a population via itsdensity in \intermal" and \extemal" space, N N x;r;t).
Intemal coordinates x = (X1;:::;X,) denote phenotypic quantities, eg., body size, beak
length, colour. Intemal coordinates can be inherited. T his representation is purely phe-
notypic. A com parison w ith explicitly genetic m odels is given below .

Extemal coordinates r = (r;:::;ry) lie in the sinplest case In d-din ensional Eu—
clidean space. M ore com plicated geom etries, eg., network structures of habitat patches
In fragm ented landscapes, are also possble. In this work, we focus on habitats with a
gradient in quality for di erent phenotypes, which Induce a spatial dependence of the
optin alphenotype Xt (r) and a population density N (x;r;t) w ith a pint dependence on
Intemal coordinates x and extemal coordinates r.

Figurel: The tnesslandscape ofa heterogeneousm odelenvironm ent nvolvesa tness funtion
f x;r) that dependson a trai variable x and a spatial coordinate r. (@) The keft region (r< 0)
favors am aller values of x, the right region (r > 0) larger ones. T he optin al trait xqpt (r) varies
between the values x¢ over a spatial nterval given by the total size ry. ) At a given point
r, the tnessismaxin alat xqpt (r) and decays rapidly over a characteristic scale w ¢, called the
niche width.

In the sinplest version of the m odel we consider one phenotypic coordinate and a
one-din ensional external space of size 1y, sO N N &®;r;t) whith =2 r 1=2.The



phenotype x is directly related to an ecological tness or carrying capaciy, eg., w ith the
explicit choice |
®  Ropt (1)°
PG = £ Xpe )= exp  —— 1)
f
which is taken to be constant in tine. It decreases w ith the distance of x from X =
Xg sin ( r=1),on a scale w: In phenotype space. x, isa m easure for habitat heterogeneity
and 1y is the spatial scake of variation. For an illustration see Figureil.
The population N (x;r;t) is sub fct to the dynam ics

QN ;) = @N &b+ R &b+ € &r) K &5D)N &1t @)

which has the form ofa reaction-di usion equation.

T he sin plest type ofm otion in the population isdi usion, n Eq. @) appearing as the
term  @2N, to whidj we restrict ourselves in this work. The prefactor de nes a lngth
scale in space, r = , which has to be com pared w ith the habitat size 1.

The special case ofeq. @) with R = 0 descrbes the dynam ics of an asexual or clonal
population. It sim ilar to the fam iliar Lotka-Volerra form . The resource supply £ (x;r)
and the com petition load

z
K iyt)= dy &y)N irD; 3)

which sum s up the n uence of ndividuals of trait y on those with trai x, combine to
the frequency-dependent tessf K . The com petition kemel
!
X V]
w

&;y)= (kK y)=exp

ismaxin al for x=y and decayson a scalew In Intemal space.
E xtending this approach to ssxually reproducing populations requires a m ore detailed
m odel for birth processes, whose rate itself becom es dependent on the m atemal and
patemalpopulation densities. It is convenient to introduce the birth excess perphenotype,
Soace, and tin e
Z
R &jrjt)= dydzC &y;z)m ;z; DN ;) N &irit): ©)

by summ ing over the density of possible m others N (z;r;t) m ultiplied by the probability
density m (y;z) fora z—fam ale tom ate w ith a y-m ale and the inheritance probability den—
sity C (xj;z) that this couple will have o spring of phenotype x. The subtracted tem

N (r;t) describes the totalbirth mtlg in the clonal lim it. W ith the de niions ofC and m

given below , it iseasy to check that dx R (x;r) = 0. Hence, the excessbirth rate describes
the net reshu  ing ofpopulation density through sexual reproduction, and £ K rem ains
a usefulm easure of the frequency— and space-dependent tness. The ganetjc function C

is approxin ated by a G aussian, C xj;z) = exp( K x)’=Qw: ®)?))= 2 wc x)?,wih
X = (y+ z)=2, 0 0 spring is distrbbuted near the m ean of the parents’ phenotype. M ore-
over the standard deviation w. (x) changes little over the relevant range of phenotypes.
This form can be justi ed from the hypergeom etricm odel R7, 28, 29, 30], w here the quan-—
titative trait x is encoded by L independent two-alkl lociw ith equal alkele frequencies.
However, provided the number of independent loci is su ciently large, it rem ains valid

m ore generally, even if (i) the number of loci changes or (ii) the symm etry between the
loci is Jost B1] because alkele frequencies change or linkage dissquilbbria delevop during



the speciation process. Typically this would result in a decrease of we, but as ong as
we < weg and we < W , varations n we do not in uence the results signi cantly. See
also the discussion at the end of this Section where we show that this form ofC &7¥;z)
an erges from a genetically explicit m odel quite generically.

M ating preference is crucial for the developm ent of any structure in the population.
W ithout i, them ating probability is just proportionalto the availablkem ales. In this case
the entire population ism ixing and fom s a sihgle cluster in phenotype, see Figure 3 @) .
This changes w ith an a niy of fam ales tow ards certain types ofm ales,

vizIN it
W;z)N @W;rt)

m (yizit) = R

w

©®)

H ere we restrict oursslves to assortative m ate choice by the ecological trait w ithin a range
ofwidth w |

viz)= (K y)=exp yszf : )
W ih strong enough m ating assortativity reproductively isolated subpopulations can co—
exist, as shown in Figure 3 ().

The population dynam ics () always lads to a stationary density N (x;r), which
re ects the prim ary sekction given by the tness functions £ and K . On longer, evoli—
tionary tim e scales, the population evolves through secondary selction, ie., by adaptive
mutations m odifying its m ating range w  [32]. W e study this process starting from a
soatially uniform initial state wih random mating. A single step involves an initially
an allm utant population that invades the resident population and eventually becom es a
new stationary stateN (X;r) with di erent trait and m ating characteristics. At each step
we evaluate whether a stationary state N (x;r) wih given w isunstable w ith respect to
a an allm utant population n (X;r;t) with di erent m ating range. Successfilm utants are
found to Invade the resident population com pletely, producing a new stationary state. A
possible dependence w  (x) due to a linkage disequilborium , not taken into acoount here,
is expected only to enhance the selection pressure towards assortativity. If adaptive sub—
stitutions are su ciently rare, an evolutionary pathway can be represented as a ssquence
of Intemm ediate stationary states kading to an evolutionary stabl nal state N X;1)
B3]. Ang the pathway, the number of adaptive steps param etrizes evolutionary tim e.
M ore generally, the m ating range w m ay be thought of as a further quantitative trait,
the population state being described by a pint distrbution N (x;w ;r). T he distrdoution
ofw is strongly peaked, which justi es the approxin ation ofEq. ). T he average value
ofw evolves along tness gradients towards the nalstate. G eneric evolutionary stable
states are found to have either random or strongly assortative m ating.

Interesting variations in the Intemal structure of the m odel are related to the m ating
preference. It can depend on ecologically neutral but inheritable trais such as m ating
tin e, m arker traits, and in all cases one m ay observe phenotypic di erentiation fi2, i3,
14,34,35]. In an aller populations som e individualsm ay be unable tom ate. A ssortativity
restricts the num ber of possble m ates and should be disfavored under such circum stances.
W ith som em odi cation ofEqg. ) thise ect can be studied and it tums out that certain
types of reproductive isolation are actually favored {10,134].

Unlke in ourm odel inheritance in sexual population dynam ics is often m odelled ge—
netically explicit. The classical approach is to consider a locus with two alklks, say a
and A, and under which conditions preferentially hom ozygous subpopulations develop
B]. In com puter sim ulations longer \genom es" can be used, typically two strings of L



bis wih the \alkls" 0 and 1. Genome space is then very large, 22, and a comm on
way to follow the evolution of a population are sinulation of so called individual based
models (IBM s), [13, 14, 26]. For their evaluation population characteristics are sam pled
over large populations, long tin es, and m any Independent runs.

Based on phenotypes but closely related to genetics is the so called hypergeom etric
m odel {12, 28,27, 301, where the phenotype ofan individualw ith 2L lociis a quantitative
trait proportional to the num ber of one type of alkelks, eg.

RL
X = 2 £0;1;:::;2Lqg; 8)
=1

and the alleks are 2 £0;1g. If all genotypes m apping onto a phenotype are equally
prcbable in a population, one can derive the probability C xjyz) for a couple w ith phe-
notypes y and z to have o spring with x: explicitly for a haploid and to a very good
approxin ation for a diploid genom e R§, 211. G oing one step further away from the un-—
derlying genetic conoept leads to m odels of Q uantitative G enetics Y] one of which is
ours.

G enerally such m odels neglect gene xation. A Iso the hypergeom etric m odel 12, 24,
277, 30] m ay be invalidated as the central assum ption of equiprcbability of the various
genotypes contribbuting to one phenotype can fail 81]. But the sam e di culty also arises
for BM s, aseg.n [13,14,26], where only a \good" choice of m utation rate, population
and genom e size allow s form eaningfiildynam icsw ith respect to the question of speciation.
Tt is in these cases, that the phenotype related hypergeom etricm odeland also quantitative
phenotypic m odels as ours behave sin ilarly and thus rem ain m eaningful.

In Figure 2 we show som e exam ples of C (xj;z) as fnctions of the o spring’s pheno-
type x for xed phenotypes ofm other and father, cbtained by sam pling overan IBM w ith
genom e length 2L = 64, population size 16384, random m ating, run fr 10’ generations.
Phenotypes are given by Eq. §). The children’s phenotypes are distrbuted around values
xX(;z)= (+ z)=2wih a (hearly G aussian) distrbution whose w idthsw. are practically
Independent of the parents’ phenotypes. In panel (@) are exam ples for three values of
z = y, In panel p) Prvalues z = 2L vy, such that the parents’ m ean phenotypes are
all denticalx = L. Panel (c) show s a long tin e average of the proportion of 1-alkles In
the entire m odel genom e com pared to the values cbserved at the 2L m odel loci. These
sim ulations show that the elem entary com binatorial rules of inheritance on the genom e
levelused in typical M B sin ulations can quite well be approxin ated on the phenotype
levelby continuous functions orC xj;z). Them axim um valie x and thew idth we m ay
be sub Ect to corrective temm s, but the principle structure of C X 7¥;z) rem ains valid.

In fact it tums out that the precise functional form of the Interactions does not m at—
ter too much. W e have also studied altemative fom s of faster or weaker decay, eg.,
f &;r) exp( &=wge)'), &) exp( k=w )?), &) exp ( x=w ). Important are
the length scales in intermal and extemal space: the inheritance uncertainty we, the
com petition range w , the resource w idth w¢, habitat heterogeneity x, extent of habi-
tatvariation rp, and m igration range r . Their com bination and m utual relation decides
about reproductive ssparation of the population Into two orm ore subpopulations.

R esuls

W e st discuss the special case where £ (x;1) f x) and N x;r;t) N (x;t) do not
depend on the spatial coordinate r, which requires xq = 0, and we consider a spatially
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Figure 2: Exam ples of C (xj/;z) sam pled from a sin ulation of 16384 random Iy m ating individ-
ualsw ith genom e length 2L = 64 over 10’ generations w ith m utation probability 10 * per Iocus
and generation. @) Examplsfory= z= 20,32,and 44.b) Samez,buty= 2L z. (c) Alek
frequencies of 1’s at the single locidi er by lss than 1% from the average value 1=2.

averaged \mean eld" version of the m odel. A lso in this lin it sym patric speciation can
becom e m anifest, analogous to the results of the IBM i Refs. {13, 14] which is set in
a sin ilar ecological fram e. For all evaluations we assum ed the ecological interactions to
extend over a wider range than the nheritance uncertainty, we < we and we < w
D uring its adaptation the assortativity rangew vardes, but it ram ains larger than we .
Evolving reproductive isolation can lead to ssparation into subpopulations. Equilibb—
rium pro lesofEq. @) are shown in Fig.d, in panel (@) a unin odalpopulation for random
m ating, In panel ) a bin odalunder m ating assortativity after evolutionary adaptation
of w . For a large enough relative width of the habitat we=w > 1:1 the population
evolves nto a speciating state as In (), othemw ise it rem ains unseparated.
Forgiven param etersw. ,w , w¢ therem ay be a range ofw , where both a unin odal
@s n Fig.d(@)) and a bin odal population (as in Fig.3 (o)) are stabke xed points of



Figure 3: Fixed point con gurations for E quation @) . (@) weak m ating preference gives uni-
m odal population structure, (o) strong m ating preference allow s for bin odal population struc—
ture. The phenotypic scale is indicated by the resource curve f (x) plotted in light gray, the
vertical scale of population density is arbitrary.

Eg. ). A s assortativity gets stronger (decreasing w ) the uninodalpro e (Fig.3@))
becom es kss stablk. Ik is interesting to note that the transition between a unin odal
and a bin odalpopulation density is not a gradualprocess but a fast switch at a crtical
assortativity rangew . T he sw itch occurs on the tin e scale ofpopulation dynam ics, m uch
faster than the evolutionary adaptation ofw . Under conditions where the evolutionary
stable w can Increase agaln (eg. slow variation ofw:) one nds hysteresis between the
Jum ps from uni-to bim odalpopulations and back.
A population pro kasin Fig.3 () cannotbea stable xed point ofthe asexualversion,
ie,thelimitw ! 0,0fEq. @): The gap between the two parts of the population would
1l up resulting n a wider unin odal population pro l covering m ost of the acoessble
phenotype range {l(]. W hen w rem ais nite two peaks in the population pro ke having
w idths close to but m utualdistance greaterthan w  are stabilized by sexual reproduction
because it accum ulateso spring closer to theirm axim a. By thise ect sexual reproduction
helps speciation.
W enow tum to the generalcase. T he spatialm odeldynam ics generates di erentiation
ofthepopulation, which can bem easured ntwoways: (i) Them atingdi erentiation index
isde ned asthe actual rate of crosan ating between tw o subpopulations at a given point
r, nom alized by the sam e rate w th random m ating. For any population state N (x;r),
the m ating di erentiation index (at the point r = 0 and between the subpopulations

x < 0 and x > 0) isde ned by
7 7

1 =— dy OOlz% i ;z;0)N (v;0)+ m (z;y;0)N (z;0)]; )

Z y< 0 z>

where Z is the sam e integral evaluated w ith random m ating, ie., wih (y;z) = 1 for
ally;z. (Analogous m easures can be de ned for di erent r and di erent trait subpop—
ulations). Here we m onior the two subpopulations x < 0 and x > 0 at the boundary
between the kft and right regions (r = 0). () The spatial di erentiation index is
de ned In tem s of the \trait overlap" between the populations at two di erent points in
soace. Phenotypes x that are ntrinsically viable at one of these points are distinguished
from those that are merely advected by di usion. The spatial di erentiation index
(evalnated at the points ry=2 and r=2) is de ned by

1 1 2

1 = dx N, X; 1=2)N, X;1r=2) 10)
7 (1=2) Z ( 1,=2)

R
where Z' (r) = dx N, x;r). A phenotype x is counted as Intrinsically viablk at thepoint r
ifwe Q)N &;r) @°N (x;r)=QRr? > 0, ie., ifa am allnonzero population i the interval



kK we X)=2;x+ we X)=2] could exist even without di usive advection. In this cass,
we st N, X;r) = N (x;r), otherwise N, (x;r) = 0. Here we take the pointsr = =2
In the keft region and r = =2 in the right region. Both indices vary between 0 (no
di erentiation) and 1 (com plete ssparation).

Follow Ing the di erentiation in phenotype and space over evolutionary tin es, three
man mechanisn s can be identi ed. They are distinguished by the structure of their
evolutionary stable nalpopulations N (x;r), m easured, for exam ple, by the resulting
di erentiation Indices s and -
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Figure 4: T hree m echanisn s of gpeciation can be distinguished by the tin e dependence of the
m ating di erentiation index and the spatial di erentiation index (see text). The niial
population has random m ating ( = 0) and is spatially hom ogeneous ( = 0). P rim ary selection
w ith random m ating (eft part ofthe diagram s) is follow ed by secondary selection on them ating
range w, (right part of the diagram s). (@) A llopatric speciation: Continuous evolution by
prin ary selection tow ards spatial segregation ( 5= 1) w ithout reproductive isolation (< 1).
(o) Sym patric speciation : D iscontinuous evolution towards reproductive isolation (o5 = 1)
w ithout spatial segregation ( o < 1). (c) D iapatric speciation: D iscontinuous, cooperative
evolution tow ards reproductive isolation ( o5 = 1) and spatial segregation ( = 1).
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Figure 5: Evolutionary stabl populations after speciation. Left colum n: Populated regions in
the x;r) plne, given by N o x;r) > 0. Intrinsically viable phenotypes (shown in black) are
distinguished from those advected by di usion (grey). R ight three colum ns: trai distributions
Nesx;r= 1rp=2) (eft region), N &;r= 0) (oundary between left and right region), and
N os X;r= 1rp=2) (right region). (@) A llopatric speciation : O ne contiguous population clister,
unin odaltrai distribbutions, species boundary w ith hybrids. (o) Sym patric speciation: Two
dispint clusters, bin odaltrait distributions. (c) D iapatric speciation: Two dispint clisters,
trait distrdbutions unin odalw ithin the regions and bin odal at the boundary, species boundary
w ithout hybrids.

Xo/w; a Xo/w b
1F diapatric 1F diapatric
allo-
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Figure 6: Phase diagram of speciation, specifying the m echanism as a function of the e ective
environm ent heterogeneity xo=wg¢, the e ective com petition range w =w¢, and the di usion
coupling between the regions, =r§. (@) Crosssection in the variables w =ws and xp=wg¢ at
xed =r§ = 0:01. () Crosssection in the variables =z§ and Xg=ws at xed w =ws = 20.
D iapatric speciation is the generic m echanisn In heterogeneous environm ents w ith di usive
coupling.

A lopatric speciation show s a gradual increase of the spatial di erentiation index
up to = 1, see Fig.4@). This expresses the patching of sm allx phenotypes into the
Eft region and largex phenotypes nto the right one. The spatial adaptation of traits



Involves prin ary selction by the tness function f x;r) only and occurs Independently of
m ating behavior. Since there isno su cient selection pressure tow ards assortativiy, the
m ating di erentiation 5 ram ains small. The corresponding evolutionary stable popula—
tion N . (x;1) is a contiguous cluster in the (x;r) plane as shown i Fig.§(@). At a given
point r, the trai distribbution isunin odaland centered around the local tnessm axin um
Xs (). There isa lin ited gene ow between the Jargex and an allx subpopulations, which
ism aintained by the interm ediate phenotypes near the boundary (= 0).

Sym patric speciation is characterized by an increase of m ating di erentiation up to
com plkte reproductive isolation; sse Fig.4 o). The lndex  jum ps discontiuously from a
value o < 1to o= 1, mplying that stationary population stateswih o< < 1 cannot
exist. The speciation is driven by secondary selection involving the frequency-dependent

thess K , jist as In previousm odels of strict sym patry. Spatial variations are irrelevant,
and the spatial di erentiation rem ains nocomplte ( o < 1). The evolutionary stable
population N . (x;r) shown In Fig.§ (o) consists of two dispint clusters, corresponding to
a bin odal trait distribution at every r. The gene ow between these subpopulations is
suppressed by assortative m ating. In particular, there are no hybrids near the boundary
r= 0).

D iapatric speciation is the co-evolution of assortative m ating and spatial segregation
by secondary selection. The indices and mp O o = o = 1 sinulaneously,
leading to an evolutionary stable state w ith reproductive isolation and patching into the
left and right region, see Fig.4 (c) . P rior to the jum p, the spatial segregation is prevented
by di usive coupling between the regions. It becom es possible only once reproductive
isolation is established. The population N x;r) of Fig. '{') (©) has two dispint clusters.
T he trait distrbution is unin odalw ithin both regions and bin odal near the boundary;
there are again no hybrids. T he suppression of the gene ow between the clusters is now
two-fold, by reproductive isolation and by spatial ssparation.

D ocesa population actually speciate, and if so, by which m echanian ? Thistumsout to
depend largely on only three param eters, the e ective environm entalheterogeneity xo=w ¢,
the e ective com petition range w =w¢, and the di usive coupling between the regions,

=r’. Here we have chosen w¢ and 1, as the basic scales In trait space and real space.)
The \phase diagram " of F ig.'§ show s the m echanism of speciation as a fiinction of these
param eters. A llopatric speciation is possbl only with a su ciently large heterogeneity
and a su ciently an alldi usive coupling (ie., snall or large region size r () . C onversely,
sym patric speciation requires a su ciently sm all heterogeneity, as well as a su ciently
an all com petition range W =w: < 1). D iapatric speciation involves no restriction on
the com petition range, that is, i works for frequency-dependent as well as for density—
dependent selection. Tt isseen to be the genericm echanisn in m any realistic environm ents
w ith heterogeneities and di usion.

T his com pares to the recent results of Ref. P§] where adaptive speciation is seen to
generate a sharp geographicaldi erentiation In an individualbased m odel. W orking over
a w Ider range of param eters the present m odel is abl to relate this digpatric m echanisn
to otherm odes of speciation by identifying their regoective regions In tem s ofthe relevant
param eters.

T he present m odel thus allow s for a clear identi cation of the evolutionary m echa—
nisn s underlying speciation, of the dynam ical pattems, and of the resulting population
structures. Exam ples are the separation indices and  (Egs. (9) and {10)) and the dis-
tinction of ntrinsically viable populations from populationsm erely advected by di usion.
O f course, this kind of di erential analysis is very di cul in individuallbased m odels,
which always su er from sn all discrete population sizes. On the other hand, the e ect



of dem ographic stochasticity and other uctuations can also be studied w ithin the fram e-
work of Eq. Q) by adding a stochastic noise tem . The evolutionary stable population
densities N s X;r) are found to be stable under such perturbations. Stability or instability
of stationary states N (x;r) becom e inm ediately apparent in di erential equations such
as (@) by their rates of convergence or divergence. T he fast transition between coherent
and segregated population states thus explains itself naturally from a sin plk analysis.

D iscussion

In summ ary, ourm odel suggests that speciation is a highly cooperative process involving
the adaptive di erentiation of a population in is ecological characters, its m ating be-
havior, and its spatial structure. D iapatric speciation is the generic m echanisn of fully
coupled di erentiation. Tt reduces to allopatric or sym patric speciation In soecial cases.
A llthree m echanisn s are part of a uni ed dynam ical picture, conceptually di erent from
the old dichotom y between sym patry and allopatry.

In classical cbservations, the spatial ssparation ofnew Iy form ed species has often been
regarded as the prin ary driving force of the speciation process. Our results call for a
fresh ook at thedata and m ay o era di erent interpretation In som e cases. T he diapatric
m echanisn involves spatial ssparation asan induced process, triggered by the reproductive
isolation of subpopulations. T his two-fold separation in phenotype and space between the
em erging species cuts the gene ow more e ciently than the other m echanisn s, which
nvolve only one kind of ssparation.

D japatric species boundaries are established and m aintained by natural selection so
no extemal barriers have to be postulated. They ollow regionalboundaries and are dis-
tinguished from the allopatric case by the e cient suppression ofhybrids in the boundary
zone during the prim ary soeciation process. (Secondary reproductive isolation can sup-—
press hybrids also in allopatry.) It is crucial to note that reproductively decoupled popu—
lations can adapt to spatial heterogeneities of an aller size than interbreeding ones. D iap—
atric speciation is also ram arkably fast, since the loss of Interbreeding takes place through
an abrupt change of the stationary population state as discussed above. This transition
is droven by natural selection, unlke the sscondary m ating di erentiation m echanisn s
In allopatry, which are expected to operate by genetic drift and hence to be slower. O £
course, the genetic xation of pem anent incom patibilities between the em erging soecies
(postzygotic isolation) isalways slow . B efore that point, both reproductive and the spatial
separation are reversible if the environm ental conditions change, as has been con m ed
by recent cbservations {36]. Hence, diapatric splits appear to be an e cient adaptation
m echanisn for sexual populations on an all scales of gpace and tin e. M ost of these splits
are w Jped out again on longer tim e scales, whik a few develop into pem anent speciation.
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