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A bstract

W e Introduce a population dynam ics m odel, where Individual ge-
nom es are represented by bit-strings. Selection is described by death
probabilitiesw hich depend on these genom es, and new individualscon—
tinuously replace the ones that die, kesping the population constant.
An o spring has the sam e genom e as is (random Iy chosen) parent,
exogpt for a am all am ount of (@lso random ) m utations. Chance m ay
thus generate a newbom w ith a genom e that is better than that of its
parent, and the newbom w illhave a sm aller death probability. W hen
thishappens, this individualis a would-be founderofa new lneage. A
new lineage is considered created if its alive descendence grow s above
a certain previously de ned threshold. T he tin e evolution of popula—
tions evolving under these rules is followed by com puter sim ulations
and the probability densities of lineage duration and size, am ong oth-—
ers, are com puted. These densities show a scal-free behaviour, In
acocordance w ith som e con ectures In paleoevolution, and suggesting a
sin plem echanisn asexplanation forthe ubiquiy ofthese powerlaw s.
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1 Introduction

Biological evolution of species presents som e universal behaviour due to
its tin eand—size scalkless character (see, for nstance, [1']) . A parallel be-
tween this feature and critical phenom ena studied w ithin statistical physics
is straightforward, and indeed m any techniques traditionally used by physi-
cistsin this eld were recently adopted also to study evolution through sin ple
com puter m odels (see, for Instance, EZ.]) . Two ofthem ost in portant lessons
physicists have leamt from critical phenom ena are listed below .

Lesson 1: One cannot take only a sm allpiece (ora an alltin e Interval)
ofthe system under study, including later the rest of the system as a pertur-
bation. C rtical, scale-free systam s resist to this approach, because they are
non-linear, the whole is not sin ply the sum of the parts. A 1l scales of size

(@nd tin e) are equally in portant for the behaviour of the whole system . A
would-be upper bound for size (or lifetin e), above which one can neglect the
corresponding e ects, does not exist.

Lesson 2: The soeci ¢ m icroscopic (or short temm ) details of the system
are not de nitive to detem ine the behaviour of the whole systam under a
m acroscopic (or long temm ) point of view . In other words, system s which are
com pltely di erent In theirm icroscopic constituents (or short term evolution
rules) can present the sam e critical, m acroscopic behaviour. In particular,
som e universal critical exponents determm ine a m athem atical behaviour that
is shared by com plktely distinct system s. Thus, one can indirectly study
som e aspects of a com plicated real system by observing the evolution of an
arti cially invented toy m odel sin ulated on the com puter.

T here are m any evidences for this scale-free behaviour w ithin biological
evolution. Am ong others, a fam ous exam plk is the classi cation of extinct
genera according to their lifetin e, a Jong term study of fossil data perform ed
by paleontologists John Sepkoskiand D avid Raup B, 4, §]. The frequency
distrbution they found is com patiole w ith a power-aw decay w ith exponent
2. The sam e exponent was con med by at least two distinct theoretical
com puter m odels [, 771.

Branchihg processes in general also show scale-free behaviour. In this
case, an important class, wih exponents multiple of 1=4, is ubiquitous.
T his Interesting issue was studied by G B . W est and collaborators, a recent
overview can be ound in B]. In particular, by studying blood transport net—
works, they proposed a m odelbased on three basic ngredients: a hierarchical
brandching pattem, where a vessel bifurcates into an aller vessels and so on; a



m ininum cuto size for the sn allest branches, which m akes the branching
m echanism a nite process; and a freeenergy m Inin isation constraint. From
these three basic hypotheses, they were ablk to show the em ergence of the
exponents 1=4;1=2;3=4, etc 8,710, 11]. O f course, not only blood vessel sys—
tem s follow this general fram ew ork, and the sam e class of exponentsm ultiple
of 1=4 were indeed m easured w ithin m any other contexts.

A particularly intriguing exam pl is the so-called K keidber’s em pirical law,
discovered In 1932. It relates the m etabolic energetic power P of an anin al
(mammal) with tsmassM asP M **. The validiy of this relation goes
down to single isolated m am m alian cells and even is isolated m itochondrian,
covering 26 orders of m agnitude [{]. A Iso, lifespan increases with M ™4 for
m any organiam s, while heartrate decreases with M ™. Thus, the number
of heart-beats during the whol life is mvariant for allmamm als. Sin ilar
scaling relations and nvariant quantities appear at the m olecular kevel as
well B1.

Here, we raise the idea that biological speciation could t very well into
the general branching process fram ework describbed by W est. W hy would
the idea of universality apply to evolutionary system s is an interesting and
In portant conceptual question. Som e hints towards a possbl answer can
be seen 1 [{12,13, 14, 15].

In the present work, in order to test this possible link between biological
soeciation and W est’s fram ework, we address such a com plicated problem ,
nam ely lineage branching, follow ing the quoted toy m odel approach. Our
hope is that som e of the quantities we can m easure could have a parallel in
the real world, in particular the critical exponents. Besides the com puter
sim ulations from which wem easure these quantities and their related critical
exponents, we were also abl to relate them wih each other. This further
analytical treatm ent yields som e scaling relations which are com plktely full-

lled by our sim ulational results. Furthem ore, these relations allow us to
predict the unknown values of som e exponents from the know ledge of others,
an approach which could be very usefiil since only one such exponent was
directly m easured by fossil data, nam ely from the Sepkoskiand Raup work.
First, we present the m odel, then the resuls of our com puter sim ulations
and analytical approaches. C onclusions are at the end.



2 The m odel

O ur population is kept constant, with P (typically 10° or 10°) individuals
representing a sam ple ofa much larger set. Each individual is characterised
only by its genom e, represented here by an array of g bis (ypicaly 32, 64,
128 ::: 2048). Each bit can either be st (1-bi) or not (O-bit). At the
beginning, allbits are zeroed, and all lndividuals belong to a single lneage.

W e count the totalnumber N ; ofbits set along the genom e of individual
i: it will survive with probability x¥:*!, which decreases exponentially for
Increasing values ofN ;, ie. the Jarger the num ber of 1-bits along the genom g,
the larger is the death probability of this particular individual. This is the
selkction ingredient of our model. At each tine step, a certain fraction b
(ypically 1% or 2% ) of individuals die, each one according to its own death
probability, as the outcom e of intralineage com petition.

At each tim e step, the simulation obtains the value of x  rst, before the
death cycle, by solving the polynom ial equation

X
HNitl=p a1 b ; 1)

where the sum runs over all living individuals. T his requirem ent kesps the
population constant. E quivalently, one can solve

X

HN)x""'=P @ b ; @)

N
where now the suam munsoverN (0, 1,2 ::3),and H N ) counts the current
num ber of ndividuals w ith precisely N bits sst along the genome. A fter
com puting the value of x, we scan the whole population 1= 1, 2 :::P),
tossing a real random num berbetween 0 and 1 foreach Individuali, in order
to com pare it with its survival probability: if the random num ber is larger
than x"+"!, ndividual i dies.

A ftereach death, we choose another individualat random to be the parent
ofa newbom. tsgenom e is copied, and som e random m utations are included
ata xed rateperbit (ypically 1/32) which doesnot depend on the genom e
length. Each mutation ijpsthe current bit state (from 0 to 1 or vice-versa)
at a position tossed along the genom e. A fter all m utations are perform ed,
the newbom is Included into the population.

If the newbom presents fewer 1-bits than its parent, it receives the label
of potential founder of a new lineage. D uring the tin e steps that follow,
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Figure 1: Number of living lineages, nom alised by the population, as a
function oftim e, for di erent genom e lengths.

all its descendents will be m onitored: if, at som e future tin e, the num ber
of those descendents still alive reaches a m lnimum threshold sy (typically
10), then all descendents of the now con m ed founder, including itself, are
considered to belong to a new lineage.

O n the other hand, extinction occurs when the last ndividual of a given
lineage dies. A lthough a rare event, a lneage can also becom e extinct if
all its Individuals descend from the sam e potential founder, being altogether
transferred to another, new , lineage, by reaching the threshod sg.

A sin ilar m odel, but without the lineage branching step, was already
used by som e ofus [14].
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Figure 2: Num ber of living lineages, nom alised by the population, averaged
over the nall0® tin e steps of the sim ulation, as a fiinction of the genom e
Iength.

3 Resuls

W e have run our program w ith som e di erent sets of param eters fP , s, bg.
T he resuls are qualitatively the sam e In all cases, thus we w ill present only
resuls for populations with P = 10° individuals, b= 2% ofwhich die every
year (inm ediately replaced by newboms), requiring a m inin um threshold of
Sp = 10 living descendents of the sam e potential founder in order to have
a new lneage. The genom e kengthsvary from g= 32 up to g= 2048. W e
have also studied an altemate version ofthem odel in which, instead ofbeing
strictly constant, the population isallowed to uctuate: rst, all individuals
have the chance to generate o soring, according to the rate b, increasing the
population; after that, the death roulette kills ndividuals according to the
probabilty 1  xMi*!. No change is cbserved in what concems the quantities
wem easured below . A 1so, sin ilarbranching criteria were introduced into the
Penna m odel for biological ageing {17, 2], for an aller genom e engthsg = 8,
16, 32 and 64: the generalbehaviour did not change.

Figure 1 shows the number of living lineages as a function of time t.



Eadch tin e step corresoonds to a scan of the whole population perfomm ing
deaths and births. W e divided the num ber of living lineages by the constant
num ber of individuals, in order to show that one lineage indeed corresponds
to a oconsiderable number of ndividuals (varying from approxin ately ten
thousand, on average, for the largest genom e length of 2048 bits, down to

fiy ndividuals for the sn allest genom e length of 32 bits). One can also
observe that the total num ber of generations we tested, after one m illion
tin e steps, is large enough to get a stable, s=lforganised situation which
is, indeed, very di erent from the starting point, wih a single lneage and
com plktely clean genom es.
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Figure 3: Probability density distrdbutions for N=g, where N oounts the
num ber of 1-bits along a genom e of length g.

O ver the last one hundred thousand tim e steps, after stabilisation, we
have perfom ed the average of the num ber of living lineages for each genom e
Ingth. The resuls are displayed In  gure 2. The exponent that gures in
the plot was cbtained from a t to the sin ulation data. For other runs, w ith
di erent setsofparam eters, it rem ained the sam e. T he relation between these
two quantities humber L of living lneages and genom e length g) follows a
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Figure 4: Number of lineages which becom e extinct per \year" (one time
step), averaged over intervals of 10° tin e steps, as a function of tin e.

power-aw of the kind

L/ g ; 5=4 3)

Here, we propose that the num erically determ ined valuie = 124 (exxorbar
w ithin the lJast digit) isin fact = 5=4, 2lling into the sam e fam ily of simn ple
multiples of1/4, ubiquitous am ong biologicalm easurem ents of various kinds
(s=e 8,'9,10,11, 14, 18] and references therein) . A s already quoted, G . W est
and collaborators dem onstrated the em ergence of exponents m ultiple of 1=4
based only on three fuindam ental ingredients. O ur lineage m odel shares the
sam e ngredients, nam ely:

1) a muliple hierarchical branching | In our case, lineages bom from
others;

2) a size invariant lim it for the nalbranch | in our case, we require a

xed m lninum population sy in order to have branching;

3) a freeenergy m Inin isation process | In our case, the grow ing-entropy
tendency provided by the random m utations (in the direction of random ising
the bits along the genom e as tin e goes by) is balanced by the selection
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Figure 5: Totalnum ber ofextinct lineages as a function ofthe genom e length.

m echanism Which gives preference to individuals w ith the an allest possible
num ber of 1-bis).

Figure 3 illustrates this last ngredient. By ocounting the number of 1-
bits along each genom e, the results are distrbuted far below half of the
whole length g Which would be the m axim um -entropy situation), show ing
the e ciency of the selection process. O n the other hand, the non-vanishing
width observed in the sam e distributions shows a high degree of genetic
diversity preserved within the survivors, even when the genome length is
varied. Note that, w ith the exosption of the three an allest genom e kengths
(symbols), all other curves (an allblack dots) collapse into a single, genom e~
length-independent one, w thin the gure scale.

Figure 4 show s the num ber of lineages which becom e extinct each year,
as a function of tim e. Extinction becom es m ore di cul for larger genom e
lngths. Figure 5 shows the total number N of extinct lneages, during
the whole onem illion-tin e-step history, as a function of the genom e length.
A gain, we observe a power-law behaviour according to the general trend

N /g 1 )
Figure 6 show s the distrdoutions of extinct lineages as a function of their
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Figure 6: D istribution of extinct lineages according to size s (total num ber
of ndividuals which belonged to that lineage) for di erent genom e lengths.

sizes. O ne observes agaln a powerJdaw behaviour w ith exponent very close
to 1 (even for param eters other than the ones used for this particular plot).
T he exponents cbtained from a t to the data corresponding to the largest
genom e lengths are shown. T he position of the peak does not change when
the genom e length is ncreased, In agreem ent w ith our criterion forbranching,
namely a xed m ninum number sy of living ndividuals. Thus, In the lim it
of large populations and large genom e lengths, the probability distribbution
of Iineages size P (s) is expected to be

P() = Cs if s s5; where 1 5)

0 othemw ise

Thevalue of can be exactly 1 or slightly lJarger than 1, and the constant C
does not depend on the genom e length.

T he distrbution of Iineage lifetim e, gure 7, isdi erent. tspeak position
does depend on the genom e length g. At the sam e Iim it of Jarge populations
and large genom e lengths, its probability P (') reads

10
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Figure 7: D istribution ofextinct lneages according to lifetin e Y, fordi erent
genom e lengths.

P(M = ( 1)o@l ' if Y Y%2(@Q); where 2 (6

0 othemwise

Again, can beexactly 2 or slightly lJarger than 2. This value is In com plete

agreem ent w ith the real exponent found by palontologists John Sepkoski

and D avid Raup from fossildata. T he m ultiplicative constant in front of *

can be easily obtained by integrating equation (6) and equating the resul to

unity: or = 2, it concidesw ith them ninum cuto lifetine Y (@) iself.
T he dependence of Y, on g also follow s a power-aw behaviour

W/ g 1= ; (7)

as can be seen, for instance, by plotting the peak positionson gure 7 against
g. A ematively, and w ith better accuracy, one can plot the average lifetin e
against g. The exponent we get from this plot (hot shown) is 026, for our
sim ulational data. Indeed, a sin ple reasoning can link the number L (g) of
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living lineages at a given tim e, equation (3), w ith thenumberN (g) ofextinct
Iineages during the whole history, equation (4). The form er can be counted
by adding the probability of each lineage j to be alive at a given tine, ie.
its lifetim e Yy divided by the whole historicaltime T,

Ne@) . N (g) Z 1
L@= —Z=-—/— d P : ®)
.. T T Y
=1
Consdering Yz << T,weget
L@ / N@ Y@ )
and the consequent scaling relation
= + (10)

which holds in general (@part from an all logarithm ic corrections, if = 2).
T his relation is very well veri ed by our num erical data.

The ratio 2:1 we found between the exponents and goveming the
tw o probability distributions for lineages (@ccording to their lifetin e or size)
has an interesting interpretation. The growth of the number of lneages is
not restricted by the nite size of the whole population. Each lineage grow s
by itself, reaches its m axin um num ber of ndividuals, and then shrinks up
to extinction due to its own genetic m eltdown. If the m axinum num ber of
living individuals belonging to a lneage was som ehow lin ited by an extemal
source, then thismaxinum would be kept for a long tin e, waiing for the
unavoidable genetic m eltdown which eventually leads to extinction: in this
case, the relation between lineage size s and lifetine * would be linear. On
the contrary, we obtain a relation

s=A@"Y ; ! 2 11)

In agreem ent with the ratio = 2 we got previously from the lifetin e
and size distribution probabilities, separately. W e have measured ! inde—
pendently, by accum ulating a [‘;s] histogram of all lineages, an exam pl of
which is shown in the table, for a genom e length of 64. Lineages live In a
narrow stripe of the space [Y;s], near the line de ned by equation (11). For
allgenom e lengths, ! isalways very close to 2, according to our sim ulational
data.

12



Tabl 1: Probability distribbution of species as a function of lifestine “ and
size s. Fractions an aller than 0.0001 are not shown.

1048576 . . . . . . . .
524288 . . . . . . . . 0001
262144 . . . . . . . . 0006
131072 . . . . . . . 0005 0007
65536 . . . . . . . 0018 0002
32768 . . . . . . 0010 0020
16384 . . . . . . 0035 0007

8192 . . . . . 0014 0050

4096 . . . . . 0066 0026

2048 . . . . 0010 0120 0003

1024 . . . . 0090 0102

512 . . . 0003 0253 .0039

256 . . . 0109 0425 0008

128 . . 0005 0692 0372

64 . . 0323 1705 0140

32 . 0105 2210 1190 0008

16 0021 0644 1007 0050

8 0015 .0047 0007

0001
0001

s=" 64 128 256 512 1024 2048 4096 8192 24

By usihg the dentity P (s)ds = P (Y)d?, one can also show the further
relation
ss AQ@ [h@T ; or Y@ / B@IT (12)

from which one can again (@nd independently) extract theexponent relating
and , through the proportionality constantsA (g), equation (11), provided
by the [';shthistogram s.
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4 Conclusions

W e study a sin ple population dynam ics m odel where the genom e of each
Individual is represented by a bitstring. T he survival probability decreases
w ith the number of 1-bits along the Individual’'s genom e. At each tin e step,
a certain fraction of individuals die according to these probabilities, and are
replaced by survival’s o soring. The genom e of each o spring is a copy of
the parent’s, w ith a few random m utations. Lineage branching occurs when
an o soring happens to have a genom e better than its parent, provided is
own descendence succeeds In grow Ing up to surpass a threshold of living
hdividuals.

By sinulating this sinple m odel on a com puter, we nd some general
power-aw relationswhich seem to be independent ofthe particular param —
eters adopted in the sin ulations, and also of m odi cations of the dynam ic
rules them selves. O ne of these power-law s, nam ely equation (6) describing
the distrdbbution of extinct lineages per lifetin e, agrees w ith real paleonto—
logical data [3, 4, '3], for which the exponent 2 also agrees with our
num erically determ ined value. No realdata is available in order to com pare
the other exponents wem easured (equations 3, 4, 5, 7 and 11) . N everthelss,
we were also abl to cbtain som e analytical scaling relations between these
various exponents, allof them n agream ent w ith our num erical data. M ore-
over, within our narrow error bars, all these exponents are m ultiple of 1=4,
In com plete agreem ent w ith the general fram ew ork theoretically studied by
Westetal §,10,12] in a di erent context. These authors show the em er-
gence of exponents muliple of 1=4, which are ubiquitous w ithin biological
system s, based only on three very general assum ptions also shared by our
m odel. Thus, we propose these exponents could be universal, valid for other
evolutionary system s m ore com plicated than our toy m odel.
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