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Sum m ary. W e study a discrete spatialm odelfor invasive allele spread in which

two alleles com pete preem ptively,initially only the \residents" (weaker com peti-

tors)being present.W e �nd thatthe spread ofthe advantageousm utation iswell

described by hom ogeneous nucleation; in particular, in large system s the tim e-

dependent globaldensity ofthe resident allele is wellapproxim ated by Avram i’s

law.

1.1 Introduction and M odel

The spatialand tem poralcharacteristics ofthe spread ofan advantageous

m utation are fundam entalquestionsin population dynam ics.Fisher[1]and

K olm ogorov etal.[2]� rstaddressed these questionsusing the fram ework of

a sim plereaction-di� usion equation [3].Thatwork and m any othersfocused

on the velocity ofthe propagating front,which existsinitially and separates

the two spatialregionsoccupied separately by the two alleles.Both contin-

uum and discretespatialm odelshavesuccessfully tackled variousaspectsof

theseproblem s[3,4].In thiswork weinvestigatehow theadvantageousallele

em ergesfrom \scratch";i.e.,initiallytheregion isfully dom inated bytheresi-

dentalleleand theadvantageousalleleisintroduced byrarem utations.W hile

them utantallelehasan individual-leveladvantageovertheoriginalone,the

low probability ofm utations,com bined with a discretespatialdynam ics,can

preventthe spread ofthe m utantforlong tim es.Here we considera m odel

wheretheoriginal\resident"and thecom petitively superior\invasive"allele

com pete fora com m on lim iting resourcepreem ptively [5{8].

Thedetailsofourm odelareasfollows.W econsideran L� L latticewith

periodicboundary conditions.Each sitecan beem pty oroccupied by asingle

allele (eithera residentoran invader).A lattice site representsthe m inim al

leveloflocally availableresourcerequired to sustain an individualorganism ,

hence the \excluded volum e" constraint.W e introduce the localoccupation

num bersatsitex,ni(x)= 0;1,i= 1;2,representing thenum berofresident

and invaderalleles,respectively.By virtueoftheexcluded volum econstraint,

n1(x)n2(x)= 0.New individualsarisethrough localclonalpropagation only.
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Thatis,an individualoccupying sitex m ay reproduceifoneorm oreneigh-

boring sitesareem pty (hereweconsidernearestneighborcolonization only).

Com petition forresources,hencespace,ispreem ptive,therefore,an occupied

site cannot be colonized by either allele untilthe current occupant’s m or-

tality leavesthatsite em pty.Each individualm ay m utate and so carry the

alternateallele;m utation isa two-way,recurrentprocess.

W e perform ed dynam ic M onte Carlo sim ulations to study the above

m odel.O urtim eunitisoneM onteCarlo step persite(M CSS)during which

L2 sitesarechosen random ly.Ifa siteisem pty,itm ay becolonized by indi-

vidualsofallele ioccupying neighboring sites,atthe rate �i�i(x);�i isthe

individual-levelcolonization rate and �i(x) = (1=4)
P

x
0�nn(x)

ni(x
0) is the

density ofallele iaround site x [nn(x)isthe setofnearestneighborsofsite

x].Ifasiteisoccupied by an individual,itcan dieatrate� (regardlessofthe

allele)or m utate to the otherallele atrate �.W e can sum m arize the local

transition rulesforan arbitrary site x as

0
� 1�1(x)
� ! 1; 0

� 2�2(x)
� ! 2; 1

�
� ! 0; 2

�
� ! 0; 1

�
 ! 2; (1.1)

where 0;1;2 indicateswhether the site isem pty,occupied by an individual

with the resident,oran individualwith the invaderallele,respectively.

In thesim ulations,weinitialized thesystem fully occupied by theresident

allele (n1(x)= 1 forallx).W e are interested in the param eterregion where

� � � < �1 < �2,so that m utation is a rare process,but the invader

allelehasareproductive-e� ortadvantage.Then,duetom ortality,thesystem

quickly relaxes (m uch too fast for m utation to play a role) to the \quasi-

equilibrium " state where the resident’s population is balanced by its own

clonalpropagation and m ortality rates (in the near absence of invaders).

Throughout the sim ulations,we track the tim e-dependent globaldensities

ofthe two alleles,�i(t) = (1=L2)
P

x
ni(x;t).W e de� ne the lifetim e � of

the residentallele asthe � rstpassage tim e of�1(t)to one-halfofits quasi-

equilibrium value��1.

1.2 Single-C luster and M ulti-C luster Spread

Asaresultoftherarem utations,individualswith theinvasivealleleoccasion-

ally appearin thepopulation.An invaderlacking accessto nearby resources

m ay die withoutpropagating.Ifa site opensin the localneighborhood (re-

source becom esavailable),the invaderm ay colonize it.However,the em pty

siteislikely surrounded by m orethan oneresident.Theresident’sgreaterlo-

caldensity can com pensateforitslowerindividual-levelcolonization rate,so

theresidenthasthebetterchanceofcolonizing an em pty site.Consequently,

oneexpectssm allclustersoftheinvadingalleletoshrink and disappear.Resi-

dents,although weakercom petitors,can prevailforsom etim e,sincepreem p-

tive com petition im posesa strong constrainton the growth ofthe invaders.
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Fig. 1.1. (a) Cum ulative probability distributions Pnot(t) for L= 32,�1= 0:50,

�2= 0:70,and �= 0:20 forthree di�erentvaluesofthe m utation rate � (in increas-

ing order from the top).(b) Average nucleation tim e (in units ofM CSS) vs.the

m utation rate fortwo di�erentvaluesof� [�1,�2,and L are the sam e asfor(a)].

The inset showsthe sam e on log-log scales.The straightsolid line corresponds to

a slope � 1,indicating htni� �
� 1

in the single-clusterregim e.

Individualswith the advantageousallele can succeed only ifthey generatea

clusterlargeenough thatitstatistically tendsto grow atitsperiphery.

Snapshotsofcon� gurationsand prelim inary studies[9]con� rm the exis-

tenceofa criticalclustersize,beyond which thespread oftheinvading allele

becom es statistically favorable.Further,they also show strongly clustered

growth ofthe invading allele.For a given set ofparam eters,there exists a

length scaleR o,thetypicalspatialseparation ofinvading clusters;forL� R o

theinvasionalm ostalwaysoccursthroughthespreadofasingleinvadingclus-

ter[single-cluster(SC)invasion],whileforL� R o theinvasion istheresultof

m any invading clusters[m ulti-cluster(M C)invasion].Conversely,� xing the

linearsystem size L and otherparam eters(exceptthe m utation rate)there

isa characteristic value of� (now controlling R o),such thatforsu� ciently

low valuesof�,M C invasion by the advantageousallele crossesoverto the

SC pattern.

The above picture suggests that we can apply the fram ework ofhom o-

geneousnucleation and growth [10{12]to describe the spatialand tem poral

characteristicsofthe spread ofthe invasive allele.This fram ework hassuc-

cessfully described analogousdynam ic phenom ena in ferrom agnetic [13{15]

and ferroelectricm aterials[16,17], am epropagation in slow com bustion [18],

chem icalreactions[19],and other ecologicalsystem s [9,20,21].W hile local

m utation isa Poisson process,lacking a Ham iltonian oran e� ective free en-

ergy forthem odel,itisnotknown a prioriwhetherthenucleation ofa \su-

percritical"clusterwillalsobePoisson.Tothisend,in theSC regim e,wecon-

structed cum ulative probability distributionsforthe lifetim e ofthe resident

allele Pnot(t),i.e.,the probability thatthe globaldensity ofthe residenthas

notcrossedbelow ��1=2bytim et.W efound thatthesedistributionsareindeed
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Fig. 1.2. (a) Tim e-series of the global density of the resident allele �1(t) for

L= 1;000,�1= 0:50,�2= 0:70,and �= 0:20,forthreedi�erentvaluesofthem utation

rate� (in increasing orderfrom thetop).Thesolid curvesrepresentAvram is’slaw,

Eq.(1.2).Theinsetshowsthe�1(t)vs.t
3 on log-linearscales.(b)Averagelifetim e

(in unitsofM CSS)vs.the m utation rate on log-log scalesforthe sam e param eter

values.The straightdashed line isthe best�tpower-law indicating h�i� �
� 0:304

.

exponentials(indicating thatthe nucleation ofa successfulinvading cluster

isa Poisson process):Pnot(t)= 1 fort� tg and Pnot(t)= exp[� (t� tg)=htni]

for t> tg.Here htni is the average nucleation tim e and tg is the close-to-

determ inistic growth tim e untilthe advantageous m utation dom inates half

the system .W e show results for a � xed (su� ciently sm all) system size for

three m utation ratesin Fig.1.1(a).From the slopesofthe exponentialswe

obtained the averagenucleation tim es[Fig.1.1(b)],hence the �-dependence

ofthe nucleation rate per unit volum e I(�).Since htni = [L2I(�)]�1 ,we

have I(�) � htni
�1

� �.In the SC regim e,the invasive spread is inher-

ently stochastic;it is initiated and com pleted by the � rst random ly nucle-

ated successfulclusterofthe advantageousallele.For very low valuesof�,

the lifetim e isdom inated by the very large average nucleation tim es,hence

h�i= htni+ tg � htni� ��1 .

In the M C regim e the invasion processesbecom esself-averaging and the

globaldensitiesapproach determ inisticfunctionsin thelim itofL! 1 .Atthe

sam etim e,h�iapproachesa system -sizeindependentlim it.Forlargesystem s

weapplied theK JM A theory [10{12](orAvram i’slaw)topredictthedensity

ofthe residentalelle,

�1(t)’ �
�

1 e
�ln(2)(t=h� i)

3

: (1.2)

O urresultsin Fig 1.2(a)show thatitis,indeed,a very good approxim ation.

Assum ing that the spreading velocity ofthe invading clusters is constant,

K JM A theory predictsthath�i� [I(�)]�1=3 � ��1=3 in theM C regim e.The

m easured exponent,� 0:304,is nottoo faro� [Fig.1.2(b)],but itindicates

thatthe assum ption ofa constantspreading velocity (possibly asa resultof

the nontrivialsurfacepropertiesofthe clusters)m ay break down.
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1.3 Sum m ary and O utlook

W estudied thespread ofan advantageousm utantin a two-allelepopulation

whererarem utationsintroducethe favored allele.W efound thatnucleation

theory,in particularAvram i’slaw,describesthisphenom enon very well.Sys-

tem atic studiesofthe criticalclustersizeand the cluster-sizedependence of

thespreadingvelocity areunderway.Thestructureofthespreadingclusters,

in particular,theroughnessoftheirsurface,isexpected to play an im portant

rolein the latter.
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