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A bstract. It isusually believed that D arw In’s theory leads to a an ooth gradual evo—
ution, so that m ass extinctions m ust be caused by extemal shocks. H owever, it has
recently been argued that m ass extinctions arise from the intrinsic dynam ics of D ar-
w Inian evolution . Species becom e extinct when swept by Intem ittent avalanches prop—
agating through the global ecology. T hese ideas are m ade concrete through studies of
sin ple m athem atical m odels of coevolving species. The m odels exhib it selforganized
criticality and describbe som e general features of the extinction pattem in the fossil
record.

1 Introduction

T he theory of uniform itarianisn , or gradualism , was form ulated In the last cen-
tury by the geophysicist Charles Lyell (1830) in histom e, P rinciples of G eology.
A coording to this theory, all change is caused by processes that we currently
observe which have worked at the sam e rate at all tim es. For instance, Lyell
proposed that landscapes are form ed by gradualprocesses, rather than catastro—
phes like N oah’s F lood, and the features that we see today were m ade by slow

persistent processesw ith tin e as the \great enabler" that eventually m akes lJarge
changes. Uniformm itarianian is a \linear" theory where the am ount of change is
proportionalto the am ount of tin e that has elapsed.

At rst sight, Lyell's uniform itarian view is reasonable. T he law s of physics
are generally expressed in tem s of an ooth, continuous equations. Since these
law s should describe all observable phenom ena, it is naturalto expect that the
phenom ena which we ocbserve should also vary in a sn ooth and gradualm an—
ner. T he opposing philosophy, catastrophisn , clain s that change occurs through
sudden cataclysm ic events. Since catastrophisn sm acks of creationism , w ith no
connection to the natural sciences aswe know them , it hasbeen largely reected
by the scienti ¢ community.

CharlesD arwin (1910) adapted Lyell's ideas of gradualisn in an uncom pro—
m ising way. A ccording to his theory, evolution proceeds through random m uta—
tions follow ed by selection ofthe tter variants.This slow process takesplace at
all tim es and all places at a steady rate.D amw in took it for granted that such
a process would necessarily force evolution to follow a am ooth, gradual path.
Consequently, D arw In denied the existence of m ass extinctions where a large
fraction of species would abruptly disappear.
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1.1 Avalanches and Punctuated E quilbbrium

However, we know that m any natural phenom ena evolve interm ittently ®Bak
and Paczuski 1995; Paczuski, M aslov, and Bak 1996). The dynam icsm ay fol-
low a step-lke pattem w ith long, dom ant plateaus where little change takes
place Interrupted by sudden bursts, or avalanches, of concentrated activity. T he
m agnitudes of the bursts m ay extend over a w ide range. Even though unifom i
tarianisn , as opposed to catastrophisn , hashistorically dom inated both geology
and paleontology, prototypicalexam ples of interm ittent behavior lie in these two
dom ains.

E arthquakes: For instance, the crust of the earth accom m odates large, devas—
tating earthquakes in which hundreds of thousands of people are killed.M ost of
the tin e the crust of the earth appears to be stabl. T hese periods of stasis are
punctuated by earthquakes or avalanches taking place on a fault structure that
stores Inform ation about the history ofthe system .

In fact, the size distrdbution ofearthquakes ollow sa sim ple power law known
as the G utenberg-R ichter law (1956). The power law dem onstrates that earth-
quakes have no typical scale; otherw ise the distribution would have a signature
at that scale. The anooth variation from amall to large events suggests that
a comm on dynam icalm echanisn is responsble for all earthquakes, regardless
of their size. Volcanic eruptions constitute another interm ittent phenom enon in
geophysics. Solar ares, pulsar glitches, and the form ation of neutron stars are
exam ples of nterm ittent behavior in astrophysics. A 11 these phenom ena are ex—
am ples w here avalanches of activity exhibi power law distributions sin ilar to
the G utenberg R ichter law . There is no way to accom m odate the power law
distrbution for earthquake sizesw ithin the fram ew ork ofa linear theory such as
uniform arianism .

A Gutenberg-R ichter Law for E xtinctions: O nem ight, therefore, suspect
that D arw in’s use of uniformm tarianism in a theory of evolution m ay also need
to be reexam ined. In fact, about twenty years ago, G ould and E dredge (1977)
proposad that biological evolution takes place in termm s of punctuations, where
m any species becom e extinct and new species em erge, interrupting periods of
low activity or stasis.Figure 1 show s the record of extinction events as recorded
by J. J. Sepkoski (1993). These extinction events in biology are analogous to
earthquakes In geology. N ote the spikes of extinction events spanning a range
ofm agniudes. T he lJargest events are associated w ith the Cambrian explosion
500 m illion years ago, and the Pem ian extinction 200 m illion years ago. R aup
(1986) has plotted sin ilar data as a histogram ( gure 2) where each colum n
show s the num ber of 4 m illion periods w ith a given extinction intensity. T he
an ooth variation from the an allest to the lJargest extinctions indicatesa com m on
m echanism . A ctually, punctuated equilbriim usually refers to the Intem ittent
dynam icsofa single species, wherem orphologicalchange is concentrated in short
tin e periods Interrupted by long periods of stasis.
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1.2 ExternalShocks: \Bad Luck"

T he extinctions of species appear to take place sin ultaneously across fam ilies;
they \m arch to the sam e drumm er". This could be explained if m ass extinc—
tions were caused by large, exogenous cataclysn s, i. e. if extinctions were due to
\bad luck" rather than \bad genes".For exam ple, In the m ost prom Inent the—
ory, A varez, A varez, and M ichel (1980) suggest that the C retaceous extinction
event w here the dinosaurs disappeared was caused by a m eteor hitting the earth
som e 55 m illion years ago. Indeed, a lJarge crater w as observed near the Yucatan
peninsula In M exico.H owever, In order for an exogenous event such as a m eteor
to w Jpe out an entire species, i m ust have a global e ect over the entire area
that the species occupies; otherw ise the In pact would be insu cient to cause
extinction, except for species w ith sm all local populations. In addition, extinc—
tions of species take place all the tim e w thout an extemal cause. E xtinctions
are taking place right now ! T hese extinction events are obviously not caused by
am eteor. Som e are known to be Intrinsic to evolution, being caused by hum ans.

In his book Bad Genes or Bad Luck, Raup (1982) distinguishes between
bad luck, extinctions from extemal sources, and bad genes, extinctions due to
Intrinsically poor tness.W hether or not extemalshocksplay an in portant role
in evolution, it is in portant to understand the dynam ics of biological evolution
In the absence of these shocks.

1.3 Evolution of Isolated vs.M any Interacting Species

In early theories of evolution, by Fisher (1932) and others, evolution of a sin—
gle species In isolation was considered. Individuals w ithin each species m utate,
leading to a distrbbution of tnesses, and the tter variants were selected. This
leadsto a tnesswhich always increases an oothly ad in nitm .M any biologists
appear content w ith this state ofa airs, and rarely is the need for a m ore com —
prehensive theory expressed. For instance, M aynard Sm ith (1993), in his book
The T heory of Evolution notices w ith great satisfaction that nothing in portant
has changed in the 35 years Intervening between his rst and second editions.

H ow ever, F isher’s picture of a species evolving in isolation does not appear
to us to be ablk to explain any of the intricacy, diversity, and com plexiy of
real life. T his is because evolution is a cooperative phenom enon. Species form
ecologies w here they interact w ith each other in a globalecology w ith predator—
prey relationships and food webs. For exam ple, hum ans depend on the oxygen
an ited by trees and other plants. Tt is quite likely that the Interaction ofm any
species in a global ecology plays a m ore In portant role in evolution than the
speci ¢ behavior of a single or a f&w species in isolation.

O ur approach is to consider biology as a large, dynam ical system w ith very
m any degrees of freedom . Interactive system s lke biology m ay exhibit em ergent
behavior which is not obvious from the study of typical local interactions and
detailed behaviors of two or three goecies. Indeed, the population dynam ics of
a few interacting species has been described in tem s of coupled di erential
equations, known as Lotka-Volerra, or replicator equations. T hese equations
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m ay lead to interesting, chaotic behavior, but of course not to m ass extinction or
punctuated equilbrium . T raditional evolutionary theory m ay be able to explain
the behavior of a few generations involving a few hundred rats, but it can not
explain evolution on the largest scale In which trillions of organisn s interact
throughout billions of years.

2 SelfO rganized C riticality

A few years ago, Bak, Tang, and W iesenfeld (1987, 1988) suggested that large
dynam ical system sm ay organize them selves into a highly poised \critical" state
where interm ittent avalanches of all sizes occur. T he theory, selforganized criti-
cality (SO C), is a nonlinear theory for how change takes place In large system s.
Tt has becom e a general paradigm for interm ittency and criticality in Nature.
E volution to the critical state isunavoidable, and occurs irrespective ofthe inter—
actions on the an allest scales which we can readily observe.A visualexam ple is
apile ofsand on a at table, onto which sand is gradually added. Starting from
a atcon guration, the sand evolves into a steep pile which em its sandslides, or
avalanches, of all sizes. This idea has been successfilly applied to a variety of
geophysical and astrophysicalphenom ena, In particular to earthquakeswhere it
provides a naturalexplanation for the G utenberg-R ichter law . It is now broadly
accepted that earthquakes are a selforganized critical phenom enon Newm an,
Turcotte, and G abrielov 1995).0 nem ay think o£SO C as the underlying theory
for catastrophisn .

C an this nonlinear picture be applied to biological evolution? Even ifwe ac—
cept D arw In’sm echanism forevolution, it isdi cul to extract its consequences
form acroevolution. In contrast to the basic law s of physics w hich are describbed
by equations such as N ew ton’s equations, or M axw ell's equations, there are no
\D arw In’s E quations" to solve, as one of our editors, Henrk F yvb grg, once
pointed out. It may seem rather hopeless to try to m athem atically describe
m acroevolution w ithout the findam ental m icroscopic equations. O n the other
hand, we know from our experience w ith m any body collective phenom ena that
statistical properties of the system at large scalesm ay be largely independent of
an all scale details. This is called \universality." T he interactions are m ore in —
portant than the details of the entities which m ake up the system .Universality
belies the usual reductionist approach in the physical sciences w here features at
large scales are explained in tem s of m odels at successively am aller scales w ith
m ore and m ore details included. Universality isa way to throw out alm ost allof
these details.

T hus, our studies are based on abstract m athem atical m odels. The m od—
els cannot be expected to reproduce any speci c detail that m ay actually be
observed In nature, such as hum ans or elphants. The confrontation between
theory and reality m ust take place on a statistical level. T his is not unusual in
the natural sciences. Q uantum m echanics and them odynam ics are inherently
statistical phenom ena. C haotic system s are unpredictable, so com parison w ith
experin ent or observations must also be on the statistical level. Indeed, the
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G utenbergR ichter Jaw is a statistical law which can be explained in termm s of
grossly over-sin pli ed SO C m odels for earthquakes. O ne m ight hope to be able
to do the sam e for biology.

W e shall argue that life m ay be a selfforganized critical phenom enon. P eri-
ods of stasisw here evolutionary activity is low are interrupted by coevolutionary
avalanches w here species becom e extinct and new species em erge. G ood genes
during periods of stasis are no guarantee for survival. E xtinctionsm ay take place
not only due to \bad luck" from extemale ects, lke m eteors, but also due to
bad luck from freak evolutionary incidents endogenous to the ecology. B iological
evolution operating in the critical state can explain a variety of em pirical obser-
vations, including the lifetin e distrdbution of species and the occurrence ofm ass
extinctions.

3 Co-evolutionary A valanches

Stuart K au m an of the Santa Fe Institute was am ong the rst to suggest that
life m ight be a selforganized critical phenom ena where evolution takes place in
term s of coevolutionary avalanches of all sizes. Together w th Sonke Johnsen
K au man and Johnsen 1991) he studied com plex m odels of very m any species
form ing an interactive ecology, the NK C-m odels. In these m odels, each species
evolves In a rough tness landscape, w ith m any localpeaks, em ploying a picture
nvented by Sewall W right 50 years ago W right (1982) ( gure 3) in his sem
nalwork, The Shifting Balance T heory. Populations are m odi ed by m eans of
mutation and di erential selection towards higher tness. Random m utations
allow individuals to crossbarriers, form ed by troughs of lower tness and m ove
to other m axin a. Then they m ight initiate a population at or near the new

maxinum .

Each species can be thought of as a group of individuals in the vicinity of
som e tness peak, and m ay be represented by the genetic code of one of those
Individuals. In K au m an’sm odels, the genetic code is represented by a string of
N bisorgenes (0011011...11101000) .Each con guration hasa tnessassociated
wih i, which can be calculated from an algorithm , the NK -algorithm . T he
contribution to the tness from each gene or \trai" depends on the state ofK
othergenes.The tnessdependson the coupling between genes.The NK m odels
are generalized spin glassm odels, invented by physicists to describem etastability
and frozen behavior of m agnetic system s w ith random interactions.

T he elem entary single step iswhat could be called a \m utation ofa species".
D espite the fact that this notation may raise a red ag am ong biologists, it
w ill be used throughout this chapter. In evolution, this step ism ade by random
m utations of ndividuals followed by selection of the tter variant, and subse—
quent transform ation of the entire population to that variant. T he Jandscape is
traced out as the bits are varied. By random ly m utating one bit at the tine,
and accepting the m utation only if i leads to a higher tness, the species will
eventually reach a localpeak from which i can not in prove fiirther from sihgle
m utations. O £ course, by m aking m any coordinated m utations the species can
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transform into som ething even m ore t, but this is very unlkely. A species can
not spontaneously develop w ings and vy.

However, the tness landscape of each species is not rigid; it is a rubber
landscapem odi ed w hen other species In the ecology change their properties.For
instance, the prey of som e predatorm ay grow thicker skin (or becom e extinct),
so that the tness ofthe predator is reduced.W ithin the landscape picture, this
corresoonds to a deform ation where the tness peak the predator previously
occupied has vanished. The predatorm ight nd itselfdown in a valley instead
of up on a peak. Then i may start clinbing the tness landscape again, for
nstance by developing sharper teeth, until i reaches a new local peak. This
may in tum a ect the survivability of other species, and so on.

Kau man and Johnsen represented the interdependence of species In tem s
of theirm odel. M utating one ofthe N genes In a species a ects K genesw ithin
the species and also a ects the tnesses of C other species. This is called the
NKC model Now, starting from a random con guration, all the species start
climn bing their landscapes, and at the sam e tim e start m odifying each other’s
landscapes. T heir idea was that this would eventually set the system up in a
poised state where evolution would happen Intem ittently in bursts. H owever,
this failed to occur.

E ither of two scenarios would em erge. i) If the num ber of interactions, C, is
an all, the ecology evolves to a frozen state where all species rest on a localpeak
of their respective landscapes, and no fiirther evolution takes place.A random ,
extemal environm ent is ntroduced by random ly Ipping genes. T his niiates
avalanches w here a num ber of species evolve. H ow ever the avalanches are an all,
and the ecology soon com es to rest In a new frozen state. ii) If the the num ber
C is large, the ecology goes to a highly active chaotic state, where the species
perpetually evolre w ithout ever reaching a peak . In this case, the coevolutionary
avalanchesnever stop .0 nly ifthe param eterC iscarefully tuned doesthe ecology
evolve to a critical state.

Kau m an and Johnsen argued that the ecology asa whole ism ost t at the
critical point. \T he critical state is a nice place to be," Kau m an clain s. How —
ever, i can be proven that the NKC m odels do not selforganize to the critical
point F yvb rg and Lautrup 1992; B ak, F Iyvb ®rg, and Lautrup 1992).D vine
Intervention isneeded.A part from the question asto what type ofdynam icsm ay
Jead to a critical state, the idea ofa poised state operating between a frozen and
a disordered, chaotic state m akes an appealing picture for the em ergence of com —
plex phenom ena.A frozen state cannot evolve.A chaotic state cannot rem em ber
the past. T his leaves the critical state as the only altemative.

4 A Sinple M odel for Evolution

Bak and Sneppen (Bak and Sneppen 1993; Sneppen et al 1995) introduced a
sin ple m odel to describe the m ain features of a global Interactive ecology. In
one version of the m odel, L. species are situated on a one din ensional line, or
circle.Each species nteracts w ith its two neighbors, to the kft and to the right.
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The systam can be thought of as a long od chain. Instead of specifying the

tness in term s of a speci ¢ algorithm , the tness of the species at position 1 is
sin ply given as a random number, f;, say between 0 and 1. The tness is not
speci ed explicitly In term s of an underlying genetic code, but is chosen as a
random function of these variable. P robably not much is lost sihce we do not
know the actual tness landscapes anyway.

At each tine step the last t species is selected for mutation or extinc—
tion. This is done by nding the an allest random number in the system . By
Inspection ofthe tness landscape In gure 3, i is clear that species located on
low tnesspeaks have a an aller distance to nd better peaks than species w ith
higher tness.Thebarriersto nd better peaks can be thought ofas the num ber
of coordinated m utations needed. So the tin e it takes to reach a higher peak
Increases exponentially w ith the size of the barriers and can becom e astronom i-
cally large if the genetic m utation rate is low . T his justi es the selection of the
least t species as the next In line form utation.

The mutation of a species is represented by replacing its random number
wih a new random number. O ne m ight argue that the new random number
should be higher than the old one, but this does not change the behavior, so for
m athem atical sim plicity we replace the old random number wih a com pletely
new random numberbetween 0 and 1.0 nem ight think ofthis elem entary event
either as an extinction of a species occupying a certain ecologicalniche followed
by the replacem ent with another species, or as a pseudo-extinction where a
speciesm utates. A s faras ourm athem aticalm odeling is concemed, this doesn’t
m ake any di erence. T he m utation ofthe species at site 1 results in a change In
the physical properties of that species, so that it a ects the tnessesof tstwo
neighboring species. For sim plicity, this ism odelled by choosing a new , random 1y
selected, tness for the neighborsalso.O nem ight argue their tness should only
be a ected slightly, say less than 1=10, or that their tness should generally be
worsened. Again, the details of the m odel do not a ect the resulting outcom e,
so we choose a com pltely new random num ber.

To summ arize: At each tim e step in the sim ulation, the sm allest tness, and
the tnessofthe two neighbors are each replaced with new random tnesses. T his
step is repeated again and again. That’s all!

W hat could be sinpler than replacing som e random numbers with some
other random num bers? D espite the sin plicity, the outcom e of the process is
nontrivial. O ne m ight suspect that the m odelwould be so sin pl that i would
easily yield to m athem atical analysis, but the com plexiy of tsbehavior sharply
contrasts w th is sim ple de nition. W e shall see that m odi ed versions of the
m odel are m ore tractable.

In particular, a m ultitrait evolution m odel B oettcher and P aczuski 1996),
w hich behaves sin ilarly to the B ak-Sneppen m odel, can be com pletely solved.
Instead of each site i having a singlke tness f; i has many tnesses associ-
ated wih itsM di erent traits that evolve Independently. T he introduction of
m any intemal trais is consistent w ith paleontological ocbservations indicating
that evolution w ithin a species is \directed"; m orphological change over tin e is
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concentrated In a few trais, while m ost others traits of the species are static
K aufm ann 1993).T hem ultitrai m odel nclides the B ak-Sneppen m odelw hen
M = 1and issowvablewhenM ! 1 .

4.1 The SelfO rganized C ritical State

Figure 4 show s a snapshot of the tnesses after billions of updates for a Bak-
Sneppen ecology w ith 300 species.M ost ofthe tnessesare above a criticalvalue,
orgap, f. = 0:67002 P aczuski,M aslv,and Bak 1996).N ote howevera localized
area in the species space where the tnessesarebelow thisgap.T he next species
to mutate is the one with the lowest tness, # 110. The tness of this species
and its two neighbors are updated. It is very likely that the next species to
m utate is nearby. Subsequent evolution takes place w thin this localized burst.
A fter a while, there w illbe no m ore species below the gap, and a new burst, or
avalanche, w i1l start som ew here else In the system .

D uring the avalanche, the species arem utating again and again, untileventu—
ally a selfsuspended, stable netw ork of species hasbeen reestablished. T he size,
s, of the burst can be m easured as the total num ber of m utations separating
Instances w ith no species in the gap. Figure 5 show s the distrbution of burst
sizes. T here are avalanches of all sizes, w ith a power law distrbution

P (s) s where ' 107 : )

The power law for large sizes show s that the ecology has selforganized to
a critical state. T he large avalanches represent m ass extinction events, like the
Cam brian explosion G ould 1989).D uring the large avalanches, nature tries one
com bination after another until a relatively stable con guration is reached, and
a period of stasis in this area of the global ecology begins.

A sa consequence of the Interaction betw een species, even species that possess
welladapted abilities, w ith high barriers, can be undem ined in their existence
by weak species with which they interact. For instance, a species wih tness
above the critical gap never m utates on its own. H owever, eventually it m ay be
hit by \bad luck" because a m utation am ong its neighbors destroys its pleasant
and stable life. A species can go extinct through no faul of s own and for no
apparent extemal \reason" such as a m eteor. Nature is not fair! A high tness
is only usefiil as long as the environm ent de ned by the other species in the
ecology rem ains intact.

Figure 6 show s the accum ulated num ber of m utations of an arbitrary single
Soecies In the m odel. N ote the relatively long periods of stasis, Interrupted by
bursts of activity. O ne m ight im agine that the am ount ofm orphological change
of a gpecies is proportional to the the total num ber of m utations, so the curve
show spunctuated equilbrium behavior.T he Jarge jum ps represent periodsw here
very m any subsequent m utations take place at a rapid pace, because an ecolog—
ical co-evolutionary avalanche happens to visit the species. T hus, the big jum ps
between \useful" or highly t states are e ectuated by cum ulative sm all jum ps
through interm ediate states which could exist only in the tem porary environ-—
m ent of a burst. T he curve is a C antor set, or D evil’s staircase, invented by the
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m athem atician G eorg Cantor in the last century. The length of the period of
stasis is the \ rst retum tim e" ofthe activity for a given gpoecies. T hat quantity
also has a power law distrbution M aslov, Paczuski, and Bak 1995). In evolu—
tion, this tim e can be thought of as the lifetin e of a species before i undergoes
a (pseudo)extinction. In fact, the distrdbution of lifetin es of fossil genera (Sep—
koski 1993) appears to ollow a power law with a characteristic exponent ’ 2
(Sneppen et al. 1995).

A's a consequence of the power law distribution of burst sizes, m ost of the
evolutionary activiy occurs within the few large avalanches rather than the
m any an aller \ordinary" events. Selforganized criticality can thus be thought
of as a theoretical jasti cation for catastrophian .

4.2 Com parison w ith the fossil record

The tim e unit in the com puter sim ulations is a single update step. O £ course,
this does not corresoond to time In realbiology. Based on the rugged tness
landscape picture, the tin e-scale fortraversing a barrier of size b is exponential in
the barrierheight, which isroughly proportionalto the tness,sot; exp(E=T).
Here T is an e ective tem perature which represents an average m utation rate
in the genetic code. In realbiology, there is no search comm ittee locating the
least t species, but m utation takes place everyw here at the sam e tin e. In the
lin it where the e ective tem perature T approaches zero, the m Inim al tness is
alvays selected next for m utation. Punctuated equilbrium behavior can exist
only where the m utation rate is slow ; otherw ise there would not be long periods
of stasis. A system with a high mutation rate will not have su cient m em ory
to develop com plex behavior, sihce any new developm ent will be erased In a
relatively short tin e span.

Sneppen et al. (1995) perform ed a simulation where at each time step a
m utation takes place everywhere with probabilty p = exp( £=T).Figure 7
show s the resulting space-tin e plot of the activity, with T = 0:01. Note the
tem poral separation of the avalanches, which show up as connected black areas.
T he inform ation In thisdiagram can bepresented di erently. In gure 8,thetime
scale has been coarse grained in a sin ulation over 8000 steps into 60 equaltim e
intervals. T he total am ount of events in each tin e step is plotted as a function
of tin e. Note the sin ilarity with Sepkoskis plot, gure 1.During each tine
period, there are generally m any avalanches. O ne can show that the resulting
distrbution for the totalnum ber of events in each period approaches a P areto—
Levy distrbution, which has power law tails for large events. T he inform ation
iIn Raup’s histogram of Sepkoski’s data is too sparse to test whether or not it
represents a P areto-Levy distrdbution.

In the B ak-Sneppen m odel, the num ber of species is conserved. It does not
allow for speciation where one species branches into two species, but m ight be
Justi ed as a consequence of com petition for resources.Vandew alle and A usloos
(1995) have constructed a m odelw here phylogenetic trees are form ed by specia—
tion, starting from a single species. Thism odel also evolves to the critical state,
w ith extinction events of all sizes.
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O foourse, it would be Interesting if one could perform controlled experin ents
on evolution . T he second best is to construct arti cialevolution In the com puter.
Ray (1992) and Adam i (1995) have done just that. They created a world of
replicating and m utating program segm ents. A dam i found that evolution in this
arti cial world exhdbits punctuated equilbria, with a lifetin e distrdbbution of
organian s ollow ing a power law , Indicating that the system selforganizes into
a critical state.

4.3 ExternalE ects

To what extent is evolution described by such sin plem odelsa ected by extemal
events, such as tam perature variations, volcanic eruptions, neutrino bursts, or
m eteors? Schm ultziand Schuster (1995) studied a m odelw here extinction takes
place when the tness of a species falls below a random num ber drawn from
an independent distrdbution. The random number represents the e ect from
extemal sources. Selforganized criticality and punctuated equilbria were also
found.Newm an and Roberts (1995) took a sin ilar approach. T he species were
assigned not only barriers for spontaneous m utation, but independent random
tnesses. At each point In time, species wih tnesses lss than a random ly
varying extemal perturbation would go extinct, in addition to species m utating
spontaneously. The extemal perturbations initiate avalanches. They found a
power law distribution of co-evolutionary avalanches, w ith an exponent ' 2.

5 Theory

T heoretical developm ents to m athem atically describe the behavior of these ab—
stract com puter m odels have taken two routes. The rst is a phenom enological
approach that we have undertaken in collaboration w ith SergeiM aslov P aczuski,
M aslov, and Bak 1994, 1996).W e have m ade a uni ed theory of avalanche dy-
nam ics which treats not only evolution m odels but also other com plex dynam i-
calsystem sw ith Interm ittency such as nvasion percolation, interface depinning,
and ux creep.Com plex behavior such asthe form ation of fractalstructures, 1=£f

noise, di usion w ih anom alous Hurst exponents, Levy ights, and punctuated

equilbria can allbe related to the sam e underlying avalanche dynam ics. This
dynam ics can be represented as a fractal in d spatialplus one tem poraldin en—
sion. In particular, the slow approach to the critical attractor, ie. the process of
selforganization, is govemed by a \gap" equation for the divergence ofavalanche
sizes as the gap in the tness distribution approaches the critical value, starting
from the at gapless initial distrbution. Figure 9 show s the m lnimum value of
the tnessvs.the number ofupdate steps. T he envelope finction ofthis curve is
the gap.Avalanches of activity below the gap separate the instances w here the
gap grow s. C learly, the avalanches becom e bigger and bigger as tin e goes on.

W e have developed a scaling theory that relates m any of the critical ex—
ponents describing various physical properties to two basic exponents charac-
terizing the fractal attractor. T he phenom enological theory does not provide
Inform ation about the values of those exponents.
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T he second approach has been ain ed at obtaining exact resuls for speci ¢
m odels. For the multitrai m odel B oettcher and Paczuski 1996), an explicit
equation of m otion for the avalanche dynam ics can be derived from the m i-
croscopic rules. Exact solutions of this equation, In di erent lim its, proves the
existence of sin ple power law s w ith critical exponents that verify the general
scaling relations m entioned above. Punctuated equilbriim is descrbed by a
D evil's staircase w ith a characteristic exponent ggrsr = 2 d=4 where d is the
spatialdin ension . A ctually, or the m ultitrait evolution m odel, the distribution
of avalanche sizes is known exactly when M ! 1 .t is

Pig=——2 53 frs 1 : @)

NI
w
+
N

T his distrdbbution of sizes is the sam e as for the random neighborm odels in
w hich each species interactsw ith 2 random ly chosen other species in the ecology
rather than w ith near neighborson a requlargrid F lyvb £rg et al. 1993; deB oer
et al 1995). The power law has a characteristic exponent = 3=2 rather than
= 107 for the Bak-Sneppen chain.
In the m ultitrait m odel, avalanches propagate via a \Schrodinger" equation
In Imaghary tin e with a nonlocal potential in tim e. T his nonlocal potential
gives rise to a non-G aussian (fat) tail or the subdi usive soreading of activity.
For the chain, the probabi&'ty_ﬁ)r the activity to spread beyond a species dis—

- 4 -
tancer in tine sdecaysas 2%s *Pxexp [ 3x]Prx= ()7 1 Paczuski

and B oettcher 1996) . T his anom alous relaxation com es from a hierarchy oftin e
scales, or mem ory e ect, that is generated by the avalanches. In addition, a
num ber of other correlation fiinctions characterizing the punctuated equilbbrium

dynam ics have been determm ined exactly.For instance, the probability for a crit—
ical avalanche to a ect a species at distance r isexactly 12=((r+ 3) r+ 4)) In

one din ension.
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Fig.l. Tem poral pattem of extinctions recorded over the last 600 m illion years, as
given by J. Sepkoski (1993). The ordinate shows an estin ate of the percentage of
species that went extinct w thin intervals of 5 m illion years
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Fig.2. H istogram of extinction events as shown by Raup (1986). The histogram is
based on the recorded tim e of extinction of 2316 m arine anin al fam ilies

F ig.3.F iness lJandscape. N ote that the speciesw ith low tnesseshave sn aller barriers
to overcom e in order to In prove their tnessthan species w ith high tnesses
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Fig.4. Snapshot of tnesses £ for 300 species during an avalanche in the evolution
m odel. M ost of the £ values are above the critical value. T he cluster of active species
wih f < f. participate In the avalanche and undergo frequent changes (Paczuskiet
al. 1996)

F ig.5.D istrdbbution ofthe size ofavalanches in the critical state for the one din ensional
evolution m odel. T he straight line on the log-log plot indicates a power law w ih an
exponent / 1:07 (Paczuskiet al. 1996)
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Fig.6. A ccum ulated num ber of m utations for a single species, or a single ecological
niche in the stationary state. T he curve exhibit punctuated equilbrium behavior, w ith
periods of stasis Interrupted by intem ittent bursts. The curve is a Cantor set, or a
D evil's staircase

Fig.7. Space tin e plot of the activity. The horizontal axis is the species axis. The
tin e at which a species m utates is shown as a black dot. The avalanches appear as
connected black areas. Calculation was done for a valie of the m utation param eter
T = 0:01 (Sneppen et al. 1995)
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Fig.8. Tem poral pattem of evolution, with T = 0:01. Note the sin ilarity with Sep-
kosk¥s plot, gurel (Sneppen et al. 1995)

F ig.9.The selforganization process fora am allsystem .f, i, vstin e isshown (crosses).
The full curve show s the gap, which is the envelope function of f;, i, . O n average, the
avalanche size grow s as the critical point is approached, and eventually diverges, as the
gap approaches the critical value 0.6700. (Paczuskiet al. 1996)



