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In order to m ake a case for or against a trend in the evolution
of com plexity in biological evolution, com plexity needs to be both
rigorously de ned and m easurable. A recent inform ation-theoretic
(but intuitively evident) de nition identi es genom ic com plexity
w ith the am ount of inform ation a sequence stores about its envi-
ronm ent. W e investigate the evolution of genom ic com plexity in
populations of digital organism s and m onitor in detail the evolu-
tionary transitions that increase com plexity. W e show that because
natural selection forces genom es to behave as a natural \M axw ell
Demon",within a xed environm ent genom ic com plexity is forced
to increase.

D amw Inian evolution is a sim ple yet powerfiil process that requires only a
population of reproducing organisn s In w hich each o spring hasthe potential
for a heritable variation from its parent. T his principle govems evolution in
the naturalworld, and has graceflly produced organisn s ofvast com plexity.
Still, whether or not com plexity increases through evolution has becom e a
contentious issue. G ould []] for exam ple argues that any recognizable trend
can be explained by the \drunkard’s wak" m odel, where \progress" is due
sin ply to a xed boundary condition. M cShea [] investigates trends in the
evolution of certain types of structural and functional com plexity, and nds
som e evidence of a trend but nothing conclusive. In fact, he concludes that
\Som ething m ay be increasing. But is it com plexity?" Bennett 3], on the
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other hand, resolves the issue by at, de ning com plexity as \that which
Increases when selforganizing system s organize them seles". O f course, in
order to address this issue, com plexity needs to be both de ned and m easur-
abk.

In this paper, we skirt the issue of structural and functional com plexity
by exam Ining genom ic com pkxity. It is tem pting to believe that genom ic
com plexity ism irrored in functional com plexity and vice versa. Such an hy—
pothesis how ever hinges upon both the aforam entioned am biguous de nition
of com plexiy and the obvious di culty of m atching genes w ith function.
Several developm ents allow us to bring a new perspective to this old prob—
Jem . On the one hand, genom ic com plexity can be de ned In a consistent
inform ation-theoreticm anner (the \physical" com plexity @), which appears
to enocom pass intuitive notions of com plexity used In the analysis of genom ic
structure and organization ﬁ]. On the other hand, it has been shown that
evolution can be observed In an arti cialmedium [, B, providing a unique
glin pse at universal aspects of the evolutionary process in a com putational
world. In this system , the sym bolic sequences sub gct to evolution are com —
puterprogram sthat have the ability to selfreplicate via the execution oftheir
own code. In this respect, they are com putational analogs of catalytically
active RNA sequences that serve as the tem plates of their own reproduc—
tion. In populations of such sequences that adapt to their world (inside of
a com puter’s m em ory), noisy selfreplication coupled with nite resources
and an Infom ation-rich environm ent leads to a growth in sequence length
as the digital organian s lncorporate m ore and m ore Inform ation about their
environm ent into their genom e []]. These populations allow us to dbserve
the grow th of physical com plexity explicitly, and also to distinguish distinct
evolutionary pressures acting on the genom e and analyze them In a m athe-
m atical fram ework.

If an organian ‘s com plexity is a re ection of the physical com plexity of
its genom e (as we assum e here) the latter is of prin e in portance in evoli—
tionary theory. Physical com plexity, roughly soeaking, re ects the number
ofbase pairs n a sequence that are functional. A s is well known, equating
genom ic com plexity w ith genom e length in base pairs gives rise to a conun-—
drum (known as the C-valie paradox) because large varations in genom ic
com plexity (n particular in eukaryotes) seem to bear little relation to the
di erences in organism ic com plexity f]. The C-valie paradox is partly re—
solved by recognizing that not allofD NA is functional; that there isa neutral
fraction that can vary from species to species. If we were able to m onior



the non-neutral fraction, it is lkely that a signi cant Increase In this frac—
tion could be observed throughout at least the early course ofevolution. For
the later period, In particular the later Phanerozoic Era, it is unlkely that
the growth In com plxity of genom es is due sokly to Innovations In which
genes w ith novel functions arise de novo. Indeed, m ost of the enzym e activ—
iy classes in m amm als, for exam pl, are already present in prokaryotes [I{].
R ather, gene duplication events leading to repetitive DNA and subsequent
diversi cation [[1]] as well as the evolution of gene regulation pattems ap-
pears to be a m ore Ikely soenario for this stage. Still, we believe that the
M axwell D em on m echanisn described below is at work during all phases of
evolution and provides the driving force toward ever increasing com plexity
In the naturalworld.

Inform ation T heory and C om plexity

U sing infom ation theory to understand evolution and the infomm ation
content of the sequences it gives rise to is not a new undertaking. Unfor-
tunately, m any of the earlier attempts (eg. Refs. [[J, I3, [4]) confuse the
picture m ore than clarifying i, often clouded by m isguided notions of the
concept of nform ation E]. An (at tin es am using) attem pt to m ake sense
of these m isunderstandings is Ref. [[q].

Perhaps a key aspect of nfom ation theory is that infomm ation cannot
exist in a vacuum , that is, inform ation isphysical [[]. T his statem ent in plies
that inform ation must have an instantiation (e i ink on paper, bis n a
com puter’s m em ory, or even the neurons n a brain). Furthem ore, i also
In plies that inform ation m ust be albout som ething. Lines on a piece ofpaper,
for exam ple, are not Inherently nform ation until it is discovered that they
corresoond to som ething, such as (in the case of a map) to the whtive
location of local streets and buildings. Consequently, any arrangem ent of
sym bols m ight be viewed as potential inform ation (also known as entropy
In Informm ation theory), but acquires the status of mform ation only when is
corresoondence, or correlation, to other physical ob gcts is revealed.

In biological system s the nstantiation of inform ation isDNA , but what
is this inform ation about? To som e extent, it is the blueprint of an organ-—
ism and thus informm ation about its own structure. M ore speci cally, it is
a blueprint of how to buid an organism that can best survive in its na—
tive environm ent, and pass on that Informm ation to its progeny. This view
corregponds essentially to D awking’ view of sel sh genes that \use" their
environm ent (including the organisn itself), for their own replication [[§].



T hus, those parts of the genom e that do corresoond to som ething (the non-
neutral fraction, that is) correspond in fact to the environm ent the genom e
lives n. Deutsch [[9] referred to this view as \Genes embody know kedge
about their niches". T his environm ent is extram ely com plex itself, and con—
sists of the rbosom es the m essages are translated in, other chem icals and the
abundance of nutrients inside and outside the cell, the environm ent of the
organisn proper (4g. the oxygen abundance in the air as well as am bient
tem peratures), am ong m any others. An organisn ’s DNA thus is not only
a \book" about the organisn , but is also a book about the environm ent it
lives In iIncluding the species it coevolves w ith. It is wellknown that not
allthe symbols in an organian ‘s DNA corresoond to som ething. These sec—
tions, som etim es referred to as \Junk-DNA ", usually consist of portions of
the code that are unexpressed oruntranslated (ie., excised from them RNA).
M orem odem view s concede that unexpressed and untranshted regions In the
genom e can have a m ultitude ofuses, such as forexam pl satellte DNA near
the centrom ere, or the poly-C polym erase Intron excised from Tetrahym ena
RNA . In the absence of a com plete m ap of the function of each and every
base pair In the genom e, how can we then decide which stretch of code is
\about som ething" (and thus contributes to the com plexiy of the code) or
else is entropy (ie. random code w ithout function)?

A true test for whether or not a sequence is inform ation uses the success
( thess) of its bearer in its environm ent, which inplies that a sequence’s
Inform ation content is conditionalon the environm ent it is to be interpreted
wihin H4]. A ccordingly, M ycoplaan a m yooides for exam ple which causes
pneum onia—lke regpiratory illnesses), hasa com plexity of som ew hat less than
one m illion base pairs in our nasal passages, but close to zero com plxity
m ost everyw here else, because it cannot survive in any other environm ent|
m eaning its genom e does not corresoond to anything there. A genetic locus
that codes for nform ation essential to an organisn ’s survivalw illbe xed In
an adapting population because allm utations of the locus result in the or-
ganisn ‘s nability to prom ulgate the tainted genom e, w hereas Inconsequential
(neutral) sitesw illbe random ized by the constant m utational load. E xam In—
Ing an ensem bk of sequences large enough to obtain statistically signi cant
substitution probabilities would thus be su cient to separate nfom ation
from entropy In genetic codes. T he neutral sections that contrbute only to
the entropy tum out to be exceedingly in portant for evolution to proceed,
as has been pointed out, for exam ple, by M aynard Sm ith PQ].

In Shannon’s inform ation theory B3], the quantity entropy #H ) repre-



sents the expected num ber ofbits required to soecify the state of a physical
ob et given a distribution of probabilities, that is, it m easures how much
Inform ation can potentially be stored In it.

In a genom g, for a site i that can take on four nuckotides w ith probabil-
ities
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The m axin al entropy per=site (if we agree to take our logarithm s to base
4, ie., the size of the alphabet) is 1, which occurs if all the probabilities
are allequalto 1/4. If the entropy is m easured In bits (take logarithm s to
base 2) them axim al entropy per site is two bits, which naturally is also the
m axin al am ount of infom ation that can be stored In a site, as entropy is
Just potential informm ation. A site storesm axim al nform ation if, n DNA, it
is perfectly conserved across an equilbrated ensamble. Then, we assign the
probability p= 1 to one ofthe bases and zero to allothers, rendering H ; = 0
forthat site according to Eq. {). The am ount of infom ation per site is thus
(see, eg., Ref. PJ))

I(i):Hmax Hj: 3)

In the follow ing, we m easure the com plexiy of an organisn ’s ssquence
by applying Eq. @) to each site and summ ing over the sites. Thus, or an
organisn of base pairs the com plexiy is

X
c=" H @ : @)
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Tt should be clkar that this value can only be an approxin ation to the true
physical com plexity of an organism ’s genom e. In reality, sites are not inde-
pendent and the probability to nd a certain base at one position m ay be
conditionalon the probability to nd anotherbase at another position. Such
correlationsbetween sites are called epistatic and they can render the entropy
perm olkcuk signi cantly di erent from the sum ofthe per-site entropies [].



T his entropy perm olecule, which takes Into acoount all epistatic correlations

between sites, is de ned as
X

H = P@QE)Iogp@¥E) ©)
g

and Involves an average over the logarithm of the conditional probabilities
P@E) to nd genotype g given the current environment E . In every nie

population, estin ating p (¥ ) using the actual frequencies of the genotypes
In the population (ifthose could be cbtained) resuls in correctionsto Eq. ﬁ)

larger than the quantity itself P4], rendering the estim ate useless. A nother
avenue for estin ating the entropy perm oleculk is the creation ofm utational
clones at severalpositionsat the sam e tin e P§,[§]tom easure epistatice ects.
T he Iatter approach is feasble w thin experin ents w ith sin ple ecosystem s of
digital organisn s that we Introduce In the f©llow ing section, which reveal sig—
ni cant epistatic e ects. T he technical details of the com plexity calculation

Including these e ects are relegated to the A ppendix.

D igital Evolution

E xperim ents in evolution have traditionally been form idable due to evolu—
tion’s gradualpace In the naturalworld. O ne successfulm ethod uses m icro—
soopic organism sw ith generational tim es on the order ofhours, but even this
approach hasdi culties; it is still In possble to perform m easurem ents w ith
high precision, and the tin e-scale to see signi cant adaptation ram ainsweeks,
at best. Populations of E .coli introduced Into new environm ents begin adap—
tation inm ediately, w ith signi cant results apparent in a few weeks R4, R71.
Obsarvable evolution In m ost organian s occurs on tin e scales of at least
years.

To complan ent such an approach, we have developed a tool to study
evolution In a com putationalm edium | the A vida platform [4]. The A vida
system hosts populations of selfreplicating com puter program s in a com plex
and noisy environm ent, w ithin a com puter'sm em ory. T he evolution ofthese
\digital organisn s" is lim ited In gpeed only by the com puters used, with
generations (or populations of the order 10° 10? program s) in a typical
trialtaking only a few seconds. D egpoite the apparent sin plicity of the single—
niche environm ent and the lim ited interactions between digital organism s,
very rich dynam ics can be observed in experin ents w ith 3,600 organism s on
a 60 60 grd with toroidal boundary conditions (see M ethods). A s this
population is quite smnall, we can assum e that an equilbrium population



will be dom inated by organisn s of a single species P§], whose m embers
all have sin ilar functionality and equivalent tness (except for organisn s
that lost the capability to selfreplicate due to mutation). In this world, a
new species can obtain a signi cant abundance only if it has a com petitive
advantage (increased M althusian param eter) thanksto a bene cialm utation.
W hilkethe system retumsto equilbrium afterthe innovation, thisnew species
w il gradually exert dom inance over the population, bringing the previously—
dom nant species to extinction. T his dynam ics of lnnovation and extinction
can be m oniored in detail and appears to m irror the dynam ics ofE . coli in
singleniche longtem evolution experin ents R9].

T he com plexity ofan adapted digitalorganisn accordingtoEq. {§) can be
cbtained by m easuring substitution frequencies at each instruction across the
population. Such a m easurem ent is easiest if genom e size is constrained to be
constant as isdone In the experin ents reported below , though this constraint
can be relaxed by In plam enting a suitable alignm ent procedure. In order to
correctly assess the Infom ation content of the ensamble of sequences, we
need to obtain the substitution probabilities p; at each position, which go
into the calculation of the per-site entropy Eq. {). Care must be taken to
wal su ciently long after an innovation, in order to give those sites w ithin
a new goecies that are varable a chance to diverge. Indeed, shortly after an
nnovation, previously 100% variable sitesw ill appear xed by \hitchhiking"
on the successful genotype, a phenom enon discussed further below .

W e sin plify the problem of obtaining substitution probabilities for each
Instruction by assum ing that allm utations are either kthal, neutral, or pos—
itive, and fiirthem ore assum e that all non—lethal substitutions persist w ith
equal probability. W e then categorize every possible mutation directly by
creating all single-m utation genom es and exam ining them independently in
isolation. In that case Eq. {]) reduces to

Hi= log,; N ) ; (6)

whereN isthe number ofnon—Jethal substitutions (we count m utations that
signi cantly reduce the tness am ong the kthals). Note that the logarithm
is taken w ith respect to the size of the alphabet.

This persite entropy is used to illustrate the varability of loci in a
genom e, jast before and after an evolutionary transition, In Fig. 1.

P rogression of C om plexity Tracking the entropy of each site In the ge-
nom e allow s us to docum ent the growth of com plexiy in an evolutionary
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Figure 1: Typical A vida organian s, extracted at 2,991 @) and 3,194 B)
generations regpectively Into an evolutionary experim ent. Each site is color-
coded according to the entropy of that site (see color bar). Red sites are
highly variable whereas blue sites are conserved. T he organian s have been
extracted just before and after a m a pr evolutionary transition.

event. For exam ple, it is possbl to m easure the di erence In com plxity
between the pair of genomes in Fig. 1, ssparated by only 203 generations
and a powerfiil evolutionary transition. Com paring their entropy m aps, we
can Inm ediately identify the sections of the genom e that code for the new
\gene" that em erged In the transitjon| the entropy at those sites has been
drastically reduced, while the com plexity increase across the transition (tak-—
Ing into account epistatic e ects) tums out to be C 6, as calculated In
the A ppendix.

W e can extend this analysis by continually surveying the entropies of
each site during the course of an experin ent. Figure 2 does this for the
experin ent just discussed, but this tin e the substitution probabilities are
cbtained by sam pling the actual population at each site. A number of fea-
tures are apparent In this gure. First, the trend toward a \cooling" of the
genom e (ie., to m ore conserved sites) is obvious. Second, evolutionary tran—
sitions can be denti ed by vertical darkened \bands", which arise because
the genom e Instigating the transition replicates faster than is com petitors
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Figure 2: Progression of persite entropy for all 100 sites throughout an
A vida experin ent, w ith tin e m easured in \updates" (see M ethods). A gen—
eration correspondsto between 5 and 10 updates, depending on the gestation
tin e of the organism .

thus driving them Into extinction. A s a consequence, even random sites that
are \hitchhiking" on the successful gene are m om entarily xed.

H itchhiking is docum ented clearly by plotting the sum of persite en-
tropies for the population (@s an approxin ation for the entropy of the ge-
nom e)

%"
H H @) (7)
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across the transition In Figure 3A . By com paring this to the tness shown
In Figure 3B, we can identify a sharp drop in entropy followed by a slower
recovery for each adaptive event that the population undergoes. O ften, the
population does not reach equilbrium (the state ofm axin um entropy given
the current conditions) before the next transition occurs.

W hike this entropy is not a perfect approxin ation of the exact entropy
perprogram Eqg. ), it re ects the disorder in the population as a function
oftin e. This com plexity estin ate {§) is shown as a finction of evolutionary
tin e or this experim ent In Figure 4. It increases m onotonically except for
the periods just after transitions, when the com plexity estin ate (@fter over—
shooting the equillbriim value) ssttles down according to them odynam ics’
second law  (see below ). T his overshooting of stable com plexity is a result of
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Figure3: @) Totalentropy perprogram asa function ofevolutionary tin e.

(B) F imess of the m ost abundant genotype as a function oftin e. E volution—
ary transitions are identi ed w ith short periods in which the entropy drops
sharply, and tness jum ps. Vertical dashed lines indicate the m om ents at
which the genomesin Fig.1 A and B were dom inant.

the overestin ate of com plexiy during the transition due to the hitchhiking
e ect m entioned earlier. Its e ect is also seen at the begihning of evolu—
tion, where the population is seeded w ith a single genom e w ith no varation
present.

Such a typical evolutionary history docum ents that the physical com —
plkxity, m easuring the am ount of inform ation coded In the sequence about
its environm ent, Indeed steadily increases. T he circum stances under which
this is assured to happen are discussed presently.

M axwell’s D em on and the Law of Increasing C om plexity
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Figure 4: Com plxity as a function of tin e, caloulated according to Eq. @) .
Vertical dashed lnesas in Fig. 3.

Let us consider an evolutionary transition like the one connecting the
genomes In Figure 1 In more detail. In this transition, the entropy (cf.
Fig.3A) does not fully recover after its nitial drop. The di erence between
the equilbrium level before the transition and after is proportional to the
Inform ation acquired in the transition, roughly the num ber of sites that were
frozen. This di erence would be equal to the acquired infom ation if the
m easured entropy Eq. (]) were equal to the exact one given by Eq. {§). For
this particular situation, in which the sequence length is xed along w ith the
environm ent, is i possible that the com plexity decreases? T he answer isthat
In a su ciently Jarge population this cannot happen (in an aller populations,
there is a nite probability of all organisn s being m utated sim ultaneously,
referred to asM uller’s ratchet [3Q]), as a consequence ofa sin ple application
of the second law of them odynam ics. If we assum e that a population is at
equillbbriim in a xed environm ent, each locus has achieved is highest en-
tropy given all the other sites. Then, w ith genom e length xed, the entropy
can only stay constant or decrease, In plying that the com plexity (peing se—
quence length m inus entropy) can only increase. How is a drop In entropy
com m ensurate w ith the second law ? This answer is sin ple also: the sscond
law holds only for equilbriim system s, whik such a transition is decidedly
not of the equilbriim type. In fact, each such transition is best described
as a measuram ent, and evolution as a series of random m easurem ents on
the environm ent. D arw Inian selection is a Ier, allow Ing only infom ative
m easuram ents (those increasing the ability for an organian to survive) to be
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preserved. In other words, inform ation cannot be lost In such an event be—
cause a m utation cormupting the nfom ation is purged due to the corrupted
genom €'s nferior tness (this holds strictly for asexual populations only).
Conversly, a mutation that corrupts the infom ation cannot increase the

tness, because if it did then the population was not at equillbbriim in the

rst place. A s a consequence, only m utations that reduce the entropy are
kept whilk mutations that ncrease it are purged. Because the m utations
can be viewed asm easuram ents, this is the classicalbehavior ofthe M axwell
Deanon.

W hat about changes In sequence length? In an unchanging environm ent,
an Increase or decrease In sequence length is always associated w ith an In-—
crease or decrease in the entropy, and such changes therefore always cancel
from the physical com plexity, as it is de ned as the di erence. Note, how —
ever, that w hike size-increasing events do not increase the organian ’s physical
com plexity, they are critical to continued evolution asthey provide new space
(\blank tape") to record environm ental inform ation w ithin the genom e, and
thus to allow com plexity to m arch ever forward.

M ethods

For allwork presented here, we use a sihgleniche environm ent in which
resources are isotropically distributed and unlim ited except forCPU tim g, the
prin ary resource forthis life-form . T his lin itation is in posed by constraining
the average slice of CPU tin e executed by any genom e per update to be a
constant (here 30 Instructions). T hus, perupdate a population of N genom es
executes 30 N instructions. The unlim ited resources are num bers that the
program s can retrieve from the environm ent with the right genetic code.
C om putations on these num bers allow the organisn s to execute signi cantly
larger slices of CPU tim g, at the expense of nferior ones (see [, [8]) -

A nom alA vida organisn is a single genom e (orogram ) com posed of a
sequence of Instructions that are processed as comm ands to the CPU of a
virtual com puter. In standard A vida experin ents, an organism ’s genom e
has one of 28 possbl nstructions at each lne. The st of instructions @+
phabet) from which an organian draw s its code is selected to avoid biasing
evolution tow ards any particular type of program or environm ent. Still, evo—
Jutionary experim entsw illalways show a distinct dependence on the ancestor
used to initiate experin ents, and on the elem ents of chance and history. To
m Inin ize these e ects, trials are repeated In order to gain statistical signif-
icance, another crucial advantage of experin ents in arti cial evolution. In
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the present experin ents, we have chosen to kesp sequence length xed at
100 Instructions, by creating a selftreplicating ancestor containing m ostly
non-sense code, from which all populations are spawned. M utations appear
during the copy process, which is awed w ih a probability of error per in—
struction copied 0of 0.01. Form ore details on A vida, sse @].

C onclusions

Trends In the evolution of com plexity are di cult to argue for or against
if there is no agreem ent on how to m easure com plexity. W e have proposed
here to identify the com plexiy of genom es by the am ount of infom ation
they encode about the world in which they have evolved, a quantiy known
as physical com pkxity that, whilke it can be m easured only approxin ately,
allow s quantitative statem ents to be m ade about the evolution of genom ic
com plexity. In particular, we show that in xed environm ents, for organisn s
whose tnessdependsonly on their own sequence inform ation, physical com —
plexity must always Increase. That a genom e’s physical com plexity m ust be
re ected in the structural com plexiy of the organism that harbors it seem s
to us nevitable, as the purpose of a physically com plex genom e is com plex
Informm ation processing, which can only be achieved by the com puter which
it (the genom e) creates.

That them echanian oftheM axwellD em on lies at the heart of the com —
plkxiy of living fom s today is rendered even m ore plausibl by the m any
circum stances which m ay cause it to fail. First, sin ple environm ents spawn
only sin ple genom es. Seocond, changing environm ents can cause a drop In
physical com plexity, wih a comm ensurate loss in (com putational) function
ofthe organian , asnow m eaningless genes are shed. Third, ssxual reproduc—
tion can lead to an accum ulation of dekteriousm utations (strictly fortbidden
In assxualpopulations) that can also render the D em on powerlkss. A 1l such
exceptions are ocbserved in nature.

N otw ithstanding these vagaries, we are abl to observe the D em on’s op—
eration directly in the digital world, giving rise to com plex genom es that,
though poor com pared to their biochem ical brethren, still stupefy us with
their intricacy and an uncanny am algam of elegant solutions and clum sy
rem nants of historical contingency. Tt is In no an allm easure an awe before
these com plex program s, direct descendants of the sim plest selfreplicators
we ourelves wrote, that Jeads us to assert that even in this view of life,
goawned by and in our digital age, there is grandeur.
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A ppendix: Epistasis and C om plexity

E stin ating the com plexity according to Eq. {) is som ewhat lim ited in
soope, even though it m ay be the only practicalm eans for actualbiological
genom es for which substitution frequencies are known (such as, for exam pl,
ensambles of tRNA sequences []). For digital organism s, this estin ate can
be sharmpened by testing allpossible single and doubl m utants of the w ild-
type for tness, and sam pling the n-m utants to obtain the fraction ofneutral
mutants at m utational distance n, w (). In this m anner, an ensambl of
m utants is created for a sihgle w ild-type resulting In a m uch m ore accurate
estin ate of its lnform ation content. A s thisprocedure nvolves an evaluation
of tness, it is easiest for organian s whose survival rate is closely related to
their organic tness, ie., for organisn s who are not \epistatically linked" to
other organisn s In the population. Note that this is precisely the Ilin it In
which F isher’s Theorem guarantees an increase in com plexity [B3].

For an organisn of length ‘w ith Instructions taken from an alphabet of
size D , ket w (1) be the number of neutral onepoint mutants N (1) divided
by the total num ber of possible onepoint m utations

w@l) = : 8)

Note that N (1) includes the w ild-type * tin es, for each site is replaced (in
the generation ofm utants) by each ofthe D instructions. C onsequently, the
worst w (1) isequalto D !. In the literature, w (n) usually refers to the
average tness (mom alized to the w ild-type) of n-mutants. W hik this can
be obtained here in principle, for the purposes of our inform ation-theoretic
estin ate we assum e that all non-neutral m utants are non-viablk @]. We
have found that for digital organian s the average n-m utant tness closely
m irrors the function w (h) nvestigated here.
O ther values ofw (n) are cbtained accordingly. W e de ne

@)

2)= 5 s
v e D2 (" 1)=2

©)

14



whereN (2) isthe num berofneutraldoublem utants, including the w ild-type
and all neutral single m utations included n N (1), and so forth.

For the genom e before the transition (pictured on the keft n Fig. 1) we
can collect N () aswellas N, (W) (the number of mutants that result n
increased tness) to constructw (n). In Tab. 1, we list the fraction ofneutral
and positive n m utants of the w ild-type, as well as the num ber of neutral
or positive found and the total num ber of m utants tried.

N ote that we have sam pled the m utant distribution up ton = 8 Where
we tried 10° genotypes), in orderto gain statisticalsigni cance. T he fiinction
iswell tby a two-param eter ansatz

wn)=D " 10)

introduced earlier {], where 1 m easures the degree of neutrality in the
code O< < 1),and re ectsthe degree ofepistasis ( > 1 for synergistic
dekterious m utations, < 1 for antagonistic ones). U sing this function, the
com plexity of the w ild-type can be estin ated as follow s.

From the infom ation-theoretic considerations in the m ain text, the in-
fom ation about the environm ent stored In a sequence is

C=Hpax H='Y H; 11)

where H isthe entropy ofthe w ild-type given is environm ent. W e have pre-
viously approxin ated it by sum m ing the persite entropies of the sequence,
thus ignoring correlations betw een the sites. Usingw (n), a m ulisite entropy
can be de ned as

H.=bg, w()D ; 12)

re ecting the average entropy of a sequence of length ‘. AsD ' is the total
num ber of di erent sequences of kength Y, w (Y)D ' is the number of neutral
sequences, In otherwords allthose sequences that carry the sam e lnform ation
as the w id-+type. The \coarsegrained" entropy is just the logarithm ofthat
number. Eq. @) thus represents the entropy of a population based on
one wild-type in perfect equillbbriim in an in nite population. It should
approxin ate the exact resuk Eq. @) if all neutral m utants have the sam e
tness and therefore the sam e abundance in an in nite population.

N aturally, H « is In possible to obtain for reasonably sized genom es as the

num ber of m utations to test in order to obtain w (%) is of the orderD . This
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isprecisely the reason why we chose to approxin ate the entropy n Eq. @) in
the rstplace. However, it tums out that In m ost cases the constants and

descrbbing w (n) can be estin ated from the rst f&w n. The com plexity of
the w id-type, using the “-m utant entropy ([4) can be de ned as

C.= 'Y H.: 13)
Using {I3), we nd
C.= " ; 14)

and naturally, for the com plexity based on single m utationsonly (com pletely
Ignoring epistatic interactions)

Ci= 1‘: @$5)

Tablk 1: Fraction ofm utations that were neutral ( rst colum n), or positive
(sscond colum n); total num ber of neutral or positive genom es found (fourth
colum n), and total m utants exam ned ( fth column) as a function of the
num ber of m utations n, for the dom inating genotype before the transition.

n| N @) N, ) Tot. Trid

1| 01418 0034 492 2,700

2| 00203 00119 225 10,000
3| 00028 0.0028 100 32,039
414610 % 6510 ¢4 100 181,507
515710 ° 1410 % 100 13 10°
618610 ° 2910 ° 100 7:310°
711310 °% 5710 ° 100 5 107
811810 7 1110 ° 34 10 10°

Thus, cbtaning and from a ttow () allows an estin ate of the
com plexity of digital genom es including epistatic interactions. A s an exam —
pl, kt us investigate the com plexity increase across the transition treated
earlier. U sing both neutral and positive m utants to determ new (), a tto
the data in Tablk 1 using the functional om Eq. {IJ) yields = 0:988(8)
( isobtained exactly viaw (1)). This in tum Jeads to a com plexity estin ate
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C.= 494. A fter the transition, we analyze the new w ild-type again and nd
= 0:986 (8), not signi cantly di erent from before the transition Whilk we
found = 0:996(9) during the transition).

The com plexiy estin ate according to this t isC.= 5590, leading to a
com plexity Increase during the transition of C = 5{7, or about 6 instruc—
tions. Conversly, if epistatic interactions are not taken into acoount, the
sam e analysiswould suggest C ; = 64, som ewhat larger. The sam e analy—
sis can be carried out taking into acocount neutralm utations only to calculate
w @), radingto C .= 30and C ;= 54.
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