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Fluctuations in m odels ofbiologicalm acroevolution
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Fluctuations in diversity and extinction sizes are discussed and com pared for two di�erent,

individual-based m odels of biological coevolution. Both m odels display power-law distributions

forvariousquantitiesofevolutionary interest,such asthe lifetim es ofindividualspecies,the quiet

periodsbetween evolutionary upheavalslargerthan a given cuto�,and thesizesofextinction events.

Tim eseriesofthediversity and m easuresofthesizeofextinctionsgiveriseto ickernoise.Surpris-

ingly,thepower-law behaviorsoftheprobability densitiesofquietperiodsin thetwo m odelsdi�er,

while the distributionsofthe lifetim esofindividualspeciesare the sam e.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Biologicalevolution presents m any problem s concerning highly nonlinear,nonequilibrium system s ofinteracting

entities that are wellsuited for study by m ethods from statisticalm echanics. An excellent review ofthis rapidly

growing � eld is found in Ref.1. Am ong these problem s are those concerned with coevolution: the sim ultaneous

evolution ofm any species,whose m utualinteractionsproduce a constantly changing �tness landscape. Throughout

this process,new species are created and old species go extinct. A question that is stilldebated in evolutionary

biology is whether evolution on the m acroscale proceeds gradually or in ‘� ts and starts,’as suggested by Eldredge

and G ould.2,3,4 In thelatterm ode,known aspunctuated equilibria,speciesand com m unitiesappearto rem ain largely

unchanged forlong periodsoftim e,interrupted by brief(on a geologicaltim escale)periodsofm assextinctionsand

rapid change.

A coevolution processinvolvesa largerangeoftim escales,from theecologically relevantscalesofa few generations,

togeologicalscalesofm illionsorbillionsofgenerations.Traditionally,m odelsofm acroevolutionhavebeen constructed

on ahighly coarse-grainedtim escale.(Thebest-known such m odeltophysicistsisprobablytheBak-Sneppen m odel.5)

However,thelong-tim edynam icsoftheevolution isclearly driven by ecologicalprocesses,m utations,and selection at

com paratively shorttim escales.Asa result,in recentyearsseveralnew m odelshavebeen proposed thataredesigned

to span the disparate ecologicaland evolutionary tim escales. These m odels include the W ebworld m odel,6,7,8 the

Tangled-nature m odel,9,10 and sim pli� ed versionsofthe latter.11,12,13 In this paper Idiscuss and com pare som e of

the propertiesof uctuationsin two sim pli� ed coevolution m odels: the m odelintroduced in Ref.11 and a di� erent

m odelthatIam currently developing.14

The rest ofthis paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II Iintroduce the two m odels,in Sec.IIII com pare and

discussnum ericalresultsfrom large-scaleM onte Carlo sim ulationsforthe di� erentm odels,and in Sec.IV Ipresent

a sum m ary and conclusions.

II. M O D ELS

Both ofthe m odelsstudied hereconsiderhaploid specieswhose genom eisrepresented by a bitstring oflength L,

so thattherearea totalof2L potentialspecies,labeled by an index I 2 [0;2L � 1].Attheend ofeach generation,an

individualofspeciesI can with probability PI give rise to F o� spring and then die,orwith probability (1� PI)it

dieswithouto� spring.Thefecundity F isassum ed � xed and willbechosen appropriately foreach m odelasdiscussed

below. During its birth,an o� spring individualm ay undergo m utation with a sm allprobability �=L per bit in its

genom e.During a m utation event,a bitin the genom eis ipped,and the m utated o� spring individualisconsidered

asbelonging to a di� erentspeciesthan itsparent.

The reproduction probability PI(t)ofspeciesI in generation tdependson the interactionsofindividualsofthat

specieswith otherspecies,J,thatarepresentin the com m unity with nonzero populationsnJ,aswellaspossibly on

itsability to utilize an externalresource,R.Itisgiven by the convenientnonlinearform ,

PI(t)=
1

1+ exp[�I(R;fnJg)]
; (1)

which resem blestheacceptanceprobabilityin aM onteCarlosim ulation usingG laubertransition rates.15 Thefunction

�I dependslinearly on the setofallnonzero populationsin generation t,fnJ(t)g,and possibly also on the external

http://arxiv.org/abs/q-bio/0502046v1


resourceR.W hen �I islargeand negative,thereproduction probability isnearunity,whilelargepositivevalueslead

to a low reproduction probability. The coupling to the nJ ise� ected via the interaction m atrix M ,whose elem ents

M IJ are chosen random ly (with restrictionsdiscussed below forthe individualm odels)from a uniform distribution

on [� 1;+ 1].IfM IJ > 0 and M JI < 0,speciesI isa predatorand J itsprey,orvice versa,whileM IJ and M JI both

positivedenotesm utualism orsym biosis,and both negativedenote com petition.O nce M ischosen atthe beginning

ofa sim ulation,it rem ains� xed (\quenched random ness"). These interactions(togetherwith other,m odel-speci� c

param eters)determ ine whetherornota specieswillhave a su� cientreproduction probability to be successfulin a

particular com m unity ofotherspecies.Typically,only a sm allsubsetofspecieshavenonzero populationsatany one

tim e,form ing a com m unity.

M odelA :

In M odelA,which wasintroduced and studied in Refs.11,12,13,�I takesthe form

�A
I
(fnJ(t)g)= �

X

J

M IJnJ(t)=N tot(t)+ N tot(t)=N 0 ; (2)

whereN tot(t)=
P

J
nJ(t)isthe totalpopulation att.In thism odel,the VerhulstfactorN 0 preventsthepopulation

from inde� nitegrowth and can beseen asrepresentingan environm ental\carryingcapacity."16 Theinteraction m atrix

haselem entsthatarerandom ly distributed over[� 1;+ 1],exceptthatM II = 0 to focuson thee� ectsofinterspecies

interactions. Here,M odelA willbe sim ulated with the following param etervalues: F = 4 (see below),N 0 = 2000,

and �= 10�3 .

M odelB :

The new M odelB isa predator/prey m odel. Itissom ewhatm ore realistic than M odelA in thatthe population is

m aintained by a subset ofthe species that can utilize the externalresource R (prim ary producers,or autotrophs).

O ther species can m aintain them selves only by predation on one or m ore ofthe producer species (consum ers,or

heterotrophs). These m odi� cationslead to the restrictionsthatthe o� -diagonalpartofM m ustbe antisym m etric,

and further that ifI is a producer and J a consum er,then I m ust be the prey ofJ,so that M IJ < 0. To avoid

runaway population growth,the diagonalelem ents are chosen random ly on [� 1;0). Such negative selfinteractions

arecom m only used in population dynam icsm odels.17 The speci� c form of�I in thism odelis

�B
I
(R;fnJ(t)g)= bI � R�I=N tot(t)�

X

J

M IJnJ(t)=N tot(t); (3)

wherebI > 0 can be seen asa \costofreproduction," and �I > 0 isthecoupling to theexternalresource.The latter

ispositive forproducersand zero forconsum ers. In this im plem entation ofthe m odel,both bI and the nonzero �I
are chosen uniform ly from (0;1]atthe beginning ofthe sim ulation and kept� xed thereafter.Here,M odelB willbe

sim ulated with thefollowing param etervalues:F = 2 (seebelow),R = 2000,and �= 10�3 .O nly 5% ofthepotential

speciesare producers(i.e.,have �I > 0),and in orderto obtain food webswith m ore realistic connectivity,90% of

theM IJ=M JI pairsarerandom ly chosen to bezero,giving a connectance
18,19,20,21,22,23 of10% ,whiletheelem entsof

the nonzero pairsarechosen on [� 1;+ 1]asdescribed above.

Both m odelsaresu� ciently sim plethatthepopulationsand stabilitiesof� xed-pointcom m unitiescan beobtained

analytically forzero m utation rate.Theseanalyticalresultsareextensively com pared with sim ulationsin Refs.11,12,

and 14. Forthe purposesofthe presentstudy Ijustm ention thatthe analyticalstability resultsyield intervalsfor

thefecundity F ,insidewhich itisensured thata � xed-pointcom m unity in theabsenceofm utationsisstabletoward

sm alldeviationsin alldirections.The valuesofF used here arechosen to yield such stable � xed-pointcom m unities

forboth m odels.

M y focusin thispaperisto com parethe uctuationsand long-tim ecorrelationsin thetwo m odelsforquantitiesof

signi� cancein ecology and evolutionary biology.O nesuch quantity isthediversity ofa com m unity.Thisquantity is

de� ned in m any waysin theliterature,m ostsim ply asthetotalnum berofspeciesthatexistwith nonzeropopulations

ata given tim e (also known as the species richness).24 Here Ide� ne it as D (t)= exp[S (fnI(t)g)],where S is the

inform ation-theoreticalentropy25,26,

S (fnI(t)g)= �
X

fIj�I(t)> 0g

�I(t)ln�I(t) (4)

with �I(t)= nI(t)=N tot(t).Thisde� nition ofdiversity hasthe advantagethatitisweighted away from specieswith

very sm allpopulations,which in these m odels are likely to be short-lived,unsuccessfulm utants. In ecology it is

known asthe Shannon-W ienerindex.24 Itisexpected to exhibita low noiselevelduring periodswith little apparent

evolutionaryturnover(periodsofstasis2,3,4),whileitshould  uctuatem uch m orestronglyduringhighlyactiveperiods,

such as m assextinctions orthe em ergence ofnew m ajorspecies. O ther quantities thatcan be m onitored,and are

expected to givesim ilarinform ation,arethenum berofspeciesthatgo extinctin a singlegeneration,eitherby itself,

orweighted by the m axim um population attained by the speciesthatgo extinct.
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FIG .1: (a): Typicaldiversity tim e series ofT = 225 = 33554432 generations from M odelA (black) and M odelB (gray,

green online). To facilitate printing,the data are sam pled only every 215 = 32768 generations,corresponding roughly to the

graphicalresolution ofthe �gure. W hile this som ewhat reduces the apparent range ofthe uctuations,the generalshape of

thetim eseriesispreserved.(b):Histogram srepresenting theprobability density ofthelogarithm ic derivativeofthediversity,

dS(t)=dt. The data were averaged over16 generations in each run,and then averaged over16 independentrunsfor M odelA

(solid,m arked A) and 12 runs for M odelB (dashed,m arked B).The centralparts ofboth histogram s are well�tted by the

sam e G aussian distribution (dotted,m arked G ).
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FIG .2: G raphic representation ofthe com m unity structure vstim e,showing only specieswith populationsbetween 101 and

1000 (gray,green online)and above 1000 (black).See discussion in the text.(a): M odelA.D ata forthe sam e sim ulation run

illustrated in Fig.1(a). (b): M odelB.D ata for the sam e sim ulation run illustrated in Fig.1(a). For ease ofplotting,only

every otherdata pointisshown.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S A N D A N A LY SIS

Both m odelswere sim ulated forT = 225 = 33554432 generations,and severaloftheirstatisticalpropertieswere

com pared.Figure1(a)containstim eseriesforrepresentativesim ulation runsforboth m odels.Thediversity ofM odel

A is signi� cantly less than for M odelB,but both m odels show periods during which the relative  uctuations are

m odest(quietperiods),separated by shorterperiodsduring which the diversity changesstrongly.Histogram softhe

logarithm ic derivative ofthe diversity,dS(t)=dt,are shown in Fig.1(b). In both m odels the probability densities

haveG aussian centralpeaksofvery nearly thesam ewidth,with \heavy wings." W hiletheG aussian peak represents

 uctuations due to the stochastic population dynam ics12 and the creation and extinction ofsm allpopulations of

unsuccessfulm utants,the wings represent large changes in the com position ofthe com m unities. This can be seen
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FIG .3: (a): Log-log plot ofhistogram s representing the probability density ofthe durations ofquiet periods,estim ated as

the periods between tim es when y = jdS(t)=dtj(averaged over 16 generations) exceeds a cuto� yc. For M odelA (solid) and

M odelB (dashed).ResultsforM odelA wereaveraged over16 runs,and forM odelB over12 runs.Theerrorbarsarestandard

errors,based on the spread between runs. The two dot-dashed straightlines represent1=t
2
and 1=tpower laws,respectively.

(b): Log-log plot ofhistogram s representing the probability density ofthe lifetim es ofindividualspecies for M odelA (solid)

and M odelB (dashed). Results for M odelA were averaged over 8 runs,and for M odelB over12 runs. The error bars were

obtained asin part(a).The dot-dashed straightline representsa 1=t
2
powerlaw.

clearly by com paring the tim ing ofthe diversity  uctuations in Fig.1 with Fig.2,which shows the populations of

individualspeciesversustim eforthesam esim ulation runsshown in Fig.1.Q uietperiodscan beidenti� ed asperiods

between tim eswhen jdS(t)=dtjexceedsagiven threshold.However,thedurationsofthequietperiodssode� ned clearly

depend on them agnitudeofthethreshold (discussed furtherbelow)and thefunctionalform ofthewings.Histogram s

representingtheprobabilitydensitiesforthedurationsofquietperiodsforboth m odelsareshown togetherin Fig.3(a).

Both histogram sdisplay approxim atepower-law behavioroveratleast� ve decades,but,som ewhatsurprisingly,the

powers are signi� cantly di� erent: approxim ately 1/tim e2 for M odelA and 1/tim e for M odelB.In contrast,the

probability densitiesofthelifetim esofindividualspecies(thetim efrom thepopulation ofa speciesbecom esnonzero

untilitagain vanishes)arevery closeforthe two m odels,both closely following a 1/tim e2 powerlaw overm orethan

six decades(seeFig.3(b)).Ibelievethisdiscrepancy between thedistributionsofthe durationsofquietperiodsand

the lifetim esofindividualspeciesisrelated to the factthatextinction eventsare m uch m ore highly synchronized in

M odelA than in M odelB.Thiscan be clearly seen from the tim e evolution ofthe com m unity structure ofthe two

m odels,shown in Fig.2.In M odelA allthem ajorspeciesin a com m unity usually go extinctwithin a relatively short

period oftim e,linking the duration ofa quietperiod closely to the lifetim es ofits m ajorconstituentspecies. As a

result,both thelifetim eand quiet-period distributionsforM odelA show approxim ate1/tim e2 behavior.Conversely,

extinctions in M odelB tend to trigger further extinctions ofonly a part ofthe totalfood web that describes the

com m unity,producing a m uch weakersynchronization between individualextinctionsand the duration ofrelatively

quietperiods.Thisability ofthefood web to avoid globalcollapsetriggered by theextinction ofa singlespeciesm ay

bethecauseofthewide1/tim edistribution ofquietperiodsin thism odel.However,the1/tim edistribution doesnot

appearto be a directconsequenceofthe low connectanceofthe interactionsforthism odel:testsofM odelB with a

connectance of100% and 10% potentialproducersalso resulted in a duration distribution with approxim ate 1/tim e

decay.

Thetim e seriesforjdS(t)=dtjishighly interm ittent,and whilethe quietperiodsarepower-law distributed in both

m odels,individualactive periods,during which the activity rem ains continuously above the cuto� threshold,are

generally exponentially distributed with a m ean ofjusta few generations,exceptforvery sm allthresholds.Thiswas

discussed forM odelA in Ref.11,and I� nd the situation to be the sam eforM odelB.

An analysism ethod thatislessdependenton thedetailsofthedistribution ofthelarge uctuationsand thechoiceof

cuto� ,isthepowerspectraldensity (PSD)ofa tim eseriesofa suitableglobalactivity m easure.Itm ay bereasonable

to considerboth m odelsasexam plesofextrem aldynam ics,in which theleast\stable" partsofthesystem \collapse,"

leading to avalanchesofreadjustm entsthroughoutthe system .Itisknown forsuch system s27 thatifthe probability

density ofthe tim es between these localeventshasthe long-tim e power-law dependence � 1=t�1 with �1 � 2,then

thePSD oftheglobalactivity willdepend on frequency as1=f�,where�= �1 � 1 (with a hard-to detectlogarithm ic

correction if�1 = 2).28 In the system sconsidered here,itseem sreasonableto identify these localwaiting tim eswith
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FIG .4: (a): Log-log plot of octave-averaged power spectraldensities (PSD ) for the diversity D (t) for M odelA (solid)

and M odelB (dashed). The straight,dot-dashed line is a guide to the eye,corresponding to 1=f behavior. The data were

averaged over 16 independent runs for M odelA and 12 runs for M odelB,and the error bars are standard errors based on

the di�erencesbetween independentruns.(b): Log-log plotofoctave-averaged PSD sforthe num berofspeciesgoing extinct

in one generation (dashed) and for the num ber ofspecies going extinct,weighted by the m axim um population attained by

each species,orextinction size (solid).Both PSD sreferto M odelB and are averagesover12 independentruns.The straight,

dot-dashed line correspondsto 1=f behavior,and errorbarswere calculated asin part(a).

the lifetim es ofindividualspecies,such that�1 � 2 forboth m odels. Thisreasoning then predictsthatthe PSD of

the diversity in both casesshould exhibitpractically pure1=f noise(i.e.,�� 1).Indeed,the PSDsforboth m odels,

which are shown in Fig.4(a),exhibit1=f like behavioroverm any decades. Exceptfor a di� erence in theiroverall

m agnitudes,the two PSDs behave essentially alike for frequencies between 10�6 and 10�2 generations�1 . For the

very lowestfrequencies,thePSD forM odelA appearsto levelo� ,buttheam ountofdata in thisregim eissm all,and

m uch longersim ulationswould be needed to accurately determ ine the PSDs below 10�6 generations�1 . Power-law

distributionsand PSDsthatfallo� as1=f� with �� 1 have been obtained from the fossilrecord.29 However,such

power-law behaviorshaveonly been observed overoneortwo decadesin tim e orfrequency,and thereareargum ents

to the e� ectthat1=f spectra extracted in Ref.29 m ay be severely in uenced by theanalysism ethod.30

Anotherquantity thatcan be used to determ ine the severity ofan extinction eventisthe totalnum berofspecies

that go extinct in a single generation. However,this quantity is heavily in uenced by the repeated extinctions of

sm allpopulationsofunsuccessfulm utantsofspecieswith largepopulations.A betterm easurem ightthereforebethe

num berofspeciesthatgo extinct,weighted by them axim um population attained by each speciesduring itslifetim e.

ForconvenienceIshallcallthislatterm easuretheextinction size.Itcan beseen asa rough m easureofthem axim um

� tness attained by the speciesthatgo extinctin a particulargeneration. PSDs ofboth quantitiesforM odelB are

shown in Fig.4(b). Like the diversity PSDs,both these PSDsshow 1=f like behaviorforlow frequencies.However,

they also havea wide region ofnear-whitenoiseforhigherfrequencies.

In m odels governed by extrem aldynam ics,the exponents� forthe frequency dependence ofthe PSD,�1 forthe

duration oflocalevents (here interpreted as the lifetim es ofindividualspecies), and � for the duration ofquiet

periodswheretheactivity m easure(herejdS(t)=dtj)fallsbelow som ecuto� yc,areconnected by thefollowing scaling

relations:27

� = 1� �

�1 = 2� �

� = 1+ �� �; (5)

where � and � are two independentexponentsthatdepend on the spatialdim ensionality d ofthe underlying m odel

and both vanish in thelim itd ! 0.31 O nethusnotesthat(assum ingthatm y identi� cation ofthequantitiesm easured

in the m odelsstudied here with quantitiesin the extrem al-dynam icssystem sisvalid)the exponents�= 1,�1 = 2,

and � = 1,observed forM odelB,coincidewith thoseofa zero-dim ensionalextrem al-dynam icssystem .O n theother

hand,M odelA doesnotseem to� tintothispattern.Itrem ainsaquestion forfurtherstudy todecidehow appropriate

thisanalysisis.

As seen in Fig.3(a),the probability density ofthe duration s ofquiet periods in M odelB is welldescribed as

p(s) � s�� with � � 1, m ultiplied by a function that approaches zero for large s and a constant for sm alls.
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FIG .5: (a): Log-log plots ofhistogram s representing the probability density p(s;yc) ofthe duration s ofquiet periods for

M odelB,asobtained with di�erentvaluesofthecuto�yc.Thedot-dashed straightlinecorrespondsto 1=spower-law behavior.

(b): Log-log plotofthe scaling function f(x)= sp(s;yc)vsthe scaling variable x = s=hsjyci.

Figure5(a)showsthatthisfunction dependson the cuto� yc,and itisnaturally expressed asa scaling function,

p(s;yc)= s
��
f(s=g(yc)): (6)

The m ean value ofs ascalculated from the num ericalp(s;yc),hsjyci,would seem a naturalchoice forg(yc),aslong

as it is m uch less than the totaltim e T ofthe sim ulation. Thus,the argum ent ofthe scaling function would be

x = s=hsjyci.In the relatively narrow rangeofthe fourvaluesofyc used in Fig.5(a),hsjyciiswellapproxim ated by

the powerlaw hsjyci= 27948(yc=0:008)
 with � 7:84,and the scaling function,

f(x)= s
�
p(s;yc)= x

�
hsjyci

��1
hsjycip(xhsjyci;yc)� x

�
hsjyci

��1 ~p(x): (7)

Theresulting f(x)isshown in Fig.5(b)for� = 1.Thedata collapseisreasonable,butitisnotvery sensitiveto the

valueof,which can be reduced to near5 withoutgiving a signi� cantly inferiorcollapse.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper I have discussed the  uctuations in two di� erent, sim pli� ed m odels ofbiologicalm acroevolution

thatboth are based on the birth/death behaviorofsingle individuals on the ecologicaltim escale. O n evolutionary

tim escales both m odels give rise to power-law distributions ofcharacteristic waiting tim es and power spectra that

exhibit 1=f like  icker noise,in agreem ent with som e interpretations ofthe fossilrecord.29,30 The m ain di� erence

in the construction ofthe m odelsisthatin M odelA the population size iscontrolled by a Verhulstfactor,while in

M odelB thepopulation ism aintained by a sm allpercentageofthespeciesthathavetheability to directly utilizean

externalresource(producersorautotrophs).Allotherspeciesm ustm aintain them selvesaspredators(consum ersor

heterotrophs). In both m odelsthe probability density ofthe lifetim esofindividualspeciesfollowsa 1/tim e2 power

law and,consistently,the powerspectra ofthe tim e seriesofdiversity and extinction sizesshow 1=f noise.However,

the probability density ofquietperiods,de� ned asthe tim esbetween eventswhen the m agnitude ofthe logarithm ic

derivativeofthediversity exceedsa given cuto� ,behavesdi� erently in thetwo m odels.In M odelB,thequiet-period

distribution goes as 1/tim e,consistent with the universality class ofthe zero-dim ensionalBak-Sneppen m odel. In

contrast,in M odelA the behaviorisproportionalto 1/tim e2,like the lifetim esofindividualspecies. The di� erence

between the behaviorscan be linked to the lowerdegreeofsynchronization between extinction eventsin M odelB.It

rem ainsa topicforfurtherresearch to seewhetherthisdi� erenceextendsto m orerealisticm odi� cationsofM odelB.
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