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I. INTRODUCTION

Models for gene genealogies of biological populationsrofiesume a constant, time-independent populationNsiz&his
is the case for the Wright-Fisher modellﬁFlEi,, 1930; WRIGHT, [1931), for the Moran modm 1958), and for their
representation in terms of the coalescentN&MAN, [1982). In real biological populations, by contrast th@uiation size
changes over time. Such fluctuations may be due to catagtrepénts (bottlenecks) and subsequent population expassir
just reflect the randomness in the factors determining tipelfation dynamics. Many authors have argued that genetiatian
in a population subject to size fluctuations may nevertisddesiescribed by the Wright-Fisher model, if one replacesadhnstant
population size in this model by an effective populatioresf the form

Neft = (TﬁmT/T a ) 1)

(see, e.g. BWENS (1982) for a review of different measures of the effectivepylation size, and_®pIN et all (2005);
WAKELEY and S\RGSYAN (2009) for recent extensions of this concept). The harmawérage in Eq[{1) is argued to cap-
ture the significant effect of catastrophic events on pastef genetic variation in a population: if for example a plagion went
through a a recent bottleneck, a large fraction of individirma given sample would originate from few parents. Thituim
would lead to significantly reduced genetic variation, pagterised by a small value dks.

The concept of an effective population size has been fretyuesed in the literature, implicitly assuming that thetdsution
of neutral mutations in a large population of fluctuatingesiz identical to the distribution in a Wright-Fisher modetwthe
corresponding constant effective population size giveRdpy(1). However, recently it has been shown that this isdnig under
certain circumstancesAGERSand S\GITOV,, 12004; Kaj and KRONE, [2003; NorRDBORGand KRONE, [2003). It is argued by
ISIODIN et all (2005) that the concept of an effective population size fgapriate when the time scale of fluctuations\gf) is
either much smaller or much larger than the typical time leetwcoalescent events in the sample genealogy. In theds iimi
can be proven that the distribution of the sample geneaagiexactly given by that of the coalescent with a constdigcte
population size.

More importantly, it follows from these results that, in pigtions with variable size, the coalescent with a conséattive
population size is not always a valid approximation for tample genealogies. Deviations between the predictiortseoftan-
dard coalescent model and empirical data are frequentlreed, and there is a number of different statistical tegntifying
the corresponding discrepancies (see for examplea(fl Li, [1993] Tasimal, 11989; ZENG et all, [2006)). The analysis of such
deviations is of crucial importance in understanding faraple human genetic history ABRIGAN and HAMMER, [2006). But
while there is a substantial amount of work numerically difgimg deviations, often in terms of a single number, dittf known
about their qualitative origins and their effect upon sumnstatistics in the population in question.

The aim of this paper is to study the effect of populatioredlactuations on the patterns of genetic variation for theeca
where the scale of the population-size fluctuations is caaipa to the time between coalescent events in the ancéasteal
As is well-known, empirical measures of genetic variatian asually be computed from the total branch length of thepgam
genealogy (the expected number of single-nucleotide potphisms, for example, is proportional to the average totahch
length). In the following we therefore analyse the disttibus of the total branch lengths for sample genealogiepiwpalation
of fluctuating size. An example is given in FId. 1 which showsrically computed branch-length distributions for aigatar
model population (described in SEC] V) with a time-dependarrying capacity.

As Fig. [1 shows, the distributions depend in a complex maonethe form of the size changes. We observe that when
the frequency of the population-size fluctuations is eitregy small or very large, the results are well described hygidian’s
coalescent with a constant (effective) population sizearfrom these special limits, however, the form of the disitions
appears to depend in a complicated manner upon the frequdribg population-size variation. The observed behavisur i
caused by the fact that coalescence proceeds faster fdesmp@pulation sizes, and more slowly for larger populasaes, as
illustrated in Fig[2. But the question is how to quantitaljvaccount for the changes displayed in Eig. 1.

We show in this paper that the results of the simulations shiowrig.[1 are explained by a general expression —[Eq. (27) —
for the moments of the distributions shown in fiy. 1. Our geheesult is obtained within the coalescent approximatiiid in
the limit of large population size. But we find that in mostessthe coalescent approximation works very well down tollsma
population sizes (a few hundreds of individuals). Our resnables us to understand and quantitatively describe¢g@éncy
dependencies of the distributions shown in Eig. 1. It makessible to determine for example how the variance, skewaess
the kurtosis of these distributions depend upon the frequefidemographic fluctuations. This in turn allows us to cotegghe
population homozygosity and to characterise genetic tranan populations with size fluctuations.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. InSkee Ireview how empirical observables are related to thediran
lengths of the sample genealogies. Sedfidn Ill summariseamalytical results for the moments of the total branclgienin
Sec[1V we describe the model employed in the computer siouk The corresponding numerical results are comparttto
analytical predictions in Sec.]V. Finally, in SEc] VI we suamise how population-size fluctuations influence the digtion of
total branch lengths, discuss the implications for pat@frgenetic variation, and conclude with an outlook.
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FIG. 1 Numerically computed distributiongT,) of total branch length3;, in genealogies of samples of size= 10. The model employed
in the simulations is outlined in SEC.JIV. It describes a gapon subject to a time-varying carrying capacity. Parels e showp(T,) for
populations with increasingly rapidly oscillating camgi capacity. The dashed red linedarshows a low-frequency approximation gdT)
obtained for a constant carrying capacity. The dashed ned Ind ande show the large-frequency approximations given by Egl. (B@jther
numerical and analytical results on the frequency depeaseefithe moments of these distributions are shown in[Rigaarmeter values (see
Sec[TV for details)Kg = 10,000,r = 1, € = 0.9, anda vKg = 0.001,b vKg = 0.1, ¢ vVKg = 0.316,d vKg = 1, ande vKg = 100.

Il. OBSERVABLES

In this section we review how empirical observables areaedléo the branch lengths of the sample genealogies.

Patterns of genetic variation reflect the gene genealoggsponding to a given sample. Within a neutral infinitessiteodel,
mutations are assumed to occur randomly at a constanyrate the genealogy. For a sample of sizethe numbelS, of
single-nucleotide polymorphisms conditioned on the tbtahch lengthr, of the sample genealogy has a Poisson distribution
with mean8T,/2 (hereb is a scaled mutation paramet@r= 2Ny whereN is a suitable measure of the population size):

6
(Sh) =5 (). )
Similarly, moments of5, can be computed in terms of momentsipf As is well known, the corresponding relations are most
conveniently expressed in terms of the functifig) from which the moments can be computed by repeated diffiatémnt with
respect tay:

kdk

Fa(q) = (e 9M) | sothat (TX)=(-1) &

Fn(0). ®3)

Note thatF,(08/2) is the probability of observing no mutations in a sample rési (thusF,(6/2) is the population homozy-
gosity).
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FIG. 2 lllustrates the effect of population-size oscilhas on the genealogy of a sample of size 17 (schematic). Left: genealogy described
by Kingman'’s coalescent for a large population of constam, $llustrated by the light blue rectangle. Right: sindsdly varying population
size. Coalescence is accelerated in regions of small piquisizes, and vice versa. This significantly alters the &med gives rise to changes
in the distribution of the number of mutations, and of theydafion homozygosity.

The corresponding function for the moment<Sgfis found to be:

(e9%) = Fn(g(l—eﬂ)). (4)

For a constant population size, this equation is equivateBt). (1.3a) in/(VMTTERSON, 11975).
In short, the distribution of single-nucleotide polymoigihs is determined by the functidf(q), or equivalently by the
moments/TX).
Microsatellite loci by contrast are usually modeled in terai a step-wise mutation model DA and KIMURA|, [1973) in
which a mutation corresponds to either the gain or, equikiyl, the loss of a repeat unit. Provided that such stepsdtiauns)
occur according to a Poisson process, the distribution efdifferencej in the numbers of repeats between two randomly

sampled sequences is determined by the fundboiKIMMEL and GHAKRABORTY!,[1996] Q4TA and KIMURA|,[1973):

27T

pj = %T A dw cogwj)F>(6(1—cosw)). (5)

In summary, the functiof,, (or equivalently the moment&,X)) allow to compute the statistical fluctuations of the nunsber
of single-nucleotide polymorphisms and of the number gbste a step-wise mutation model. In SEcl Il we show how the
moments and the functidf,(q) may be determined for a large neutral population subjeatimoth population-size changes of
otherwise arbitrary form.

ll. COALESCENT APPROXIMATION FORMULAE FOR Fy(q) AND (TKX)

In this section we show how to calculate the functi®yiig) and the moment&TX) within the coalescent approximation, for a
population with a smoothly varying size.

Forq= 6/2, the quantity,_1(8/2) is just the probability thah — 1 sequences sampled at the present time are identical.
Thus in a population of constant siZ&(q) is given by

__ G
Fn(q) - (2) _zi_annfl(q) (6)

This recursion has the well-known solution (with initialngbtion F; = 1)

r(n)r(1+2q)

I (n+2q) ()

Fn(q) =
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FIG. 3 alllustrates the definition of the variableg ands; =y} i Tk used in the calculation d¥,(q). In the example given, the sample size
isn=5. b lllustrates the definition of the times in Ef.{21).

The question is how to obtain a corresponding expressiothiicase of a changing population size. We assume that in
the limit of large population sizes, the changes in popaoitasize are described by a smooth curf® = N(t)/No, so that
0 < x(t) <1 andx(0) = xo at the present tim¢,= 0. As common in the coalescent approximation time is couii@ckwards’,
that ist increases from the present£ 0) to the past.
Given a realisation of the curvet), the functiorF,(qg) can be calculated as follows. The starting point is the jdistribution
of tlmes TJ (illustrated in Fig[®). As shown by GIFFITHS and TAVARE (1994) it can be written in terms the variablgs=

Sk T

f(12,...,1, I_Lb X —1gbj[A(s))—Alsj4)] (8)

Hereb; = j(j —1)/2 andA(t) = [y dt/x(t ")~Lis the ‘population-size intensity function’ defined byR@GFITHS and TAVARE
m) The distribution of the timeg during which the sample genealogy hiaines depends upon the sample sizeThis

dependence is not made explicit here, neither in Eq. (8)mthe following. The corresponding joint density for theighies

sj is simply (TAVARE, [2004)

rLbJX sj) B A CIACEE (9)
(for0<s1<s1< - <9, ands,; 1 =0).
Now we make use of the fact that the total time is given by
Th=s+S1+...++25. (10)

(see Fig[R). The functionF,(q) can therefore be written as

Fa(g) = ds,---dspg(sp, ..., 5n) € dSnFS1t FS+25) (11)

/0<sn<sq,1<---<52

Expanding the multiple integrals one obtains

© ds,  n © ds
F(aq) =b / O (n-DAG)Fas) / 2 o INs) 208 12
D=5 J s “Jss X(s2) (12)

For small sample sizes Eq. [12) provides a convenient way of computing the fumckig(q) and the corresponding moments
(TX). For example, fon = 2 one finds simply

F(q) = 1-2q /0 dteMO-2at (13)
(T = 2k /0 dt t<Te A (14)

This makes it possible to compute the population homozygwslarge populations with arbitrary size variations, asdhas the



distribution of steps in a step-wise mutation model, acicaytb Eq. [5).

For large values of, by contrast, the large number of nested integrals ih (12pimes increasingly difficult to evaluate. In
this limit, however, the distribution is conveniently chaterised in terms of its cumulants which can be expressesrims of
the momentgTX).

In the remainder of this section we show how to calculate thments for arbitrary sample sizesAccording to Eq.[(B), these
moments are obtained by repeated differentiation of [EQ. (fidwever, in the following we describe a more elegant aapino
making use of a result obtained (1984). As Fig[® shows, an alternative expression for the total time is sfmpl
Tnh = 31, MIm. Thek-th moment of the distribution of, is therefore

k
Tky _ Vn...oV2 (V... V2 15
mw= 3 <vZ,V3,...vn>” (rin . 122) (15)

Vo+V3+--+vp=Kk

where the variables; can assume values between 0 &r(dubject to the constraing + v3 +--- 4+ vy = K). In a population of
constant sizex = 1, the variableg; are independent and their correlation functions factorisegeneral this is not the case:
lZivkovic and WIEHE (2008), for example, have calculatédt;) for a smoothly varying population (Egs. (2) and (3) in their
paper).

In the following we show how the correlation functions of itndry order appearing ifi.{15) can be calculated in a verypfm
manner. Consider first the calse- 1. We have

= /0 dtl{gm:j}. (16)

Here/(t) denotes the number of lines for a particular realisatiomefdoalescent process at titni@ a sample of sizea = ¢(0).
The indicator function in Eq[{16) is unity wheiit) = j and zero otherwise. Averaging over realisations gives

(tj) :/(;mdt<1{£(t):j}> Z'/(;mdtfnj(oat)- (17)

Here fam(t1,t2) is the conditional probability that ancestral lines &j coalesce tanlines at timet, > t;.

For a constant population size 1), the coalescent is invariant under time translatidag(t, t2) = gam(to —t1)H (t2 —t1).
HereH(t) = 1 if t > 0 and zero otherwise. The conditional probabitity,(t) was derived by AVARE (1984). Form > 2 the
result is:

gnm(t) = Cnmj(:-ﬁbjt (18)

J

Camj = (=11

IM>

2j—1 Im+j—1) I(n) rn+1)
m!(j —m)! I (m) rn+j)rin—j+1)°

In the general case of a variable population size, as showGmygriTHS and TAVARE (1994), the conditional probability
depends only on the intensity(ty) — A(t1) during the time-intervalts, to]:

(19)

fam(t,t2) = gnm(/\(tz) - /\(tl)) . (20)
Now consider the cade= 2. Fori > j we have simply
0Ty = /o dta Lyeey) =i /o dtzL () ) (21)

/ dts Le(y)-iy / Atz L)}
0 t
because the second indicator function vanishes whert,. Averaging over realisations we find:
) = [ dafu(0ts) [ dofjta.to). (22)
“ 1

This result is illustrated in Fid.k8 In deriving it we have used the multiplicative rule

(Lo =iy Lo =iy) = fi(0,ta) fij (ta, t2). (23)



Fori = j, by contrast, we find

2 m -
7 = /0 dta 1io,)—j) /0 Aol 1()-i)

=2 /O dtade(ty)-i) /t dtoLe(t2)-i) » (24)
1
which upon averaging yields
<rj2>=2/0 oltlfn,-(o,tl)/t dto ) (t1.ta) (25)
1

More general correlation functions are readily obtainettims of multiple integrals over the functiofig,. Inserting into[(1b)
we see that the combinatorial factgis!)~* --- (vn!)~! cancel to obtain

n m M1

M) =K 5 5 oS e [ dafom (Otr) | i 2.0 (26)
moomb=2 niz2 0 k-1

Eq. [28) provides an explicit expression for the momentéeftotal branch lengthk, in populations with smooth population-
size variations.

Note that Eq.[(26) expresses tkéh moment ofT, in terms of a &-fold sum (according td(18) each factor fif, contains
a sum ovelj;). Eq. [26) can be further simplified by explicitly perforngithe sums ovemy, ..., m. This results in

n Jk-1

T = KS S dujy / dtye P At [ gryebialAt)-A)] 27)
n jlz:Z ij:Z N1k 0 by

o[ dte PO A
-1

The coefficients are determined by recursion:

j .

duj = Y mMamj=(2j - 1)(1+(-1)}) (28)
m=2
i1

Anj,njk = z M Gimj Ay, jy - (29)

m=]2

For the first moment, an expression corresponding to[Eq. f(#&he particular cask = 1 was derived by SaTkin| (1996).
Evaluating[[26) fok = 1 using [2¥) and(28) we find

1 2 n—1\ [® .
=y (4i- -i2-DAW)
<Tn>_ (Znn—l) i; (4| 1)<n—2i> /0 dte 2-DAC . (30)

Here |--- | denotes taking the integer part. This result is equivalerd. (3) in (AusTERLITZ et all, [1997), and also to the
result obtained by summing Eq. (1) Ini&ovic and WIEHE, [2008). Fork = 2, the coefficientsl ., j, are tabulated in Tafl |
in appendixB for small values of In general, the nested integrals in Hg.l(27) cannot be #iegfurther; their form expresses
the correlations of the timerg due to population-size variations.

Finally note that fom = 2, Eq. [26) can be evaluated to gifel(14). We show this exjylibecause it demonstrates how the
expression(26) simplifies whea> n. We have

(15) = k!/ dtlfzz(O,tl)/ dta f2o(ty,t2) - - - dty f22(tx—1,t)
JO t1 Jt_1
_ / dr [ dto-- [ dtef(0t0) =k / dttk-le A0 (31)
0 t t_1 0

This yields Eq.[(T}).
We conclude this section by remarking that appendix A sungearan alternative approach to calculatifgq) and the
momentg TX), again resulting in Eqd(12) ar[d{26). The approach destiibappendikA yields a simple recursion, Eq. (A17),
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which allows for a convenient calculation of the mome(it§). This result also demonstrates explicitly how the moménss,
for a given curve(t), depend upon the time at which the population is sampled.

In the following two sections we describe a simple populatitodel subject to population-size variations, and compeelts
of numerical simulations of this model to the analyticallesobtained above.

IV. AMODEL FOR A POPULATION WITH TIME-DEPENDENT CARRYING CA PACITY

The purpose of this section is to describe a modified Wrigsitdr model with fluctuating population size. This model is
used in the numerical simulations of sample genealogiexithesl in Sec[ V. Recall the three key assumptions of the kitrig
Fisher model: (a) constant population-size, (b) discreda-overlapping generations, (c) a symmetric multinomisiribution
of family sizes. We have adopted the following approach: un gimulations, assumptions (b) and (c) are still satisfied,
assumption (a) is relaxed.

We study a large but finite population of fluctuating dge wheretr = 1, 2, ... labels the discrete, non-overlapping generations
forward in time. The model we have adopted is the followingnsider a generationconsisting ofN; individuals. The number
of individuals in generatiom + 1 is then given by

N
Neer = & (32)
=1

where the random family size§ are independent and identically distributed random véggmhaving a Poisson distribution
with parametei; (specified below). Consequently the numbler; is Poisson distributed with meadA.

This model exhibits a fluctuating population si¥e, rapidly changing from generation to generation. As palrdat in the
introduction, in large populations such fluctuations areraged over by the ancestral coalescent process, and captoesc
in terms of an effective population size. The resulting géogies are simply described by Kingman'’s coalescent famstant
effective population size of the forral(1).

Interesting population-size fluctuations occur on largaetscales, corresponding to ‘slow’ variations of the pagioh size
over several generations. Such slow changes are most caspnmtarpreted as consequences of a changing environment. A
natural model for such changes is to impose a finite carry@pgcityK; on the population which varies as a functionrofT his
is the approach adopted in the following, and we choose

1+

AA=r—"——
T 14N /K

(33)

for a certain parameter value- 0. HereK; 1 is the carrying capacity in generation- 1. If the environmental changes affected
the population through fertility variation&;_; would be replaced bi(; in Eq. [33). Eq.[(3B) is chosen so that the population
ceases to grow on average when the carrying capacity iseddth—= 1 for N; = K;. 1). When the population size is small, the
population growth follows the logistic lawi; = 14 r(1— N;/K;,1), wherer is the logistic growth rate. The particular form of
Eq. (33) ensures that, > 0.

Note that fluctuations dfi; in this model are due to two different sources: rapid fluéturet are caused by the randomness
of the family sizes, slow fluctuations are caused by the timgeddence of the carrying capacity. Our choice for the time
dependence df; is dictated by the following considerations. The aim is tsat#e the influence of a fluctuating population
size upon the statistics of genetic variation. To this encheed to consider the functional form if. A simple choice foK;
is a periodically varying function, such as

Kr = Ko[1+ €sin(2mvT)]. (34)

Note that a more complex dependencekefupon t can be obtained from superpositions of such functions wiitierent
amplitudese and frequencies. Here we use simpl\_(34), and investigate how the statistiggenetic variation in a sample
depends upon frequency of the fluctuation&jn

Fig.[4 shows a realisation of a curig obtained in this manner (the choice of parameters is givéneriigure caption). The
figure clearly exhibits fluctuations iN; on two time scales. As pointed out above, we are interestddtarmining the effect of
the size variations occurring at long time scales.

Last but not least we note that conditional on the sequenpemilation sizes, the genealogy of a set of individuals $edp
at time 1 can be determined recursively by randomly choosing ancegtothe preceding generations. This is ensured by
the assumption that, conditioned on the valuedlpind N, 1, the family sizes follow a symmetric multinomial distrilrn
MN(Nz41; Nlr"“’N_lr)' The resulting correspondence with the Wright-Fisher afleeproduction ensures that the genealogies
can be determined recursively in the way suggested above.
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FIG. 4 Shows one realisation of the curMg obtained from simulations of the model described in §ed. HMdk solid line). Choice of
parameterst = 1, Ko = 100,& = 0.9, andKov = 1. Also shown is an average over the fast fluctuatiéia$l + € sin(2rvT)], red dashed line.
The upper horizontal axis illustrates where the populas@ampled, and how time is counted backwards in the coaleapproximationNg
denotes the size of the population at the time of sampling.

V. COMPARISON BETWEEN NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS AND COALESCEN T PREDICTIONS
In this section we discuss the numerically computed distidms shown in Fig]1 in terms of the results obtained usiy t
coalescent approximation. The shapes observed il Fig. toameeniently characterised in terms their méag), variance,

skewness, and kurtosis:

var(Ty) = (T9) — (o),

_ 3

skew(T,) = % (35)
_ 4

kurt(To) — % (36)

Recall that for a normal distribution the skewness vanishes the kurtosis equals three. We can write the skewness and
kurtosis in terms of the moment§X) using((Ty — (Tn))3) = (T.3) — 3(T2)(Ty) +2(Ty)2 and((Th — (Ta))*) = (TH — 4(T3N(Ty) +
6(Ti7) (Tn)? — 3(Tn)* .

As argued in Se¢_1V and as shown in Higj. 4, our model populatixhibit fast size changes due to the random distribufion o
family sizes. As pointed out in the introduction, these fhations are averaged over by the genealogical process addnebe
considered. The model populations are also subject to gladl deterministic) size fluctuations given by the time-aelemce
(34) of the carrying capacity. Averaging over the fast flations these give rise to a smooth population-size depeedét).
Given Eq. [(3%), the distribution dff, depends upon the instance in time when the population islsamim the simulations we
sampled at a particular point (illustrated in Fig. 4 as a ddslertical line), so that

X(t) = 1+esin(wt). (37)

Here the frequency is given ly = 2rmvKo, and timet is now counted backwards, as in Sed. IIl. If the populationarsampled
at a different time, the distribution(T,) of T, (and hence its moments and the corresponding funé&titm)) would change: the
distribution depends for example upon whether most regémtl population was expanding or declining. The results/ddrin
appendiX’A make it possible to determine the correspondiegges t(T,) in a transparent manner, but we do not discuss
this issue further here.

Fig.[3 shows how the mean, variance, skewness, and kurtasis distribution ofT, depend on the frequeney of the pop-
ulation size variation, EQL{87). Shown are results of nicaésimulations of the model described in secfioh IV (syfshand
results obtained within the coalescent approximationgigig. [A17). We observe that the coalescent approximatisories
the results of the numerical simulations well, even for $papulation sizes.

In the numerical simulations we have found that, for verylsp@pulation sizes, random fluctuationsigf around the time-
dependent carrying capaci become increasingly important. Since we suspected thaintiad deviations observed in Fig.
[Ba for Kg = 100 were due to such fluctuations, we performed slightly firdisimulations imposing a deterministic law upon
N: by forcingN; = K; in every generation (whet€; is given by [3#%)). Comparison of the corresponding resultg $hown)
with Fig.[Ba indicates that the deviations f& = 100 at large frequencies are indeed caused by the stocHastigations in
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FIG. 5 Shows meanaj, variance ), skewnessd) and kurtosis q) of the distribution ofT, for samples of sizen = 10, as a function
of the frequency of the population-size fluctuations. Shamnresults of numerical simulations (000 simulationsKo = 100, triangles;
Ko = 1,000, diamonds; anllg = 10,000, circles) as well as results computed within the coalesapproximation described in Séc] IlI, red
solid lines. Black dash-dotted and dashed lines show theozjppations for small frequencies, EqE.{40) and (42), anddrge frequencies,
Egs. [4Y) and(48). The expressions for the limiting behagof the skewness and the kurtosis are shown in paraidd, but are not given
in the text. The remaining parameter valuesrazel ande = 0.9, as in Fig[lL.

the population dynamics underlying Fida.5A different interpretation of this effect is the followingvhen the population size
is very small, and whea is close to unity, the population may exhibit a non-negligibrobability of becoming extinct during
the expected time to the most recent common ancestor for plsarsizen. In this case we have conditioned on the existence
of the population during 10y generations using rejection sampling. In practice thisdss/extinction, but it leads to a biased
size distribution.

Consider now the frequency dependence of the moments sindvig.[3. It can be qualitatively and quantitatively undeost
using Eq.[(2F) together with the following expressionAdt):

w 1 _ 1 € 1 tan(wt/2)+€
A= [ [+~ hercan s )+ harctan( )
Jo1l+esin(ws) (w/2m)V/1— €2 :

(38)

We discuss the limits of small and large frequencieseparately. In the limit ofo — 0, Eq. [38) simplifies ta\(t) ~t — %ewtz
. Inserting this into[(30) and approximating

e 1 EW
dte PN ~ = (1 —> 39
/0 b; + bj (39)
we find
<Tn> ~ 2hn + 4£w(gn — hn/n) . (40)

Herehp = z'j‘jj*l andgn = z?;%j*z. Eqg. [40) is shown in Fig[bas a dash-dotted line. To compute the variance we
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approximate

/'”dtlefbjlf\m) e PN A L B+ 2D (41)
J0 ty bj, bj, bjzlbjzz

and find an approximate expression {@¢) which results in the following expression for the variance:

hn_gn)

var(Ty) ~ 4gn + 16ew(fn — gn + -

(42)

with f, = z”m;ll(m*3+ m2hm.1). The limiting value for zero frequency is that of the stamtiemalescent with constant popula-
tion sizex = 1. Eq. [42) is shown in Fid.}bas a dash-dotted line. Similarly the standard results ®ctnstant-size coalescent
are obtained for the skewness and for the kurtosis in the éfrio — 0. This limiting behaviour is illustrated in Figlatwhich
shows that the distribution &, approaches that for Kingman’s coalescent for a constantlptipn sizex = 1 in the limit of
small frequencies. We note that far< 1, the population-size dependence is essentially that e€iring population, because
the time to the most recent common ancestor is reached bbfofest maximum in(t) going backwards in time (see Figl 4
and Eq. [(3).

Of particular interest is the limit of large frequenciesygsnow show. As the frequency tends to infinity, one expeeétsttie
coalescent process averages over the population-sidlatisos, and the standard coalescent process with a aureffactive
population size should be obtained. For large but finitelfesgies, by contrast, Figla®xhibits deviations from the standard
coalescent behaviour. In the following we analyse the bielawof the moments in this regime. In the limit of large fremaies,
Eq. (38) simplifies to

£
t _arCta”(@) .
V1—¢g2 wv1—¢g?2

For large frequencies, the functidit) is well approximated by a shifted linear function

At) = O(w~?) + oscillatory terms (43)

A(t) ~t/Xet + No- (44)
Here
1 /7 dt -t —
xe = i — _— — — 2
f <T"ELT/0 1+£sin(wt)) 1-¢ (45)

is the effective population size according to Eg. (1), itatés the influence of the demographic fluctuations upoméreof
the genealogy in the far past. The small offset

— arctarfe/v/1— &2 £ .
No=— e/ ) - for & not too close to unity (46)
Xeff (0 Xeff @)

describes the influence of demographic changes on the nuesttneart of the genealogy. Inserting the approximafioi i@t
(22) we find for large frequencies (and when the ampliteigdeenot too close to unity):

ne
(Tn) ~ 2Xefthn + o (47)

The first term in[(4F7) is the expected time of Kingman’'s coeées for a constant effective population sizg. The curve
corresponding td(47) is shown as a dashed line in[fg. 5
We now discuss the behaviour of the variance shown in[igFsr the second moment we find:

4an £
(12 ~ 4y(gn + 1)+ TErE,

(48)
The first term in Eq.[{48) corresponds to the second momeh iof Kingman'’s coalescent with a constant effective popatati
sizexef. The second term if (#8) represents a correction due to faitlarge frequencies, it depends in a simple fashion on the
effective population sizg+ and on the sample size

Comparing Eqs[{47) an@ (48) we arrive at the conclusiontttetorresponding correction for the variance Vgr vanishes.
This is consistent with the fact that, at large frequendiss,variance off, is surprisingly insensitive to changes in frequency
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(as opposed to the behaviour(@f), see Fig[ andb). In fact, the limiting value (shown in Figkbas a dashed line) is a very
good approximation to véf,) down tow ~ 3.

Consider now the skewness and the kurtosis shown in BEmganéd. Their behaviour is similar to that of the variance: over
a substantial range, the skewness and the kurtosis argiaigemdependent otv. The results shown in Fif] 5 imply that over
a large range of frequencies, the distribution of the totahbh lengthg,, can be approximated as follows: the distribution is
essentially that of the standard Kingman coalescent withff@ctive population sizg.g, but the distribution is shifted such that
its mean is given by Eq(#7), rather than bgghn.

One may wonder when this ‘rigid shift’ occurs. Given Hag.](26 straightforward to work out the fluctuations of the tisrg
within the approximatiori(44). We find that fp< n, the expected value af is exactly that of the standard Kingman coalescent
with effective population sizes. But for j = nit is rigidly shifted by—xe#/Ag. This indicates that the genealogies are essentially
those of the standard coalescent, but modified by an iniga shift. In the parameter regime discussed here, theiloigton
of times is expected to be well approximated by a two-paranfamily of distributions:

Z/%eff + M0\ "t
P(Th<2) ~ {1 . exp( . 7)} (49)
2

whenz/Xe > —n/\g, andP(T, < z) ~ 0 for smaller values of. The first parameter is the effective population siggwhich
determines the slope of the functidit) at large times and describes the demographic effect on thpakt of the genealogy.
The second parameteX, describes the influence of the demographic fluctuations ennitial part of the sample genealogy.
This parameter can be negative (initial population exganshis is the case shown in Fifl 5) or positive (initial plaion
decline). Whem\ > 0, the distributionp(Ty) is rigidly shifted to the left. In this case the approximati@4) is expected to
break down when the body of the distribution reaches: 0.

Note that the distributior{ (49) cannot be described by alsipgrameter (a ‘generalised effective population siz&he
approximation[(4B) was used to generate the red dashedsdnrey.[d ande.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The aim of this paper was to investigate how the frequencynoicgh population-size fluctuations determines the shafieeof
distribution of total branch lengths of sample genealggies thus of statistical measures of genetic variation.

We have performed simulations for a modified Wright-Fishedel of a population subject to a time-periodically varying
carrying capacity and have determined the distributionheftbtal branch lengths, shown in Fid. 1. We have charaetéris
how the shapes of the distributions depend upon the frequeitbe population size fluctuations by computing the fretye
dependence of the moments of these distributions. We capldia these dependencies in terms of coalescent appragimsa
In particular, we derived a general expression — [Eq] (27)-thfe momentgTX) in populations subject to smooth population
changes of otherwise arbitrary form.

Our results show how quickly (or slowly) the standard cazdesresult for a constant (effective) population sizest®vered
in the limits of large and small frequencies. More impor@ardur coalescent results allow to determine how significkavia-
tions are at large but finite frequencies. In this case we hayeed that at large frequencies, the distributiomaf essentially
that of the standard Kingman coalescent with an effectiymifadion sizexes, but with a shifted mean value

n1l1 ne
(Tn) = 2Xeft Z T + o (50)
=1

The first term on the rhs corresponds to the result of the ataningman coalescent with constant effective populasian
Xeff. The second term on the rhs is the correction term resultmg the population-size variations {s the amplitude of the
population-size oscillationsyp its frequency, anah is the sample size). Last but not least we have found thatdhiscent
approximation yields a reliable description of the numaritata, even for very small populations.

These results enable us to determine how the distributitimaiumbef, of mutations (single-nucleotide polymorphisms) in
a sample of siza depends upon the frequency and on the amplitude of popoiatie fluctuations: Eq[14) allows to compute
moments of5, from Eq. [2T). In this way we have determined the mean, vadaskewness, and the kurtosis of the distribution
of S,. The results are shown in Fids. 6 did 7. As expected, the misroé®, approach those dT,/2 as the scaled mutation
parameteP increases. This can be verified by comparing the red cuneess@ponding t& = 0.9) in Fig.[7 to the red curves
in Fig.[3. The higher moments converge more slowly than themaad the variance. In conclusion, Figk. 6 @hd 7 demonstrate
that the distribution of the numbé&, of mutations in samples of sizedepends in a complex manner on the amplitude and on
the frequency of the population-size variations, and omthtation parameted.

We close with a number of remarks. First, Hg.1(27) is easilyegalised to describe the moments of observables which are
polynomial functions of the times; (see Fig[ for a definition of these times). Particularly simple is tlkese of observables
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FIG. 6 Shows mearg}, variance ), skewnessd) and kurtosis d) of the distribution ofS, for samples of size = 10 and scaled mutation
parametef = 1, as a function of the frequency of the population-size tlatbns, for three values af € = 0.5 (dashed-dotted green lines),
£ =0.9 (solid red lines), and = 0.99 (dashed blue lines). The curves were obtained by iterafiecq. [AT17) in combination witH(38).

Athat are linear functions of the times, A, = ET:zaj Tj. In this case th&-th moment ofA, is given by Eq.[(2I7), but with
modified coefficients: the factorsin Egs. [28) ang E%Q: are replaced &y.

Second, some observables (such as the F-st , )) can be written as linear functionsmf but with random
coefficients. In this case too it is possible to explicithyhmquute the moments of the distribution of the observable.s&heo
questions are addressed in a separate papen{sv et all,[2010).

Third, a result derived in appendiX A, E.(A17), allows usl&germine in a transparent fashion how the fluctuatiofs ahd
other observables depend upon the time at which the popnletisampled. This will make it possible to discuss for exemp
how Tajima’sD-statistic or theF-statistic depend upon the time of sampling after a bottkne population expansion, or a
decline.

Fourth, population-size fluctuations are sampled noneumify by the genealogies: initial coalescent events octfasier
rates and are thus more sensitive to recent size fluctuatResote coalescent events, by contrast, occur at slowes tlatis
damping the effect of size fluctuations in the far past. Weetoge expect significant deviations from the standardeszant
behaviour arising from the most recent history for large glamnsizesn. It would be interesting to quantify this expectation by
computing the covariances and higher moments of the timesiring which the sample genealogy hanes: first for large
i~ nandj~ nwe expect to observe strong correlatigmg;) — (7;)(7;) and thus deviations from the coalescent. Second for
small values of and j we expect the timeg andt; to de-correlate and to follow the distribution of the stamdeoalescent
(with an effective population size).

Fifth, the model introduced in SEc IV assumes a carryingcipthat varies sinusoidally, with a single frequencyuths out,
however, that our findings are valid for arbitrary time-degent fluctuations with sufficiently strong modes at smaijfrencies.
Examples are linear combinations of high-frequency aaoilhs, or stochastic fluctuations around a constant ptpnlaize
with sufficiently short auto-correlation time. In this mayeneral case, too, we expect tidt) is well approximated by (44). If
this is the case, the distribution of times is of the fofmd (WBen/Aq is smalll.

Taken together, the results derived in this paper give @ratbmplete understanding of the fluctuations of empiribaleov-
ables due to smooth population size variations. Thesetsesill be significant when attempting to disentangle the&f of
population-size variations from other factors influenajemetic variation.

Our results raise the question under which circumstancesd#viations from standard coalescent behaviours due to
population-size fluctuations (Figél [, [5, 6, ddd 7) are mikstyl to strongly affect the interpretation of empiricaltda As
our analysis indicates, the deviations become substamtiah the frequencw = 2nvKy is of the order of or less than the
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FIG. 7 Same as Fidll 6, but fé= 100.

inverse expected time between coalescent events in thdesahigrev is the frequency of the population size variations, Eq.
(37), andK is a suitable measure of the population size (the arithmlgtiaveraged carrying capacity in our example). In other
words, rapid population-size fluctuations will have th@sgest effect (other than simply determining the effegtigpulation
size, Eq.[()) in small local sub-populations with reseitgene flow between sub-populations with different fluetumst The
deviations are expect to be smaller at larger spatial scaéeause the ancestral process averages over the spatiaafions.
More generally, we conclude that deviations from standaalascent behaviour are expected for populations sulgjest en-
vironment which smoothly changes as a function of space iam&l tAn example for such a population is the marine shail
saxatilis Its habitat on the Northern coast of Bohuslan (Swedenjaigmiented into sub-populations with strongly restricted
gene flow between them, effective population sizes of sulfagipns have been found to be very smath BANNESSON2009).
Starting from the results derived in this paper, we hope terd@ne gene genealogies in such fragmented populatidojsciio
smooth variations of population size in space and time.
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FIG. 8 a lllustrates the definition ofy(g,t) which for q = 8/2 is the probability thah sequences sampled at tirh@re identical. The
corresponding branches in the tree are drawn as solid laresn = 3 in the figure. b Shows schematically how the population site)
depends upon time.

APPENDIX A: Alternative calculation of ~ Fn(q) and (TK)

In this appendix we demonstrate and alternative way of taticig functionF,(q) and the moment&T,¥) within the coalescent
approximation. Given a realisation of the cum(e), the functionF,(q) can be calculated as follows.

Consider the functioifiy(q,t) that is, forq = 6/2, the probability thah sequences sampled at titnare identical. The time
argument describes hol, depends upon the time at which the population is sampleéngivsmooth population-size curve
X(t). The definition ofFy(q,t) is illustrated for the case= 9 in Fig.[8. In Secd Il andlVv, the populations were sampled-a,
which corresponds to the choi€g(q) = Fn(g,0). The more general quantif(q,t) allows to determine how the fluctuations
of sample genealogies depend upon the time of sampling (@palation of constant siz&;, is independent atf).

To obtain a recursion fof,(q,t) in a population of fluctuating size, take= 6/2 and consider a small time intervad. A
change inF, during this time interval is due to either a mutation in one¢haf ancestral lines, or to two ancestral lines having a
common ancestor. Thus, to first orderdn

Fn(g,t) = {1— ngot — n(znxia)l)&} Fn(g,t + ot) + n(ania)l)cStFnl(q,t + ot). (A1)
Taking the limitét — 0, we obtain:
0 — —
SFa0 = na+ "D ey - "o (#2)

The recursion is terminated B (q,t) = 1 for all values oft. In a population of constant size= 1, Fy(q,t) does not depend
upont and the resul{{7) is immediately recovered frémI(A2). To tinel general solution, EQ.(A2) is rewritten as follows:

" ds
Fa(q,t) = bn /t @enqa—snbnv\(t)wsﬂanl(q’ S). (A3)

Itis convenient to consider the functi@(q,t) = e " MUE, (qg,t). It obeys the recursion

® ds
@eiqy(nil)/\(s)e‘nfl(q’s) = (ZhoGn1)(t). (A4)

Gr(q.0) = bn |
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Here % is the operator

" ds

(b)) = by /t g ), (AS)

andg(s) = exp(—@s). In terms of this operator, the recursion is simply solvedédpeated action of on the functionp:

Gn(g,t) = (gnfpgn—l"'(Pngz)(t)v (A6)

where we have used the fact tiat(qg, s) = exp(—qs). Noting thatGn(g,0) = Fn(q,0) = Fy(q) we obtain the desired expression
(12) forFq(a):

Fa(Q) = (£h@Ln1--- 0.22¢7)(0). (A7)

The momentgTX) can be calculated in a similar fashion. Consider the funcfig(t)) describing the moments of the total
length of all solid branches shown in Fig. 8. Th@l) = (TX(0)), and(TX(t)) obeys the recursion:

9
at

(TX(D) = —kn(TE ) + % [(T) — ()] (A8)

We introduce the functiohy’ (t) = e®A® (TX(t)). With the initial conditionshy’ (t) = e ™1 for n> 2 andh{"™ (t) = 0 for
m> 1, the recursior (A8) is simply:

n
W) =k Y M(Zno 1 Zimirshin )(0) (A9)

m=2

where.7 is the integral operatof” dt’.
Now we show that the action of the chatth. %1 - - -Zm+1 Of operators on an arbitrary functidncan be represented in
terms of a single integral. To show this, it is convenient etkma change of variablesze= A(t):

(AD@) =Dy [ dye (). (A10)
z

The task is to seek a kerni¢hm(z Z) such that for any functior

(Lo 1+ L) (2) = / dZKom(2,2)f(2). (A11)
z
The kernel must satisfy
7z
Kom(2.2) = bn [ "dye ™ DKy 1n(y,2) (A12)
z

Together with the initial conditio®mm(z,Z) = bmexg—(m— 1)Z]H(Z — z), this recursion allows to compute the kernel in
closed form. This can for example be achieved by considéhied.aplace transform of (A10). We find:

Kam(zZ) = Y kmje OnPi)2glbm-1-5))2 (A13)

IM>

J
Koy — (_l)j,ij—l rm+j—1) rnr(n+1)

2 Tmrm-y)r(j—-m+1)rn+j)rn—j+1)

This kernel can be used to evaludie{A9). For any funagiohwe have that

(L L1 79)(t) = /tm dt’ Anmi1 (AL, A))g(t) (A14)
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with
Z
Aami1(2.7) = /Z 7' Koy 1(2.2") (A15)
(andAnni1(z,Z) = 1). Inserting this result intd (A9) yields
0y e [ ) (k1) (o7
A0 =k 3 m [ A1 (A, A ). (A16)
Identifying Anmi1(z2,Z) = exp(—bnz)gnm(Z — 2) exp(bmZ) we find
k _ . © I k—1 4/
<Tn(t)>_|<n;m/t o’ Fon(t, ) (T 1)) (A17)

This recursion yields Eq[(26).
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APPENDIX B: Coefficients dy;j, j, for n=2,...,10

In Tab.[1 we give the coefficientdy,;, j, determining the second momeft?) according to Eq[{27) fon=2,...,10. Note
that the coefficient fon = 2 is consistent with Eq(14).

J1

J2 2
2 |4
22 3
216 3
7 2 3 4
8
5
j2 2 3 5
60 3
8 % 3 3
41
22 3 4 5 6
60 75 9 1
> 7 5 3 7
20 g 1
3 3 3
2
7
22 3 4 5 6 7
2 27 1 L
9 2 7 11 2 22
28 63 7 T
3 11 6 66
1
1 3
PR .
jo 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
28 98 42 14 2 2
20y M 7 1 1 1 oin
4 302 98 98 14 14
33 11 39 33 429
6 3 2 2
13 3 39
16
8 o)
22 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
o |48 18 88 16 24 20 9 3
5 11 55 143 13 55 143 715
4 784 1764 56 56 21 7
55 143 13 55 143 715
6 8 8 3 1
13 5 13 65
24 3
8 135 143
.1 9 5
Ja 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
o | W08 1s0 174 972 36 9 405 3 3
11 11 143 143 13 11 2431 143 2431
4 2352 2268 84 21 945 7 7
143 143 13 11 2431 143 2431
6 2 3 135 1 _L
13 221 13 221
8 1080 15 15
2431 143 2431
10
10 2431

TABLE | Shows coefficientslyj, j, occurring in Eq.[(2l7) fon=2,...,10.

Coefficients for odd values ¢ vanish.
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