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Abstract

Gene duplication is one of the major primary driving evolutionary forces.
Gene and genome duplication have increased the number of genes in the
genome of species and the complexity of genome architecture. Several pop-
ulation genetics models had been used to study the evolutionary fate of du-
plicate gene. In this paper we will introduce a stochastic difference equation
model to investigate, how evolutionary forces act during the fixation of a
mutant allele at duplicate loci. We study the fixation time of a mutant allele
at duplicate loci under a double null recessive model (DNR) and a haploin-
sufficient model (HI). We also look at how selection coefficients together with
another evolutionary force influence the fixation frequency of a mutant allele
at duplicate loci. Our results suggest that selection plays a role in the evolu-
tionary fate of duplicate genes, and that tight linkage helps the mutant allele
to fixed at duplicate loci. Our theoretical simulations agree well with existing
genomics data. This specifically includes the fact that selection, rather than
drift, plays an important role in the establishment of duplicate loci, and that
recombination occur with strong selection would help the mutant allele to fix
at duplicate loci.

Keywords: fixation time, fixation frequency, selection, linkage, diffusion
theory, gene duplication

1. Introduction

Gene duplications are one of the major driving forces in the evolution of
genomes (Ohno, 1970; Zhang, 2003; Gu et al., 2003). Duplicate genes are
believed to be a major source for the establishment of new gene functions
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(de Peer et al., 2001; Blanc et al., 2003; Moore and Purugganan, 2003, 2005;
Roth et al., 2007; Innan and Kondrashov, 2010). As the emergence of genome
sequences data, there are many studies about the mechanism and patterns
of gene/genome duplication (Gu et al., 2003; Moore and Purugganan, 2003;
Force et al., 1999; Lynch and Conery, 2000; Bowers et al., 2003; Blanc and
Wolfe, 2004; Clauss and Mitchell-Olds, 2003; Smon and Wolfe, 2008; Klein-
jan et al., 2008). Since the remarkable book by Ohno (1970), the reigning
paradigm regarding the fate of duplicate genes is that one of the duplicates
is either lost (pseudogenization) or gains a new function (neofunctionaliza-
tion). According the classical population genetics theory, lethal mutations
have larger probability than advantageous mutations. It also presumed that
most duplicate genes are lost and only a few remain as new genes.

Fisher presented the first population genetics model of the fate of du-
plicate genes (Fisher, 1935). Afterwards there were several classical works
on strict gene silencing models (Nei, 1970; Bailey et al., 1978; Takahata and
Maruyama, 1979; Kimura and King, 1979; Kimura, 1980; Li, 1980; Watter-
son, 1983). These models only focus on the fate of the null allele at duplicate
loci, and did not calculate the preservation probability of the null allele. Sub-
sequently, another branch of models focused on accumulation of degenerative
mutations, suggesting that the preservation of duplicate copies could occur
by sub-functionalization and neo-functionalization (Walsh, 1995; Force et al.,
1999; Lynch and Conery, 2000; Lynch et al., 2001). Please see also Walshs re-
view paper for more detail on those theoretical models (Walsh, 2003). Taken
together, the common features of these experimental and theoretical studies
were to describe the importance of gene/genome duplication at molecular
level.

The precise mechanism of fixation of duplicate loci depends on evolu-
tionary forces, including the effective population size, mutations acting on
duplicate loci, the selection coefficient for duplicate loci, and the recombina-
tion between duplicate loci. After Li (1980) and Watterson (1983) paper, the
classical gene duplication model was only used in very few theoretical studies.
Previous analysis of the classical models by Li and Watterson only focused
on weak selection with tight or no linkage (Li, 1980; Watterson, 1983).

Here, we present a time dependent stochastic difference equation model
based on Li 1980 model to study the evolutionary dynamics of a mutant
allele at duplicate loci. We investigate the fixation time of a mutant allele at
duplication loci during weak and strong selection with changed recombination
rates. This is done via a diffusion approach.

2



2. The Models

We assume the population to be composed of a random mating diploid
with an effective size of N . We further assume that there are two loci, which
may be linked or unlinked. Moreover, we suppose two alleles: alleles A and
a at the first locus, and alleles B and b at the second locus. Here A and B
represent wild-type (normal function) genes and a and b are mutant (null
function) genes. To simplify the model, we assume allele A to mutate to
a and B to mutate to b at the same rate µ, and that the mutation cannot
be reversed. We designate the recombination rate of two alleles as r. The
selection coefficient matrices are given in Table 1. We denote the frequencies
of gametes ab, aB, Ab, AB as x1, x2, x3 ,x4 , respectively, and the frequency
of a and b as p and q, respectively, where p = x1 + x2, q = x1 + x3.

Under the assumption that zygotes are formed by random union of ga-
metes, the mean fitness of the population is

$ = 1 − 2hx1(x2 + x3) − sx21

where h and s are selection coefficients constants. We assume that in the
strong selection case, we have s = 1, h = 1 for the double null recessive
model (DNR); and in the weak selection case, we have h = 0, s = 1 for the
haploinsufficient model (HI). The genotype frequency changes after selection,
mutation and recombination (for the linked case) are

x
′

1 = [x1(1 − sx1] −$) − rD]/$ + µ(x2 + x3) (1)

x
′

2 = [x2(1 − hx1] −$) + rD]/$ + µ(x4 − x2) (2)

x
′

3 = [x3(1 − hx1] −$) + rD]/$ + µ(x4 − x3) (3)

x
′

4 = [x4(1 −$) − rD]/$ − 2µx4 (4)

where D = x2x3 − x1x4, which is the linkage disequilibrium constant. For
there is only 3 freedom in 4 variable, we only choose three of them. According
(Kimura and King, 1979), we assume the probability density of gametes fre-
quencies, Φ(x1, x2, x3; t), satisfies the following Kolmogorov backward equa-
tion,

∂Φ

∂t
=

1

2

n=3∑
i,j=1

Vi,j
∂2Φ

∂xi∂xj
+

n=3∑
i=1

Mi
∂Φ

∂xi
(5)
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where M were the drift coefficients and equal to

M1 = [x1(1 − sx1] −$) − rD]/$ + µ(x2 + x3) (6)

M2 = [x2(1 − hx1] −$) + rD]/$ + µ(x4 − x2) (7)

M3 = [x3(1 − hx1] −$) + rD]/$ + µ(x4 − x3) (8)

and V were diffusion coefficients and equal to x1(1 − x1) −x1x2 −x1x3
−x2x1 x2(1 − x2) −x2x3
−x3x1 −x3x2 x3(1 − x3)


. Now, let T (x1, x2, x3) be the average time until fixation of the mutant allele
given that its initial frequencies of (x1, x2, x3),

T (x1, x2, x3) =

∫ ∞
0

t
∂Φ(x1, x2, x3; t)

∂t
dt. (9)

So we can got that the mean fixtion time T satisfies the following elliptic
partial differential equation,

1

2

n=3∑
i,j=1

Vi,j
∂2T

∂xi∂xj
+

n=3∑
i=1

Mi
∂T

∂xi
+ 1 = 0. (10)

Acooding to (Ewens, 2004; Boitard and Loisel, 2007), its hard to got the ana-
lytical or numerical solution for high dimential diffusion equations, Eq.(5) and
Eq.(10). According to Itos stochastic difference theory (Takeo Maruyama,
1981; Øksendal, 2003), Eq.(5) could be approximated by the following stochas-
tic differential equations,

M x1(t) = V1,1B1(M t) + V1,2B2(M t) + V1,3B3(M t) +M1 M t (11)

M x2(t) = V2,1B1(M t) + V2,2B2(M t) + V2,3B3(M t) +M2 M t (12)

M x3(t) = V3,1B1(M t) + V3,2B2(M t) + V3,3B3(M t) +M3 M t (13)

whew V and M were given before, B a vector of mutually independent Brow-
nian motion. The Euler-Maruyama method Higham (2001) can be used to
solve the stochastic differential equation Eq.(11-13). During calculations, we
choose a smallin the difference equations Eq.(11-13) to guarantee convergence
and accuracy.
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3. Results and Conclusion

There are four different parameters that can vary in this study: the effec-
tive population size, N , the mutation rate, µ, the recombination rate, r and
the selection coefficient, h and s. We assume r = 0.5 for free recombination;
r = 0.001 for light linkage; and r = 0 for no linkage. We introduce θ as the
product of the effective population size N and the mutation rate µ.

Every path started from the same initial condition p = q = 0 and stopped
at the point where p or q was first arrived at a fixed phase. Using the
evolutionary dynamics of gamete frequencies in Eq.(11-13), we investigated
how evolutionary forces influence the fixation time of a mutant allele at
duplicate loci (Table2). According to these results the fixation time of a
mutant allele depends mostly on selection, rather than neutral drift. Linkage
seems to have only a small effect on the fixation of a mutant allele at duplicate
loci, but may influence the evolutionary fate of duplicate genes. According
to the DNR model, linkage between loci may influence the mutant allele
fixation. In the HI model linkage has little effect on the fixation time of a
mutant allele at duplicate genes due to the rapid evolution pressure, but it
may have an influence on the fixation frequencies, which p or q first arrived
fixed phase. Selection keeps both copies in case of a mutational pressure for
silencing at duplicate loci.

We further investigated, in which way the fixation frequency was influ-
enced, when both, p and q,were fixed initially (Table3). The fixation fre-
quency of a mutant allele is influenced by selection and recombination. Tight
linkage with strong selection would lead to a high fixation frequency of a mu-
tant allele at duplicate loci. The selection coefficient h, rather than the
selection coefficient s, has a dominant effect on the fixation frequencies for
p + q. s is the fitness of the lethal mutant aabb. Increased s and decreased
h increase the fixation frequency of the mutant type. In case of a tight
linkage ( r = 0.5), the increase of the fixation frequency of a mutant allele
have positive correlation to , while in the case of no linkage or loose linkage
(r = 0or0.0001), the fixation frequency of a mutant allele is only weakly
influenced by selection (fixed coefficient h, varied coefficient s). The fixation
frequency of a mutant allele shows a much higher variation in a large pop-
ulation than in a small population. Tight linkages influence the probability
of duplicate-gene preservation. In Figure 1, we show the fixation frequency
of p + q in the case of mutation rate at u = 10−6 with recombination rate,
population size and selection coefficients.
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Our simulation shows that deleterious mutations can never be fixed in a
population and that an accumulation of mutations occurs shortly after gene
duplication. This is in agreement with previous theoretical studies suggesting
that tight-linkage and positive selection may increase the probability of sub-
functionalization and that the copies of a duplicate gene might accumulate
neutral information (Lynch et al., 2001).

Its interesting that the selection coefficient, h, could never be lower than
0.7, because otherwise the fixation frequencies of duplicate genes would be
larger than 1, which is not allowed by the stochastic differential equation
Eq.(11-13). If h = 0, the fixation frequencies of duplicate genes at the
same time could be 1. This is in accordance to a study by Li and Watter-
son (Li, 1980; Watterson, 1983). This implies that selection favoring modi-
fiers of dominance would be weak and unable to overcome a genetic drift in
the population. Wrights physiological theory predicts that haploinsufficient
genes should have more paralogs than haplosufficient genes because selec-
tion could increase the dosage for dosage-sensitive (haploinsufficient) genes
(Wright, 1934). Clearly, our simulation is compatible with Wrights predic-
tion. Our simulation is also in agreement with the observation of duplications
in Arabidopsis thaliana, which provides evidence of positive selection (Fyodor
A Kondrashov, 2002; Moore and Purugganan, 2003, 2005). Our simulation
further supports the hypothesis that most duplicate genes are fixed by posi-
tive selection for increased gene dosage.

4. Discussion

We studied the fixation processes of a mutant allele in a population via
gene duplication. We here focused on the theoretical aspects of how evolu-
tionary forces influence the evolutionary fate of duplicate genes. This was
done via simulating the fixation time and fixation frequencies of a mutant
allele at duplicate loci. Our simulation results demonstrated that the evo-
lutionary trajectories and evolutionary fate of duplicate genes is a complex
process that is affected by the recombination rate, the mutation rate, the
effective population size and the intensity of selection. The results present
here suggest that recombination and selection, rather than drift, play a key
role in duplicate gene evolution.

Recently, gene duplication has been widely investigated in genomes of
organism (Zhang, 2003; Moore and Purugganan, 2003; Bowers et al., 2003;
Blanc and Wolfe, 2004; Clauss and Mitchell-Olds, 2003; Smon and Wolfe,
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2008; Kleinjan et al., 2008). These studies showed that selection always favors
duplications increasing fitness, and that recombination helps the fixation time
of mutant allele at duplicate loci. Selectively neutral duplications should be
very rare, for the changes in the number of genes are rare.

Our study on recombination rate and selection of duplicate loci reveals
that strong selection may shorten the fixation time of null alleles and the
dominance of wild-type alleles should be considered in theoretical models.
Our results also show that linkage only has a minor effect on the fixation time
of mutant allele at duplicate loci, but recombination with strong selection
plays an important role in the fixation frequency of mutant allele at duplicate
loci. Coexistent mutant alleles in an organism lead to a complex evolutionary
fate of duplicate genes, which might lead to a sub-functionlization or neo-
functionaliztion processes after long evolution time.

In summary our work suggests that strong selection can reduce the loss
of duplicated gene and that tight linkage with other evolutionary forces may
result in differential evolutionary fates. It is intriguing to ask why duplicated
gene can be preserved in the genome and what causes the complexity of a
genome over long evolutionary time periods. It should thus be considered in
the modeling of evolutionary dynamics of gene duplication in the future. For
the exact duplicate event is hard to define, it should be noted that our ideal
model present here is too strict for real duplication events. Our theoretical
simulation suggests that selection, rather than drift, plays an important role
in the establishment of duplicate loci, and that recombination occur with
strong selection helps a mutant allele to stay at duplicate loci.

5. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I would like to thank Cheng Xue for inspire me to work on the gene
duplication. I also thank Yunxin for many discussion and suggestion. Thanks
are also due to Holger Frhlich and Dr. Liu Shuqun for editorial assistance
and construction advisements.

References

Bailey, G. S., Poulter, R. T., Stockwell, P. A., Nov 1978. Gene duplication in
tetraploid fish: model for gene silencing at unlinked duplicated loci. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A 75 (11), 5575–5579.

7



Blanc, G., Hokamp, K., Wolfe, K. H., Feb 2003. A recent polyploidy superim-
posed on older large-scale duplications in the arabidopsis genome. Genome
Res 13 (2), 137–144.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.751803

Blanc, G., Wolfe, K. H., Jul 2004. Functional divergence of duplicated genes
formed by polyploidy during arabidopsis evolution. Plant Cell 16 (7), 1679–
1691.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.021410

Boitard, S., Loisel, P., 2007. Probability distribution of haplotype frequen-
cies under the two-locus wright-fisher model by diffusion approximation.
Theoretical Population Biology 71 (3), 380 – 391.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0040580906001730

Bowers, J. E., Chapman, B. A., Rong, J., Paterson, A. H., Mar 2003. Unrav-
elling angiosperm genome evolution by phylogenetic analysis of chromoso-
mal duplication events. Nature 422 (6930), 433–438.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01521

Clauss, M. J., Mitchell-Olds, T., May 2003. Population genetics of tandem
trypsin inhibitor genes in arabidopsis species with contrasting ecology and
life history. Mol Ecol 12 (5), 1287–1299.

de Peer, Y. V., Taylor, J. S., Braasch, I., Meyer, A., 2001. The ghost of
selection past: rates of evolution and functional divergence of anciently
duplicated genes. J Mol Evol 53 (4-5), 436–446.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002390010233

Ewens, W. J., 2004. Mathematical Population Genetics: Theoretical intro-
duction. Springer.

Fisher, R., 1935. The sheltering of lethals. American Naturalist 69, 446455.

Force, A., Lynch, M., Pickett, F. B., Amores, A., Yan, Y. L., Postlethwait, J.,
Apr 1999. Preservation of duplicate genes by complementary, degenerative
mutations. Genetics 151 (4), 1531–1545.

Fyodor A Kondrashov, I. B. R., 2002. Selection in the evolution of gene
duplications. Genome Biol 3 (2), RESEARCH0008.

8

http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.751803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.021410
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0040580906001730
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0040580906001730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002390010233


Gu, Z., Steinmetz, L. M., Gu, X., Scharfe, C., Davis, R. W., Li, W.-H., Jan
2003. Role of duplicate genes in genetic robustness against null mutations.
Nature 421 (6918), 63–66.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01198

Higham, D. J., 2001. An algorithmic introduction to numerical simulation of
stochastic differential equations. SIAM Review Vol. 43,( No. 3 ):, 525–546.

Innan, H., Kondrashov, F., Feb 2010. The evolution of gene duplications:
classifying and distinguishing between models. Nat Rev Genet 11 (2), 97–
108.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrg2689

Kimura, M., 1980. Average time until fixation of a mutant allele in a finite
population under continued mutation pressure: studies by analytical, nu-
merical, and pseudo-sampling methods. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 6. 77(1),
522–52.

Kimura, M., King, J. L., Jun 1979. Fixation of a deleterious allele at one
of two ”duplicate” loci by mutation pressure and random drift. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 76 (6), 2858–2861.

Kleinjan, D. A., Bancewicz, R. M., Gautier, P., Dahm, R., Schonthaler, H. B.,
Damante, G., Seawright, A., Hever, A. M., Yeyati, P. L., van Heyningen,
V., Coutinho, P., Feb 2008. Subfunctionalization of duplicated zebrafish
pax6 genes by cis-regulatory divergence. PLoS Genet 4 (2), e29.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.0040029

Li, W. H., May 1980. Rate of gene silencing at duplicate loci: a theoretical
study and interpretation of data from tetraploid fishes. Genetics 95 (1),
237–258.

Lynch, M., Conery, J. S., Nov 2000. The evolutionary fate and consequences
of duplicate genes. Science 290 (5494), 1151–1155.

Lynch, M., O’Hely, M., Walsh, B., Force, A., Dec 2001. The probability of
preservation of a newly arisen gene duplicate. Genetics 159 (4), 1789–1804.

Moore, R. C., Purugganan, M. D., Dec 2003. The early stages of duplicate
gene evolution. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 100 (26), 15682–15687.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2535513100

9

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrg2689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.0040029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2535513100


Moore, R. C., Purugganan, M. D., Apr 2005. The evolutionary dynamics of
plant duplicate genes. Curr Opin Plant Biol 8 (2), 122–128.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2004.12.001

Nei, M., 1970. Accumulation of nonfunctional genes on sheltered chromo-
somes. The American Naturalist 104(938), 311–322.

Ohno, S., 1970. Evolution by Gene Duplication. Springer-Verlag, New York,.

Øksendal, B. K., 2003. Stochastic Differential Equations: An Introduction
with Applications. Springer, Berlin.

Roth, C., Rastogi, S., Arvestad, L., Dittmar, K., Light, S., Ekman, D.,
Liberles, D. A., Jan 2007. Evolution after gene duplication: models, mech-
anisms, sequences, systems, and organisms. J Exp Zool B Mol Dev Evol
308 (1), 58–73.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jez.b.21124

Smon, M., Wolfe, K. H., Jun 2008. Preferential subfunctionalization of slow-
evolving genes after allopolyploidization in xenopus laevis. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A 105 (24), 8333–8338.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0708705105

Takahata, N., Maruyama, T., Sep 1979. Polymorphism and loss of duplicate
gene expression: a theoretical study with application of tetraploid fish.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 76 (9), 4521–4525.

Takeo Maruyama, N. T., 1981. Numerical studies of the frequency trajec-
tories in the process of fixation of null genes at duplicated loci. Heredity
46(1), 49–57.

Walsh, B., Jul 2003. Population-genetic models of the fates of duplicate genes.
Genetica 118 (2-3), 279–294.

Walsh, J. B., Jan 1995. How often do duplicated genes evolve new functions?
Genetics 139 (1), 421–428.

Watterson, G. A., Nov 1983. On the time for gene silencing at duplicate loci.
Genetics 105 (3), 745–766.

Wright, S., 1934. Physiological and evolutionary theories of dominance. The
American Naturalist 68, 2453.

10

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2004.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jez.b.21124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0708705105


Zhang, J., 2003. Evolution by gene duplication: an update. Trends in Ecology
& Evolution 18(6), 292–298.

11



Figure 1 - The fixation probability of mutant allele (p+q)

The fixation frequency of a mutant allele at duplicate loci. We show the
fixation frequency of mutant allele (p+q) in the case of u = 10−6 with varied
recombination rates, population sizes and selection coefficients.
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Table1. Genotype fitness
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Table2. The fixation time whihc p or q first arrived the fixation phase
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Table 3. The fixation frequencies of p and q

h, s are selection coefficients, h = 1.0 to 0.7, s = 0.0 to 1.0, here I only
show s = 0.0, .6, 1.0 and h = 1.0, 0.7. r is the recombination rate, r =
0.5, 0.1, 0.0001, 0, N = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 correspond to N = 101, 102, 103, 104, 105.
u = −5,−6,−7,−8 correspond to u = 10−5, 10−6, 10−7, 10−8.
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