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Q\| Abstract

— Evolutionary branching is analysed in a stochastic, imtlial-based population model under mutation and selectlansuch
models, the common assumption is that individual reprado@nd life career are characterised by values of a trait,adso by

N population sizes, and that mutations lead to small chaa@gesait value. Then, traditionally, the evolutionary dynigs is studied

"6 in the limit e — 0. In the present approach, small but non-negligible manali steps are considered. By means of theoretical

O analysis in the limit of infinitely large populations, as et computer simulations, we demonstrate how discretetioo#d steps
affect the patterns of evolutionary branching. We also argagethie average time to the first branching depends in a sengitly

«| ‘'on both mutational step size and population size.
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* 1. Introduction of a separation of time scales between long-term evolutjona
@) i i -
— ) i dynamics (the sequence of mutations) and short-term popula
O . The development of populations subject to frequency- Okjon gynamics, defined by birth and death events, an evalutio

clyden_T|ty-de|[)en((jje?t S_el‘_eCt't%” IS &fp 'Tg(_)rram anl\(jl Cem?‘d'? ary versus an ecological time scale. Fourth, it is assumatd th
'_'eas(;y| anadyse opic Itr'] eor:e ica h|0 O%V- danﬁl 'e”d_ mutations lead only to small changes in the trait value (iat
MOCEIS and approximation Schemes have been developed IN @fiiong| step sizes are small). Fifth, the population si2¢ is
N _der to un_dg_rstand how tr_alt values cha.nge and how the IRNYYaken to be large, andfects of random genetic drift are ne-
= ing pOSS|b|I|ty Of_ ‘eYQ'Ut'O”afY branching’ may arise, wige glected (apart from incorporating the fixation probabitifyan
a population of individuals with a well-defined trait value o advantageous mutation).
genotype (monomorphic, in other words) experiences a split ) o ,
leading to two or more coexisting trait values or genotypes i In the adaptive-dynamics literature a further step is taken
O the population. This process is important because it giges r Y 16NN — co, i — 0, ande — 0. Then evolution
of a monomorphic population to the first branching of traits

<" toincreased biodiversity. _ _ ! , : )
© A variety of population-genetic and game-theoretic meth-S f'inalytlcally described by the so-called ‘canonical eiqué _
CF\I| 0ds, as well as the body of ideas and a pl%matio é:ilc el\(/rcr)llurt}gn (r)]n tLhe fitr%ess6 ?él:(;s?:bree (g\/?lanirr:a"ﬁ abzddgestﬁ/er:irlltlan-
schemes known aadaptive dynamigscf. .1(1996); Y
S Geritz et al. [(1998)! _Diekman (2004); Waxman and Qavhleti;o-o-&bl—a—dl‘_ - wb‘l—waﬁa—ej al. 1991). How these detesmini
= (2005): Metz .[(2012), have been employed in order t&!c adaptive dynamics may arise froma_s_trlctstochastmlmp
>< stud uti b hing. S | simplificati _ tion model has been described in detail in the elegant trexatm
o y evolutionary branching. Several simplifications@rm
(O ‘monly resorted to. First, complications due to mating and reofmamp_agﬂbt_(;o_%) and later papers.
combination in diploid populations are disregarded byiascr ~ As a monomorphic (single-trait) population approaches a lo
ing to each individual a single trait valuehat is transferred by ~ cal fitness maximum where evolutionary branching may occur
clonal reproduction unless mutation occurs (see howeeaeth  in the sense that populations with twdtdient trait values may
cent interesting approach to adaptive dynamics with Meadel coexist from there onwards, the canonical equation faiteto
inheritance by Collet et all, 2011). Selection is taken to acscribe the dynamics. It becomes necessary to ask how stochas
through a trait- and density-dependent fitness functicentid  ticity in a finite population &ects the possibility of evolutionary
fied with mean reproduction. Second, it is assumed that itneddranching. Further questions are: what s the shape of the bi
is a smooth function of the trait valueand the population den- cation diagram of trait values in the wake of a branching? How
sity. The third postulate is that the mutation rates so small ~ do the values oft ande influence the evolutionary dynamics
that only few trait values are represented in the population in a finite population? How long does it take (in the mean) for
any one time. Mutations thus occur so rarely that we can tallevolutionary branching to occur?
We address these matters analytically and by computer simu-
*Corresponding author lations of a stochastic, individual-based model for thewion
Email addressBernhard.Mehlig@physics.gu.se (B. Mehlig) of trait values in a finite population subject to density-elegent
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A 2. Model

The stochastic, individual-based model used in the numeri-

Yxy cal experiments discussed below describes a finite popuolati
of individuals competing for resources. Each individughss
signed a trait value. Individuals with the same trait value (be-
longing to the same ecological ‘niche’) compete for a limdite
amount of resources. The scarcity of resources is parasadtri
by a trait-dependent carrying capadity. There is an ‘optimal’
trait value corresponding to the value xfvhereK, assumes
its global maximum. Individuals belonging toff#irent niches
Figure 1. A schematic view of the deterministic model. THepanel depicts (corresponding to dierent trait valuesx andy, say) may also
the first three evolutionary branching events. The rightepaifustrates the  interact. The strength of interaction depends upon tifferdi
main ingredientg of the fitness functiorj giyen by Hd. (2). Tlh:Etion")fxy is encelx — Y in trait values.
plotted for a particular value of = xg which in the case shown is positive. Mutations give rise to changes in the trait values X =+ e.

Heree > 0 is a fixed mutational step size and the set of possible

traits occurring in the population is= 0, +¢, +2¢, .. .. Individ-

ual fitness is measured by the medfspring number, which is
fitness function symmetric with respect to its maximal vadue d€términed by the trait values and the intensity of comipetit
the traitx = 0. In the limit of N — co, 4« — 0, ande small, we The latter, in its turn, is gontrolled by the scarcity of restes
show that the evolution of a monomorphic population towardnd the number of individuals. In other words, the model de-
the fitness optimum at = 0 is governed by a canonical equa- scrl_bes the.evolutlon of_atralt value, or of tra_ut valuesa|p9p-
tion. For our model, standard stability analysis in the fiofi  ulation subject to density-dependent selection. The zjoul
¢ — 0 would predict evolutionary branching of a monomorphic'Would be expected to evolve towards the optimal trait valioe.
population atx = 0. We demonstrate that at small but fixed tense c_ompetltlon between |nd|\_/|duz_ils with trait valueg;elto _
mutational step sizes evolutionary branching typically occurs {h€ optimal one may however give rise to sub-populations wit
at non-zero values of. In the limit of infinite population size Well-defined but distinct trait values. This phenomenorsis r
and vanishing mutation rate we compute the critical value of férred to asevolutionary branchingand is the subject of this
where the first branching is most likely to occur, as a funrctio PaPer: S _ _ _ _
of e. In addition we show that the evolutionary dynamics in 1 he number of individuals with a given trait valueis de-
this limit gives rise to a non-symmetric bifurcation diagraf- noted byZ,. It is assumed that each individual has.e|ther
ter the first branching (for a symmetric model such as oues, th"On€ or two dspring kK_Ie_b_;a_gemj_élL_ZQlll). Thefspring
standard theory predicts a symmetric bifurcation diagrathe ~ ©f individuals in one generation constitute the next getiena
limit e — 0). Moreover, we state geometrical conditions deter-V& denote the fitness function Byx(Zy,y € D) which is the

mining the trait values where the second evolutionary trarge - ™Mean dispring number for an individual with trait value and
event is most likely to occur. whereD is the set of trait values represented in the population.

This fitness is a function of the co-existing sub-populatizes

Finding the average time until evolutionary branching escu (4yY € D). We take it to be of the form:
in our model requires a more refined analysis. It is necegeary 2
specify howN — o ande — 0. This determines the stochas- Mx(Zy.y € D) = 7— NK)LS > - 1)
tic population dynamics in the critical stage precedingfirst X yeD Vxry
branching. That stage must last long enough to render branchiere the carrying capacity of the subpopulation with traitre
ing possible. We discuss results of computer simulatiolag-re x is NKy, whereN is a population-size parameter to be thought
ing to this question briefly, but a precise mathematical desc of as large. Competition between subpopulations corredspon
tion of the problem is left for future work. ing to different trait valuex andy is regulated by the function

Vxy-

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. In Sec- The dfspring usually inherit the parental traif but with a
tion[2 we introduce the stochastic, individual-based madetl  small probability: they mutate (independently) eithentee or
in simulations. Sectiof] 3 summarises standard resultsnasta to x+e¢, with equal probabilities. Since time is measured in gen-
in the limit N - o, u —» 0, ande — 0. These are con- erations, the modelis thus discrete both in time and traitsp
trasted with numerical experiments at relevant valuel g, It can be viewed as the simplest possible structure (‘the bar
ande in Sectior#. Discrepancies between the> 0 predic-  bones’, | Klebaner et al., 2011) behind adaptive dynamias, an
tions and the results of numerical experiments are disdusseas such is an interesting mathematical object in its owntrigh
Our results (and the calculations supporting them) adiohgss Since all individuals have the same life span, one, it digpla
the issues raised in Sectiigh 4 are summarised in Sédtiorcs. Sean unyielding age dependence which can be seen as a diametri-
tion[d contains our conclusions. Three appendices sumenari€al counterpart and natural complement to the equally ctifi
details of our calculations. non-aging individuals of birth-and-death processes, tyite




the sequence of paperslby Champagnat and Meléard (20d.1) amait to establish itself in the set of coexisting traitsMP < 1,
others, and also classical deterministic approaches. Boe m the mutation can not establish itself and is wiped out by tiene
realistically age-structured models cf. Méleard andT{@009)  drift.

as well as Jagers and Klebaner (2011). In summary, we have chosen an extremely simple model
The form [1) is certainly ad hoc, and should be viewed as amvhich however retains so much of the structure of evolution-

explorative illustration. But it is not without historicarece-  ary dynamics that the questions raised in the introductam c
dencel(Christiansen and L. hke, 1980). As there, wekigke still be formulated. It is described by only four parameters
andyyy to be Gaussian functions. Indeed, this is a choice oftethe population-size paramets the mutation ratg, the muta-
encountered in the adaptive-dynamics literature, tional step size, and the interaction parameter

Ke=€X and y, = e W, 2)
3. Standard predictionsin thelimit e —» 0

The parametar regulates the competition between subpopula-
tions with different traits. A larger value af implies weaker In spite of its simplicity, the model introduced in the previ
competition. We take > 0. This ensures that competition be- ous Section is not easily analysed. As pointed out, the stan-
tween subpopulations is weak enough to allow for evolutipna dard adaptive-dynamics approach (Geritz ét al., 1998)iessud
branchings. It is convenient to replace population sizeby  continuous-time population models in the linht — c and
densitiesfy = Zy/(NKy), so that the fitness functiohl(1) takes u — 0, and there — 0. In this Section we state the corre-

the form sponding results for our discrete-time model.
My(f,,y € D) = 2 ) (3) If N can be thought of as infinite, law-of-large-number ef-
1+ Yyen Ryfy fects replace random processes by their expectations,fand i
Here bothy — 0 andN — oo, then only a small number of trait
Ryy = yxyKy/Kx = g (xN(ax-(2+a)y) (4) values are represented in the population at any specific time

the basic cases studied below are those of monomorphic popu-
lations,D = {x}, and dimorphic oned) = {x1, X2}.

In this limit, a time-scale separation appears betweenthe e
lutionary dynamics (referring to long-term changes of taét t
L , value) and the ecological time scale of population dynamics
exist in the absence of mutations. Note however that eveﬂetting ¢ — 0 makes it possible to describe the dynamics of

this coexistence is temporary, albeit potentially of longad the trait valuex by local stability analysis, central to adaptive

tion (Jagers and Klebaner, 2011). We shall still refer tarthe dynamics.

as equilibrium densities. They are defined by the condition Fig.[ illustrates the standard predictions obtained irs¢he

M = 1, where limits. First, starting from an initially positive trait Wae, x(t)
5 2 is expected to evolve deterministically towards the logad o
M; T35 o RiD" (5)  timum (atx = 0 in our model). The patix(t) is described
yeb Tyl by a diferential equation referred to as a ‘canonical equation’

The equatiotMP = 1 describes the critical regime of reproduc- (Dieckmann and Law, 1996; Champagnat et al.. 2001) and re-

is the fitness kernel which combines théeets of the interac-
tion yxy and the carrying capacitgy.

Egs. [3) and[(4) allow for explicit formulae for the equilib-
rium densities (yD,y € D) at which subpopulations may co-

tion. It corresponds to the condition lated to similar equations studied in population gen ,
11976]Iwasa et al., 1991). Second, the first evolutionargdiia

Z nyfyD =1, xeD. (6) ing occurs ak = 0. Third, after the first branching, the pair of
yeD traits evolves deterministically in a symmetric fashiong @he

) ) second and third branchings occur simultaneously.
In the monomorphic cade = {x} we find thatM,(f) = 2/(1+

fx) and in the absence of mutations, the dengjtgtabilises at
the valuef¥ = 1. Substituting this result into Eq(5) we obtain

{x} _ 2
z = 1+ e—(Z—X)(aZ—(ZHt)X) :

3.1. Deterministic evolution towards the first branching

Assume that the population starts from a positive initiaittr
7) valuexo = joe which is large compared to the small value of
the mutational step size jo > 1. Classical adaptive dynamics

Importantly, the functioM? given by Eq.[(5) plays a crucial then predicts that the initial trait value is consecutivelylaced
’ zZ . .. .
role in the invasion analysis. Suppose an individual of typely Smaller values af, driving x(t) towardsx = 0. The resulting

2 ¢ D appears in a stable population with the set of trBitas a function of timex(t) is described by a dtierential equation for
mutant ofx € D. Its fithess has the form X(t), known as the canonical equation (of trait evolution), the

standard reference being Dieckmann and|Law (1996). In the

D Ceny 2 ;D notation of Champagnat et/dl. (2001, see Eq. (7a) ) the chissi
M2,y € D; ;) = ——— ~ M _ ! : :
1+ Yyep Ryfy + 7 canonical equation of trait evolution has the form
becausdR,, = 1 and the small initial frequency of the mutant dx o-g
f+ can be neglected. 1? > 1, there is a chance for the new o = HX) ()1 (x. X). (8)

3



In this expressionu(x) is the mutation rate for the trait value
X, o-g is the mutational variance(x) is the equilibrium popula-
tion size, andf (z X) is the fitness function. Recall that withina 1.5
model formulated in terms of stochastic birth and death pro=
cesses, the fitness functidifz, X) is the diference between = 1
the birth and death rates for rare mutants with tedit an x-
population at its quasi-stable size. 0.5
In our case, the mutation rajgx) = u is independent of
the trait valuex, o2 is simply €2, andn(x) = Ne™. The fit- 0
ness functionf (z, x) corresponding to our discrete-time model 2
should be calculated as P 1
f(z ) = logM¥ 9) Lor |
z S L - ; i
whereM is given by Eq.[{F). This formula relies on a well- R "»‘-,' N
known property of a linear birth-death process stemmingfro - ]
a single individual: iff is the diference between the birth and 0.5 R n
death rates per individual, the population size at tifm&s mean - M
ef. Eq. ) stipulates that the expected population sf#&) 0 5500 106006"
after one unit of continuous time is equal to the expectee siz ot

M of the first generation in our discrete-time model.

From Eqgs.[(P) and{7) we conclude that the fitness gradient isigure 2:a Shows ten realisations of the evolutionxgf) from an initially large
given by value xo = 2 for a mutational step size ef = 102 (additional parameters:
01F(% X) = —X N =10 u =108 o = 9,0 = uN = 1072). b Shows the trait value as a
> ’ function of the average time of stayingatconditional on that no branching
sinceMY = 1. In our case we would thus expect the canonicahas occurred (dots). Also shown is an approximate solutidid (solid line).

equation to take the form

d_X _ E—ZNe‘sz (10) 4. Computer smulations
dt 2 '

However, the correct canonical equation for our modelE8@) (1 Figs[2[3 anf4 summarise results of direct numerical simu-
derived in Sectiof 511 reveals that the trait substitutimepss  |ations of the model described in Sectldn 2 for large valdes o
goes twice as fast in the discrete-time model compared to thR, small values of:, and for a small value of (equal to 10?).
continuous-time model. This is reminiscent of the wellkmo | the algorithm, binomial distributions of numbers of it

phenomenon of genetic drift running twice as fast in the Mora have been approximated by the appropriate Poisson distribu
model than in the Wriiht-Fisher model of the same size, see fajgons.

examplé Wakele 8), though the latter phenomenon has aye now compare simulation results with the predictions from

different explanation. Sectior 3. Figia shows ten realisations of the evolutionf)

for the mutational step size = 1072 from an initially large
valuexg = 2. (The additional parameters are given in the figure
caption). We see thad{(t) decreases towards the first branching
(which in all cases occurs for positive values>oénd not at

x = 0). Fig.[b shows a plot of the trait valug versus the
average time of staying &t conditional on no branching having
occurred. Also shown is an approximate solution of the atrre
canonical equation derived in Sectionl5.1 as Ed} (19). ®his i
expressed in terms of the expected time>@) to reach level

3.2. Location of the first evolutionary branching

The canonical equation suggests that the substitutiorepsoc
of the trait value slows down as the point 0 is approached.
In the limit of N — oo, u — 0, ande — 0, standard adaptive-
dynamics analysis predicts the first evolutionary brangho
occur atx = 0, giving rise to two brancheg; < 0 andx, > 0.

3.3. Second and third evolutionary branchings

Moreover, in the very same limit, the deterministic evaluti
after the first branching is predicted to be symmetric. Ireoth %o
words, the two trait valueg; andx, after the first branchlr_1g t(x) = Z /1;1’ (12)
are expected to evolve asg(t) = —x(t). The second and third yoe
evolutionary branchings are expected to occur simultasigou
when x,(t) reaches a critical value, which in our case can bevherel, = uNexe ™ (see below) is the rate of the asymptot-

computed explicitly as ically exponential holding time at level For large values of
x we observe good agreement betwden (12) and the average of
= 1 /w ) (11) tenindependent realisations of the substitution prod@ssas
2 l+a x = 0 is approached, the numerical average falls below the pre-

As a function ofa the value ofx, reaches its maximum dicted average. The neighbourhood of the first branchingteve
0.3731... ata = 1.2955.. .. is not described by the canonical equation.
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_ _ , _ ) _ forz~ x. Forx > 0 it follows that
Figure 3: Results of computer simulations of trait evolutio the the stochastic

individual-based model described in Secfidn 2. Parametees 9, ¢ = 0.01, |x) {x} X—e} {x+€}
andaN - Bx 1P g = 2% 10.10 MY > 1 MY <1, MX9 <1, and MY > 1. (14)

These inequalities show that the expected trend of adaptive

Fig.[3 shows results of two computer simulations starting inlution in the monomorphic phase is simple: the initial psit
the vicinity of x = 0. In Fig.[3a the first branching does not trait value is consecutively replaced by smaller valuesiigi
occur atx = 0 but atx = 0.05. Further, evolution after the X(t) towards zero. The dynamics of this trait substitution pro-
first branching is not symmetrical. This can also be seen frongess is described by the canonical equation whose corneot fo
Fig.[d which displays the data of Flgad the x;-x, plane (the  for our model is derived next.
standard adaptive-dynamics approach predicts, as poited ~ Observe that the expected number of mutatigns> x —
above, that the pairx{(t), xo(t)) moves on the diagonal shown € in the x-populatlon assumed to be at its quasi-stable size,
in Fig.[4 as a dashed line). Note also that the second and thidk = NKy = Ne “is (u/2)Ne per generation, where is
branchings do not occur simultaneously, and not symméirica divided by 2 since we discard the- x+e-mutations. Thus the

in the simulations. expected waiting time between two consecutive replacesignt
Fig.[3 shows results of a direct numerical simulation with L .
the same overall substitution raie= uN as Fig[T, but for Ax = ENG_X Px-e(X) - (15)

a smaller value o and a larger value gf. In this example,
branching did not occur during the simulation tifte< 10°.  HereP(x) stands for the probability that a population from one
By contrast, the trait value is seen tdfdse arounck = 0. z-individual survives and takes over from the monomorphic

In summary we find that the standard adaptive-dynamics agropulation. To find the probability,(x) of the mutantz =
proach describes the initial time evolution of the traineak(t) X — € invading and replacing a resident population with trait
well, providedx(t) is large enough. In the vicinity of and after X We can approximate the population dynamics of the invader
the first branching, however, the observed patterns of éeolu by @ binary branching process starting from a single indisld
ary dynamics (F|gﬂ3 ard 4) feéer from the standard predic- The survival probability of this branching process is
tions. In the following we show that the asymmetric patterns
observed in Figdl8and[4 are due to the positive mutational PA(X) =
step sizee. In the limitN — oo andu — 0 we were able to
characterise the branching patterns at small but fixed saltie
€. To determine how long it takes on average until evolungmar
branching occurs in a finite population requires a more rdfine’ x)
analysis. We return to this in Sectibnb.3. M
and we obtairPy_.(X) = 2¢eX, at least forx far from zero. (The
corresponding classical result for the Wright-Fisher niasle

MY -1

x
z

(16)

see for example Eq. (5.66) in_Haccou et al. (2005). Egl (13)

mplies
~ 1+ eX, a7)

5. Results . o
the following. Suppose that an advantageous allele is-intro
5.1. Deterministic evolution towards the first branching duced in the population with its meafffgpring number being
In the monomorphic cas®(= {x}) Eq. (@) implies larger compared to the wild type by a factor(d. Then the fix-
ation probability of this allele is approximately given By~ 2s
MX 1~ x(x-2) + (a/2 - x2) (z—x)?, (13)  for small values ok.)



SubstitutingPy_(X) ~ 2ex into Eq. [I5) results inly ~ o l T IS l o Ter
ueNe*x. Now, since the evolution of the trait valuét) as m"'”” 10T 1.7 b
a function of time is approximately given by o ] o ] o ]

0.25— - 0.25— - 0.25— -
_ E ~ t(X— E) _ t(X) ~ i (18) %% ‘z} s e %% L}_ 6 8 %2 ‘4]_ 6 8
dx € ey’

. . Figure 5: Shows histograms of the locationsf the first branching event. All
we conclude that the canonical equation takes the form histograms are normalised to unity. Initial conditipe: 7. Parametersy = 9,

€ = 1072. The first evolutionary branching is expected to occur initterval
dx I -5 < j < 5. The upper limit of this interval is indicated by black amo
e —ue"Ne™ x (19) Panela: N = 5x 10°, u = 2 x 10719, all 100 runs resulted in an evolutionary

branching. Pandb: N = 1%, 4 = 1079, out of total 100 total only 85 runs

L . . resulted in an evolutionary branching while 15 runs had ramthing during
which is similar (bUt not Idemlcal) to Edﬂ]lO). Indeed, E@) the simulation time. Panet N = 10°, u = 1078, out of total 100 total only 81

and [I0) difer by a factor O%- runs succeeded and 19 had no branching during the simutatien
This factor can be explained as ms. The standard deriva
tion of Eq. [8) (Dieckmann and L& 96; Champagnat et al. _ _ _ _
2001) refers to birth-and-death processes in continumesr 5.2. Location of the first evolutionary branching
corresponding deterministic formulations), whereas oadet The trait substitution process considerably slows dowr as
considers binary splitting in discrete, non-overlappiemer-  approaches zero, so that it must be considered as a sequfence o
ations. Our form of the equation appears explicitly for Pois discrete jumps of size towards zero, rather than a continuous
son reproduction in discrete timell). The faatth process. Atlevels close to zero a more refined analysis effitn
different éfective population sizes can appear in the canonicahsymptotics is required.
equation was first noted by Durinx, Metz, and Meszéna (2008)  In the following we derive an approximation for the location
Note that the speed of the trait-substitution process gigen of the first evolutionary branching. We show that it happens
Eq. (8) would not change if we were to takefdrent values of close to zero, but typically not at = 0. More precisely, we
the birth and death rates, as long as thefiiedencef(z x) re-  demonstrate that evolutionary branching becomes posiible
mains the same. We argue that the proper choice of the birtan interval of width of ordee aroundx = 0. Itis thus necessary
rate in the monomorphic stable population is unity, matghin to distinguish between trait values separated by a few noatat
the birth rate in our discrete-time model: one birth per gensteps. For simplicity we assume in the following that iiyia
eration per individualM{® = 1. Then, in accordance with x > 0, so that the trait substitution process approaches0
Eg. (9), the corresponding survival probability of a singla-  from above (as in the simulation results shown in Eig. 3). The
tant is given byf(x — €, X) = log Mi’i ~ ex. Comparing this problem of determining the location of the first branchingrav
with its discrete-time counterpaPy_.(x) ~ 2ex, we conclude is symmetric and corresponding expressionxfar0 are easily
that the survival probability in the discrete model is twogis  found.
larger. The aim is to find trait valuex > 0 where mutations to and
An important assumption behind Ef.119) is that successfulrom x — € are mutually invasive. The corresponding condition
mutations should not come too soon after each other in ordds: M. > 1 andM{ > 1. Using Eq.[(IB) and dropping the
to make sure that selective sweeps do not overlap (‘cloral interms much smaller thast we arrive at two conditions:

terference’), see Su-Chan Park €t al. (2010). As a very rough

x) - 2
approximation, we estimate the average fixation time froen th Mice—1 ~ xe+ae/2>0, and
equation MX¥ 1 ~ —(Xx—e)e+ae?/2>0. (22)
Tix
(MQf’E) " &N (20)  We conclude that the first evolutionary branching is posdit

) ) ] . 0< x< (1+ a/2), so that populations with trait valugsand
This equation simply suggests to neglect the competition, _ _ 51 mutually invasive provided:
among individuals and equate the target populationNizgth

the mutant reproduction factor f@ky consecutive generations. e<x<je with j* =Tla/2]. (23)
Combining Eqs.[(117) and(P0) we finidix ~ logN/(ex) in the

absence of competing mutations. The average time betweedere[«/2] denotes the smallest integer greater thad. (To
successful mutations ig;*. So the condition ensuring non- avoid complications arising in the situation whgn= 1 + «/2
overlapping sweeps is that the produglsx ~ uNlogNe™  andM ™ — 1 = o(e?) for x = j*¢, we will assume that is

must be very small so that not an even integer.) The fact that the critical trait vajtie
is larger for larger values af is very intuitive: as competition
uNlogN <« 1. (21)  becomes weaker, initially impossible invasion ¢f £ 1)e into

j*e becomes favorable once the benefit of reduced competition
In other words, condition Eq.(21) guarantees that after a muoutweighs the cost of having a "worse” trait value.
tation the new set of types settles in an equilibrium befbeet  Fig. [3 shows where the first evolutionary branchings oc-
next successful mutation event. curred in an ensemble of 300 simulations of the stochastic,



8 This raises the question how long it takes on average in a fi-
... . nite population for evolutionary branching to occur (a dises

o ———— : : M— also raised bMe@lO)). What is the probabilitgtth
SEN teo - - - ] evolutionary branching happens when the substitutiongs®c
A € e — reaches the boundary of the region where the first evolutjona

- 1 branching becomes possible (FIg. 5)? Hif). 6 shows a realisa-
41 — tion of a computer simulation of this situation fer= 5 (cor-

- . responding toj* = 3). In Fig. [@a we see how the trait value
-8 reaches the critical valug = 3 from above, and how subpop-

- o | ‘ ‘ ] ulations with trait valueg = 3 andj = 2 coexist until evolu-
j=2 tionary branching occurs. The corresponding populatinessi

f; are shown in Fig[J6. For evolutionary branching to occur,
the critical state of coexistence must lasffimiently long for a
favourable mutation to occur. It is possible, however, that
critical state of coexistence may spontaneously disappear
fluctuation. We see in Fid.k6that the population-size fluctu-
ations in the coexistence state are substantially largar the
population-size fluctuations in the monomorphic states.

A preliminary analysis shows that while the fluctuations of
the monomorphic population sizes are of ortet’?, the fluc-
Figure 6: Shows coexistence of trait values prior to the firanching.aEvo-  tuations of the subpopulation sizes in the critical stateasfx-
lution of the integer trait valug(t) as a funcFion of ‘tim(_e. Parameters: = 5, istence are much larger: of ordedffz)—l/Z in the limit of large
Eszz' N = 5x10°, s = 10 °. The branching region isgiven B8 < j <3. 3165 ofN and small values of. The smaller value takes,

ependence ofj(t) upon time. Clearly seen is the coexistence of the trait . . . .
valuesj = 2,3 atfp = 11/12 andfs = 1/12. In the case shown, coexistence the shorter is the average life time of the critical state @f c
lasts sdiciently long for evolutionary branching to occur. existence, lowering the probability that evolutionaryriaraing

occurs in this state. Without going into details, we jusefyi
o sketch our argument (which remains to be made rigorous). Let
individual-based model. The parametewas chosen to be (f. g) be the densitiesf{<1, fﬁ/jee,j’el) of two populations co-

@ = 9 which implies thaf” = 5. The parameters were cho- gyisting at timek and having the neighbouring trait valugs
sen so that the overall substitution rate was the same for aﬂndj’e with j’ = j — 1. The evolution of the vectorfy, g) can

runs,f = uN = 10°°. All simulations were started & = 7¢,  pg gpproximated by a stochastic dynamical system
and were run for the same total tirhegiven byét = 10°. In a

small number of runs evolutionary branching did not occur du fior = ﬁ K
ing this time. Fig[b shows where the first branching occurred et = 29, 1 b = e €(@+2))
for the remaining runs. First, we see that apart from a small kLT Tibherge T VN ’

number of cases, branching occurs in the region predic®tt. S \yherey, andw are independent normal random variables with

ond, the larger the population sikkis, the more likely it is that . .2¥fk(fk+agk) 24/g(b g
evolutionary branching occurs at the boundary of the brimgch 2610 means and standard deviatiengs 75— and—geo=
region (* = 5 in this case). To explain this behaviour requiresrespectwely. Provided the deterministic part has a naatri

a more refined analysis. We return to this question below irst@Ple point we consider a linearised version of this system
Sectior[5.B. Third, in the limi¢ — 0 the condition[[28) is con- around this stable point. Ou_r analysis |nd|cate_s that wihiée _
sistent with the standard prediction in this limit (that first ~ SUM fic + g« behaves as a stationary autoregression process with
branching occurs at = 0). Fourth, some branchings occurred fluctuations of the ordeN /2, the diferencefc — g« behaves
one mutation step earlier than expected. This can be exglain 85 %stflg|onqry autoregression process with fluctuatioosier

by the fact that occasionally it can take a long time for arglig (Ne?)~Y2. Given that the fluctuations in the sizes of coexist-

advantageous mutant to stabilise, long enough for the naxt m N9 populzcal'gig)/r;s featuring the trait valueg, (j* — 1)e) are of
tation to initiate the first evolutionary branching. order (Ne*) ' a rough estimate of the probability of the sud-
den loss of coexistence is obtained using the approximéte ta
- ) . . ) probability for the normal distributionyeN<’, wherec, and
5.3. Critical state of coexistence prior to first branching c, are positive constants. Thus, the life tifieof the critical
In the preceding section we have derived conditions de-State of co_e?ustence Is expected to bt_a mversﬁ%ll)\lleg)ropmitmn
L : . . the probability of sudden loss of coexisteroge™"<" so that
termining where the first evolutionary branching may occur,
Eq. (23). However, result; of our computer simulations of logT ~ S,Né? (25)
the stochastic model described in Secfidn 2 also demoestrat
that while evolutionary branching may occur (and often doedor some constang, depending onx through [ZB). Fig[d7
occur) when these conditions for evolutionary branching ar shows simulation results for the life tinie as a function of

met, branching need not necessarily take place immediatel)d ande. The results of the simulations are consistent with the
7
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deed, as the negative trait value is closer to zero, itsestadyb-
ulation size must be larger than the size of the populatigh wi
the positive trait value. On the other hand, as computed in Ap
pendix B, the probability of fixation for a single mutant ireth
x1-population is also larger, Eq.{49).

The last observation implies that with high probability the
locations of the pair of branches satisfy

X1 = =X + O(Ve) (26)

T T T
TR
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Text

AT

10 7
° prior to the second evolutionary branching. This meansttieat
e S the expected location of the second evolutionary brangliing
0 20 40 60 80 any, should not deviate from the diagonal more than a conhstan
Ne2 times ve. Indeed, the predicted deviation from the diagonal can

only be made larger if we neglect the negative dependence and
Figure 7: Shows tim@ey: to extinction of the coexistence state at the boundary cgnsider a symmetric random walk with independent steps. Re
of the branching region for the first branching, in the abseoft mutations ferrina to the classical central limit theorem for the simpym-
(symbols). Parameterg: = 0, @« = 3, ¢ = 0.01, 002, and 4. Unless ,g . i
otherwise indicated, two-sigma error bars are smaller thensymbol size. ~ Metric random walk we observe that the quarity x, (which
The error bars were determined from 1000 independent siimoga with three i always zero in the symmetric case) is of oregfn, wheren
exceptions: fore = 0.01 andNe? = 40, 100 independent simulations were is the number of jumps in the random walk (representing the
used, forNe? = 50 and 60, 20 independent simulations. Also shown are fits to b f | ts si the first luti b hi
the law [Z5), lines. We fin@s ~ 0.052. number of replacements since the first evolutionary rang)hi

Since the second evolutionary branching takes place aesalu

of x; andx, of order unity, one must wait for a large number of
expectation Eq[{25). We finfl3 ~ 0.052. The precise mathe- jumps, namely of order/k for the second branching to occur.
matical derivation of Eq[{25) and the calculation of thestant ~ We conclude that the path taken by the two branches ixthe
S, are interesting questions for further work. X2 plane will deviate from the diagonal = —x, by a distance

of at most of ordee V1/e = +e.

5.4. Evolution after the first branching

Condition Eq. [[2B) demonstrates that if the first evolution—5'5' Tnggenhg cross 'for the gecond branching )
ary branching occurs, then it happens within a region of size  We now discuss the location of the second evolutionary
aroundx = 0. We now turn to the evolution of the pair of trait Pranching. As in the previous section, this location is dete
values &, x,) after the first evolutionary branching. Standard Mined by mutual invasibility analysis, but now for the dimor
theory suggests that the dimorphic population evolves sgtnm Phic €ase&d = {x1, Xz}. The second evolutionary branching may
rically (along the dashed line in Fid 4). Our simulations of 9Ccuron either of the two branches stemming from the first evo

the stochastic, individual-based population model witcdite  'Utionary branching. We first discuss the condition for thee
mutational steps show that the pair of coexisting traitealiol- ~ Where the second evolutionary branching occurs on the upper
lowed through the chain of consecutive replacements does ngranch of the dimorphic population (an example is shown in
develop in a fully symmetrical fashion. The random path onf9-(8). With z = x, lixfxt]he correspgngmg conditions for mu-
the x-x-plane (see Fig4) follows the trajectory of a random U@l invasibility areM;™™ > 1 andM,;"" > 1. Analysis of the
walk with steps fromxs, x,) to either &, x» + €) of (x1 — €, o) Signs of MY**¥ — 1 andMy? — 1, reported in Appendix B,
depending on which of the two branches the next replacemeigfiows that in view of EqL(26) the second evolutionary branch
has been successful. The repulsion between the two branchi@g of the upper branch becomes possible in the region

is due to the pressure of competition. It is advantageouso s

further apart ?educing interspgcies competition. ’ g X1 = =X, + O(Ve), X2 = X, + O(Ve), (27)

Observe that the consecutive steps in this random walk alfherex, is given by Eq.[[T). More precisely, we show (see
weakly negatively dependent: the further the walk deV'ate%ppendix C) that the second evolutionary branching of the up

from the diagonak, = —x;, the larger is the probability for - per hranch with high probability occurs in the region
the next step to decrease this deviation. To see this, cemsid
a pair of coexisting populations having trait valuesand x, (X1 + Xo)Co — X2 + X, = O(€) (28)

with x; < 0 < Xz and for definitenesg, > |x3|. For a given o _ _ _
branch, the corresponding replacement rate is a produsicof t Which is a neighbourhood of the straight line
factors (see the discussion leading to [Eg] (15) in the momomo

phic case): the stable population size and the probabiiifix-o (X1 + Xe)Ca = X2 = Xo- (29)

ation for a single mutant. We show that given the lower branch o ~oeficientc. is given by

is closer to zerox, > |x3|, both factors of the replacement rate “

for the lower branch are larger making the move of the lower (1+ 2a)?log(1+ 2a) — 2a(1 + @)

branch (alwa [ - Co = : (30)
ys fb zero, see Appendix B) more probable. In (1+ 22)(2a — 1) log(1+ 2a) + 2a(1 + a)

8



0.6 order to clearly exhibit the locations of the second evohsiry

branching.
In Fig.[g, blue dots correspond to cases where the second evo-
lutionary branching occurred on the upper branch of the dimo

— 04 phic state, while red dots correspond to cases where thedeco
l;/ evolutionary branching occurred on the lower branch. The co
& ordinates of the dots show the location of the second bragchi

0.2 event in thex;-xz-plane (we determined this location by taking

the average of the trait values of the critical state of cstexice
prior to the second branching, as well as the coordinateef th
0 second branch when coexistence first occurred).[FFig. 8 is con
-0.6 -04 -0.2 0.( sistent with the theoretical expectation that second Hriaigs
x1(t) of the upper branch are triggered by the line Eq] (29), wihiée t
second branchings of the lower branch are triggered by iiee li

Figure 8: Locations of the second evolutionary branchinthex;-x,-plane. Eq. [32)

Shown are the line§29), solid blue, ahd](32), solid red, @lsas the line cor-

responding to symmetric evolution afy( x2) (black dashed). Results of sim-

ulations determining the locations of second branchingssaown as points. . Conclusions
Blue points correspond to cases where the second branchéwgred on the

upper branch, red points to branchings of the lower branaharRetersa = 9, . . . .
€= 102 N=4x10°, = 25% 1010 ot < 4 10°. Six sets of initial condi- We have analysed evolutionary branching in a stochastic,

tions were used:jf, j2) = (~20, 30), (~30,20), (~10,35), (-25, 25), (-35,10), individual-based model for the evolution of a trait valuéjsat
and (-1,45). to small but non-negligible mutational step sizesWe found
that the branching patterns are in general asymmetrictiiclis
. . . - non-null mutational steps, complementing the standarg-ada
It is shown in Appendix A that, satisfiesc, < 1. The . : - Seri 16 L X
minimum value ofc, equals 07732... and is achieved at tive dynamics pred|ct|o iz .I.' 1998) Va.‘“q in tail
€ — 0. In particular we found conditions describing the loca-
a =4.0533.... . . :
] . . tions where the first branching may occur, EqJ(23), and where
Turning to the possibility that the second branching occurg :
: L i he second branching may take place, Hgs. (£7), (28)[and (31
on the lower branch we find a similar condition . . )
Results of simulations of a stochastic, individual-basexieh
(X2 — Xo)Ca — X1 — X = O(€) (31) at small mu.t:.:itlonal step sizewere seen to t_)e consf|st.ent with
these conditions. Our results are derived in the limit oféar
corresponding to aa-neighbourhood of another straight line  population sizefN and small mutation ratgs, but allow for
fixed mutational step sizes. In this respect our results @33,
X1+ X = (X2 = Xa)Ca - (32) @), (28), and(31) complement the established approach.
We have also demonstrated that population-size fluctustion

Takl_ng these resu_lts tqgether, we have ShO\_Nn that t_h_e _secoriwlthe critical state of coexistence prior to a branching exase
evolutionary branching is expected to occur in the Vicimily i grate. Indeed, its sojourn time depends sensitivelgnon

the lines Eqs.[(29) and (B2). If the paii(x) of diverging  (a4ian4) step size. Evolutionary branching occurs tyjoaly
branches comes close to the line Eql (29), then a second-evoliyy, o, this time is much longer than the time between sucdessfu
tionary branching of the upper branch becomes possible: Con,utations.

versely, when the paix(, xo) comes close to the line E.{32), a

second evolutionary branching may occur on the lower branch

Note that since is assumed to be independent of the trait value Acknowledgments
our answers Eqs[{29) and {32) depend onlyeonThe cross

formed by the pair of lines(29), an@{32) is centered at the Financial support from the Swedish Research Council (SS,
POINt (—X,, X,) in the xz-x-plane. BM), the Goran Gustafsson Foundation for Research in datur

Egs. [29), [3R) are consistent with results of direct nu-Sciences and_Medicin_e (BM), by the Bank of Sweden Tercente-
merical simulations of the model. Fi§l 8 shows the linesN@"y Foundation (SS) is gratefully acknowledged. VV was par
@9) and [3R) fore = 9 ande = 102, as well as the loca- tially supporte_d by the grant RFBR 11-01-00139 and the pro-
tions of second evolutionary branchings for an ensemble ¢@ram "Dynamical systems and control theory” of the Russian
simulations of the stochastic, individual-based model.x SiAcademy of Sciences.
sets of dimorphic initial conditions were usedx,(x2) =
(-0.2,0.3),(-0.3,0.2), (-0.25,0.25), (-0.35,0.1), (-0.1,0.35)
and (001, 0.45). We remark that the last three initial conditions
deviate substantially from the diagonal (dashed line in[#)g
As shown above, paths in the-x.-plane typically exhibit de-
viations of order+/e from the diagonal. We have neverthelessBoettiger C. Stochastic limits to evolutionary branchi@10. Lab notebook
included dimorphic initial conditions far from the diagdma httpy/www.carlboettiger.infiarchiveg715
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Appendix A

in view of ¢, = cy(@)/c2(e) imply that the constart,, defined
by Eq. [30) and determining the slopes of the triggeringdine

Egs. [29),[(3R), satisfiesOc, < 1.
To see thaC(a) > 0 we observe that

a 1+ 2a

h(1 + 2)
2 4(1+a)

Clo) = 8(1+a) ’

log(1+ 2a) = (36)

whereh(x) = x> — 2xlog x— 1. The functiorh(x) takes positive
values for allx > 1, sinceh(1) = 0 andh’'(x) > O for x > 1.
ThusC(a) > 0 for all positivea.

Similarly, the fact that G< ¢1(@) < c() follows from

ho(1 + 20)

4
20(1+a)’ Co(@) = cufa) + EC(a),

c(a) = (37)

whereh;(x) = x?log x— % is positive forx > 1 (sincehy (1) =
0 andh’(x) > 0).

2. We discuss properties of the equilibrium densities in the
dimorphic casd® = {x4, x2}. In this case, the equilibrium den-
sities f21* and f/* satisfying the system E4.I(6):

Rupe F7) + f) = 1,

f)l(;(l,le + Ryx, f){(fl,le =1,

can be represented &8 = ¢(xq, x2) and fX = ¢(xz, 1)
with

1-R 1 — e~ (e—x)(@X-(2+a)x)
P(x1, X2) = 2 = - — (38)
1 - Ryyx,Ruoxs 1 — e2(+a)(a-x)
In particular, in the symmetric case = —x andx; = X, we
obtain
1
(=% %) = ¢(X, —X) = (39)

1 + e—4(:|.+(),/)X2 ’

3. We quote the Taylor expansion for the function defined by
Eq. (8) (recall thamP? = 1 for x € D)

=~

MD -1 (x = (1+a)AQ) A (40)

+ (% —®%% + 2a(1+ a)xAD — (1 + a/)zB)'?)A2
valid for small values oA = z— x. Here the terms

AD = ZnyyfyD’ BY = ZyszyfyD

yeD yeD

This appendix is divided into three sections summarising ma

terial needed in appendices B and C.
1. We discuss the properties of the three functions:

Cl@) = 5 - ((1+a) - ). (33)
ci(a) = gya—zf:) log(1 + 2a) - 1, (34)
coa) = % log(l+20)+1.  (35)

Herex, is defined by Eq[{111). We show th@fe) > 0, and O<
c1(@) < cx(a) for all positive values ofr. The latter inequalities
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assume the form of first and second moments of the coexist-
ing trait values using the WeighﬁxyfyD satisfying condition

Eq. [@).

Appendix B

In this appendix we discuss in which region of theXxo-
plane the second evolutionary branching becomes posdible.
may occur on either of the two branches stemming from the
first evolutionary branching. We start by discussing thdwevo
tion of the upper branch of the dimorphic population on itywa


http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.6234

towards the second branching (an example is shown ifiB)g. 3 It follows from Eq. [39) that

With z = X, + € the corresponding conditions for mutual invasi-
2 el 2(1+ a)x

bility are My**! > 1 andM{*? > 1. The signs oM{**? — 1 Ci(-x %) = (1+ 20)x— —— 2 (52)
andM*? — 1 are determined by Eq_{40) with 1+ ealta ,
Colox.X) = & = (14 20)22 + JALH X = oo
AXRl = xod(Xe, Xo) + X1 Ryox $(Xo, X1) ’ 2 1+ e4(La)e
= X1+ (X2 = X1)p(x1, X2) , (41)  Now letx, be given by Eq[[1). Sinc@;(—x, X) is positive for
B’Xil*XZ’ = X5¢(X1, X2) + X3Ryy, H(X2, X1) x € (0, X%,), Eq. [B1) confirms that the replacement process on

(42) the upper branch goes upward umtil= x, + O(+/e).
Similarly, consider the possibility that the second brangh

whereg(xq, Xo) is given by Eq.[(38). Using Eqd._{(4O).{41), and Occurs on the lower branch. In this case using Hgs. (26) and
@2) we find (@1) we get a lower branch counterpart of Hgl (51)

X5 + (36 — ) (X1, X2) »

Ml — 1 = Cq(xq, —X1)(X1 — 2) + O(e%?) (54)

MP% — 1~ Cy(Xe, %2)(Z— X2) + Co(Xa, Xo) €%, (43)
h implying that the replacement on the lower branch goes down-
where ward until x; = —x, + O(+€). We conclude that the second
evolutionary branching on one of the two branches is only pos
Cibaxe) = ax-(+ax (44) sible in the)r/egion qu%}[?) ’P
= 1+ )2 = x1)p(x1, X2) ,
(04
Co(x, %) = 2 —faxe - (1+ a’)xl}z (45) Appendix C

+ 1+ a)le—xa)ile—1p In this appendix we establish E.{28) in Secfiod 5.5 which

= (1+a)xal(xa, x2) - in turn implies Eq.[(2B) determining the triggering line the
upper branch. Given Eq_{R7), the deviati@is= x; + X, and

Using a counterpart of EqL_(IL6) for the survival probability 5> = Xo — X, Satisfys = O(ye). We demonstrate first that

Py+e(X1, X2) Of a single & + €)-mutant in a stablexg, x2)-

; ; 1 - 1 1

dimorphic population we find that Cila, %) = ECl(a) 61— Ecz(a) 57+ Caa(a) 6%

Pyore(X1, X2) % 26(X2 — X1)(@ — (X2 — X1) %1 — (1 + @)p(Xa, X2)). +  Cpa(a) 6162 (55)
(46) +  Coo(@) 85+ 0(e)

Similarly, consider the possibility that the second brangh

occurs on the lower branch. In this case we havefer, + ¢~ Whereci(e) are given by[(34) and(35), while the exact form of
the constants;j(a) does not matter. Usingl(—X,, X,) = -2

2(1+a)
MPe%) 1~ Cy (X, X1)(Z— Xa) + CaXo, X1)€? (47)  andthe Taylor expansion of E. {38) we obtain i
. . 1+ 2« 52
which yields e '
y d(X1, X2) 20+ 0) + 0101 + G202 + > 11
Prooc(X, %) ~ 2e(o—x)(a+ (X—X) %  (48) 5102 63
— = 56

: - - hereg; = -2 ¢(X1, X2)lx——x..x-x, @aNde;; are the correspond-
| f Eqd_(4 4 w i = 9% > X1=—Xa:Xo=Xe ij
quséﬁ??g\?gglosnﬂ?at a 6) ard(48) far < 0 < x; using ing second order derivatives. It follows in view of EB.145) ,

that Eq. [56) holds with

Py—e(X1, X2) > Py,+e(X1, X2) given|xq| < Xo. (49) cia) = -1-4(1+a)%du,
As explained in Section 5.4, this is one of the factors emsgpri Col@) = 1+4(1+a)xd2
the negative dependence among the steps of the random walk C11(@) = (1+a)($1 — Xeb11), (57)

in the x;-x2-plane leading to the condition E@._{26). Cro(@)
Applying Eq. [28) we can further refine our previous analysis Coo(a)
and deduce from Ed._(#3)

(1+a)(p2 — ¢1 — XaP12),
—(1+ a)(¢2 + Xa922),

so that it remains only to verify that the new relations dd)
MPeXel 1~ Cy(xq, X2)(Z = X2) + Ca(—X2, X2)€? . (50)  agree with Eqs[(34) an@(B5). For this it isflitient to note
thatg, = —(Zfﬁ)z&’;" andg, = (“22(2((%1)"“ This follows from
Replacingx; by —x in this expression incurs error of ordgle. Eqg. [38). We conclude that, given Ed___(27), we have
This implies:

2C1(X1, %) = Ca(@)(X1 + Xa)
M) _ 1 = (=X, %) (Z— X2) + O(e¥?) . (51) —C2(@)(%2 = %) + O(e) . (58)
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To conclude our derivation of EJ._(28) we notice that in ac-
cordance with Eqs[_(50) and (27) we have

M£X1»X2] 1=~ Cl(XL XZ)(Z_ X2) + C((I)GZ s (59)

where C(a) = Cu(—Xs, X,) IS a positive constant given by
Eqg. (33). Eq.[(BN) implies that the inequalimf(’z‘ﬁf' > 1is
equivalent toCy(Xy, X2) > —eC(a). Similarly, due to Eq.[{51),
the inequalityM****9 > 1 translates int€;(x;, X2) < eC(a).
Combining the last two relations with Eq._{58) we derive
Eqg. (28). In other words, second evolutionary branching on
the upper branch of the dimorphic population occurs irean
neighbourhood of the line given by Eg. (29).

Using Eq. [4¥) and repeating the arguments summarised
above, we find the condition (31) for the second evolutionary
branching to occur on the lower branch of the dimorphic pop-
ulation. This branching occurs in anneighbourhood of the
straight line Eq. (32).
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