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Abstract

We study an individual based model describing competitiospace between twoftkrent alle-
les. Although the model is similar in spirit to classic madef spatial population genetics such
as the stepping stone model, here however space is consiamalithe total density of competing
individuals fluctuates due to demographic stochasticity. nieans of analytics and numerical
simulations, we study the behavior of fixation probabitifiixation times, and heterozygosity,
in a neutral setting and in cases where the two species capateror cooperate. By concluding
with examples in which individuals are transported by fluahi, we argue that this model is a
natural choice to describe competition in marine enviromisie
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1. Introduction

A mathematical analysis of the fate of mutations in spatieXtended populations has been a
classic topic of research in population genetics for atlsagenty years (Fisher, 1937; Kolmogorov €t al.,
1937; Wright| 1943; Kimura, 1953; Kimura and Weiss, 1964)isTinterest has nevertheless in-
creased recently, as improved sequencing technology sittrect observations of structured
genetic diversity in space for manyfidirent species.

On the theoretical side, a landmark in this research hastheestepping stone model (SSM)
proposed by Kimurea (Kimura, 1953; Kimura and Weiss, 1964)isTodel considemnislands
(or“demes”), each having a fixed local population $ig@nd arranged along a line or in a regular
lattice in more than one spatial dimension. The populativeach island is made up of several
species (or alleles) described by, e.g., a Wright-Fisheévioran process. Spatial migration is
modeled by assuming that neighboring islands exchangeidhugils at some given rate.

It is often convenient to describe the state of the systerarimng of the macroscopic density
of individuals f(x, t) carrying one of the two alleles. In the continuum limit, timacroscopic
equation governing the time evolution of such density reads

A f(x, ) = DV2f(x,t) + sf(1 - f) + w/%f(x, t) 1)

whereN = N,/a%, ais the lattice spacing between two neighboring islBndshe spatial dimen-
sion, and(x, t) is a Gaussian stochastic process, delta correlated ie spaitime(£(x, t)é(x’, t')) =
6(x = x)s(t —t"). Here,f = 1 means an island exclusively populated with one allele fard0
means exclusive occupation by the alternative genotype.nbimlinearity multiplying the noise
requires an interpretation in terms of the Ito calculus ({ev et al.| 2009).

However, in many realistic cases, the mechanism of specteement and range expan-
sion is more complicated than a simpléfdsion process. For example, recent observations on
crabs colonies along the east coast of north America (Rrieighl.| 2011) demonstrated how in-
vasion of one allele is controlled by the asymmetrical ativacf larvae from north to south
by a coastal current. The interplay between population tigsand individual movement (and
transport) can be even more complex in the open ocean, whengduals belonging to dif-
ferent planktonic and bacterial species are stirred anedniby chaotic flows (Tel et al., 2005;
Neufeld and Hernandez-Gaicia, 2009; D’Ovidio etlal., 2(Réxlekar et &l), 2010; Benzi et al.,
2012). Of particular interest is the population geneticplodtosynthetic organisms that control
their buoyancy to remain near the surface of an aquatic @mvient. In this case, the advect-
ing flows are &ectively compressible, leading to population densitie$ tvershoot the normal
carrying capacityl (Perlekar et al., 2010; Pigolotti etl2012).

While the SSM can be generalized to include a constant asymard#tusion (see i.el (Pringle etial.,
2011)), the extension to more complex fluid environmentsasensubtle. One of the main un-
derlying assumptions of the SSM — a local population sizédbas not vary either in time nor
in space — is quickly violated in aquatic environments wiilengs create inhomogeneities in the
total density of individuals. Individual-based competitimodels without strict population size

11t is convenient to distinguish betweed¥) (the population inside a single discrete deme of the SSM)Nurfthe
corresponding total density of individuals). The formethie quantity used to define the model, while the latter deter-
mines the amplitude of the noise due to number fluctuatioiseércontinuum formulation of Eqf(1). Notice thit is a
non-dimensional quantity, whild is a density, carrying units of an inverse length to the paiverd dimensions.
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conservation have already been studied, for example altp¥ar the possibility of empty sites
(Neuhauser, 1991; O’'Malley etlal., 2006b,a; spatial coitipptunder a reproductionmortality constraint,
2009;/ Cencini et all, 2012). However, when flows are intredlldt is also less appropriate to
discretize the system in space into demes with a fixed sizecoinpressible turbulence, for
example, the density of individuals can be inhomogeneous wide variety of spatial scales
(Perlekar et all, 2010), even inside a single deme (whicthén3SM is assumed to be well-
mixed).

In this paper, with the goal of describing population gersetn aquatic environments in
mind, we introduce a new model in which individuals carrying different allelesA andB live
in a continuous space. Their individual densities are adlbwo grow and fluctuate, including
the important possibility of overshooting the natural garg capacity. Indeed, note that naively
assuming compressible flows that mdke 1 would lead to an imaginary noise amplitude in Eqg.
(@)! The model we study is similar in spirit to the stochastigistic equation/(Law et al., 2003;
Hernandez-Garcia and Lopez, 2004; Birch and Young, [2006)vever, in this study we focus
on competition and cooperation tfo species, rather than the stochastic growth of a single
population. The second fiierence is that previous studies focused on patterns formekdeb
non-local nature of competition (Hernandez-Garcia andezg2004| Birch and Younhg, 2006).
In this paper, we mostly focus on the parameter range in wduch patterns are not formed and
a weak noise description in the spirit of EQl (1) is apprdpria

The phenomenology of such a model, even in the presence pfsiraple flows, is very
rich due to the interplay between population dynamics arnid fidvection (see Pigolotti etlal.
(2012) for some of the consequences in one dimension). kord¢hson, we devote a large
portion of this work to the case in which the flow is absent amthiiduals move in space in
a diffusive way. This simple case allows for a systematic comparnigith the known results
of the SSM. In particular, we show that there exists a parantahge where the predictions of
our model are consistent with Edq.] (1) and its generalizatiioimclude competitive exclusion
and mutualism_ (Korolev and Nelsan, 2011). In simple casesh as when the two species are
neutral variants of each other, this correspondence cahdvensanalytically. In more complex
cases, the correspondence is explored by means of nums&ruahtions. The last part of the
work discusses an example in which a compressible flow taah#e individuals, as an example
of a problem that cannot be treated within the context of th&IS

In Sec.[2, we sketch the model of growth, competition and ecatjon studied here, which
leads to the two-species model for allele densitig, t) andcg(x,t) summarized in Eq.[{3).
We focus on three interesting cases: (1) strictly neutradpetitions, (2) a reproductive advan-
tage of one species over the other and (3) mutualistic &tmivhere cooperation plays a role.
Sec[3B discusses the behavior of our model in the “zero-diinaal” well-mixed case in which
the population is not structured in space, which allows wetermine limits such that standard
Wright-Fisher and Moran results for population genetigsloarecovered from our more general
model. We then explore in Selcl 4 the long-time behavior ofradel without fluid advection
in one and two spatial dimensions. Examples of the beha¥itreomodel in the presence of
fluid advection are discussed in Séd. 5. Concluding remaekpiesented in Se¢] 6. A de-
tailed derivation of our model equation is contained in Amgig A. Appendix B shows how
conventional stepping stone model results can be recoweregttain limits. Appendix C de-
scribes a limit in which a mutualistic generalization of faenous Kimura formula for fixation
probabilities|(Crow and Kimura, 1970) is possible.



2. Model

Many widely studied models of population genetics in spitmost notable example being
the stepping stone model, consider individuals carryirfgdint alleles that occupy sites (also
called “demes”) on a lattice. It is commonly assumed thahesie is always saturated up to
its carrying capacity, so that, at each deme, the local @oioul sizeN, is constant during the
dynamics.

We relax these assumptions by considering discrete indisX; carrying diferent alleles
(denoted by the inde¥) and difusing in continuous space (with afidision constanD, for
simplicity equal for all individuals). Further, we implemgoopulation dynamics assuming that
individuals carrying allelé reproduce at ratg; and die with rates; proportional to the number
of individuals carrying a (possibly) fierent allelej in a region of spatial siz& centered on their
position. For example, in one dimensiordj;Lé will be an interaction length, while init
will be an interaction area. In a language borrowed from dbahkinetics, the “reactions” we
consider are:

Xi = 2% (reproduction)
Xi + X 4 Xi (death by competition) (2)

In the case of a single species, this set of reactions is cartymeferred to as the birth-
coagulation process (Doering et al., 2003). In this papemwil focus on the case of two alleles,

i = A, B. Other reactions could be added to the ones above, for exatin@lpossibility that
an individual can die even in absence of competiti§ns— 0, or reactions implementing more
complex biological interactions. We will limit ourselvesthe biological dynamics embodied in
(2), which contains minimal ingredients necessary to getieanost of the main features present
in more complicated models. Notice that, in contrast to nedech as the Moran process, the
density of individuals is not fixed but fluctuates both logalhd globally.

In order to make the presentation more compact, we startdzyigsing the spatially explicit
version of the model and then discuss the globally well-mhixersion as a limiting case. We
consider the number densitiag(x, t) andng(x, t), that integrated over a region of space yield
the (stochastic) number of individuals of speckesr B in that region. We will study cases in
which the number densities are typically large, and consetiyidefine concentratiorg (X, t) =
na(X,t)/N andcg(x, t) = ng(x, t)/N via a constant parameths, assumed to be of the same order
of magnitude ohs andng. This means that, by definition, a constant density1 corresponds
to a uniform distribution ofN individuals in a segment of length 1 in one dimension. More
generally, ind dimensions, a concentratiaifx,t) = 1 will correspond to a total number of
particlesN = NLY in a system of linear size. With this choice, the macroscopic equations
describing the dynamics of the concentrationscg of speciesA andB read:

4] C AaaCa + AaBC

&CA = DVZCA + CA(;lA — ApaCa — /lABCB) + \/ A(IUA Al AANA A8 B)f

0 C + ApaCa + ABBC

ECB = DVZCB + CB(ﬂB — AgaCa — /lBBCB) + \/ B(/JB BANA BB B)f/ (3)

where &(x,t) and £(x,t) are independent Gaussian random variables, delta-atedein
space and timeg &(X, t)&(x,t') >= 6(t — t')6(x — x’) that should be interpreted according to
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the Ito prescription (Korolev et al., 2009). The macroscdpnary reaction rate; multiplying
the quadratic terms in the concentrations are defined instefrthe microscopic binary ratéﬁ
asdjj = N(S;iij, wheres is the interaction domain defined above. In the following,wifocus
on cases in which the’s and thel;;’s are of the same order of magnitude, so that typical values
of the total concentratioos + cg are order 1. Under these assumptions, it is useful to note tha
the quantity N~ = 25/(ij/Aij) plays here the same role of the genetigiion constant in the
stepping stone model. In particuldris analogous of the lattice spacing, while the denominator
on the right hand side can be thought as the carrying capafatych deme. A detailed derivation
of Egs. [3), together with a discussion of its limits of vitlidis presented in Appendix A. If the
species densities are well-mixed and we neglect stochastiber fluctuations, the determinis-
tic dynamics embodied in Eqd.](3) is a familiar model of grtovgelection and competition in
asexual populations (Smith, 1998). The foufelient types of dynamics that emerge depending
on the values of the;;’s are reviewed at the end of this section. Our aim here is terstand
the rich behaviors possible whéothspatial variations and number fluctuations are allowed.

To limit the parameter space, we will consider the followithgee biologically relevant
choices for the reaction rates:

1. Neutral Theory
This choice is appropriate when the two biological spec@ss(rains, or mutants and
wild type alleles) are neutral variants of each other. Theans that their growth rates
and carrying capacities are the same; further, competitibtman individual belonging to
the same species is the same as competition with an individube other species. In
formulas, for Eq.[(B), a convenient neutral parameter @hisicua = pg = daa = Aag =
Aga = Agg = p.

2. Reproductive advantage
In this setting, we depart from neutrality by allowing for dtdrent reproduction rate of
specieA: ua = u(1+ s) while all the other rates (including th ) are equal tge as in the
neutral case. We will study this case to explore tffea of a selective advantage of one
of the two species on the dynamics of the model. In particslar 0 implies a selective
advantage foA ands < 0 is a disadvantage. Clearly, neutrality is recoveredferO.

3. Mutualistic setting
A simple way to study mutualistic interactions is to assulhra the only departure from
neutrality occurs in the intensity of competition betweedividuals carrying dferent
alleles. In formulas, we haves = ug = y, daa = i, dgg = 4, dag = u(1l — €a), and
Aga = u(l — eg). The corresponding macroscopic equations are well defimdg for
€n. €g < 1, so that the competition ratadg are non-negative. We will focus mostly on the
caseea > 0 andeg > 0. In this regime, spatial number fluctuations play an imguatrtole
(Korolev and Nelsan, 2011) and competition between spésiesiuced (we will interpret
this reduction as thefiect of mutualistic interactions). Other choice could algodb
interest, for exampley = 0 andeg < 0 is another way of allowing a competitive advantage
of A overB (in this case, via enhanced competition rather than viagetaeproduction
rate). We note finally thais < 0, eg < O corresponds to a competitive exclusion model,
arising for example when the competing variants secreh#ottiat inhibit the growth of
their competitors.

In the following, we will measure time in units of a generattome so thaj: = 1. A convenient
choice of the interaction domain is of the order of the aversigacing among individuals, =
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1/N, so thaty;; = ;1”'. This choice also impliedl, = 1. For simplicity, we will present most
of the spatial results for the one-dimensional version efittodel, introducing two-dimensional
results only as appropriate. In the spatially explicit cdke system is a segment of lendth
with periodic boundary conditions. We will present also timensional simulations, where the
system is & x L square, also with periodic boundary conditions.

An even simpler setting we will study to make contact withditianal Moran or Fisher-
Wright models is the case in which the population can be asdumbe well-mixed, or “zero-
dimensional”. This limiting case can be easily obtainedfthe one dimensional case by setting
6 = L = 1 and ignoring spatial étusion, since each individual now interacts with every other
individual in the population. As a consequence of this cpime now hasl = /1”/;1”. In this
case, the spatial position of the individuals is irrelevfanbiological interactions. Clearly, in this
special case, the individual density is equivalent to tia& ttumber of individualN = N, = N.

Both in the spatial and well-mixed cases, we will compardydital predictions obtained
from the continuum theory of Eqs[](3) with simulations of thdividual-based dynamics en-
coded in the reactions of Eqs[](2). Details on the numericaéme implemented for the
individual-based model are in Appendix A andlin (Perlekaalg2011).

neutral seleciive advantage

o 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 1: Three illustrative parameters choices in the émeusional version of the model. In all pan@s= 10~* and

N = 100. The left panel corresponds to the neutral choice inlwalicrates are set to one and initially the two species are
randomly distributed with equal concentrations. In theteepanel, all parameters are set to one except the reproduct
rate of alleleA (in red) which reproduces at a rate €{1s) with a large selective advantage= 0.3; in this case, the
initial fraction of Ais 0.1. In the right panel, competition among species is redugetdhing ea = eg = 0.7 to enhance
mutualism; in this case the two species are randomly digeibwith equal concentrations in the initial conditionthis
case, mutualism insures that the species (or alleles) respaitially inhomogeneous out to very long times.

In Fig. (@), we anticipate some of the results to illustraie qualitative behaviors that can be
explored with the three aforementioned parameter choitesé spatial dimension. In the left
panel, the two alleles are neutral. Despite fluctuation efttital density, the phenomenology is
similar to that of the d stepping stone model: as time progresses, the two alledeteanixed and
fixation occurs by coalescence of the domain boundariegshwd@n be regarded as annihilating
random walks. In the central panel, spedte@n red) initially constitutes only 10% of the total
population; however, it has a reproductive advantage gveciesB. Despite the discreteness
of individuals and density fluctuations, there are two ndigsher waves by which the initial
minority can take over the entire population. Finally, i thight panel we simulate a case in
which mixing of the two species is promoted by reducing cotitipea among dfferent alleles.
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In this case, we expect the two species to remain mixed iritiirin the limit of large system
size.

In the remainder of this section, we introduce some of theepts we want to investigate in
the simple case of a well mixed system without number fluatnat Intuition about mutualistic
behavior (and its opposite, competitive exclusion (Fré1(®) can be obtained by neglecting
both the spatial degrees of freedom and the noise terms in(B)qg. In this simple case, the
dynamics reduces to (Korolev et al., 2012)

dgtnA(t) = na(t) [,UA — Aaana(t) - iABnB(t)]
et = )15 — Tsann(t) ~ Toana(t)] (4)

Note that the intrinsic carrying capacities (i.e., the diestate densities of one species when the
other is absent) for this model aky, = pA/iAA and Ng = pB/iBB. These quantities (we
always choose parameters such tNat~ Ng) play the role of the parametéf that controls
stochastic number fluctuations in the general case ofl[EgA&inentioned above for case 3, an
especially interesting situation arises when (1) the twecis grow at identical rates when the
numbers are dilute, so that = ug = y; (2) also the self-competition terms are also identical,
Aaa = Agg; and (3) the &ect of cooperation or competitive exclusion is containetlusively in

the cross-interactiondag = :IAA(l —€p) andApa = iBB(l — eg). With this choice, and rescaling
the time unit by a factop™!, the equations for the concentratiams= na/Na andcg = ng/ng
corresponding to systerl (4) read

d
d_tCA = Ca [1 —Ca—Cp+ EACB]

%CB =Cp [1 —Ca—Cp + EBCA] . (5)

The remaining two parametesgandeg control the competition under “crowded conditions”,
such that the populations have grown up to satiafy cg ~ 1. If the two variants are nearly
identical, it is reasonable to assumag], |eg| < 1. As illustrated in Fig.[2, the deterministic
system[(b) always has fixed points at@, (0, 1), and (10). Depending on the parameters, there
can also be a fourth fixed point (Smith, 1998) located at

(en, €B)
€p + €EB — EAER ’

(6)

(Ca Ca) =
When cooperation is favoreda, eg > 0, Fig.[2a) this fixed point is stable, and leads to a steady
state population fractiofi* of A individuals, O< f* < 1, with
Ca €

= (7)

f* .
CZ+CE €a + €

When competitive exclusion (Frey, 2010) is favoreg és < 0, fig. [2b) this fixed point is un-
stable to the attracting fixed points, @) or (Q 1), depending on the initial conditions. Genetic
demixing, present in strictly neutral systems only due tzisastic number fluctuations, én-
hancedn this case. Finally, whea, andeg haveoppositesigns, the fixed poinf{6) lies outside
the biologically relevant domain, and one of the two fixech®({2, 0) or (0, 1) becomes globally
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€,<0,e,<0

1 €a

Figure 2: Deterministic dynamics of the mutualistic modekero dimensions without number fluctuations. In a), the
interactionsea > 0 andeg > 0 favor cooperation, and there is a stable fixed paifi€;) with both densities nonzero.
In B), the organisms secrete toxins that impede each othevetly soea < 0 andeg < 0 and the fixed pointd, ¢g) is
unstable.

stable, corresponding to a competitive advantage for oeeapor the other when the population
is dense.

Suppose we now introduce spatial migration and number fitictos, to recover the full
model defined by Eq.[13). When might we expect fixation prolitas, the global heterozy-
gosity, correlation functions etc. to reduce to the famitesults for conventional spatial step-
ping stone-type models with strictly conserved populatizes in every deme? A particularly
simple case, corresponding to the selectively neutrat kmie eg = 0, is illustrated for a well-
mixed system in Fig. 3a below: the population grows up andiexadly wanders along the line
ca + Cg = 1, until it reaches the absorbing states aDjlor (O 1). A more general situation is
ea + eg = 0, in which case one variant typically has a simple selecdsantage along an invari-
ant subspace given by the litg + cg = 1. If the fluctuations transverse to this line are small
(corresponding to a large population size), then the usuaidilas for fixation probabilities hold,
as we show later in this paper. In more general situationsghier, it is no longer exactly true
that the population localizes at long times near the sttdigh ca + cg = 1. Indeed, we have
from Eqg. [6) that
" " Ep T+ €B
A e e ©
which exceeds 1 along the outwardly bowed incoming trajézidn Fig.[2a, and is less than 1
for the outgoing inwardly curved trajectory in Figl 2b. Hoxee we do have the approximate
equality,c, + c; ~ 1, providediea + eg| < |eaeg| in EQ. (8). In this limit, a combination of
numerical and analytic arguments presented in this papsv fhat formulas recently derived
for mutualistic and competitive exclusion stepping stonedais (Korolev and Nelson, 2011)
apply to the current model with demographic fluctuations ek, @gain provided that the overall
population sizeN is suficiently large.

What happens ifia andug are unequal, buts andeg remain small? In this case, the popula-
tion proportions will certainly change as an initially sinadpulation like that in Fig. 3a grows to
approach the linea + cg ~ 1. However, once this line is reached, the subsequent timlatéan
should again be given by stepping stone model results.
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3. Well-mixed case with number fluctuations

In this section, we present the results in the simple weledi(or “zero-dimensional”) ver-
sion of the model. Thus, we keep number fluctuations in [Bq b{8)neglect spatial variations in
the allele concentrations.

3.1. Neutral theory

As previously discussed, it is useful to describe the dyaraf the neutral version of the
model in theca vs. cg plane, as depicted in Fid.l(3, left). Starting from a dilutiéial condition,
the system evolves rapidly towards to the intrinsic overailtying capacity given bga +cg = 1.
The dynamics is then localized near this line (with fluctoiasi), until one of the two species goes
extinct. This behavior contrasts with the Moran processtiictvthe dynamics is rigidly confined
to theca + cg = 1 line, since no fluctuations of the total density are allowkzldetermine when
these fluctuations are small, first note from Eq. (3) that@rtbutral case the total concentration
Cr = Ca + Cg Obeys a closed equation:

a) — b)
12t ]

1 [

<H(t)>

0.8

Cg

<H(t)>

0.6

0.4

0.2

0O 02 04 06 08 1 12

c 0 250 500 750 1000
A

Figure 3: Neutral dynamics in the well-mixed case. (a) Exengp a trajectory in theda, cg) plane withN = 500. The
initial condition isna = ng = 20, i.e. a small fraction of a typical long time carrying ceipa (b) Decay of the average
heterozygosityH(t)) for different values oN. Curves are obtained from simulations of the particle moelath curve

is an average over f@ealizations and the error bars are smaller than the sieedirtes. (inset) Same curves plotted as
a function oft/N. Note the data collapse.

d / 1
d_tCT =ucr(l-cr)+ Wéﬁc, 9)

decoupled from the fraction of speciés f = ca/(ca + Cg), Where the noise terigt. satisfies
Eé(t)) = o6(t —t'). WhenN is large, the stationary solution, beside the soluf§o) =
é(c) corresponding to global extinction that will eventually teachef on long times of order

2Notice that, as in the particle model for simplicity deatlinigolemented only via binary reactions (see El. 2), the
state of global extinction is not accessible in the partisledel. Such discrepancy with the macroscopic equatiordcoul
be easily removed by allowing for death even in absence opetition, i.e. the reactiolX; — 0.
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exp(N), is approximately a Gaussian with average) = 1 and variancéc2) — (cr)?> = N7,
which is small whem is large.

We now describe the dynamics of the relative fractioof individuals carrying alleleA,
f = ca/(ca + cg). The equation foff (), derived iff Appendix_B, reads

d¢_ m(l—f)1+CT (10)
dt
whereé;(t) also satisfiesés (t)é: (1)) = o(t — t), and further we haveés: (t)ée(t')) =
The above equation allows us to analyze the global heteositygwhich quantifies the loss of
diversity as time evolves and is defined as the probability = 2(f(1 - f)) that two randomly
chosen individuals in the population carryfdrent alleles.
As mentioned above, the equation &gris independent of in the neutral case studied here.
As a result, one can factorize the average eyeandf in the equation foH (t):

H(t)———<f(1—f>“°T>———<f(1—f>><“CT> Ay + O(Nz) (11)

Neglecting the correction of ordé&—2, we recover for our model with density fluctuations
the closed equation fdd(t) for Fisher-Wright and Moran-type models with a fixed poiola
size derived by Kimura, which states that the total hetegozgity decays exponentially in well
mixed neutral systems (Crow and Kimura, 1970):

(H(t)) = H(0) exp{-2ut/N) (12)
Fig. (3b) confirms this exponential behavior in simulatiofithe model.

3.2. Reproductive advantage

In a well-mixed finite population and in absence of mutatjaligersity will be lost and only
one of the two alleles will survive after a long enough timee Wow study the probability of
allele A to fixate in a well-mixed population of sizd > 1, in the case in which the allele
confers a small reproductive advantage: 1. In the same spirit as the previous section, we can
derive the equation for the relative fractién= ca/(ca + cg) (sed Appendix_B). Upon neglecting
terms proportional t&/N, the equation in this case reads:

dﬂtf = usf(L— )+ \[uf(l- f)1+CT
As in Eq.[T0, this result must be supplemented with the equziu'r the total concentration
Cr = ca + Cg. Although in the non-neutral case the equationdpis no longer independent of
f, one can show that the averages oseand f factorize up to terms of ordes'N or higher that
can be safely neglected fer< 1 andN > 1.
These observations allows us to recover the formula for tbkability of fixation of alleleA

(Crow and Kimura, 1970).

(13)

1- e sNb
Prix = T_eN
where fj is the fraction of individuals carrying allel& once trajectories like that in Fi§l(3a)
reach the linea + cg = 1. This result is again similar to Fisher-Wright or Moran ratsdwith a
strictly fixed total population size. Eq.([L4) is tested watmulations in Fig[}.
10
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0.75

Prix

0.5

0.25

Figure 4: Fixation in the well-mixed case with reproducta@vantage. Probability of fixation forféierent values of
andN (listed in the figure) for the well-mixed version of the pelei model, compared with the prediction of EQ.(14).
The initial fraction of individuals belonging to speci@ss fo = 0.1, with cy = 1 initially. The inset shows that all curves
collapse when plotted as a functionsifl. These curves are again averages ovéridflependent realizations.

3.3. Mutualism

In the well-mixed limit of the mutualistic model, fixatiorvedys occurs atd, cg) = (1, 0) or
(0, 1) after a long enough time. However, when the total numberdividuals is large, this time
grows exponentially wittN and can easily become inaccessible to experiments (antbtions).
As detailed i Appendix C, the quasi-stationary solutionerehthe two cooperating species
coexist forea, eg > 0 can be seen as a state confined by two potential barriersnbitding
speciesA to fixate and the other inhibiting speci@sto fixate. WhenN is large, it will be
extremely probable that fixation will occur by passing thedst of these two barriers. In this
case, an estimate of the tinfeneeded to reach fixation can be derived by calculating thghihei
of the lowest barrier and applying Kramer’s escape raterthddne result is:

. N min(ei, eé)
t" ~ exp{2 o ] (15)
Figure [®) shows a heat map of the total heterozygosity irfdties plane forN = 500 after
5000 generations. The black region is where fixation occurtgreen lines are the theoretical
limits of the apparent coexistence region obtained fron{I,.
After estimating the fixation time in the mutualistic modek now ask: what is the fixation
probability of one of the two alleles? In Appendix C, we shdattin the appropriate limit the

11



<H>

0.5
H 0.25
0
0.5

Figure 5: Finite-time coexistence in the well-mixed muistéd model. Average heterozygosity in the (eg) plane, with
N =500, ind = 0 dimensions, i.e. for the well-mixed model. Simulations am until a timet = 5000. For each pair of

(e, es) values, after a transient, the heterozygosity approaalmemsi-stationary value. The green line limits the region

in which coexistence up to this time is possible accordintpéoestimate(15).

fixation probability for mutualists obeys a formula simitarthe result for a stepping stone model
with fixedtotal population size (Korolev and Nelson, 2011), namely

ol gnstr—py

u(fg) = ——-——,
(fo) fol esN(f-p)?

(16)
wherefy is the initial fraction of alleléA. In the limit f* — oo, s — 0, with a mutualistic &ective

selective advantage="f*sfixed, this reduces to the famous Kimura formula discussedab

_ e Nsh
W) = G-

The formulas above are a good approximation for arbitraityalnconditions only for the

(17)

case of equal initial growth rates = ug = u, so that population fractions are approximately

unchanged prior to reaching the ling + cg ~ 1. We explore the fixation probabilities in three
different cases, each having &eient definition of selective advantage:

e ep+eg = 0. Unlessea = eg = 0, this corresponds to a selective advantage under crowded
conditions, such thata + cg ~ 1. In the previous section, we discussed how in the

deterministic limit there are two stable fixed points,, ) = (1,0) and €,,cg) = (0,1),

while the fixed point with bottt, andc, nonzero is inaccessible. Figl] 6a shows the
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Figure 6: Fixation probabilitiesi(§, fp, N)in the mutualistic model. Full curves show the analyticadults from Eqg.
(C9) with initial fraction fo = na(0)/(na(0) + ng(0). a) Competitive exclusion: Simulations with + eg = 0 with
-0.08 < ea < 0.2,N = 250: Red curve:fy = 0.1, blue curvefy = 0.5. Green and purple curves: Eq_{17) with
-0.08< §< 0.2,N = 250, fo = 0.1 (green),fo = 0.5 (purple). The curves are plotted against the scaling bigr&: N
for different initial frequenciedp. Here (and also in b),c)) the initial condition is chosen lo@ linena(0) + ng(0) = N.

b) Mutualism: Green curve: simulations wigh = eg = 0.1, N = 100, f* = 0.5. The fixation probabilityu is plotted
versus the initial fractiorfp. Red curve: Fixation formuld{17) witN = 100,§ = 0.1, f* = 0.5. c) Coordination game
with an unstable fixed poirtt*: Green; purple; orange curves: simulations wjth= —0.05, eg = —0.15(f* = 0.25);ep =
-0.10,eg = —0.10(f* = 0.50);ep = —0.15,eg = —0.05(f* = 0.75) . Red; blue; cyan curves: Fixation formula{lC.9)
with N = 100 §/f* = -0.2, f* = 0.25;05;0.75. d) Mutualism with stochastic initial conditions. Siratibns with
initial conditionsna(0), ng(0) are uniformly distributed in the plane of sikex N with N = 100. For each random initial
condition, which fixes the value db, the fixation probability is averaged over 500 independeiiiespie simulations
resulting inu(fo). Cyan pointsiea = 0.05, eg = 0.15, f* = 0.25; blue pointsiea = 0.10, eg = 0.10, f* = 0.5; red points:
ea = 0.15,¢g = 0.05f* = 0.75. Full curves: fixation formuld{C.9) witN = 10Q 3/f* = 0.2: Brown: f* = 0.25; purple:

f* = 0.25; greenf* = 0.75.

fixation probability forca(t = 0) + cg(t = 0) = 1 and two initial frequencie§ = 0.5,
fo = 0.1, N = 250, f* = ea/(ea + €g) and dfective selective advantage="pep = —ueg.
The population siz&l appears through the combinatien N in Eq.[C.9, so we plot the
probability versus this rescaled parameter. We obtainlkxteagreement between this
special case of our model and the Kimura formula for the Monadel Eq. [(117).

e epn+eg = 8/f*, en > 0,eg > 0. This corresponds to a mutualistic situation in which ¢rier
a stable fixed point out in the plang,(> 0, c;; > 0). Fig.[8b shows the fixation probability
u(fo) versus the initial fractiorfy for stochastic Gillespie simulations with = eg = 0.1
wheref* = 0.5 andN = 100. For comparison, the formula Eg.(IC.9) is shown as tHe ful
drawn line again indicating very good agreement.

e ep+eg = —5/f",ea < 0,eg < 0. This choice corresponds to the competitive exclusion
(Erey,2010) in which there is an unstable fixed point in tlenpl€;, > 0, c; > 0) and two
13



stable fixed points where one of the two species has gonecexfiig.[6¢ shows Gillespie
simulations for three cases gf < 0, eg < 0 and a comparison with the formula EQ.(IC.9)
for the diferent values of * (in order to compare this case we take 0 in the formula).

As a further case we consider random initial conditiop€0), ng(0) uniformly distributed
in the square [IN] x [1, N], so that the approach to the limg + cg ~ 1 can play a role as
well. The initial fraction is now defined afy = na(0)/[na(0) + ng(0)]. Fig. [Bd show the
corresponding Gillespie simulation results for 20€eatient initial conditions for three flerent
fractions f* = 0.25,0.5,0.75. The analytic fixation curves according to Ed._{C.9) asm al
shown. Although the agreement is excellent, we again expeclification when departures
from equality of the initial growth rateg, andug are allowed.

4. One and two dimensions

Density fluctuations play a more significant role in one anal$patial dimensions, compared
with the well-mixed situations described in the previoustis®. For example, depending on
initial conditions and genetic drift, ffierent alleles can fix in fierent regions of space; the
ultimate fate of the system then depends on how the$erent regions interact, which in turn
depends on the choice of the rates. One of the most strikfiegte of spatial variation in allele
number and relative proportions is the existence of a regimeénich there is a reduction in the
average carrying capacity, i.e. the average concentratisnsmaller than the valug&Z) = 1
calculated from Egs.[]3) with our choice of parameters andhdyylecting fluctuations. The
presence of such a regime is illustrated in Figl (7) in thetnaécase as a function of the
andN. Notice that the latter parameter can be properly integgrels an average number of
particles per unit length only whed andD are both large enough. In the opposite regime, as a
consequence of fluctuations, the average number of pariickeunit segment is significantly less
thanN. We quantify this &ect by defining anféective average carrying capaci®) = (n(t))/N
wheren(t) is the actual number of particles present at tirper unit length and the average.)
is over time.

We find significant deviations from the predicti¢f) = 1 whenN \/D—/,u < 1. Heuristically,
this criterion can be understood as follows. In spatiallieaded systems, the populations are
mixed by difusion. The diusion scale\/D—/,u may be considered as anffective deme size”,
in the sense that individuals within a distance less thm are mixed very fiiciently over
a single generation, while individuals separated by a tadggance are spatially decoupled. In
one dimension, the conditiod \/D—/,u > 1 then corresponds to having many individuals in an
effective deme size. In the opposite limit, this number is sraad fluctuations play a much
more important role. Thisfect is related to the “strong noise limit” of the stochastishier
equation (see e.g. Doering et al. (2003); Berti etlal. (208@Allatschek and Korolev (2009)).
We remark that in this regime, the assumptions needed teadEq.[3) from the particle model
are violated and significant deviations between the parsahulations and the macroscopic
theory are expected. For this reason, we will restrict oatysis here to the “weak noise” case

in whichN /D/u > 1.

4.1. Neutral theory

To study how fixation occurs in space, we now discuss the hehaf/the spatial heterozy-
gosity H(x, t) defined as the probability of two individuals at distancend timet to carry
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Figure 7: Reduction of the carrying capacity in the neutratiel in 1d and 2. (a) Reduction of the total carrying capacity
Z = (ca + cg) in the (D, N)-plane. The system is one dimensional and we adopted ttieahehoice of parameters (see
Section 2). The blue line is the theoretical conditdn/D/u = 1 . (b) Comparison of the carrying capacity reduction in
1d and 21, as a function of the nondimensional paramé{ét® \/D/u whered is the spatial dimension.

different alleles. In the neutral stepping stone model with afp@pulation size in each deme,
H(x, t) obeys a closed equation:

2
dH(x t) = DV2H — W#H(S(x). (18)
In one dimension, such equation can be solved explicitly:

v
1-— E t M@Wﬂq*ﬁ (19)

NJo  V8aD({-1)
whereHy is the initial heterozygosity, equal to one half if the twaiaats are well mixed and
equally populated at time= 0. Egs. [I8) and(19) can be derived directly from the staohas
Fisher equatiori{1) witls = O (see, e.g., Korolev et al. (2009)).

We define the heterozygosity in outfdattice particle simulations with growth and competi-
tion from the statistics of interparticle distances. Intjgailar, at a given time¢, we compute all
distances between pairs of individals. Upon introducingnasizeh, the functionH(r, t) is then
defined as the ratio between the number of pairs cardiffierentalleles at a separation between
r andr + h, divided by the total number of pairs of all types in the saarege of separation. For
simplicity, we always took the bin sizeequal to the interaction distanée

In the limit N \/D_/ﬂ > 1, the spatial heterozygosity obtained by simulations efrtautral
off-lattice model shows a remarkable agreement with Eq. (¥9$hawn in Fig.[(B). This cor-
respondence arises because the relative fraction of &lJefiéx,t) = ca/(ca + Cg), Obeys a very
similar equations as discussed in the mean field case. Inr&lp8, we show that the only ef-
fect of density fluctuation is an additiondtective advection term in the equation ff, equal
to 2D(Vlogcy) - V. The appearance of such term was already found in Vlad eé2@04( in a
deterministic version of the model described here. In osecane can show that sincg obeys
a decoupled equation in the neutral case, such term willfi@ttethe equation for the heterozy-
gosity. Indeed, numerical simulation shows that the awvespgtial heterozygosity in the model
15
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reproduces that of the stepping stone model even in the difniery high difusivity shown in
Fig.[8, panel (b). Panel (c) shows that similar agreemergs abmparing numerical integration
of Eq. (I8) with our &-lattice simulations in two dimensions. At variance witheatimension,
where the local heterozygosil(0, t) decays at long times as"/?, in two dimension the decay
is much slowerH(0,t) ~ 1/In(t). Such slow logarithmic decay is confirmed in simulations in
panel (d).
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Figure 8: Heterozygosity in thedland 2 neutral case. Behavior of heterozygosity correlation fioncfor the neutral
off-lattice model of growth and competition. (a) 1D simulaticat low difusivity, D = 107> and (b) high difusivity,
D = 0.1. In the top case, the system sizeLis= 1 while in the bottom case the system sizé.is 100. In both cases
we find excellent agreement with the prediction of form{I&)(1(c) Neutral heterozygosity ind2 compared with a
numerical integration of Eq.[{18). (d) Behavior of the lobaterozygosityH(x = 0,t) as a function of time in 2D,
showing the logarithmic decay(x = 0,t) ~ 1/ In(t).

4.2. Reproductive advantage
In one spatial dimension, an analogue of Kimura’s formul) (Crow and Kimura, 1970)
for the fixation probability has been derived from the statica-isher equation hy Doering et al.
(2003):
prix = 1 - exp[—st dx f(x,t= O)} (20)
wheref(x,t = 0) is the initial spatial distribution of the fraction of spesA. Remarkably, the
one dimensional fixation probability is independent of that&l difusion constant. We tested

this predictionin Fig.[(Pa), left panel, for our model wh@mesiesA enjoys a reproductive advan-
tages. There are again no appreciabl@eiences between the simulations of our more general
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growth model and the theoretical prediction for the steg@tone model, over a wide range of
diffusion constants. This agreement is expected, given thexipgate mapping onto a stepping
stone model embodied in Eq. (B.3) of Appendix B. While theute@0) by, Doering et al! (2003)
was derived in one dimension, we conjectured that the sameuta holds in two dimensions.
Indeed, a straightforward generalization of Hq.l (20) pstsdivell the fixation probability in two
dimensions, as shown in simulations in F[g. (9), right panel
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Figure 9: Probabilities of fixation in the presence of a répiciive advantage. The two panels show (a) one spatial
dimension and (b) two dimensions, as a function of the deteativantages, for different values of the ffusion constant

D. Our Id results are compared the results with the prediction of iDgest al. (2003). In 1d, parameters &te= 500 and

the initial fraction of species A i§ = 0.01, randomly distributed on the unit interval. Theée2mulations were conducted
on a square domain of unit area and the paraméders 16384 and the initial fraction of species A ig = 0.01 were
kept fixed. The solid line is our conjectured generalizatbiq. [20) to two dimensions.

4.3. Mutualism

We now sefup = ug = u, but allow variable interspecific competition d¢heients can vary
in one and two dimensions._Korolev and Nelson (2011) regategmonstrated how for a mu-
tualistic stepping stone model with fixed deme size in oneedision, there is a region in the
(ea, es) parameter space in which (in limit of an infinite system size— oo) fixation never
occurs, as sketched in Fig.]10, panel a). This behaviterdidramatically from the well-mixed
zero dimensional case, for which fixation is inevitable hnat fixation timet*(ea, eg, N) given
approximately by Eq[{15).

We fix parameters g = 1, D = 0.02 andN = 30. To explore the behavior of our model,
we performed simulations along the paths shown as dasheslitirpanel a) of Fig[(10). Panel
b) shows the time evolution of the local heterozygosi{{, t) along the linesa = eg. For small
values ofep = ez > 0, the heterozygosity decays in a similar fashion (roughlg/ayt) as in the
neutral cases = eg = 0. For higher values, the local heterozygosity eventualels df at a
nonzero value, implying that fixation will never occur.

The presence of a mutualistic regime where the system remaiied forever is even more
evidentin Fig[ID, panel c), where we plot along the cuts astamiea + €5 the long-time average
of the fraction of the first alleléf) as a function of the dlierencesa — 5. Along the cuts that
do not cross the mutualistic regiott,) is either 0 or 1 as one of the two alleles always fixes.
A special case arises feg = eg, where each of the two alleles has a chance of being fixated
equal to its relative abundance in the initial conditionfisat(f) = f,. Conversely{f) has a
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non-trivial behavior along the ling, + eg = 0.4. Upon varying the parameter= e — eg, we find

a whole range of values in which fixation does not occur. Asufised inl(Korolev and Nelson,
2011), the two lines of critical points shown in (a) are in thieected percolation universality
class. The behavior of the density close to this criticahpisi described by a universal exponent,
ca ~ (ea — &), where the expected exponengis 0.2765 andk is the value ok, at the critical
point (see e.gl_Odor (2004)). Fig. 110, panel d) confirms thegodaw behavior close to one
of the critical points on the cu + eg = 0.4. Finally, in panels e) and f) we show simulations
on the two dimensional mutualistic model. Mutualism thi2 computationally challenging and,
to the best of our knowledge, has not been studied systeatigtic the literature. Although we
did not obtain the full phase diagram, our simulations ssggescenario similar to thedlcase.

In particular, the heterozygosity(x = 0,t) along the cuka = eg displays a transition from a
regime in which it seems to decay logarithmically (as in tden2utral version of the model) to
a regime in which fixation does not occur. Furthermore, theates + eg = 0.4 shown in panel
f) reveals a directed-percolation-like transition, gtaively similar to that in panel c).

5. Population genetics in two-dimensional compressible thulence

A systematic exploration of theffect of hydrodynamic flows on theffelattice models of
population genetics introduced here would take us far béybe scope of this already lengthy
paper. However, to illustrate the interestingieets that arise, we now extend our analysis to
the two cases where the competition between populatiores tplace under the influence of
compressible fluid advection in two-dimensions. As we wilbw, compressible fluid flows
can dramatically change the carrying capacities and firdtines. For all the simulations in
this section we choose a square simulation domain of sidd [0, L], the spatial diusivity
D = 10 For simplicity, the two competing populations are neuiih s = ug = Aaa =
Apg = Aga=4Apg = 1.

The two flows that we choose are:

1. Compressible surface flow (CSF)
This chaotic, time-dependent flow is generated from a twoedisional slice of a three-
dimensional, homogeneous, isotropic flow (see Perlekdr 2@10, 2012)). A snapshot
of the advecting velocity field is shown on the left side of .lEid. Using the projection
method described In Perlekar et al. (2012) we choose the issipility of the flowk = 1
wherex = ((V-u)?)/{(Vu)?), u = (uy, Uy) is the velocity field, and(-)) indicate the spatio-
temporal averaging. Settingto its maximum value of unity maximizes the reduction
in carrying capacity caused by locally compressing the faimns to high density, so
that the middle terms on the right side of Eqn. (3) are negdfigolotti et al. [(2012);
Perlekar et all (2012)]. The strength of the flow is varied ¢aliag the velocity field by a
forcing amplitudeF. For all the simulations with this flow we chooke= 2x.

2. Steady flow (SF)
This time-independent velocity field is chosen toléx,y) = Flasin(2rx/L) + (1 -
@) sin(2ry/L)], uy(x,y) = Flesin(2ry/L) — (1 - a) sin(2rx/L)] (see Fig[IL right panel).
The strength of the flow is controlled by again changih@nd the compressibility =
a?/[a? + (1 - ?)] is modified by changing and hence € [0, 1]. For all the simulations
with this flow we choosé = 1. The two species are advected by the flow towards the sink
which is located at the centerl(/2, L/2) of the simulation domain.
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Similar analysis for one-dimensional flows was conducteRigolotti et al. |(2012). The com-
pressible flow on the left of Fig. 11 models photosynthetgamisms that control their buoyancy
to remain near the surface of a turbulent ocean. The flow onighéis designed to determine
the consequences for population genetics of fluid sink atémer, with fluid injection at the
four corners. Note the non-zero vorticity in this case.

The competition between species for the two flow conditioescdbed above is shown in
Figs.[12 and13. Initially the populations are well-mixedts steady state carrying capacity
as they would be with ordinary fliusion, birth, and competitive death in absence of advection
Advection moves the population towards the localized sofkhie flow and enhances the com-
petitive death embodied in thig couplings. Indeed, the middle frames of Figs. 12[add 13 show
explicitly the compression that leads to enhanced intecigs and intra-species competition.
Eventually at later times, only one species survives [rigarid frames of Fig§. 12 and]13]. Al-
though the extreme (2dold!) reduction in population size shown in F[g.]13 resuitom the
use of a maximally compressible & 1) turbulent flow, reductions of 80% arise for= 0.17
[Perlekar et al.[(2010)] and even for much smaller value [Bferlekar et al. (2012)].

To quantify how advecting compressible flowfEegt carrying capacity and the fixation times,
we systematically vary the strength of the fléw Fig.[T4(left) shows that on increasirg
the carrying capacity drops, due to enhanced confinemenhance competition between the
species. On the other hand, using the steady flow we showttfiege forcing strength, carrying
capacity is also reduced on increasing the compressifskty FigLT4(right)]. The insets to these
figures show the corresponding reduction in the fixation sime

6. Conclusions

The understanding of growth, competition, cooperation difidision in space in individ-
ual based models has been subject of intense study, in ¢s@ieHiverse as population genetics
(Barton et al., 2002), ecology (Law et al., 2003; Birch andiiYg, 2006) and physics (Hernandez-Garcia and Llopez,
2004, Berti et al., 2007; Korolev etlal., 2009). A main foc#stbeen to explore the regime in
which discretenesstfects are such that individual based simulatiorfBedisignificatively from
the behavior of macroscopic continuum equations, suchebiher equation or its stochastic
variant.

In this paper, we have explored competition and cooperdt@ween two dferent alleles
when the total population size is not constrained. We halibetately focused on the weak
noise limit by choosing carrying capacities andfuion constants such that there is a good
agreement between the outcome of the macroscopic Langgvatiens and the individual based
simulations.

We have shown that, in certain limits, one can draw an exgarirespondence with stepping
stone-like models in which the total density of individual&ept fixed at every deme, by study-
ing the relative fraction of one of the two species. In thetredease, the fluctuating total density
appear in the equation for the relative fraction, but itstfiations average out in the equation for
mean quantities such as the heterozygosity. The correspordetween stepping stone models
and our generalized®lattice model with additional fluctuations in the overadibity was con-
firmed by individual based simulations. In non-neutralisgt, the total density doemtobey a
closed equation and such exact correspondence can notie. dtawever, we have shown how,
when the departure from neutrality is not severe (smallsmallea andeg), the corrections due
to density fluctuations can be safely neglected and thegireds of constant-density models are
still reproduced with accuracy. The issue we address heaarsre subtle dynamical version
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of justifying the neglect of number fluctuations in the grarahonical ensemble as compared
to the canonical ensemble in equilibrium statistical medtsa We conclude that the model we
present here is a natural candidate to study situationsichwhe total density of individuals can
vary greatly from the background carrying capacity due temnal forces, such as turbulence or
compressible fluid flows (Pigolotti et lal., 2012).
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Appendix A. Derivation of the macroscopic equations

In this section we present an explicit derivation of the dedfstochastic macroscopic equa-
tions forca(x, t) andcg(x, t), Eq.[3), from the microscopic rate reactiohk (2). The falism we
will follow is that of the chemical master equation, as preed for example by Gardiner (2004),
which in turn may be considered as a spatial generalizatidgheoKramers-Moyal expansion
(Gardiner| 2004; Risken, 1989).

As discussed in the sectibh 2, we consider interacting iddais in a volume equal to in d
dimensions. In particular, competition occurs when indlils are within a small volumg(for
details on the implementation of the individual-based dyita see Perlekar etlal. (2011)). We
can then discretize the system in cells of siznd start the derivation from the master equation
governing the time evolution of the probability of the nunbef partcheSn] N B) of type A and
B in each cell, labeled by the indgx We first define a®Va(+1, n’j*, J.B) andWg(+1, n?, J.B) the
rates at which the populations of type(or B) increasglecrease by one individual in a specific
box, given that the numbers are currem]yandnjB. The expression for these rates are then:

Wa(+1,nf ,, , = panf
WA( 1, ], ] = /lAAn'?(n’j*—l)+/lABn?n:3
WB(+1, ], ] = ,u/.\l"lz-3
WB( 1, ], ] = :lBAnAnB+iBBnB(nB—1). (Al)
The master equation governing the evolution of the full pituility distributionP({n 0 ]} t)
for all possible box occupation numberé‘ } then reads:
EP({nA Lt = Z[w +L =1 n®)PR, -1 ) = Wa+ L nB)P((nf, nf))
dt i Ny = A ) 15 I LT A > Iy, 1y
i
+ Z[WA( Lot +Ln®)Pg, o+ 10 ) = WL o nB)P((nf, nf)
i
+ Z[WB(+1,nJ,] 1P, ....n%, P 1) — We(+1, nf, nB)P(inf, nf))
i
+ Z[ s(-Lnfn+ )P, ... P4 1) - Wa(-1.nf nB)P((n}, nB)]
i
+ diffusion terms (A.2)
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where the dfusion terms allow for the stochastic exchange of particktsvben neighboring
boxes. Although we did not write them explicitly, they reduo discrete approximations to
Laplace operator. Indeed, we replace them with Laplaciatisd continuous space limit at the
end of the calculation.

The next step in the derivation is to perform a Kramers-M@yadansion/(Risken, 1989) in
each of the boxes, which leads to

6t P( ] ) J

A[ak j ])P(n n )]+6kB[ak(n]7 J)P(n n )] (AS)

with

B nB) = f dAn™® (AT B)K W g(ANRE, nft, nB), (A.4)
and where the integral ovain accounts for the possible jump processes4dnd-1 in our case).
Finally, truncating the Kramers-Moyal expansion up to setorder in the derivatives leads to a
Fokker-Planck equation fd?{n’j*, n?}. It is convenient to write directly the equivalent but some-

what simpler system of Langevin equations correspondintito Fokker-Planck description,
namely:

dn . . = -

d—tJ = nf(,uA - AAAnf - AABH?) + diffusion+ \/nf(,u/.\ + /1A,/_\n'jA + AAanB)é:]{-\

dnf3 . . o = =

o5 = n?(yB - /lBAn’j* - /lBBn?) + diffusion+ \/njB(;zB + /lBAn? + ABanB)ng. (A.5)

In the above system of equations, e are delta-correlated unit variance Gaussian pro-
cessesg< g"(t)fm(t') >= §j0kmd(t — t'). The multiplicative noise in the equation must be inter-
preted accordlng to the Ito prescription (Gardiner, 200drdtev et al.| 2009). In principle, the
diffusion terms in[{A.R) would contribute to the noise term. Hmweone can show that this
contribution can be neglected if the size of the cells Esiently large (see Gardiner (2004)).

From Egs[(A.b) one can finally derive Eqsl (3) by:

1. Taking (formally) the limit5 — 0. In such a way the number densities of individuals are
continuous functions of the coordinatena(x, t) andng(x, t).
2. Defining rescaled, macroscopic rates of binary reactions

Adij = N(S/Nlij (A.6)
3. Defining the macroscopic concentrations of individealg(x, t) = nas(x, t)/N.

The convenience of introducing the macroscopic binarytreacatesy;; in step (2) is that
the microscopic interaction radidgloes not appear in the macroscopic system of equafibns (3).
At the same time, we introduced a parametes /1”/(5:1”-) that, as clear from step (3) in the
above procedure, sets the typical number density of pasticbrresponding to a macroscopic
concentratiore(x,t) = 1. Such parameter does not appear in the deterministicelnifts of the
equation but only in the noise terms, whose amplitude vasisarN — oo. It is worthwhile
remarking that, while we followed here the Kramers-Moygbaxsion procedure, in the Van
Kampen formalism the parametlr? is the relevant expansion parameter which is assumed to
be smalll(Risken, 1989; Gardiner, 2004).
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We remark that through the paper we presented only resuttsegbarticle models, corre-
sponding to given parameter choices in the macroscopictieqsd3). Equation(Al6) can be
seen as defining the mapping between the parameters usedgarticle simulations (the inter-
action domairs and the microscopic binary ratéﬁ’s) and those appearing in the macroscopic
description N and the set oflj;’s) The same relation can be used for the reverse task, icingin
microscopic parameteﬁsand;lij’s corresponding to giveN andJ;;’s. Clearly this mapping is
not univoquely determined, but has one degree of freedorskétehed in Sec[]2), we fixed this
degree of freedom in two fierent ways in the well-mixed version of the model and indhe0,
spatially explicit simulations. In particular, ith = O we chose = 1, so that the microscopic
binary reaction rates afe times smaller than the macroscopic on?sp,: Aij/N. In this case, it
is crucial to set the system sike= 1 so that all particles interact with all other particlesstbad,
in d > 0 we chose the interaction domain= 1/N, so that the microscopic and macroscopic
reaction rates are identicéﬂi,,- = 4;j. Further details on the simulation schemes can be found in
Perlekar et all (2011).

We conclude this Appendix by noting that the continuous sgemit is a formal one, and
cannot be performed in a rigorous way. One of several sigzlet that neglect of the filusive
contribution to the noise variance requires a finite valué,afo that the limit of vanishingly
small interaction range cannot be taken in a strict senses,TEq. [[A.2) should be regarded as
a continuum shorthand notation: In practice, we always kitatequations such as Eq._(A.5)
on a lattice of finite size, and require a smoothly varyingltoiensity of particles. When this
assumption is invalid, the macroscopic description ca@albdown, as briefly discussed in the
beginning of sectiori {4) for the problem of the reductiorhia total number of particles for= 1
andd = 2.

Appendix B. Appendix: equations for the relative fraction of one species

The correspondence between the growth model presentedmetbe stepping stone model
with Fisher-Wright or Moran dynamics, or the equivalentstastic Fisher-Kolmogorov-Petrovsky-
Piscounov equation (Fisher, 1937; Kolmogorov et al., 123 be illuminated by constructing
the dynamical equation for the relative fraction of spedies = ca/cr with ct = ca + Cg. A
dynamical equation fof can be derived with help of the Ito calculus: upon writing flystem
of equation[(B) as:

a@a(Ca, Cg) + 0a(Ca, CB)E(X, 1)

d
d_tCA(X’ t)

ag(Ca, Cg) + 0B(Ca, CB)E (X, 1) (B.1)

d
d_tCB(X’ t)

where the dtusive Laplacian terms are included int@, ag. The equation for thé-fraction f
then reads

d
St = aAaAf+aBan+\/ai(aAf)2+o—g(an)2§+
Thgrt+ TBoeat B.2
+ 7 AA +7 BT, ( . )

where we used the abbreviated notatéan= d,, daa = 6§A and so on. Inserting the complete
set of equations| 3 intg (B.2) leads to a lengthy expressiothisdynamics of. However, with
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the choice of parameters we made to discuss a reproductetadje (this reduces to the neutral
case fors = 0), Eq.[B.2) simplifies to

0

o DV2f + 2DV(logcr) - Vf +

1+cr + /,le
Ncr Ncr

+

f
usf(l— f)+%(f—l)+ \/yf(l—f) 1-f2 (B3
T
Upon neglecting small contributions of ordefN < 1 in the last two terms and neglecting
fluctuations in the total density (i.e. imposicg = 1), we recover exactly the equatidd (1)
governing the macroscopic dynamics of the stepping stordemo
Repeating the calculation in the case of mutualism yields:

9t _ DV2f+2DV(oger) - VF + uf(1— D)ea— (ea+ en)f] +

ot
— [.lf 1-f Lo — EA 1-f 2_6 f2

Upon neglecting, similar to the case of reproductive acagat terms ordegs g/N, and again
neglecting fluctuations away from the lirg(x,t) = ca(x,t) + cg(X,t) = 1, we recover the
continuum limit of the mutualistic stepping stone modeatesl by Korolev and Nelson (2011),

namely
%f = DV?f + sof(1— f)(f* - f) + w/Wg(x,t), (B.5)

wheresy = u(ea + eg) andf* = ea/(ea + €B).

Appendix C. Appendix: Fixation times for the mutualistic model in the well-mixed case

To estimate the average fixation time for the mutualistic ed@d the well-mixed limit, we
start from Eq[B.}. Upon neglecting terms ordgfN, eg/N and also neglecting density fluctua-
tions by imposingr = ca + cg = 1, we obtain:

d%f ~uf(L- f)[ea — (ea + es) ] + Wf. (C.1)

The dynamics of such equation will reach one of the two abisgrtates af = Oor f = 1 for
long enough times. However, these times can be very long Whisiarge: a time-independent
metastable probability distribution exists before theoabimg states are reached, which can be
written using potential methods (Gardiner, 2004) as

P(f) o« eV (C.2)

where the potentidV is given by

V(f)z—Nf[eA—(EA—ZEB)f +In[f(L- f)] (C.3)
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where the first term is analogous to a potential energy andebend resembles an entropy. In
the largeN limit, the potential has a minimum &€ ~ ea/(ea + €g) and two maxima, one at
f~ ~ 1/(Nea) and one af* ~ 1 — 1/(Neg). By evaluating the potential at these points one can
estimate the lifetime of the metastable state from the heaifjthe two potential barriers. To the
leading order irN, the smallest barrier is given by:

N min(e2, €3)

AV
2 Ep T+ €B

(C.49)
Finally, we assume that fixation always occurs via the sreabarrier. With this assumption,
the time needed to escape the potential minimum to one oftikerbing state can be simply
estimated from Kramer’s escape rate theory asexp@V), which leads to EJ.(15).

We now discuss the fixation probability in zero dimension$e Kolmogorov backward
equation corresponding to the stochastitedential equatiof {Cl1), when interpreted using the
Ito calculus, reads:

du(p,t) 1 & N . 9
_“(;t’ ) _ NPA-PZupY + SR P~ p)Zou(p. D). (C.5)

whereu(p, t) is the probability that species A has fixed at time0 given that it was present with
frequencyp at timet = 0. We have sef* = ea/(ea + €g), and defined thenutualisticadvantage
§= u(en + eB).

Note that Eq[CJ5 includes the original Kimura problem of tmam-interacting species as a
special case, in the limit* — o0, § — 0 with the selective advantage given by the fixed product,
s= f*8 = uea. We now define the long time fixation probability for the inltconditionp = fp
as

tIim u(fo, t) = u(fo) (C.6)
Upon assuming a steady state arises at long times, we haaeEno [C.5)
d 7 * 7
ap! (p) = Nf* - p)u'(p) (C.7)
which leads to ) ,
u(p) = CeN<-P (C.8)

With boundary conditionsi(0) = 0, u(1) = 1, we integrate once more to obtain the fixation
probability (Korolev and Nelson, 2011)

fo _INgf*—p)?
J(; ez gf*~p) dp

u(fo) = o
1 fx_p)2
j(‘) ezNi p) dp

(C.9)

a closed form expression in terms of the paramefigrk’, N ands. It is straightforward to show
that in the limitf* — 0,s — 0 with § = f*sfixed (two noninteracting species with a selective
advantages)we recover Kimura's famous formula for the fixation probisniEq. (17).
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Figure 10: Mutualism in d and 2. a) Phase diagram of the mutualistic model in 1d. The mu#tialiegion, where
global fixation never occurs in an infinite system, is coloireded. Dashed lines denote the cuts relevant to data in
the other panels. b) Behavior of the local heterozygodi(9, t) along the cuta = eg. A nonzero long time asymptote
implies that fixation never occurs. ¢) Average concentratitalleleA, < ca >, along three cuts such that+eg = const.
Whenea + eg is suficiently large and positivef) varies smoothly between 0 and 1 when traversing the rednegio
(a). For bothea + eg = 0 andea + eg Negative, there is an abrupt jumpdf) from O to 1 wherep = eg. In this sense,
the dashed diagonal line below the cusp in (a) is like a fidéophase transition. In all figures, parameters are:1,

D = 0.02, N = 30 andL = 2000 so that on average there arel®" individuals in the system. d) Logarithmic plot of
the density ofA close to the critical point. A power law with the expectededied percolation exponent(x) o >,

B ~ 0.2765 is shown for comparison. e) Behavior of the local hetgyosity H(0,t) in 2d along the lineep = eg. A
phenomenology similar to thedlcase of panel b) is observed. f) Transition along the dialgautaes + eg = 0.4 in 2d,
again showing a similar behavior to thé éase shown in panel c).
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Figure 11: (Left) A representative snapshot of the timeetielent compressible surface flow (CSF) field used for ad-
vecting species in our two-dimensional simulations. (Ridkector field visualization of the steady flow (SF) used for
advecting species in our simulations of a simple time-ietejent steady flow witk = 0.0027.

Figure 12: Competition between two neutral species (showred and green) in a turbulent compressible flow with
x = 1andF = 1. Attimet = O (left) approximately 10000 organisms are randomly disted over the entire domain

at the steady state carrying capacity in absence of flow. Bogcies are then collapsed by advection onto filamentous
structures leading to (time-dependent) sinks and saddfespaynamics which compactifies the population into regio
where competition takes place. This collapse is highlightethe middle plot which is chosen at a later time: 1
(middle). At much later times = 25 (right) fixation occurs and only one of the species survivike populations size
has stabilized at 6 organisms, a reduction from the inifiatying capacity by a factor $0Although the reduction in the
population size is most extreme fok= 1, significant reductions occur for even small values jierlekar et 21[(2012)].
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Figure 13: Competition between two neutral species (showned and green) in the steady flow with= 0.0027. At
timet = O (left), the species are randomly distributed over theremtomain again at the equilibrium carrying capacity

possible in absence of flow. Species are rotated and colldpsthe advecting flow towards the origin where competition
takes place. This progression is highlighted in the middté which is chosen at a later tinte= 17 (middle). At much
later timest = 41 (right) fixation occurs and only one of the species survive
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Figure 14: (Left) Carrying capacity for the turbulent comgsible flow for varying forcing strength with= 1. Z drops
with increasing forcing strength. (Right) Carrying capador the steady flow at varying compressibility levels. Fery
small compressibility, carrying capacity is close to the am absence of flow and then drops. For the extreme case of

x = 1, carrying capacity is reduced by a factor of 16imilar to the reduction found when= 1 for the compressible
surface flow. In both cases, the inset reveals the drop inxhgdn times for varying forcing at = 1.
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