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The effect of multiple paternity on genetic diversity during and after colonisation
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In metapopulations, genetic variation of local populasiginfluenced by the genetic content of the founders,
and of migrants following establishment. We analyse theatff multiple paternity on genetic diversity using
a model in which the highly promiscuous marine shdtilorina saxatilisexpands from a mainland to colonise
initially empty islands of an archipelago. Migrant fematesry a large number of eggs fertilised by 10
mates. We quantify the genetic diversity of the populatioterms of its heterozygosity: initially during the
transient colonisation process, and at long times when ¢pailption has reached an equilibrium state with
migration. During colonisation, multiple paternity ineses the heterozygosity B — 300% in comparison
with the case of single paternity. The equilibrium statecbgtrast, is less strongly affected: multiple paternity
gives rise tol0 — 50% higher heterozygosity compared with single paternity. tamrwe find that far from
the mainland, new mutations spreading from the mainlandecaursts of high genetic diversity separated by
long periods of low diversity. This effect is boosted by nplé paternity. We conclude that multiple paternity
facilitates colonisation and maintenance of small popartat whether or not this is the main cause for the
evolution of extreme promiscuity inittorina saxatilis

Keywords: Multiple paternity, female promiscuity, effective poptitan size, heterozygosity, founder
effects.

I. INTRODUCTION habitat).

Littorina saxatilisis strictly intertidal and most abundant

When new local populations are established in a metapopun rocky shores in the north Atlantic, with population densi
lation, genetic variation within the newly founded popidas  ties of tens to hundreds of snails per square metre [10]. In
is initially governed by the genetic content of founders.aAt contrast to many other marine snails, saxatilis does not
later stage, during continued input of variation through mi have pelagic eggs or larvae, and therefore dispersal over a
gration, the genetic composition of migrants may potelgtial few metres range is infrequent. However, snails occadipnal
contribute new variation and hence counteract loss by drifmigrate among islands, probably by rafting. It has been esti
and selection. In brooding and sexual species, empty sies amated that within an archipelago of small and large islands,
most likely colonised by single fertilised females thatigri 3% of the small islands receive a migrant snail each year [11].
a brood of offspring along, while founders of virgin females In many areas... saxatilisforms metapopulations with local
males, and juveniles fail to mate in an empty site [1]. Inlsfoo  populations inhabiting discrete localities, such as istanf an
ing species, female promiscuity (the propensity to mate-mularchipelago, rocky outcrops and breakwaters interminigjed
tiple males) may influence the genetic variation carriedhigy t sandy substrateﬁla]. During the retreat of the icetshee
founders, and, if so, will have consequences on the effectivi2000 — 15000 years agol.. saxatilisspread from refuge ar-
population size of the new population. eas both in the northern Atlantic and south of the ice-Cap [9]

Females mating multiple males have broods of offspringPart of this postglacial expansion comprised colonisatibn
sired by more than one male, unless sperm competition dnundreds of islands in the archipelago along the Swedish wes
cryptic female choice prevent this. Female promiscuitgeon coast that successively became available by isostatitt,upli
believed to be rare in nature, is observed in a number oprocess that is still ongoing. In this system, populationthe
animal species including mammals, amphibians, fishes anchainland and large islands are the oldest and largest, ard th
invertebrates| [244]. Genotyping offspring of species withare likely to act as the ultimate sources of genetic vanatio
promiscuous females shows that a large proportion of the feduring colonisation of emerging islands in a stepwise manne
males releases offspring sired by- 4 males [4]. In some (Fig.[JA). We have re-analysed genetic data fronsaxatilis
species of fish and invertebrates, levels of multiple pdtiern populations in the archipelago of west Sweden and found that
are even higher, since the number of males siring a brood reghe first principal component shows a largely linear relatio
ularly reachess — 10 [8-8]. An extreme example of high ship between population genetic variation and size/agkeof t
multiple paternity is the marine sndiittorina saxatiliswith islands/populations, with mainland populations at theed
15 — 23 males siring broods of single femalés$ [9]. In this skerry populations (skerry sizes 10m?2) at the other end,
study we construct a mating model for this species and anaknd island populations (island sizes10°m?) in the middle
yse how multiple paternity affects population geneticatioin ~ (Fig.[IB). This suggests a simple linear stepping-stone model
and structure in a metapopulation. We consider establishedith the mainland population acting as a source for colenisa
populations in equilibrium, but also populations undeabst tion of islands at successively younger age, and at ingrgasi
lishment (during initial colonisation of a previously empt distance from the mainland (FIigC}.
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land spread to distant islands.

I1. DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL
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We construct a stepping-stone colonisation model with > N ~__ -
M M M

the following basic assumptions mimicking hdw saxatilis
colonises the post-glacial archipelago of western Swe@dgn.
Colonisation is frequent and rapid, as rafted fertiliseddées
release a few hundred offspring already in the first germrati

[Iﬂ]' (2) Small skerries are likely to be colonised W'th'r_] a aiilis: mainland (red), islands (green), and skerries (blL&) Pfinci-
few yegrs after gm_ergence, and her_lce all newly _establlsh | components of allozyme population differentiatiotirsaxatilis
populations are limited by the small size of the habitatiltes  (gata from[[12], the presumably selected locugt — 1 is excluded).
ing in census sizes e 10? — 10° [L1]. (3) Colonisation is  Populations are classified as mainlands (red), islandstiyrer sker-
likely to take place in a stepping-stone manner with smallefies (blue). C) Stepping-stone model of a section of the archipelago,
and more distantly related islands being colonised frorr the with the mainland (labelled b§) acting as a source for establishing
closest already colonised islands. For simplicity, we @bers  the island populationsl (to ).

a system consisting of a mainland and of linearly arranged is

lands of equal carrying capacities (substantially smalian
that of the mainland). a neighbouring island, except for empty islands that only re

ceive migrants.
In addition to the above, we assume that the population size
A. Stepping-stone colonisation model on the mainland is much larger than the population size of a
colonised island (unlike other models which assume that all
abitats have the same carrying capacity, see, for example,

from 1 to k, with k being furthest away from the mainland [14])- This allows us to treat the mainland as the only source
(see Fig[IC). We include high values df in our model (such of genetic variation to the !sland populatlons. In our com-
ask = 10) in order to be able to assess saturation effects. ThBUEr simulations (see Sections II-1V'in the electronicpgap
mainland is labelled by. Generations are assumed to be non-Mentary material, ESM) we set the mainland heterozygosity
overlapping. At the generation when the process of colenisa® Unity- This simplifies the simulations, since the dynasnic
tion starts, the mainland is the only populated habitat,taed ©f the mainland does not need to be simulated explicitly.
population heterozygosity on the mainland is stationdmgt(t
is, the mainland population is assumed to be old).

Within our model, an empty island becomes fully colonised
in a single generation after the arrival of one or more founde
females from the nearest neighbouring island. This is moti- In order to study the consequences of multiple paternity for
vated by the very large capacity for population growtH.of —genetic diversity, we introduce a mating model to describe d
saxatilisin a suitable habitat [12]. In our model the founder ferent levels of multiple paternity in mating systems.
females give rise t@N offspring in total, with equal sex ratio, Based on known life-history traits [12], we assume that the
where2N denotes the carrying capacity of an island. Uponduration of the reproductive cycle of females is the same for
establishing a given island population, its populatioesiz-  all females. Each female carries beneath her shell juvenile
mains constant over time. In our model, mating takes placef varying degrees of maturity, and juveniles are released a
before migration, which allows us to trace only the movementin approximately steady rate. We also assume that after a
of females (males also migrate, but since they will not matesuccessful mating, the mated female obtains a sperm package
after migration, they do not contribute to the progeny on theable to fertilise female eggs during its persistence timar O
island they migrated to). Individuals are equally likelynd- observations show that sperm can be stored and used up to
grate to each of their closest neighbours (but the mainladd a a year after mating. The number of eggs fertilised by a sin-
the last island have only a single neighbour, Eig).10n av-  gle sperm package is denoted By,,s, and we assume that
erage,M females migrate per generation from one island tothis number is the same for all sperm packages that a female

FIG. 1: (A) Physical structure of the marine habitatd dforina sax-

In our model, islands are linearly arranged and numbere

B. Mating model



receives during the reproductive cycle. The total number of
sperm packages received by a female during her reproductive
cycle is denoted by.

The probabilityp that two eggs are fertilised by the same
sperm package is = [~! assuming that all sperm packages 07
a female received during her reproductive cycle persist unt ' s=1
the end of the reproductive cycle, that all eggs are feetilis 0.6 +———rrrr— ——rrrm
after all sperm packages have been collected, and that sperm ! 10 100

—1

packages are chosen with replacement to fertilise eggs. P

The scheme presented above models the process of mating
atan individual level. We assume that individuals belong to g 2: Effective population size (for the given number ofiable
well mixed diploid population ofV,, males andV; females,  matesgs, and the probability that two eggs are fertilised by the same
and we takeV,, > 1 and Ny > 1. In our model, a female sperm package) relative toN,, + N¢. The grey region depicts the
encounters < N, different males during her reproductive average number of fathers in four broods ofaxatilis[d]. Parame-
cycle. Havings < N, reflects the limited movement of snails ters: N, = N = 10°.
during the reproductive cycle. To simplify the analysis, we
assume that all males a female encounters are equally likely
to be her mating partner in any of the matings she experiences 1. RESULTS
Moreover, we assume that all females are equally successful
mothers. Within the model described, the effective size of a In Fig.[3A we show the histograms of male family sizes
single local population is given by (see Section | of the ESM) obtained experimentally and in FigB3ve show similar data
collected from females in natural habitats [9]. For bottsset
of data we use computer simulations in order to find the pa-
1+k 1\*! rameters in our model resulting in male family sizes that are
Ne=4 ( Ne + N_m> (1) closest to those empirically observed (the brood sizes anal
ysed in computer simulations correspond to those from the
Here,x is the probability that two offspring having the same empirical data). For data obtained under experimentalieond
mother share a father tions, we vary the probability in the computer simulations,
and for data collected in natural habitats, we vary bo#amd
p. We use ay2-test to quantify the distance between the em-
k=p+(1-p) l . ) piric_al and simula_ted data. The best fits obtained are shown
in Fig.[3A-B by circles, and they correspond to= 1/15
(Fig.[3a), and tos = 20, p = 0 (Fig.[3). In summary, Fig. 13
suggests that our mating model describes empirical data ob-
tained in the experimental setup well, whereas the agreemen

n~asameasure of the degree of .multlpl.e paternity. between the model and the empirical data taken from natural
Our model reduces to the model in [15] in the case a femalgopulations is less good. This is discussed in Se€fion IV.

encounters all males present in the population (upon substi 14 aqdress the question of how multiple paternity affects
tuting the number of matings i [15] by ). If each female  genetic variation and structure in our metapopulation, we
mates with all males in the population and the probabiligtth 5na1yse genetic diversity under the colonisation model de-
two eggs are fertilised by the same sperm package=is0,  scriped in Methods. We analyse separately two phases of pop-
our model reduces to random mating. ulation dynamics on each island: initial colonisation, dmel
We show in Fig[P that the effective population size in- equilibrium state that develops once the colonisation @has
creases as increases. For the parameters set in Elg. 2, thés over. For a given island, we compute the expected het-
maximum value ofN. is equal toNy, + N, which corre-  erozygosity in the generation when the island is colonised
sponds to the effective population size under random matingcolonisation phase), as well as the heterozygosity in g e
The increasing trend oV, saturates at ~ 10 for a given  librium state. The corresponding analytical computatiares
value ofp. In summary, by increasing the degree of multi- described in detail in Sections Il and Il of the ESM. We also
ple paternity, the effective population size becomes laf@e  study the temporal changes of heterozygosity under our mode
found in [16] for a different mating model). by computer simulations. In the following two subsectiores w
We compared the male family sizes (the number of off-present separately the results for the colonisation phade a
spring of a father involved in siring the brood of a given fe- for the equilibrium state.
male) obtained under our model to those obtained under ex-
perimental conditions, as well as in natural populationg W
conducted experiments such tbatirgin females were placed A. Colonisation phase
in separate aquaria, and each was accompaniedswithl 0
males. The sire of each offspring produced during a year was We compute the heterozygosity during colonisation ana-
determined by genotyping 8 microsatellite loci. lytically using a coalescent approach![17]. We represest th
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Since k decreases as the number of available mates a
female increases (keeping the valuepof 1 fixed), we take
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FIG. 3: Histograms of male family sizes within broods of fdesa ~ F!G- 4: Analytically computed heterozygosity during cdkation
Bars in paneh show the empirical data obtained under experimental(A), and in the equilibrium stateB). The lines shown from top to

conditions fors = 10; the data correspond to six broods, two of size Pottom correspond tos = 10, s = 5, s = 3, s = 2, ands = 1.
20, three of sizel9, and one of sizé6. Bars in paneB show results ~R€maining parameters: the mainland heterozygosity isosefity,

taken from @]; the data correspond to four broods of siz&s77, scaled fem_ale migration rafel = 0._(_)5, number of females in gach
71, and53. The width of the bins are chosen so that the expectedPOPulated islandV: = 100, probability that two eggs are fertilised
number of counts in each bin is not smaller tiarThe probability ~ PY the same sperm package= 0.1, number of islandé = 10.
assigned to each bar is proportional to the bar area. Synainols

error bars show the result of the best fit to the experimerdta,d

together with their 95% confidence intervajs:= 1/15 in A, and B. Equilibrium state

p =0, s = 20 in B. We simulatedl0® independent realisations of

the mating process. i i
We show in Section IIl of the ESM how to compute the

heterozygosity in the equilibrium state at distatideom the
mainland using recursion relations (see, for examplé,)[18]
population-size history of the population on islands a se- Note that this derivation does not requiré to be small.
quence of bottlenecks{is the number of colonisation events _ The results are given in Section IIl of the ESM and in
that the population ancestral to that on islanglent through ~ Fig.[4B. As in the colonisation phase, the equilibrium-state
before the island was colonised). Our analytical resulalisly ~heterozygosity decreases as distance from the mainland in-
for small migration rate)M < 1. Under this assumption, creases. Also, by increasing the degree of multiple paterni
colonisation of empty islands occurs rarely, but when itgjoe the heterozygosity at a given island increases (this effett
an island typically receives a single founder female (sae Se urates ak ~ 10, results not shown). In contrast to the strong
tion I of the ESM). The result is given in Eq. (14) of the ESM effect of multiple paternity during colonisation, the effes
and in F|gm We see that the C0|Onisation_phase heterozysubstantia”y smaller in the equilibrium state. We find that
gosity decays as distance from the mainland increases. W#e single-paternity heterozygosity in the equilibriuatetin-
note that the results of our computer simulations (see Rig. 1 creases by0 — 20% for s = 2, and by20 — 50% for s = 10
C in the ESM) agree well with the analytical results for low (Fig.[4B). As in the colonisation phase, the largest increase is
migration rates. For |arge migration ratdg(: 0.5. i.e. observed at the island furthest from the mainland.
0.5 females on average per generation) by contrast, the simu- In addition, we examined the variation in heterozygosity
lations assume somewhat higher values than the theory. Theyer consecutive generations in a particular realisatfaruo
reason for this deviation is that far = 0.5 itis probable that model. We find that the heterozygosity shows strong temporal
more than one founder female comes to an empty island to e§uctuations (Fig[18). Notably, the fluctuations are strongest
tablish the population, and, consequently, will contribwith  furthest from the mainland, with periods of high diversigps
more genetic variation than just one founder female. For natarated by long periods of near or complete fixation. Hence the
ural populations of.. saxatilisit has been estimated that# distribution of heterozygosity at large distance from them
of empty islands receive a migrant each yéal [11]. This estiland is bimodal. The heterozygosity is expected to have a
mate is close to the lower value 8f used in our simulations bimodal distribution in the case of a very small rate of ineom
(M = 0.05). An important result shown in Fig}Mdis that at ~ of new genetic material, as pointed out(in![19] (see Fig. 1 in
any distance from the mainland, multiple paternity resuts [8]).
higher heterozygosity than single paternity. Mating twdesa In what follows, we analyse how the durations of the phases
(s = 2) increases the values of single-paternity heterozygositgf low and high heterozygosity are affected by multiple pate
by 10 — 100% for the parameters used in F[gAdand mat-  nity. Using the results of computer simulations, we compute
ing ten malesq{ = 10) increases the values of single-paternity the average durations of low- and high-heterozygosity ghas
heterozygosity byt 0 — 300% (Fig.[4A). The largest increase at the island furthest from the mainland. We also derive cor-
is observed at the island furthest from the mainland. We alsoesponding analytical results under the assumption that th
note that mating more than aboli males only marginally scaled migration rat&/ is small (see Section IV of the ESM).
increases the heterozygosity (results not shown), as found For islandi = 10 we show in Fig[B the durations of low-
the case of freely mixing populations (see Subse¢iioh |1 B). and high-heterozygosity phases relative to their corneding



5

—_

= N W OO®N®OO

We introduced a mating model which allows for different
levels of multiple paternity in a population. In order to de-
0.6 termine how realistic our mating model is, we compared the

male family sizes of female broods obtained within our mpdel
04 to empirically observed family sizes in populationd.ofax-
atilis from natural habitats and under experimental conditions.
We found that male family size distributions from the exper-
| A 1 V11T a e LN | iR 0 iments, where the true number of mates was known, are in
20000 40000 60000 80000 100000 very good agreement with our mating model. The best-fitting
Time parameters indicate fewer matings than the brood size, sug-
1.5- 151 gesting that some of the eggs are fertilised by sperm pack-
C ages retained between matings. By contrast, the correspond
ing empirical distribution in natural populations is begtefil
by assuming an unlimited number of matings (i.e. no sperm
retention). This is consistent with the high density of Enai
observed in the wild. However, the empirical distribution
shows an excess of males with a single progeny compared to
the mating model with the best-fitting parameters. This dis-
0-91 ? 545678610 | 2545678610 crepancy could be explained by post-zygotic se_lechon,rwhe
Number of mates. s Number of mates. s sperm from several males compete, resulting in uneven suc-
’ ’ cess among males. However, this effect should also be gresen
in the experiments, but we did not find any evidence of it in
FIG. 5. (A) Heterozygosity as a function of the distance from theth,e dqtq. Appther pos§|b|I|ty is that th,'s patte_rn is duedn-v
mainland and of time (single realisation of the model dést).  ation in individual snails movements in the wild, where some
Mainland is not shown. The data correspond @3 generations af- ~ Shails might move around more extensively and mate with a
ter the initial 7 - 10° generations. The number of available matesnew partner each time while others stay within a small area
is s = 10. (B) Durations of low-and high-heterozygosity phases and mostly re-mate with individuals in the close surrougdin
(blue, and red) relative to their corresponding valuessfes 1. C  This variation in mating behavior cannot happen in the exper
Equilibrium-state heterozygosity (black) relative todtsresponding  iments where the snails are confined to each other.

lue fors = 1. R ini t i .4 _ . . .
vaue fors emaining parameters are as in E1g Within our mating model, by increasing the degree of mul-
tiple paternity, the effective population size increases thus

the heterozygosity increases. However, since mating is con

v?luest for_? smg?le mattﬁ; (g Dlt' Flg.fﬂ;ﬁ srr]\_ovr\]/shthtat ml.“t" sidered to be costly [9], it is not clear whether or not mating
ple paternity prolongs the duration of the high-heterozyyo multiple males is an evolutionary strategy to increase tte h

phase, and decreases the duration of the Iow—heterozygosiérozygosity_ Recall that we estimated that in natural papul

p_hase. For example_, the high-_heterozygosity phase for tht?ons ofL. saxatilisthe probability that two eggs are fertilised
highest level of multiple paternity shows (= 10) is pro-

. i by the same sperm package is likely to be very small. Un-
Ionged by around0% compared to its \_/aIue undgr single pa- der our model, this probability is equal to zero if each sperm
ternity (s = 1). The Iow—heterozygosny phase is Shc_’rtenedpackage fertilises one egg, or if the actual number of sperm
by only around10% fOT.S = 10 (Fig.[38). For comparison, packages a female receives during her reproductive cycle is
.F'g'ﬂ: shows Fhe eqU|I|br|um-s'gate heterozygosity relative tovery large. If the latter applies, we find that it is unlikely
Its c.orrespon.dmg value.for a single mate < 1). In €ON" " that the heterozygosity increase is the main reason for the
clusion, multiple paternity promotes heterozygosity bg-pr

lonaing the durati f ks of variation that h thet extreme multiple paternity in this species. As earlier sug-
(;)igtga:z?islzfndl;ra lon of peaks of variation that reach the mOSgested, it seems likely that the cost of rejecting an interee

is higher than the cost of accepting it, and a consequence of
convenience polyandry//[9]. Nevertheless, the conseqsence
of multiple paternity for heterozygosity in relatively shend

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS semi-isolated populations are substantial. This is suriser

in the following.

In this study we analysed the effect of multiple paternity At a given distance from the mainland, populations with
on genetic diversity over spatial and temporal scales in &igh degree of multiple paternity establish higher hetgroz
metapopulation. We quantified the effect of multiple pater-gosity than populations with low degree of multiple patgrni
nity during the colonisation of semi-isolated populatiamsl ~ While this effect is substantial during colonisation, ini®d-
in the equilibrium state developed after the colonisativage.  est in the equilibrium state. This is explained in the folilogy
Our conclusions given below can be generalised to a metapoppon the arrival of founder females to an empty island, the
ulation of patches that are partly isolated from each ofber, carrying capacity of anisland is reached within a singlesgen
example, by sandy beaches, harbors or other types of léss suation. Therefore, such a newly established populatiorivese
able habitats. genetic material of most males that the founder females were
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inseminated by. By contrast, in the equilibrium state, atim  rate of successful colonisation in natural habitats is Enal
ers present in an island contribute to the populationin theé n  than the rate of migration. For example, if an immigrant fe-
generation, and hence the impact of immigrant females to thmale carries a small number of progeny, her progeny alone
next generation is rather small. From this reasoning, we finagnay not be enough to colonise an empty island success-
that it is possible that the effect of multiple paternity ageet-  fully. By allowing for the rate of successful colonisatiantie
erozygosity during colonisation might decrease if the dhow smaller than the rate of migration in the colonisation mpdel
rate of the island populations up to the carrying capacitsewe the equilibrium-state values of heterozygosity remaire¢t
less than infinite (as assumed in our model). those obtained under the assumption that the colonisatidn a
The heterozygosity at distances far from the mainland flucmigration rates are the same (as in our model). The values of
tuates significantly. Long periods of almost complete Idss oheterozygosity during colonisation, by contrast, are etque
genetic variation are interrupted by bursts of high hetgroz to differ from those found here.
gosity, and this effect is boosted by multiple paternity.eTh  In summary, this study can be used to quantify the gene
durations of high- and low-heterozygosity phases couldbe aflow between partly isolated natural populations usinglialle
important survival factor in natural populations. For exam frequencies at a number of neutral loci. Since our resutiesh
ple, the low-heterozygosity phase could be disadvantagjéou that the heterozygosity exhibits extreme fluctuations ipypo
a malignant disease appears in the population, assumihg thiations founded through repeated founder events, we ragse t
only a particular mutation (not present in the population, o question of whether similar fluctuations can be observed at
being rare) can survive the disease. any given time at neutral loci sampled genome-wide. In order
The wave-like nature of the spread of new alleles from theo answer this and related questions, the effect of recombi-
mainland population is also seen in the correlation of genet nation needs to be analysed. Since island populations in our
diversity at neighbouring islands. We find that the coriefat model experience at least one severe bottleneck, we expect
between heterozygosities at a pair of nearest-neighbpisin that the degree of linkage disequilibrium in the colonizati
lands increases as distance from the mainland increases (qghase is constant over a range of genetic distances, as shown
sults not shown). These results suggest intermittent$ofst in [2d]. However, how multiple paternity affects linkageseli
genetic diversity in remote islands, an effect which becemequilibrium during colonisation and in equilibrium is yet @
stronger as the degree of multiple paternity increases. understood. It would also be interesting to analyse howcsele
The conclusions given above are confirmed by our comtion combined with recombination affects genetic diverait
puter simulations. In order to minimise computing time dur-a metapopulation. Such results would provide an advance in
ing simulations, we assumed that the mainland heteroztygosithe endeavor of identifying genes under selection, and-espe
is equal to unity, which guarantees that whenever a migrantially, the genes underlying speciationl[21-23].
from the mainland comes to the first island, it carries geneti  AcknowledgementsWe gratefully acknowledge financial
material that previously existed neither on the mainlancbmo  support by Vetenskapsradet, by the Goran Gustafsson-Foun
any of islands (and thus the population dynamics on the maindation for Research in Natural Sciences and Medicine, and
land does not need to be simulated explicitly). However, weby the platform “Centre for Theoretical Biology” at the Uni-
emphasise that the conclusions given above qualitatively dversity of Gothenburg. Further support was given from the
not depend on the value of heterozygosity on the mainland. Linnaeus Centre for Marine Evolutionary Biology (CeMEB,
We note that, unlike in our model, it is possible that thewww.cemeb.science.gu.se).
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I. EFFECTIVE POPULATION SIZE UNDER MULTIPLE PATERNITY

In this section we compute the effective population sizeanride mating model introduced in Section I of the main t&¥e
assume that a population is diploid, isolated, well-mixed #hat it consists oiV; females, andV,, males. We assum&; > 1
and N, > 1. Note that in a diploid population with effective populatisize N, > 1, the population homozygosity, in
generatiorr is given by:

1 1
FroyetU-oy

)XT . 1)

Heree, is the inbreeding coefficient which stands for the probghiliat two alleles within a single randomly chosen indivatlu
are identical at time-. The second termy, is the coancestry, that is the probability that two alleampled in generation
from two different randomly chosen individuals are ideaticln what follows, we computé’, under our mating model, and
thereafter we use Ed.(1) to determine the correspondiegtdfé population size. We assume that mutation rate pezrgéan
per allele is < 1, and we employ the infinite-alleles model [1]. Our calculas are based on the approach useflin [2].

Under the assumption that all females are equally sucdeassfuoducing offspring, it follows that the probability fawo
offspring to come from the same femal&, is equal toP; = Nf‘l. Let x be the probability that two offspring coming from the
same mother also share a father. The probability that twgpdffg come from the same male,,, is thus:

1
Py =PFPr+(1- Pf)N— : 2

m

whereN ! is the probability that two offspring having different metis stem from the same father. The probabitityas two
contributions: the probability that two offspring comerfidhe same sperm package,and the probability that two offspring
do not come from the same sperm package but they come fronatth@ges coming from the same mdle p)/s. Here, we
assume that sperm packages are chosen with replacemeriiligefeggs. It follows that is given by

1
H:p+(1_p)g7 (3)
wherep is
((5)
p— . (@)
("5)

As mentioned in Section 1l of the main text, we take' as a measure of the degree of multiple paternity. The casegits
paternity corresponds to= 1.
Using the expressions fdt,, and P;, we compute ., andy. recursively. Under our model we find
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€r = (1 - N)QXT—I ) (5)
o= (1 —m?{}Nf [”%(1 k) + (3 m)xf_l}

1 1\ [14+6 1 1
i %) [W*(”“M)XHH' ©

After rearranging the terms in EqB] (£)-(6), and by keepinly the leading-order terms, we obtain:

€r = (1 - 2M)XT—1 ) (7)
1 /1+k 1 1 /1+k 1
Xr—g( 7 +Nrn)+§( 7 +N—m>67——1
2 /1+k 1
1—- — 1 — 2UXr—1 - 8
+ S(Nf+Nm>‘|Xl X r—1 (8)

Using Egs.[(7)iB) we find the standard expression for thdibum-state homozygosity

1

- (©)

where, as usua#, = 4N, is the scaled mutation rate. The effective population aizés given by

1+x 1\ !
Ne—4(Nf +N—m) . (10)

In the caseV,, = N; = N (as assumed for island populations in our colonisation M)pEg. (10) becomes:

AN

N, = .
2+ kK

(11)

Upon settings = 0, Eq. [I1) reduces td/, = 2N, that is the effective population size becomes equal to¢nsws population
size. This is the maximum value that, can acquire in an isolated population of census 8ize+ N;.

Il. HETEROZYGOSITY IN THE COLONISATION PHASE

In this section we compute the population heterozygosithécolonisation phase. As mentioned in Section Il in thenmai
text, it is assumed that only the mainland is populatedaityti and that its population size is constant in time. Meeowe
assume that the mainland population exists for long timeredahe start of colonisation (which occurs at generatien0). We

denote the colonisation-phase heterozygosity on the anxir‘d)yHéo).

In order to find an expression for the heterozygosity of idlain the generation when it is colonisef,”, we use the
coalescent approach. Recall that a populated island isresbto consist ofV males andV females (V is large), and it is
assumed that this population size is much smaller than thtteomainland. Moreover, in the following we assume that the
migration rate) is small, M < 1. The average time between two successive founder evertitedddng, and typically one
founder female arrives at an empty island (the probabiligt two females come simultaneously is of ordé#, and it is
negligible forM < 1). Under this assumption, the ancestral population sizh@hewly established population at islanchn
be represented by a sequence bbttlenecks, such that each bottleneck lasts for one gemeaince the founder female gives
rise to2N offspring), and the time between two successive bottlemeckn averagd/ —! generations long. Upon expressing
the generation index by ¢ such thatr = [2tN, ]|, whereN, is given by Eq.[(I1), the waiting time between two successive
founder events is approximately exponentially distributgth mean



(2MN,)~ ' . (12)

In order to compute the heterozygosity, we note that in owtehdhe mainland acts as the only source of genetic vanialibis
allows us to argue the following. First, if the MRCA of twoellks sampled randomly from the newly established populatio
islandi was born on islang < ¢ (j # 0), the two alleles sampled are identical. Second, if the MR& born on the mainland,

the two alleles are expected to be identical with probeycﬂﬂio) =1— H. Therefore, in order to compuféc(i), it suffices to
determine the probability that the MRCA of two lines samplienin the newly established population at islangtem from an
allele that was born on the mainlan®@(0|:).

The probabilityP(0[i) has two contributions. The first contribution is the proligbihat the MRCA of two alleles sampled
atislandi is not found during a bottleneck. We find this to be equal to%(l + k). The second contribution is the probability
that the MRCA of two alleles is not found between two suceeskottlenecks. This term is equal2d/ N, (2M N, + 1)1, It
follows thatP(0|i) is given by

.mmnz(l—%u+noi(iﬂﬂﬂ—)F1. (13)

2M N, +1

Therefore, the colonisation-phase heterozygosity atdslés:

HY = P0i)H . (14)

Note that for the case described here, the population sizersg betweed N (N males andV females during the waiting time
before the colonisation of the next island) and unity (orseminated mother during a bottleneck). Therefore, theaiitiby «
does not enter Eq_(1.4) only through the expressionMgreq. [11).

The heterozygosity in the colonisation phase for diffeqgatameters of our model is shown in HigA-C. The analytical
result, Eq.[(TH), is shown as solid lines, and the resultsuofcomputer simulations are shown as symbols (the solig line
Fig.[IB correspond to the solid lines in FigAdn the main text). We see that the agreement betweerl Hq. (it4ha results of
computer simulations is good far = 0.05, whereas foi\/ = 0.5, Eq. [I4) underestimates the results of computer simulatio
This is discussed in Section Il in the main text.

I11. HETEROZYGOSITY IN THE EQUILIBRIUM STATE

In this section, the equilibrium state within the model @utuced in Section Il in the main text is analysed. Expression
the equilibrium-state heterozygosity at distanee 1, . . ., k from the mainland are derived under the assumption thaglahids
are populated (that is, the coIomsatlon phase is over) idaudsed in Sectidn | of this supplementary material, thegieding

coefficient in generation at islandi, ¢ and the coancestry(” contribute to the homozygosni% at islandi in generation
7. The coancestry between islandsandj is equal to the inter-island homozygosity, and for this oaseuse the notation
X = G £ ).

As mentioned in Section Il of this supplementary materi@ agsume that the mainland is the only source of genetidiaria
All habitats are assumed to have equal numbers of males aradds. The population size on the islands 1, . . ., k is assumed
to be large (and equal V), but much smaller than that of the mainland. As before, #iternozygosity on the mainland in
generationr = 0 is denoted bﬁc(o)

According to the spatial model introduced in Section Il af thain text, the female-migration rate per island per geitera
is 2M forislandsi = 1,...,k — 1, whereas for the mainland and for the island furthest froenrttainland it is equal td/.
Since the population size on the mainland is much largertthaof a populated island, the process of migration doeafifiexdtt

genetic variation on the mainland. Therefore, we hHﬁg) = H§°). For the island populations, we consider separately the
inter-island and the intra-island homozygosity. First,tveat sampling from two distinct islandsz# j. Second, we consider
the case of sampling within a single islane- 1,. .., k. Our calculations given below are based on the approachogegbin

(3.

The inter-island homozygosnly(”) fori =0,0 < j < k satisfies the following recursion:

F‘SS:{) = (1 —-m+ 5j7k%)F7EO’j) + m

= (PO 4 (1= ) PO ) (15)
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FIG. 1: Heterozygosity in the colonisation phage), and in the equilibrium statdd¢F). The results corresponding to Elq.}14) are shown as
solid lines, and the results of computer simulations arevehas symbols. The number of available mates s 1 (blue),s = 2 (red),s = 3
(green),s = 5 (magenta), and = 10 (black). Averages are over = 10? independent realisations of the process of colonisaticenuygty
islands inA, that is overr = 2 - 10* realizations irB, andC. In panelD, averaging is done over= 1.5 - 107 generations (the initiat = 10”
generations being discarded), and over three indepeneialigations of our model. In panE| averages are over= 4 - 10" generations (the
initial 7 = 5.5 - 107 generations being discarded) and over four independetisatians of our model. In pandl, averaging is done over

T = 5-107 generations (the initiat = 5 - 10° generations being discarded) and over five independerisatiahs of our model. Remaining
parameters used: mainland heterozygo#lty’ = 1, number of island& = 10.

Herem = 2M /N < 1 is the migration rate per island per female per generatiothg gy, is equal to unity when = £, and it
is zero otherwise. The inter-island homozygosity(ot i < k,0 < j < k, i # j, obeys:

F) =1 -m) [(1 —m)E5D) iy (65521 + 6511)

+ = (1—6ij-1) (F_Si,j—l) + F_Igi-i-l,j))

MIS SE

(1= 8i41) (FL7HD 4+ FO1D) | 4 O(m?) . (16)

Lastly, wheni = k, 0 < j < k, we find

P~ (1= )0 P
+ % % ( FFID(1 = 8 521) + X706, 5 1)
N % % ( FE( 1_5ka+1)+5ka+1><“+1))
" %1— ( FE=10)(1 = ) 541) + x&1 '>5k,j+1)+0(m2). 17)



The inbreeding coefficient of the population on isldné i < £ satisfies:

7 4 m i— m i
el = (1 —m)x{) + EX(T R §X(T+1) ; (18)
and the coancestry is given by:
(@) (@)
G) 9 1 1+er 1=k 4 X7
=(1- 1 - AT
XTJrl ( m) N(l _ m) < ) ( + ’%) + 4 Xr + 2
1 3 1+e? 1
=m0 gy <1X9+ v 0§
+m(1—m) (PO 4 FOD) 4 0(m?) | (19)

For the island furthest from the mainland k), we have:

W) _ (1M 0 T (k-1
6‘rJrl (1 2 ) XT + 2 XT 9 (20)
(k) (k)
(k) _m2 1 1+ er 11—k (k) Xt
) (k)
m 1 3 1+ 1y
1 2 1— 2 (k) - —
+m(l— %)Fj“‘*” +O0(m?) . (21)

In what follows we keep only the leading order terms in EQS)<®1). Moreover, we use the scaled timavherer = |2N,t],
and N, is the effective population size of an island populationemalir mating model (see E€.{11)). In these units of time, we
denote the homozygosity at timat island: by F(9) ().
We finish this section by giving differential equations (witnly the leading order terms) for the mainland-island hoygos-
ity, then for the inter-island homozygosity and, lastly;, flee intra-island homozygosity.
For the mainland-island homozygosity we find:

0=— 8FO)(t) + M, (F<0=i+1>(t) + PO ) — 2F<0=i>(t)) . (22)

Here,M, = 2M N, /N, and it is assumed that< k. Fori = k, we have:

0= —8,FOR(t) + M, (F(O"k’l)(t) — FOR (t)) . (23)

For the inter-island homozygosity between islandsdj, where0 < i < k,0 < j < k, j # i, we find:

0=—0,F"I)(t) + My (1—6; 1) (F(’V”l) (t) + FU-19) (t))
+ Mobiy (F<i*1> (t) + F=D (t)) + Mo (1= 6ip1,) (F(W'*l) (t) + FU+LD) (t))
+ Mobiso (F@) (t) + F<i+1>(t)) —AMFED (1) (24)

Fori =k,0 < j < k, we obtain:



0= —0,F*9)(t) + M, (F(’“_l’j)(t) - 2F(k’-7)(t)) . (25)

Finally, for the homozygosity at distanfe< i < k from the mainland we find:

0= (=8, — 1) FO(t) + 2M, (F<i+1ﬂ’> (t) + FO=LI () — FO (t)) +1, (26)

For the island furthest from the mainlarid: k, the corresponding expression is:

0= (=0 — 1) FO(t) + M (FEFD (1) —2P® (1)) + 1. 27)

By setting in Egs.[(22)(27) the terms involving the time idative to zero, one finds the expressions for the equilifariu
state homozygosity of the system. The equilibrium-stateroeygosity is obtained upon subtracting the equilibristate
homozygosity from unity. Upon setting(?) = 1, the results shown in FifID:-F are obtained. We note that the lines in . 1
correspond to the lines shown in Fid3 4 the main text.

IV. DURATIONS OF LOW- AND HIGH-HETEROZYGOSITY PHASES

A scheme for computing the durations of low- and high-hetgegosity phases is shown in FigA2 As indicated in this
figure, we consider values of the heterozygosity smallan thato be low, and values of the heterozygosity larger thanto
be high. The maximum value for the low phasel] is chosen because a locus is commonly considered monorad pine
heterozygosity at this locus is 0.1 (see[[4]). The minimum value for the high phaset] is chosen since the typical maximum
value that the heterozygosity has at the island furthest fiftte mainland is> 0.5 for the parameters chosen in HigA 2Note
that the maximum value of the heterozygosity at a locus witly d allelic types is equal t0.5.

The method used to record the times of transitions betweendad high-heterozygosity phases in computer simulati®ns
explained next. Say the heterozygosity is in the high phasena - = 0. We record first the nearest point in time when the
heterozygosity becomes less thah. Say this occurs in generation. Second, we search for the last generation befgiia
which the heterozygosity has a value larger than or equal (the middle point betweed.1 and0.4). Say this happens in
generationr; < 79. We taker; to be the time of transition from the high- to the low-hete/@asity phase. The transitions
from the low to the high phase are recorded using a similagrseh The durations of the high- and low-heterozygosity @has
Thigh andTiy, relative to their corresponding values for= 1, computed as explained above, are shown as symbols infgjg. 2
D, andF. For comparison, we show in FigC2 E, andG the corresponding equilibrium-state heterozygositiéstike to their
values fors = 1.

Next, we briefly explain how to estimai&,..,, and7i;., analytically. The heterozygosity can switch from the lovitie high
phase if new genetic material comes to the population, atidsfmaterial is not lost due to random genetic drift. Retfzlk,
in our model, migration is the only process bringing new giemaaterial to islands. However, some migrations bringegien
material that already exists in a given island populatiari (tte that wher () = 1, then the first island receives new genetic
material with each migration). Yet, it is possible to estienthe effective successful migration rate per allele peregation,
méz), at a given distance from the mainland using the analytical results derived Far équilibrium-state heterozygosity at
islandi, namelyH (V). Here, the term ‘successful’ implies that migrants bring/menetic material to the population. Note that

under the assumption that a new allelic type is introducéldeégopulation at distangdrom the mainland at rate.” per allele
per generation, the equilibrium-state heterozygositpisjguted as

4m&P N,

g — e e
14+ 4mN,

(28)

where2m£i)Ne is the total number of new allelic types introduced in theydapon per generation (this expression is analogous

to the usual expression for the heterozygosity which ineslthe scaled mutation rate, see [Eg. (9)). In the Dag)dvc < 1,

it follows that typically every(2m‘(f)Ne)—1 generations, one mother comes to an island carrying a nele.alFurthermore, it
is known [5] that a large haploid population with effectiiees2 N, spends on averag®y' N, generations in the state with this
allele having the frequendy, before fixation occurs. It follows that the typical waitinme for such a successful establishment

of new genetic material at islarids equal to(4m‘(f))‘1. This estimate agrees well with the results of our compurteukations



(results not shown).

We now explain how to estimate the average duration of thie-hiterozygosity phaséii.n. In the case of rare income of
new allelic types to island m‘(f)Ne < 1, the island population at a given locus typically has at maateles. ThusZi;gn can
be approximated by the time that a locus with two alleles inry\-Fisher population o, diploid individuals needs to reach
fixation. Note that under the conditicmél)]\fC < 1, fixation occurs typically much before new genetic mateaiaives to the
population. The number of generations until fixation in dafhpopulation at a locus with two alleles,ss, is [4]

Toss (@) & —4Ne[aIn(a) 4+ (1 — o) In(1 — )] . (29)

Herea is the initial frequency of a given allelic type. For a givesiwe of the number of available mateswe computeli,;gn,
upon integrating Eq[(29) from = 0.1 to o = 0.9. The integral boundaries correspond to the value of heygasity ~ 0.2,
which is close to the value @f25 in the method used for determining the transition time betwthe low and the high phase.
We note that Eq[{29) results in underestimated time of fixeti the rate of income of new genetic material is not too $mal
This is confirmed by the results shown in Hi®,D, andF. Note that the solid lines in Figl®2 andC correspond to the lines in
Fig. 5B, andC (respectively) in the main text.
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FIG. 2: (A) lllustration of the method used to determine the duratibiow- and high-heterozygosity phases. The heterozygesityesented

in terms of the low and high phases is shown by the magentaTihe black line depicts the result of computer simulatiohe Bata shown
correspond to those in FigASin the main text, for island0. (B), (D), and E) Durations of low- and high heterozygosity phases reldtive
their corresponding values fer= 1 (blue and red, respectively)C}, (E), and G) Equilibrium-state heterozygosity at islamd relative to its
corresponding value for = 1. The results of computer simulations are shown as symhuadstte analytical results are shown as solid lines.
The parameters iB, andC correspond to those in FigDL The parameters iD, andE correspond to those in FigEL The parameters iR,
andG correspond to those in FigF1
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