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Abstract. Simultaneous deterministic dynamics of multiple populations described by a large set
of ODE’s is considered in the phase space of population sizes and ODE’s parameters. The problem
is formulated as a multidimensional phase-space conservation law and is solved explicitly for non-
interacting multi-population models. Solutions for populations competing for a limited resource
and populations with migration are obtained by simple iterative methods. The proposed approach
also allows considering phase-space interaction between populations, which is intractable by other
methods.

1. Introduction. Certain natural objects and phenomena can be best described
as a large number of simultaneously developing populations. For example, forests
consist of plants that in turn consist of many cells. Also cells themselves contain
significant populations of mitochondria – small organelles capable of multiplying on
their own. Thus, considering the mitochondria of a single cell to be the elementary
population, one can view the cells of a plant as a population of populations, or a
multi-population. Alternatively, viewing a single plant as an elementary population
of cells, a field of plants is a population of populations, etc. (see, e.g., [1, 2]).

Although, classical population dynamics is a very well developed subject [3, 4], its
main concern is the growth of a single or at most of a few populations simultaneously.
The question of dynamics of dispersing populations has led to the development of the
metapopulation theory [5, 6] that treats populations with spatially disjoint habitats as
a single metapopulation, and reduces the mathematical description to a single ODE.
Sometimes it is also advantageous to consider the space-time dynamics of all members
of all populations simultaneously, perhaps, subdividing them in a few species as well.
This leads to spatially-resolved PDE models, such as the Fischer equation [7], that
have produced many valuable insights over the years [8].

Studying multiple populations with large systems of ODE’s or spatially-resolved
PDE’s does not always provide explicit answers to the pertaining questions. For
example, in agriculture and ecology, where the growth of an individual plant or species
is typically described by a logistic or a reaction-type ODE, the actual question of
interest is the histogram of plant or population sizes [9, 10, 11, 12]. Predicting the
time-evolution of such a histogram is not a trivial problem, since not only the initial
conditions but also the various parameters of the ODE may differ from plant to plant.
Another complication arises if populations interact in some way, e.g., there may be
a competition for a limited resource or migration of individuals from one population
to another. Populations may also interact on a more esoteric level, e.g., their growth
rates may depend on the distribution over the phase space.

Histograms or their continuous analogue – phase-space distributions – are typi-
cally associated with random variables and stochastic processes and are less common
in deterministic setting. Nevertheless, since deterministic dynamics is often consid-
ered in the phase space on the level of trajectories (phase-space curves), e.g., the
predator-prey system [8], an extension of these ideas to distributions over the phase
space should not be too difficult.

To predict the time evolution of the multi-population distribution function we
employ an n-dimensional phase-space conservation law, where the mathematical form
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of the phase-space current is determined by the dynamic equations (coupled or un-
coupled ODE’s) of individual populations. This approach has been inspired by the
Lifshitz-Slyozov-Wagner method from materials science [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. Con-
ceptually it may be viewed as a version of the Fokker-Planck equation tuned, in our
case, to the specific needs of the multi-population dynamics. The present approach is
also similar in spirit to the Liouville equation of Hamiltonian mechanics, except that
the population dynamics is not necessarily Hamiltonian.

To illustrate the benefits and limitations of the proposed framework we investigate
a range of population models relevant to plant biology and migration studies. We
focus on problems that have either completely explicit solutions or can be solved
with a simple iterative algorithm. In the subsequent sections we consider populations
with unlimited (exponential) growth, populations whose growth is limited by the
carrying capacity of the medium (logistic equation), populations competing for a single
limited resource (e.g. oxygen, food, etc.), populations with migrating members, and
populations whose rate of growth depends on the distribution function. Whenever
possible we include both the population size and the parameters of ODE’s in a single
multidimensional distribution evolving in time.

2. Populations with unlimited growth. Let a very large number of popula-
tions be growing in accordance with the following equations:

dni
dt

= αini, ni(0) > 0, i = 1, 2, . . . P, (2.1)

where αi > 0 are the growth constants. The variable ni will be referred to as the
size of the i-th population, but, in practice, it may denote many different things. For
example, it can be the length, volume, or the biomass of a plant. It can also be a
continuous approximation of the number of animals within a habitat, or the number
of cells in a plant, or the number of mitochondria in a cell. The units of time are also
completely arbitrary here.

Instead of solving all these ODE’s we consider the time evolution of the distribu-
tion function u(n, α, t), whose integral over the size variable n and the growth constant
variable α represents the total number of populations, which is conserved:

∞∫
0

∞∫
0

u(n, α, t) dn dα = P. (2.2)

Integrating the distribution over α only,

∞∫
0

u(n, α, t) dα = ρ(n, t), (2.3)

one obtains a continuous approximation of the distribution of populations over their
sizes at time t. The total size N(t) of all populations at time t can be obtained as:

N(t) =

∞∫
0

nρ(n, t) dn. (2.4)

We assume that the sufficiently smooth continuous approximation of the ini-
tial distribution u(n, α, 0) = u0(n, α) is given. The latter is interpreted as a two-
dimensional distribution of populations over their initial sizes n0 and their growth
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Fig. 2.1. Time evolution of u(n, α, t) according to (2.8). Top row – snapshots at t = 0.0, 0.015,
and 0.03; Bottom row – corresponding numerically integrated ρ(n, t) showing the distribution of
populations over their sizes (the horizontal, n-axis, of these plots is shared with the images above).

constants α. Since the dynamics of all populations is purely deterministic, the func-
tions u0 and u are not probability density functions. However, upon suitable normal-
ization, they can be interpreted as such for a randomly selected population.

The dynamics of populations causes the distribution function u to change in time.
To account for these changes we introduce a phase-space current with the density J.
As a consequence of the conservation law (2.2) the distribution function u obeys the
phase-space continuity equation:

∂u

∂t
+∇ · J = 0, (2.5)

where the vector J, in general, has as many components as there are phase-space
variables, i.e. two in the present case:

J = 〈uvn, uvα〉. (2.6)

The corresponding ‘velocities’ are deduced from the dynamic equation (2.1), i.e., in
the present case: vn = n′ = αn and vα = α′ = 0. Since J has only one nonzero
component, the continuity equation (2.5) reduces to the following Cauchy problem:

∂u

∂t
+ αn

∂u

∂n
+ αu = 0, u(n, α, 0) = u0(n, α). (2.7)

The solution of this problem, obtained with the method of characteristics, is

u(n, α, t) = e−αtu0(ne−αt, α). (2.8)

An example of the time evolution of u(n, α, t) is shown in Fig. 2.1, where the initial
distribution u0(n, α) is a Gaussian centered at nc = 15 and αc = 20, which was set
to zero for α, n < 0 (see the top-left image). The size distributions of populations
ρ(n, t) (bottom row of Fig. 2.1) were obtained by numerical integration over α and
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demonstrate a progressively fattening tail due to the rapidly growing populations
corresponding to the upper part of u(n, α, t), i.e., larger growth rate constants α.
An interesting feature in the evolution of u(n, α, t) that becomes more pronounced
at larger t’s, is the gradual downwards shift of the maximum of u(n, α, t) with time.
This is due to the fact that the populations with smaller α’s tend to grow more evenly
(synchronously) even if their initial n’s are different, whereas, populations with larger
α’s and slightly different initial n’s rapidly grow apart.

3. Populations with logistic growth. Let the dynamics of populations be
governed by the logistic equations

dni
dt

= γini(ki − ni), ni(0) > 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , (3.1)

where γi ≥ 0 is a rate constant, and ki > 0 is a constant determining the maxi-
mum sustainable population. The distribution function u(n, γ, k, t) over the three-
dimensional (n, γ, k) phase space satisfies the following Cauchy problem:

∂u

∂t
+ γn(k − n)

∂u

∂n
+ γ(k − 2n)u = 0, u(n, γ, k, 0) = u0(n, γ, k). (3.2)

Here too the solution can be obtained with the method of characteristics. Since it is
more involved than in the previous case, we shall provide the intermediate steps. The
characteristic equations of (3.2) are

dt

ds
= 1,

dn

ds
= γn(k − n),

du

ds
= −γ(k − 2n)u. (3.3)

This leads to the following relations:

C0 =
n

|k − n|
e−γkt, u =

C1

n|k − n|
. (3.4)

We shall restrict ourselves to the segment 0 ≤ n < k, so that |k − n| = k − n. The
general form of the solution to (3.2) in this case is

u =
f(p)

n(k − n)
, p =

n

k − n
e−γkt. (3.5)

The function f(p) should be chosen in such a way that the initial condition is satisfied.
To this end we introduce two smooth functions of p that at t = 0 behave as follows:

kp

p+ 1

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= n,
k2p

(p+ 1)2

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= n(k − n). (3.6)

The initial condition from (3.2) is satisfied if these functions are used as

k2p

n(k − n)(p+ 1)2
u0

(
kp

p+ 1
, γ, k

)∣∣∣∣
t=0

= u0(n, γ, k). (3.7)

Thus, the solution of the Cauchy problem (3.2) on the strip 0 ≤ n < k is

u(n, γ, k, t) =
k2e−γkt

(ne−γkt + k − n)
2 u0

(
kne−γkt

ne−γkt + k − n
, γ, k

)
, (3.8)
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Fig. 3.1. Time evolution of u(n, γ, k, t) according to (3.8) with fixed k = 80. Top row –
snapshots at t = 0.0, 0.001, and 0.002; Bottom row – corresponding numerically integrated ρ(n, t)
showing the distribution of populations over their sizes.

and for n = k, we obviously have u(k, γ, k, t) = u0(k, γ, k).

An example of the time evolution of u(n, γ, k, t) for a fixed k = 80 is shown in
Fig. 3.1, where the initial distribution u0(n, γ, 80) (top left) is the same Gaussian as
in the example of Fig. 2.1. As t grows the corresponding size distributions ρ(n, t)
(bottom row) tend to a distribution localized at the right boundary n = k. This time
the maximum of the distribution u(n, γ, k, t) shifts upwards (eventually), meaning
that for larger t’s the populations with larger growth rates γ will dominate, as they
will rapidly accumulate around the maximum attainable size.

4. Populations competing for a resource. Consider populations competing
for a limited resource c that controls their growth rate. This control substance is
absorbed equally well by all members of all populations. In response, the populations
grow. However, we assume that the growth of a population slows down and eventually
stops if the supply of c drops to some minimal value cmin, which is here taken to be
zero for simplicity. The following coupled system of equations describes this situation:

dc

dt
= −γ

∑
i

ni, c(0) = c0, γ > 0,

dni
dt

= βinic, ni(0), βi > 0, i = 1, 2, . . .

(4.1)

Integrating the first equation and substituting the result in the second equation we
arrive at:

dni
dt

= βini

c0 − γ t∫
0

∑
j

nj(t
′) dt′

 , i = 1, 2, . . . (4.2)
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The sum inside these equations is the total size N(t) of all populations at time t,
which in terms of the distribution function u(n, β, t) can be written as

∑
i

ni(t) = N(t) =

∞∫
0

∞∫
0

nu(n, β, t) dn dβ. (4.3)

Thus, the phase-space dynamics of the distribution function will be governed by a
weakly nonlinear equation:

∂u

∂t
+ βcn

∂u

∂n
+ βcu = 0, u(n, β, 0) = u0(n, β), (4.4)

where

c(t) = c0 − γ
t∫

0

N(t′) dt′. (4.5)

The questions of existence and uniqueness of the solutions for this and similar equa-
tions appearing below are treated in [17, 18].

As expected, the equation (4.4) confirms that the distribution u stops changing in
time (becomes stationary) when the supply c is exhausted. Although, this behaviour
is asymptotic for t → ∞, one may expect that the changes in u are negligible for all
t > T for some sufficiently large T .

Let us focus on finding the solution u of the linear Cauchy problem (4.4) for a
given function c(t). Exploiting the direct analogy with (2.8) the solution of (4.4) is
found to be

u(n, β, t) = e−βξ(t)u0(ne−βξ(t), β), (4.6)

where

ξ(t) =

∫ t

0

c(τ) dτ. (4.7)

Equation (4.6) is an implicit solution of the original problem, since ξ(t) depends on
u via (4.3), (4.5), and (4.7).

Let uk(n, β) = u(n, β, tk), Nk = N(tk), ck = c(tk), ξk = ξ(tk), and tk+1 = tk+∆t.
For sufficiently small ∆t we can approximate the solution with the following time-
stepping scheme:

Algorithm 4.1
• Given: ξ0 = 0, c0 > 0, u0(n, β), and a sufficiently large Ω.
• For k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , while ck ≥ 0, do:

ξk+1 = ξk + ck∆t,

uk+1(n, β) = e−βξk+1u0(ne−βξk+1 , β),

Nk+1 =

∫∫
Ω

nuk+1(n, β) dn dβ,

ck+1 = ck − γNk+1∆t
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Fig. 4.1. Initial distribution u0(n, β) (top-left), the final quasi-stationary distribution
u0(n, β, tmax) (top-right), and the corresponding time-evolution of the resource c(t) (bottom).

An example of the time evolution of u(n, β, t) and the corresponding consumption
of the resource c(t) computed with the Algorithm 4.1 is shown in Fig. 4.1. Due to
the mathematical equivalence of the two solutions, the states (snapshots) of u(n, β, t)
given by (4.6) are exactly equal to the states u(n, α, t) of the unmitigated exponential
growth given by (2.8), provided α = β. However, the evolution of u(n, β, t) proceeds
at a different rate and freezes as c(t)→ 0. The accuracy of the Algorithm 4.1 can
be eventually improved using the predictor-corrector technique.

5. Populations with randomized migration. Let a single metapopulation be
nonuniformly distributed over some spatial domain at time t = 0. The whole habitat
may be divided either naturally or virtually into a large number of elementary cells
(sub-habitats) and a question can be posed about the distribution of cell populations
over their size at time t. The growth of these elementary cell populations could be
described by one of the models from the preceding sections with growth parameters
varying from cell to cell. If all individual members stay within their original cells
or the whole metapopulation uniformly translates in space the phase-space methods
developed earlier and the resulting distribution functions, obviously, apply without
change.

Allowing for the migration of individuals between the cells usually requires a
PDE-based space-time dynamic law (e.g. Fischer equation). Such a law cannot be
directly incorporated into the phase-space current, since the phase-space approach
completely neglects the spatial ordering of the cells. Nevertheless, certain types of
migration mechanisms can be described on the level of ODE’s and the corresponding
phase-space continuity laws.

Consider a stationary metapopulation, where the total number of individuals
and the total number of sub-habitats (that play the role of populations in this case)
do not change. Suppose that all individuals from time to time (with frequency β)
decide to emigrate from its native population so that each population is subject to
the emigration rate βn, proportional to its size. Depending on the choice strategy of
migrants as far as their new population is concerned one arrives at different ODE’s.
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For example, let each emigrant choose a new population (habitat) completely at
random. If viewed spatially, this is, obviously, a variant of super-diffusion with a
random step size. Then, on a sufficiently large time scale, there will be the steady
immigration rate γ in all populations (since the total emigration rate is constant).
The emigration and immigration coefficients β and γ must be balanced to guarantee
the steady state of the metapopulation:

d

dt

P∑
i=1

ni =

P∑
i=1

(γ − βni) = 0. (5.1)

Let
∑
i ni = N , then γ = βn, where n = N/P , and P is the number of habitats. The

dynamic law becomes

dni
dt

= β (n− ni) , i = 1, 2, . . . P. (5.2)

Notice that n = N/P is the total number of individuals divided by the number of
habitats, which would be exactly the size of populations in all habitats if all individuals
were evenly spread throughout. From (5.2) it follows that a population stops changing
once it reaches this equilibrium size n.

The distribution function u(n, t) is then found by solving the following Cauchy
problem:

∂u

∂t
+ β (n− n)

∂u

∂n
− βu = 0, u(n, 0) = u0(n), (5.3)

and is given by

u(n, t) =


eβtu0

(
n− (n− n)eβt

)
, n < n,

eβtu0 (n) , n = n,

eβtu0

(
n+ (n− n)eβt

)
, n > n.

(5.4)

The middle branch of this solution shows that the number (density) of populations
with n = n growth exponentially with time. As can be seen in Fig. 5.1 the upper
and lower branches of the solution (5.4) represent the initial distribution that shrinks,
respectively, from the left and from the right, towards n. This behaviour is indicative
of a mollifier of the Dirac delta function centred at n, which, indeed, is the limit
of u(n, t) as t → ∞, since all populations will eventually have the same size n. An
interesting feature of (5.4) is the preservation of the main features of the initial u0(n)
over time, albeit in a scaled (shrank) form, e.g., the double peaked shape shown in
Fig. 5.1.

6. Biased migration. Consider populations with potentially unlimited growth
and constant emigration frequency. Let the choice of the new population by the mi-
grants be biased towards populations with higher growth rates. The ODE describing
this situation is:

dni
dt

= αini − βni + γαi, i = 1, . . . P, (6.1)

where αi is the growth coefficient, β is the emigration frequency, and γ is the immi-
gration coefficient. Since migration does not change the total number of individuals
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Fig. 5.1. Time evolution of the distribution function u(n, t) for populations with (uniform)
migration given by the equation (5.4) with β = 1.0 and n = 5.7.

(only the growth does), the following balance equation should be satisfied at all times:

β

P∑
i=1

ni = γ

P∑
i=1

αi, (6.2)

reducing equation (6.1) to

dni
dt

= (αi − β)ni + αiβ

∑
nj∑
αj
, i, j = 1, . . . P. (6.3)

The corresponding nonzero component of the phase-space current is

Jn = (α− β)nu+ αβRu, (6.4)

where

R =
N

A
,

N =

∫∫
nu(n, α, t) dα dn, A =

∫∫
αu(n, α, t) dα dn,

(6.5)

and, since the α-component of the phase-space current is zero, A will stay constant
in time. Thus, we arrive at the following weakly nonlinear continuity equation for the
distribution u(n, α, t):

∂u

∂t
+ (αβR+ (α− β)n)

∂u

∂n
+ (α− β)u = 0, u(n, α, 0) = u0(n, α). (6.6)
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Fig. 6.1. Time evolution of the distribution function u(n, α, t) for populations with biased mi-
gration, see eq. (6.7). Top row – snapshots at t = 0.0, 0.018, and 0.034; Bottom row – corresponding
numerically integrated ρ(n, t) showing the distribution of populations over their sizes.

Assuming that R(t) is a given function of time we use the method of characteristics
to obtain the implicit solution of this problem as

u(n, α, t) = e−(α−β)tu0

(
ne−(α−β)t − αβξ(α, t), α

)
,

ξ(α, t) =

t∫
0

R(t′)e−(α−β)t′ dt′.
(6.7)

However, R(t) and, hence, ξ(α, t) are functions of u as well, see eq. (6.5). Thus, we
employ an iterative algorithm similar to the Algorithm 4.1.

Algorithm 6.1
• Given: ξ0(α) = 0, u0(n, β), N0, R0, and a sufficiently large Ω.
• For k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , do:

ξk+1(α) = ξk(α) +Rke
−(α−β)tk∆t,

uk+1(n, α) = e−(α−β)tk+1u0

(
ne−(α−β)tk+1 − αβξk+1(α), α

)
,

Rk+1 =
1

A

∫∫
Ω

nuk+1(n, α) dn dα,

A quick look at the implicit solution (6.7) reveals similarity with the case of
exponential growth (2.7). Indeed, as expected, the two solutions are identical for
β = 0, remain similar at low values of the emigration frequency, and become very
different for larger values. One of the predictions of the metapopulation theory [5, 6] is
that migration may prevent extinction. In the present case, as follows from (6.3), none
of the populations can disappear as long as there is at least one nonzero population
somewhere. Yet, it does not mean that all populations are always growing in size.
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In the early stages some populations may decrease. From (6.3) we deduce that the
condition on the growth of a population is

αi∑
j αj

>

(
1− αi

β

)
ni∑
j nj

, β > 0. (6.8)

Obviously, this condition is satisfied for all populations with αi > β. However, for
a population with αi < β it is easy to imagine a sufficiently large initial state ni(0)
such that this condition is violated and the population size will decrease. Neverthe-
less, when such a decreasing ni becomes sufficiently small, the condition will become
satisfied again and the population will resume its growth.

An example of the evolution of distribution function for populations with biased
migration computed with the Algorithm 6.1 is shown in Fig. 6.1. The initial distri-
bution (the leftmost image and plot) is a Gaussian centred at nc = 20 and αc = 30.
The emigration frequency is set at β = 50 in this simulation, which is higher than
most of the growth coefficients α in the initial distribution. The first striking conclu-
sion is that despite the immigration bias we do not observe an explosive growth of
some particular (chosen) populations at the expense of others. Apparently, any such
growth is efficiently mitigated by a higher emigration rate.

The early-time transient decrease of some populations mentioned above (those
with large initial n’s) causes the distribution function to contract slightly in the hor-
izontal n-dimension, since the right side of the distribution moves to the left, while
the left side moves to the right. This happens in the very early stages of the evo-
lution (not shown). The same effect prevents the distribution from widening in the
horizontal direction in the course of the evolution. In fact, as the Figure 6.1 shows,
the distribution only keeps contracting.

Thus, the main consequence of the large emigration frequency β for the late-time
evolution appears to be the uniformity of size for populations with equal α’s and the
uniformity of α’s for populations of the same size. Also, for large t’s the populations
show a very strong correlation (almost direct proportionality) between the population
size and its growth coefficient α (see the top-right image of Fig. 6.1).

7. Growth rates depending on the distribution function. The present
approach is indispensable for dynamic models where the rate of growth of populations
is a functional R(u, n) of both the size n of the local population and the distribution u
of populations over the phase space. The phase-space current vector will have as many
nonzero components as there are time varying parameters in R. If all parameters,
except ni, are time invariant, then the problem is described by the following equations:

dni
dt

= R(u, ni), i = 1, 2, . . . P, (7.1)

∂u

∂t
= − ∂

∂n
(uR(u, n)) . (7.2)

Obviously, it is now impossible to solve the dynamic equations (7.1) without first
solving the phase-space problem (7.2).

Consider populations with unlimited growth discussed earlier. Suppose that one
is able to influence the rate of growth of each population (e.g., by judicially watering
and fertilizing each plant) proportionally to its current ‘weight’ in the phase space.
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Such a problem is described by the following equations:

dni
dt

= αini

αi+∆α∫
αi−∆α

ni+∆n∫
ni−∆n

u(n, α, t) dn dα ≈ αiniu(ni, αi, t)δ, i = 1, 2, . . . P, (7.3)

∂u

∂t
+ 2αδ nu

∂u

∂n
+ αδ u2 = 0, u(n, α, 0) = u0(n, α), (7.4)

where δ = 4∆α∆n, i.e., we use the mid-point approximation for the integral in
(7.3). The resulting approximate phase-space problem (7.4) is a variant of the Burgers
equation (see e.g. [19]) whose characteristic equations are:

dt

ds
= 1,

dn

ds
= 2αδ nu,

du

ds
= −αδ u2, (7.5)

or

dn = 2αδ nu dt, −αδ dt =
du

u2
,

dn

2n
= −du

u
. (7.6)

The solutions of the last two are:

αδ t− 1

u
= C2, u

√
n = C3, (7.7)

which allows rewriting and solving the first equation in (7.6) as

dn√
n

= 2αδC3 dt, 2
√
n(1− αδ tu) = C1. (7.8)

Combining this result with the first equation in (7.7) we get

u =
1

αδ t− f(p)
, p = 2

√
n(1− αδ tu). (7.9)

The initial condition requires that

f(p)|t=0 = − 1

u0(n, α)
. (7.10)

Hence, we choose

f(p) = − 1

u0(p2/4, α)
= − 1

u0(n(αδ tu− 1)2, α)
, (7.11)

and arrive at the following equation that implicitly defines the distribution u(n, α, t):

u =
u0(n(αδ t u− 1)2, α)

αδ t u0(n(αδ t u− 1)2, α) + 1
, (7.12)

or

u = (1− αδ t u)u0(n(1− αδ t u)2, α). (7.13)

These representations are only valid in the smooth regime, i.e., prior to the develop-
ment of shock.
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Fig. 7.1. Time evolution of the distribution function u(n, α, t) for populations with growth
rates depending on u, see eq. (7.12). Top row – snapshots at t = 0.0, 0.054, and 0.09; Bottom row –
corresponding numerically integrated ρ(n, t) showing the distribution of populations over their sizes.

The fixed-point iterative algorithm that computes the distribution at a given time
t may be formulated as follows (one can use any suitable norm for the computation
of the current mismatch εk):

Algorithm 7.1
• Given: u0(n, α), t, and ε.
• For k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , while εk > ε, do:

uk+1(n, α) =
u0(n(αδ tuk(n, α)− 1)2, α)

αδ t u0(n(αδ tuk(nα)− 1)2, α) + 1
,

εk = ‖uk+1(n, α)− uk(n, α)‖ .

Figure 7.1 illustrates the application of this algorithm (with ε = 10−4 and δ = 0.1).
The initial distribution is the same as in the example of the previous section. As
expected from the non-viscous Burgers equation the solution develops a shock (notice
the almost vertical front in the plot at the bottom-right of Fig. 7.1). Even though
we have used the distribution computed at the previous time instant as the initial
guess for the next time instant, the convergence of the Algorithm 7.1 slows down
as time grows. Around t = 0.1, as one approachers the shock in this example, the
convergence of the Algorithm 7.1 breaks down completely: initially the error εk
decreases, however, it never reaches the tolerance of ε = 10−4 and even begins to
increase as iterations continue.

Obviously the development of shock and the related breakdown of the Algo-
rithm 7.1 does not mean that the populations stop growing. Rather, it is a result
of the midpoint approximation of the integral in the equation (7.3). Keeping that in
mind, we see that at least in the early stages of evolution there will emerge a sharp up-
per bound on the sizes of populations and many populations with the average growth
factor will have that size.
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8. Conclusions and possible extensions of the model. The phase-space
approach to multi-population dynamics allows computing the time evolution of the
distribution function that approximates the multi-dimensional histogram of popula-
tions. For example, in the case of precision agriculture [9], this method could be
employed to predict and, perhaps, control the distribution of plant sizes at the time
of harvest. Moreover, models considered above can be easily extended to include
time-varying growth coefficients and environmental factors. Another straightforward
extension could be the inclusion of the source term in the conservation law (2.5)
reflecting the emergence of new populations.

The case of populations competing for limited resources could serve as a math-
ematical model for recovering the distribution of populations from the resource con-
sumption curves. For example, in the analysis of seed quality it is common to monitor
the oxygen consumption during the germination process [20], with the main consumers
of oxygen being the growing populations of mitochondria present in every seed. Our
method provides the necessary link between the distribution of the seed parameters,
including the initial number of active mitochondria, and the measured oxygen uptake
curves for a batch of seeds germinating in a closed container.

It is easy to imagine that the phase-space dynamics would be even more exciting
if the phase-space current had several nonzero components, e.g., with the time vary-
ing growth/environmental factors or with the classical predator-prey problem. The
corresponding continuity equations, however, would have to be solved numerically
[21].

Although we were able to analyze two special migration problems, the general
case of linear coupling between ODE’s so far appears to be intractable with our
methodology. This has mainly to do with the nonlinearity of the mapping between
a given vector and its histogram or distribution. Indeed, the histogram of the sum
of two vectors is not the sum of the histograms of these vectors. Instead, we should,
probably, focus on the phase-space coupling considered in the last section, which may
have potential applications in financial mathematics as well, e.g., for analyzing or
designing new investment strategies.
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