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Adaptation in a fluctuating environment is a process of fueling information about
environment to gain fitness. Living systems have gradually developed strategies
for adaptation from random and passive diversification of the phenotype to more
proactive decision making, in which environmental information is sensed and ex-
ploited more actively and effectively. Understanding the fundamental relation be-
tween fitness and information is therefore crucial to clarify the limits and universal
properties of adaptation. In this work, we elucidate the underlying stochastic and
information-thermodynamic structure in this process, by deriving causal fluctua-
tion relations (FRs) of fitness and information. Combined with a duality between
phenotypic and environmental dynamics, the FRs reveal the limit of fitness gain,
the relation of time reversibility with the achievability of the limit, and the pos-
sibility and condition for gaining excess fitness due to environmental fluctuation.
The loss of fitness due to causal constraints and the limited capacity of real organ-
isms is shown to be the difference between time-forward and time-backward path
probabilities of phenotypic and environmental dynamics. Furthermore, the FRs
generalize the concept of evolutionary stable state (ESS) for fluctuating environ-
ment by giving the probability that the optimal strategy on average can be invaded
by a suboptimal one owing to rare environmental fluctuation. These results clarify
the information thermodynamic structures in adaptation and evolution.
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Adaptation in fluctuating environment

Adaptation is fundamental to all organisms for their survival and evolutionary success in
a changing environment. In the course of evolution, living systems have gradually attained
and developed more active and efficient strategies for adaptation, which generally accom-
pany more effective use of environmental information. Understanding how the effective use
of information is linked to the efficiency of adaptation is crucial to clarify the fundamental
limits and universal properties of biological adaptations!:2.

The most primitive strategy for adaptation is to randomly generate genetic and phe-
notypic heterogeneity in a population® €. Provided that a sufficiently large heterogeneity
is constantly generated in the population, a fraction of organisms can, by chance, have
the types adaptive to the upcoming environmental state and circumvent extinction of the
population at the cost of others with non-adaptive types™®. Such a strategy is known as
bet-hedging or phenotypic diversification and works even if the organisms are completely
blind to the environment, without any a priori knowledge of its dynamics. The bet-hedging
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is a passive and a posteriori adaptation in the sense that the adaptation is achieved extrin-
sically by and after the impact of environmental selection?. The evolutionary advantage
of the bet-hedging strategy is demonstrated by the persistence of bacteria, pathogens, and
tumors to antibiotic or anticancer drug treatments>%10 12 The gain of fitness by bet-
hedging can be optimized if the population evolves to generate an appropriate pattern of
heterogeneity by learning the environmental statisticst3. Nevertheless, the gain of fitness by
bet-hedging is fundamentally limited because of the passive and a posteriori nature of the
strategy, in which the individual organisms have no access to the microscopic information
of which environmental states will actually be realized.

With any access to such information, the loss can be avoided further by decision making:
directly sensing the current environmental state, predicting the upcoming state, and switch-
ing into the phenotypic state that is adaptive to that statel 17, The strategy of adaptation
via sensing is active and a priori in a sense that adaptation is intrinsically achieved by
the predictive actions of the organisms?. In biologically relevant situations, both passive
and active aspects of adaptation are intermingled because perfect sensing and prediction of

environment are impossible with the limited capacities of biological systems.

B. Notions of information and analogy with physics in biological adaptation

At an analogical level, the problem of the fundamental law and the limits of adaptation
and evolution shares several aspects with physics, especially with thermodynamics, which
drove the long-lasting attempts to establish the thermodynamics of biological adaptation
and evolution!® 23, Among other areas, the fundamental limit of fitness in a changing
environment and the value of environmental information have been a major focus in evolu-
tionary biology=#%=2"22_ Haccou and Iwasa may be the first who linked, albeit implicitly,
environmental information with the gain of fitness in a stochastic environment2?. Bergstrom
and Lachmann pursued the fitness value of information by directly incorporating mutual
information2® 3%, Others also pointed out some quantitative relations between fitness and
information measures such as relative entropy and Jeffreys’ divergence2! 33, More recently,
Rivoire and Liebler conducted a comprehensive analysis by employing an analogy between
bet-hedging of organisms and horse race gambling?, the link of which to information theory
was revealed in the seminal work by Kelly in 195622, However, all previous works either
imposed certain restrictions on their models to derive the information-theoretic measures
of fitness value31:34:38 or had to introduce phenomenological measures for the value of infor-
mation to accommodate more general situations®*2¢, because they lacked an appropriate
method to handle the mixture of the passive and active aspects in adaptation.

We recently resolved this problem? by combining a path integral formulation of popula-
tion dynamics37 40, a retrospective characterization of the selected population3241:42  and
a variational structure in population dynamics*®43, The results we obtained generalized
the limits of fitness gain by sensing and revealed that the gain satisfies fluctuation relations
(FRs) that fundamentally constrain not only its average but also its fluctuation. These
relations imply that fitness in the fluctuation environment shares, at least mathematically,
similar structures to those of stochastic and information thermodynamics?442. In our FRs,
the fluctuation of fitness of a given population is evaluated by the difference from the fit-
ness that achieves the maximum average fitness over all possible phenotypic histories of
organisms. Conceptually, this means that we postulate a Darwinian demon, an imaginary
organism, that can exhibit any type of behavior without imposing any constraint not only
on biological capacity but also on the causality of dynamics. The FRs characterize the loss
of fitness of a realistic organism from such an idealized organism. Thus, understanding
the properties of the Darwinian demon and the deviation from it by a realistic organism
are central to a deeper understanding of the behavior of populations in a changing envi-
ronment. However, the implicit definition of the demon as the maximizer of the average
fitness hampers the explicit characterization of the demon and obscures the formal link to

stochastic thermodynamics , in which a variational characterization is not common?#42,
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More practically, without an explicit characterization, we are unable to simulate possible
behaviors of the demon even numerically.

C. Main results and outline

In this paper, we resolve these problems by deriving FRs of fitness without using the vari-
ational approach. To this end, we first formulate and generalize the problem of adaptation
in a changing environment so that individual organisms can change not only their strategy
of switching phenotypic states but also the strategy of allocating metabolic resources to
each phenotypic state (Sec. [l). Together with the path integral formulation of population
dynamics, this generalization enables us to obtain a decomposition of fitness with a combi-
nation of time-forward (chronological) and time-backward (retrospective) path probabilities
(Sec. ). The decomposition naturally spells out an explicit representation of the upper
bound of the average fitness, which was implicitly defined in our previous work?.

For the bet-hedging problem without a sensing environment (Sec. [[V]), the decomposition
directly leads to FRs of the fitness loss, which has a very similar form as the FRs of entropy
production in stochastic thermodynamics??. After numerically verifying the derived FRs
(Sec. [V BJ), we investigate the biological meanings and achievability of the FRs (Sec. [V]).
The average FR is related to the evolutionary stable state (ESS) of an infinite population
where the strategy with maximal average fitness cannot be invaded by any other strategies.
The detailed and integral FRs generalize the ESS by giving the probability that a suboptimal
strategy outperforms the optimal one within a finite time interval owing to rare fluctuation
of the environmentS. By using a dualistic relation between phenotypic and environmental
dynamics, the detailed FR is shown to be represented as the ratio of the path probability of
the actual environment and that of the conjugate environment under which a given strategy
of the organisms becomes optimal. The duality also clarifies that the average loss of fitness
is directly related to the imperfectness of the adaptive behavior of the organisms, originating
both from physical constraints and from the suboptimality of the behaviors.

The introduction of a sensing signal extends the FRs to accommodate the mutual infor-
mation between the environment and the signal as the gain of fitness by sensing, in the
same manner as mutual information bounds the negative gain of entropy production in
information thermodynamics®® (Sec. [VI)). Although the extended FRs cover very general
situations, where causality is concerned, the FRs are not tight and therefore the mutual
information overestimate the value of fitness by sensing. By explicitly assuming a causal
relation between the environment and the signal, the FRs are further modified to involve
the directed information as a tighter bound of fitness gain (Sec. [VII). This modification
clarifies how the loss of fitness from the upper bound is related to the causality, the inac-
cessibility to perfect information of the environment, and the imperfect implementation of
information processing. Finally, three quantities are introduced to account for the fitness
loss of inappropriate sensing and the imperfectness of metabolic allocation and phenotypic
switching strategies in general situations (Sec. [VIL()). The summary and future directions
are described in Discussion (Sec. [VIII).

Il. MODELING ADAPTATION OF POPULATION IN CHANGING ENVIRONMENT

Let 2; € &4, y+ € 6, and 2 € & be the phenotype of a living organism, the state
of the environment, and the state of the sensing signal at time ¢, respectively (Fig. 1
(A)). For simplicity, possible phenotypic, environmental, and signal states are assume to
be discrete as in references?22:3334. The paths (histories) of the states up to time t are

defined as X, := {z,|7 € [0,¢]} € &x = Syt gy = {y-|T € [0,t]} € &y := 6;““),
and 2y = {z,|7 € [0,4]} € &5 = &
this work.

, respectively. Time is also treated as discrete in
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A. Modeling phenotype switching

The phenotype of an organism, in general, switches stochastically over time, depending on
its past phenotypic state and the sensed signal (Fig. 1 (A) and (B)). The switching dynamics
is modeled, for example, by a Markov transition probability T (x¢|x:—1, 2;), which satisfies
th Tr(xt|lxs—1,2¢) = 1 for all 21 and z;. Although we mainly focus on the Markov
switching, our result can be extended for causal switching Tp(2¢|X;—1,Z) in which the
next phenotypic state depends on both past phenotypic and signal histories X;_; and Z;.

B. Modeling metabolic resource allocation

Next, we model the strategy of metabolic resource allocation of organisms. Each organism
is assumed to duplicate asexually to produce e* daughter organisms on average. For each
state of environment y, the organisms have a maximum replication rate, e*=e=(¥) that can
be achieved only when the organism allocates its all metabolic resources for adapting only to
that environmental state. Because the environment changes, however, the organism usually
distributes its resources for different environmental conditions7.

To represent this situation, we introduce a conditional probability T (y|x) that quan-
titatively represents the fraction of resources allocated to the environmental state y in a
phenotype z. An instantaneous replication rate k(z,y) of the phenotype 2 under the envi-
ronmental state y is then assumed to be represented as

ek(m,y) — ekmaz(y)TK(y|I), (1)

(Fig. 1 (C)). Note that such a decomposition of e*#¥) can date back to Haccou and
Iwasa2’, at least. This relation between the resource allocation strategy and the replication
rate may appear to be restrictive because of the linear relation between the allocation
strategy Tk (y|z) and the actual replication rate e*(*:¥). Nevertheless, this decomposition
of k(x,y) is general enough because, for a given k(z,%), we can find a pair of eFma=(®) and
Txk (y|z) as long as the possible phenotypic states are fewer than those of the environment
(refer to Appendix [A]). Such a situation is biologically plausible because the environment is
usually more complex than the phenotype of an organism. Moreover, our setting includes
the special situation that has been intensively investigated in previous works3:34. When the
numbers of phenotypic and environmental states are equal as #6, = #G6,, ’11‘;{ (y|x) = 6zy
corresponds to Kelly’s horse race gambling432 in which each phenotypic state allocates all
metabolic resources to a certain environmental state and, as a result, can survive and grow
only when the phenotypic state matches the realized environmental state.

C. Modeling sensing processes

We finally model the sensing process. We consider the case that organisms can obtain
a sensing signal z(t), which correlates with the environment y(¢). The sensed signal z(t)
is assumed to be common to all the organisms in the population (Fig. 1 (A)). A biologi-
cally relevant situation is that z(t) is a vector of concentrations of extracellular signaling
molecules that cannot be consumed as metabolites but correlate with the available metabo-
lites. Another situation is that z(¢) is a subset of y(¢) to which the organisms have sensors.
In either situation, the sensing noise should be negligibly small because all the organisms
receive the same sensing signal z(¢). Even though sensing of a common signal cannot cover
all biologically realistic situations such as individual sensing with noisy receptorsl4 17:48:49
the common signal has been investigated in various works?27:34. In this work, we mainly
focus on the common sensing problem and touch on individual sensing in Discussion.
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagrams for population dynamics of organisms with multiple types and sensing
in a changing environment. (A) A tree representation of a growing population in a changing
environment. Colors indicate different phenotypic states, environmental states, and signal over
time. By tracking the phenotypic history from ¢ = 0 to ¢ in a time-forward manner, we obtain
a sample from Pr[X;||z]. By tracking the phenotypic history retrospectively from ¢ to ¢t = 0 in
a time-backward manner, we obtain a sample from P3Z[X;]9;, Z¢]. Note that we assume that the
size of the population is sufficiently large when we introduce the path-wise representation of the
population. (B) Phenotypic switching from z; to z:+1 in response to environmental signal z¢41.
The switching probability is represented by Tr(x¢+1|z¢, 2¢4+1). (C) Replication of organisms with
phenotypic state z: under environmental state y;. Each organism generates e"@t:vt) descendants
on average.

D. Population dynamics of organisms

By combining the phenotype switching, the metabolic allocation, and the sensing strate-
gies, we can explicitly derive the dynamics of the population of the organisms. Both envi-
ronmental and sensing histories are external factors of the organisms, and the population
dynamics of the organisms is described for a given pair of environmental and signaling
histories, 9; and Z;. Let /\/‘ty ’Z(xt) € R>o be the number of organisms whose phenotypic
state is z; at time ¢ under the realization of environmental and signal histories 9; and Z;.
N7 T (w44+) is then obtained? by

NPT (@eg) = eFloervey) Z Tr(Tes1|e, 201) N7 2 (@) (2)
€S,

The statistical properties of the environmental and signal histories are generally character-
ized by a joint path probability Q[%, Z].
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Il. PATH INTEGRAL FORMULATION AND FITNESS DECOMPOSITION

By using /\/’ty ’Z(xt) in the previous section, we define the fitness of the population and
derive its path integral formulation. The cumulative fitness WU[9;, Z;] of the population at ¢
under environmental and signal histories 9; and Z; is defined by the exponential expansion
of the total population size as follows:

Zm j\/lfy7z(‘rt) '/V'tyyz
Ui,z =In=—"———=1In .
[ t ] Zmo A/;JD’,Z(I()) JV'09’7Z

(3)

We here define N7 := Doe, N7"Z(x;). The ensemble average of the cumulative fitness for
different realizations of the environmental and signal histories is

<‘I’§>@ = (U°[%, Zt]>@[%,zt] : (4)

A. Path integral and retrospective formulation

As derived in22749 the cumulative fitness at time t can be represented with a path-wise
(path integral) formulation. Let us first define the time-forward path probability of the
phenotype switching as

t—1
Prx||z] = | [[ Tr(@rsaller, 20410 | p(w0), (5)

7=0
where p(xo) = NFZ(x0)/ D e N7 #(x9). We here use Kramer’s causal conditioning ||

rather than the usual conditioning | in order to indicate that the path probability Pr[X;|| 2]
is causally generated by the Markov transition matrix T g (2¢41||%t, 2e41) that depends only
on the past phenotypic state z;_1 and the signal 22251, | is also used for the normal con-
ditioning of a path probability that does not necessarily satisfy the causal relation between
conditioning and conditioned histories. We also define the path-wise (historical) fitness of

a phenotypic history X; under an environmental history 9; as

t—1

KX, 9] := ) k(@741 yr11)- (6)

7=0

where K[X;, 7;] is defined over all {X;, 9} € &y x &. With these path-wise quantities?, we
obtain the population size of the organisms at time ¢, the past phenotypic history of which
is X; as

N 2] = KPP x| 2] NG

Because N2 =Y x N7V [x;], the cumulative fitness with sensing is explicitly described
as

N2 K[x.7)
Us[9, z¢] = In =In{e Xf’f> ) 7
% 2] NG# < Pl 2] )
From this representation, the fitness can be described variationally?4? as
W05, 2] = max (K%, 9iep) — DIPLGIBr [ 2] (8)
where D[P|[P'] := > PX]InPlx]/P'[X] is the Kullback-Leibler divergence (relative

entropy 2252 between two path measures P and P’. The maximization is achieved with the
time-backward retrospective path probability defined by

PHIGI9%, 2] 1= KUY DS P x 2], )
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where P4 is not necessarily causal, because of which we use the normal conditioning [2:4°.
If the phenotypic switching does not depend on the sensing signal as Pp[X;||Z:] = Pr[X],
which corresponds to the bet-hedging by random phenotypic switching, P%is reduced to

b N [x]
Phla|of] = e/ 1 Dilp ] = <L, (10)
i
where the superscript b denotes bet-hedging and ¥°[%;] := In <eK[Xf79’f] >PF[M. As pointed out

in references?324% the second equality in eq. (I0) indicates that P4 [X;|9;] is the probability

of observing a certain phenotypic history X; under a realization of the environmental history
9; if we sample an organism in the population at time ¢ and track its phenotypic history in
a time-backward manner, retrospectively®32 42 Because the organisms grow more if their
phenotypic histories are more adaptive than others for the given environmental realization
9, the chance to observe a certain phenotypic history X; after selection under 9; is biased to
P%[X;|9;] from the probability Pr[X;] to intrinsically generate the same phenotypic history.
Because the selected phenotypic histories strongly depend on the actual realization of the
environmental history, P%[X;|9] is conditional on 9;. Similarly, when the organisms employ
the sensing signal, the time-backward phenotypic history follows P%[X;|9, 2], which is
conditioned by a realization of the environmental and the signal histories.

B. Decomposition of fitness

In order to understand the relation between fitness and information obtained by sensing,
we decompose the cumulative fitnesses into biologically relevant components. To obtain
the decompositions, we first define a constant ¢y and a probability distribution go(y) by
using Kmax(y) as ¢o := —In_ e~ Fmax(¥) and qo(y) := e?oeFmax(¥) From these definitions,
Emax(y) can be described as eFmez(¥) = e%0 /gq(y). By defining Qo[9;] := HtT;lo 40 (Yr+1)s
Pr[%]||1K] = Hi;lo Tk (Yrt+1|Tr4+1), and @y := tgg, we obtain the following decomposition
of K:

Pr[971%]
Qo]

where we use eq. ([Il). By defining Kpax[9%] := Zf;lo kmaz(Yrs1) = Po — InQo[9%], K[9%]
can also be described as

KX, %] = ® +In (11)

KX, 9] = Kmax[9%] + In P [93]] ] (12)

With this decomposition and eq. (IT), for the bet-hedging problem, we obtain a decom-
position of the fitness

Pl X %]

o o PR
VP[9i] = @ — In Qo[9%] — In P [9%] |6 Pr[X:]

(13)

For a given environmental statistics Q[9], the fitness is represented by the ratio of the
time-forward and time-backward path probabilities as

PY X, 9]

b — — N
W = Yool = In g

(14)

where P%[X;, 9;] := P%[X;|97]Q[9] is the time-backward joint probability of the phenotypic
and environmental histories X; and 9;. Here we also define

Q]

Uo[%] := P+ In Qoi]

= Kmax[%] +IHQ[%] (15)
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If the organisms can perfectly foresee that the environmental state at time 7 becomes ¥, and
if they can choose the phenotype that allocates all metabolic resource to the environmental
state y,, the maximum replication rate at time 7 reaches eF=ax(¥=)  Therefore, Koax[7] s
interpreted as the maximum replication over an environmental path 9; that can be achieved
only when the organisms perfectly foresee what kind of environmental history will be realized
in advance. In contrast, In Q[9;] is the entropic loss of fitness due to the lack of knowledge
of which environmental history will be realized3!:3%. Therefore, Wg[9;] is the maximum
replication when the organisms cannot know which environmental state will be realized but
know the statistics of the future environmental state. The relevance of this interpretation
and the biological meaning of some quantities such as ®y and Qg[9;] are explicitly shown
by using the FRs derived in the following sections.

For the case with the sensing signal, we can similarly obtain a decomposition of W*[9;, Z]
as

]P)SB[‘Xt; %7 Zt]
& [9]1%6]PF X || 2] Q[ 2] 7]

where P%[X;, 9, 2] = PS4, 2¢]Q[9%, Z] is the time-backward joint path probability
among Xz, 9, and Z;. It should be noted that Pg[%]|X]Pr[X:]| 2t)Q[2t|9%] is not a joint
path probability because of the circular noncausal dependency among X;, 9; and Z;. Finally,
by using the decomposition in eq. (), the time-backward conditional path probabilities,
eq. (I0) and eq. (@), are reduced to

V¥, 2] = Wo[9%] — In (16)

Pxloi) = a7)
Phlor, 5] = AP AE] (19)

where the normalization factors are

Px r[9] : Z]P’K (97| X] PP [ X ],

Xt

Pr r(9|2:] ==Y Px[%]|X]Pr (% z].

Xt

Because Pr[X;] is the probability to intrinsically generate the repertoire of phenotypic his-
tories in the population a priori and Pg[9;||X;] is the probability that an organism with
a phenotypic history X; allocates resources to each history of environment 9; a priori, the
normalization factor Px g[97] can be interpreted as the marginal resource allocation to the
environmental history 9; at the population level. Pg p[9:|2] can similarly be interpreted
as the population-level resource allocation to 9; when signal history Z, is received. By using
FRs in the next section, we clarify that Pr[X;] and Pg r[9;]2] also have meaning as the
conjugate environment under which the given strategy {Tr, Tk} becomes optimal.

IV. CAUSAL FRS FOR BET-HEDGING STRATEGY

By rearranging the decomposition of W*[9;] in eq. ([d), we can immediately obtain a
detailed causal FR for fitness difference Wo[9;] — ¥°[9;] as

o~ (To[03]~ 0 [%3]) _ Pr[9%]|X]Pr[Xe] _ P r[9]

Polx, o] Qo (19)

where we use eq. (7)) to obtain the last equality. The first equality means that the
fitness difference is the log ratio of time-forward and time-backward path probabilities
Px 9| X%]Pr[X] and P%[X;, 9], Pr[9]|X]Pr[X] is the time-forward probability of observ-
ing an organism that takes phenotypic history X; and then allocates P [9:||X;] of metabolic
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resources to 9; a priori to selection by conducting time-forward tracking of the histories.
]P’l]’g [X:, 9%] is the time-backward probability of observing the realization of environmental
history 9; and the time-backward phenotypic history X; a posteriori to selection by con-
ducting time-forward tracking of the histories. The second equality also indicates that the
fitness difference is the log ratio of the percentage of resource allocated to environmental
history 9; at the population level and the probability of observing environmental history

Y.
By averaging eq. ([d) with respect to P%[X;, %] or Q[9], we can derive an integral FR

as
<€*(‘1’o[9’t]*‘1’b[9’t])> -1 (20)
Q[7]

If we average eq. ([9)) after taking the logarithm of both sides, we obtain an average FR as
<\I/b>(@ = <\IJO>Q - Df)oss’ (21)

where <\I!b>Q = <\11b[%]>(@[%]7 (Wo)g = (Po[9]) gy, and
Dioss := DIPB[X, %P r (2] %6]Pr[x:]] (22)
= D[Q[%]|[Pk,r[9]] (23)

Because of the non-negativity of the relative entropy ’Dfoss, we can easily see that <\IIO>Q is
an upper bound of the average fitness <\Ifb>Q of a bet-hedging strategy:

max (U%) < (Tg),, 24
{TF7TK}< >Q a < O>Q ( )
where we use the fact that Uy[9;] is dependent neither on the phenotype switching strategy
Tr nor on the metabolic allocation strategy T .

A. Biological meaning of ¥, and ®g

From eq. (I3, the upper bound of the average fitness, <\IJO>Q admits two different repre-
sentations:

(Wo)g = (Kmax)g — S[Q] = o + D[Q[|Qo], (25)

where S[Q] := — (InQ[%])gyy,) is the entropy of Q[%] and (Kmax)q is the average fitness
under environmental statistics Q[94] that is attained only when organisms have perfect
knowledge of the future environment. Therefore, the first equality means that the random-
ness of the environment quantified by the entropy S[Q] works as the inevitable loss of fitness
due to the lack of knowledge of which environmental history will be realized in the future.
If the environment fluctuates more unpredictably, we have a higher S[Q] and a lower upper
bound of the average fitness. Note that these properties of <\I’0>Q have been pointed out
previously and repeatedly27:31:34,

The meaning of ®y and Qy[9%] in the second equality becomes explicit by considering the
minimization of (¥o)q with respect to Q[%;] as follows:

. b . -
g i (TP g < e (Fobillow = 2o 20

where we use
H}én (Wo[9]) gjgy) = Po + H}&n DIQ||Qo] = ®o. (27)

This relation indicates that ®¢ is the minimum of the maximum average fitness and that
Qo[94] is the worst environment for the organisms under which the maximum average fitness
is minimized. This min-max characterization of ®5 and Qg[9] has been clarified in the

context of game theory with a matrix formulation33.
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FIG. 2. Schematic representations of environmental dynamics, phenotypic switching, and sensing
used for numerical verification of FRs in Figs. 3 and 5. We consider that the environment has three
states whereas the organisms have only two phenotypic and sensing states that are specialized to the
two nutrient rich environmental states. This setting abstractly and simply represents the fact that
organisms generally have much less phenotypic and sensing states than possible environmental
states because of the limited physical complexity of the organisms. (A) Characteristics of the
environment. The environment has three states: y, € &, = {s{,s5,54}. s and s} are nutrient rich
states that have different sources of nutrients. s} is a nutrient-poor state under which replication of
the organisms is severely restricted. The maximum growth under each environment is hmax(sY) —
3.2, ehmax(s3) — 3.2, and eFmax(33) = 0.4. The transition rates T4 (ye+1]y:) between the states
are shown on the arrows. The environmental states usually fluctuate between s and s¥ but
occasionally flip to s§ with a 5% chance. (B) Characteristics of phenotypic states without sensing.
Organisms have two phenotypic states: z; € &, = {s7,s5}. The transition rates Th(x;r1|x:)
between the states are shown on the arrows. s{ is the phenotypic state allocating more resources
to the environmental state s{ (70%) than s5 (10%) whereas s5 allocates more to s5 (70%) than
57 (10%). Both states allocate 20% of the resources to the starving environmental state s5. (C)
Characteristic of sensing signal. The sensing signal has two states as z; € 6. = {sf,s5}. When
the environmental state is s¢ (%), the organisms obtain s (s3) as the sensing signal with a 90%
accuracy. If the environment is in s, the sensing signal produces s7 or s5 with equal probability.
(D) Characteristic of phenotypic switching with sensing. When the organism obtains the sensing
signal s§ (s3), it switches its phenotypic state into s7 (s5) 95% of the time.

B. Verification of FRs for fitness

Equations ([[9HZI) indicate that, under quite general situations, the fitness differ-
ence Wg[9;] — Wb[9;] satisfies the FRs? as the entropy production does in stochastic
thermodynamics**42. To demonstrate the relations, we consider an organism with two
phenotypic states growing in a Markovian environment with three states as depicted in Fig.
2 (A) and (B). The three environmental states, s¥, s5, and s4, describe nutrient A rich,
nutrient B rich, and nutrient-poor conditions, respectively (Fig 2(A)). The two phenotypic

states, s¥ and s%, employ strategies to allocate 70% of the metabolic resources to s} and
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s, respectively. Both states allocate 10% resources to the rest of two states (see Appendix
for more details).
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(A)

10°

107

10°

FIG. 3. Numerical simulation of the population dynamics without sensing defined in Fig. 2. (A,
B) Two sample histories of environment 9; and the dynamic of N7 (s7), N7 (s3), N7 = e‘pb[%],
and %ol under 9. We set Néy = 1. The color bars on the graphs represent the state of the
environment at each time point. The correspondence between the colors and environmental states
is as shown in Fig. 2 (A). Cyan and yellow lines represent N7 (s7) and N7 (s5), respectively. The
Dashed blue line with filled grey style is N7 . The red line is ¥o[9]. (C) Stochastic behaviors of
population fitness W[9;] for 100 independent samples of the environmental histories. Each colored
thin line represents e”’ = N7 /A for each realization of environmental history. The thick
black line is 0P (D) Stochastic behaviors of population fitness Wo[9] for the same 100
samples of environmental histories as those in (C). Each colored thin line represents el for each
realization of the same environmental history as in (C). (E) Stochastic behaviors of fitness difference
e~ (WolH =YD for the same 100 samples of environmental histories as those in (C). Each colored

—(Yo[9:]—¥[9%]

thin line represents e ) for each realization of the same environmental history as in

(C). (F) <e_(‘1'0[%]_‘1'[%])>@[ | calculated empirically by the numerical simulations of sample paths
%

of e . Each thin line is obtained by 10° independent realizations of environmental

histories. The thick line is the average of all 100 thin lines.

—(Wo[93]—¥[2%])
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Figures 3 (A) and (B) show the population dynamics of the organisms with the pheno-
typic states s7 and s5 under two different realizations of the environmental history alongside
Ul[9;] and ¥y[9;]. Depending on the actual realization of the environment, the relative re-
lations among N7 (s7), N7 (%), e¥’ ) = N7, and e%0l"] change over time stochastically.
In Fig 3 (A), €Y% is mostly greater than N7 = 7% which reflects the average relation
<\IIO>Q > <\I/§>Q. On the contrary, N7 frequently becomes greater than e¢¥0# in Fig 3 (B).
Figures 3 (C) and (D) show that the environmental fluctuation induces a large fluctuation
in both W°[%;] and ¥([%;]. As shown in Fig 3 (E), although most environmental fluctua-
tions result in positive fitness differences, that is, Wo[9;] — W*[9;] > 0, rare environmental
fluctuations lead to a negative fitness difference in a finite time interval, meaning that the
fitness of the suboptimal strategy W°[9;] outperforms the average upper bound Wy[9;]. This
is analogue to the reversed heat flow in a small thermal system®3. Such rare events are
balanced to satisfy the integral FR in eq. (20) as verified numerically in Fig 3 (F).

V. BIOLOGICAL MEANING OF THE FITNESS FRS

In the original detailed FR over paths?2, the entropy production is the log ratio of the path
probability of a system’s trajectory and its time reversal. The average entropy production
attains its minimum 0 only when the time reversibility of the system holds in the sense that
the probabilities of observing the time-forward and the time-reversed trajectories are equal.
Thus, the FRs are related to the extent of the time reversibility of the system. In contrast,
the detailed FRs for the fitness difference (eq. ([I3)) is the log ratio between the probability
Q[97] of observing the environmental history and the percentage Py r[9;] of the marginal
resource allocation to 9;, or that between the time-backward path probability ]P’% (X, 9%]
and time-forward path probability P [9||X:]Pr[X]. By investigating the FRs, we clarify a
dualistic structure, a conjugacy of these quantities, and the time-reversal condition for the
equality attained in eq. (24)).

A. Dualistic relation between strategy and environment

The average FR in eq. (2I)) implies that the maximization of <\Ifb>Q with respect to the

strategies is dual to the minimization of the relative entropy D}, . as follows:

’H’T,']I‘T :=arg max (¥’) =arg min Db, 28
{ F K} g{TF,TK}< >Q g{TF,TK} loss ( )

because Uy[9;] is independent of Pr and Pg. This duality indicates that maximizing the
average fitness by choosing a better strategy is equivalent for the organisms to implicitly
learn and prepare for the environmental statistics Q[9;] so that the marginal resource al-
location Pk (9] to 9 becomes close to Q[9] because D:_. = D[Q[%]||Pk r[9]]. The
upper bound of the average fitness in eq. ([24) is achieved as W*[9;] = W,[9;] if and only if
{T%, Tl } satisfies Q[9] = Pl ;[9i] where Pl /[9] := 3" T} [%|1%]T}[%], meaning that
the environmental statistics and the marginal resource allocation match perfectly.

B. Meaning of Pr x[9:] as conjugate environment

For a given environment, the strategy that achieves the bound may not always exist. In
contrast, for a given pair of strategies {Tx, Tx }, there always exists the environment QF[%]
under which the pair achieves the bound

max <\I!bl[%]>

b p—
{T/F-Ti;(} S <\I] [%]>Qt[9ft] - <\I}0>QT 9 (29)

Qf (%]



Stochastic and Information-thermodynamic Structure in Adaptation 14

and

Tp, Tx} = o’
(T T} = arg s (903) . (30)

is satisfied. Because of the duality shown in eq. (@8), Qf[9] is explicitly obtained as
Q'[9:] = Pr k[7]. Therefore, Py r[9;] can also be regarded as the conjugate environment
to the strategy {Tp, Tk} or {Pp,Px} under which they are optimal. Therefore, the fitness
difference in eq. ([[9) is the log ratio of the actual environmental statistics Q[9;] and that
of the conjugate environment Qf[9] = P [9] of the given strategy.

UP[9;] is bounded by Wy[9;] on average, and therefore, the optimal strategy that attains
U[9;] cannot be invaded by any other strategy if we consider an infinitely large population
and the asymptotic growing dynamics. The optimal strategy is a version of ESS in a
fluctuating environment. Within a finite time interval, however, W®[9;] becomes greater
than Wg[9;] under certain realizations of environment 9; that satisfy Q[%] < Qf[9;]. In
stochastic thermodynamics, such realizations correspond to the temporal reversed heat flow
in a small thermal system®2. In biology, they temporally violate ESS because a suboptimal
strategy {Tr, Pk} under Q can outperform the optimal strategy or near optimal strategies
with the aid of the environmental fluctuation within a finite time interval. The integral
FR in eq. (20) tells us that the violation of ESS can always occur with a small but finite
probability in a finite time interval. If the population size of the optimal strategy is finite,
such violation can leads to extinction of the optimal population with a finite probabilityC.
Moreover, the detailed FR in eq. (I9) implies that a greater violation can occur under a
realization of environmental history 9; if Q[9;] is small but Qf[9;] is large. This fact can
be intuitively understood as follows: the greater violation is induced by the environmental
history 9; that rarely occurs in the actual environmental statistics Q[9;] but is adaptive and
advantageous for the given strategy. A crucial fact is that this intuitive understanding is
supported by a quantitative relation as in eq. ([[9). Furthermore, the detailed FR suggests
that greater violation can occur for specific suboptimal strategies than for others if Q[%]
contains many rare environmental histories. In contrast, if Q[9;] is perfectly random as
Q[97] = const., the extent of the violation is limited and all the suboptimal strategies have
only an even chance of violation. This implies that structured environmental fluctuation
promotes impactful violation by some specific suboptimal strategies.

C. Time reversibility and optimality

If W*[9;] = Wo[9;] holds, moreover, the time-backward probability P%T[xt,%] and the
time-forward path probability P}{ [%th]PTF [X:] become equal:

Pyt 1, 4] = P Dol orIQUo4] = P o511 (31)

where we use the first equality in eq. ([23]). Marginalization of this equality with respect
to 9; indicates that the marginalized time-backward path probability P%[x;] satisfies the
consistency condition ]P’%’,Jf x] = ]P’TF [X:] as shown previously2. Thus, the optimal strategies
to achieve the bound have time reversibility in the sense that the ensembles of the time-
forward and time-backward phenotypic histories are indistinguishable without knowing the
actual environmental history that the population experienced. While the definition of time
reversibility is different, this result is closely related to the fact that the average entropy
production attains 0 when the time reversibility is satisfied. Biologically, this result is quite
important because we can evaluate the optimality of an organism in a changing environment
by just observing its phenotypic dynamics without directly measuring the environment that
the organisms experience. It should be noted, however, that ]P’%,Jr [x] = ]P’TF [X:] is a necessary
but not sufficient condition for W°[%;] = Wo[9].
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D. Achievability of the fitness upper bound

The duality eq. (28) indicates that the achievability of the bound in eq. (24]) depends
on the actual property of the environmental statistics and biological constraints on the
selectable strategies. If the environment is a time-homogeneous Markov process as Q[9;] =
Hi_:lo Tg(yr+1ly-)q(yo) and if the number of possible phenotypic states is the same as that
of the environmental states, that is, #6x = #&,, the bound can be achieved by a pair of
strategies:

{Th(2'|2), Tk (yl2)} = {Tr(@'|), 60y} (32)

where Tg(z'|2) = Te(Yr1ly-)l,, . —4ry.—p and 62y is the Kronecker delta. This pair
is equivalent to the optimal bet-hedging strategy in Kelly’s horse race gambling because
']I‘TK (y|x) = 65,y means that organisms can survive only when their phenotypic state matches
the current environmental state; they die out otherwise. To be specific, we call Tx (y|z) =
0z, Kelly’s strategy of metabolic allocation. Under biologically realistic constraints, how-
ever, Kelly’s strategy cannot be the optimal strategy because the possible phenotypic states
are usually much fewer than those of the environment as in Fig 2 and 3. Allocating all re-
sources to a specific environment easily leads to extinction if the phenotypic states cannot
cover all the possible environmental states. Even with a limited capacity in possible phe-
notypic states, Df’oss = 0 can be attained if the environmental fluctuation has a hidden
structure the dimensionality of which is sufficiently low. This is manifested by the fact
that the conjugate environment Q' is the environment with a hidden dynamics Px[X/] that
generates the actual environmental history as Q[7;] = 3 x Pr [9:|X/]PF[X/]. Because such

a low dimensional structure may not always exist, however,

is generally not zero but finite and positive under a biological constraint that the possi-
ble phenotypic states are fewer than environmental ones. Therefore, <\I/0)Q is generally
attained only by a Darwinian demon that cannot perfectly foresee the future environment
but has sufficient capacity in its phenotypic properties to perfectly learn and prepare for
the environmental fluctuation Q[9].

Even when the bound is not achieved, ’Df’OTSS has explicit meaning as the component in
the environmental fluctuation that cannot be learned or represented by the dynamics of
the cell’s strategy. For example, when Tx is memoryless and Q[9;] is a stationary Markov

process with the stationary probability ¢(y), that is, Q[%] = HtT;lo Te(yr+1lyr)a(yo), then

i

T
Df)(jss = min Df)oss = min In M
(Tr,Tx} {Tr,Tx} (T (¥'|2)) 1, (2) (o)

— : Tt;Tt41
{Txﬁlﬁ(} T + Dlq(y)|| <TK(y|‘T)>TF(z)]:|

— TTET 41
=T% ,

where Z%%t+1 = D[Tgr(y'|y)q(y))|le(y)q(y’)] is the mutual information that measures
the correlation of environmental states between consecutive time points, which cannot be
learned or mimicd by the memoryless phenotypic switching.
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VI. FRS WITH SIGNAL SENSING

Next, we consider the case in which the organisms can exploit the information obtained
by the sensing signal. The fitness decomposition in eq. (I8) can be rearranged as

VD] = Wl + 075 - R .
— W [07] + (9% 2] — In — A0 (34)

NPT APAEAK

where i[%; z] = Q[%, 2:]/Q[9:]Q[2Z:] is the bare mutual information between 9; and z
and we use eq. (IX) to derive the last equality. From this, we can similarly obtain detailed,
integral, and average FRs with information as follows:

e~ (Vo204 2] = 0°[%,2¢]) _ Pr.r19i21]Q[ 2]

, 35
Q9. 2] (35)
<e—(‘I’o[%]+i[%;zt}—Ws[%,zt])> —1, (36)
Q[9%,2¢]
and
<\I]S>Q = <\IJO>Q + 7~ Dfoss’ (37)

where 7% := (i[%; Zt]>@[%,zt] is the path-wise mutual information between 9; and Z;, and

Diss :=D[Pg[X:, 9%, Ze] [Pk [9:] | X6]Pr [ X ]| 2] Q[ 2]
=D[Q[%, z]||Pk,r[9| 2] Q[ Z]]. (38)

The way information terms involved in Eqs. (B5)-(7) is the same as the way those appear-
ing in the Sagawa-Ueda relations, where the Maxwell demon and feedback regulation are
involved®2. Because of the positivity of D}, () is upper bounded by (¥o)e, + Z77%:

<\IJS>Q < <\I/0>Q + 7% = <Kmax>Q - SD’\Z[Q]) (39)

where 8y7[Q] := — (InQ[%|Z]) gy, , 5, Is the conditional entropy of Q[93, Z]. If the history
of signal Z; has perfect information on the history of 9;, the upper bound reaches <Kmax>Q.
As in the bet-hediging situation, maximization of the average fitness <‘IJS>Q with sensing is
also dual to the minimization of the relative entropy Dj. :

T%, Tk} :=arg max (V°)y=arg min Dy, 40
{Tp, Tk} g{Tp,TK}< )o ng,TK} 1 (40)

where we use * to denote the optimal Ty and Ty with sensing. The duality indicates
that (¥*)y achieves the bound (Wo)g + Z7%% only when Py n[9:]z] = Q[0i]2] holds.
As inthe bet-heding, if Py [97|2/] = Q[9:|Z] holds, the time backward path probabil-
ity P3"[X:, 94, 2] equals the time-forward path probability:

P3*[X, 9%, Zt) = Py 9| 6] PE (%] 2] Q[ 2] (41)

Marginalization of this equation leads to the consistency condition P4 [X; || 2] = P3*[X¢| 2] (:=
>0, PBIX], 9%, 2t)Q[04] Z4]) derived in reference?. Moreover, Pk r[9:]2Z]Q[2] is the conju-
gate environment and signal of a given pair of strategies {T g, Tk } under which it achieves
the bound. From the detailed FR in eq. (B3], we also see that the fitness of a given strategy
can exceed the bound by chance as ¥*[%;, Z;] > Uo[9;] + i[94; 2] when the realized pair
of environmental and signal histories {9, Z;} appears more frequently in the conjugate
environment than in the actual environment as Px p[9;]2:|Q[2] > Q[9%, Z]-
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A. Achievability of the bound and causality

The necessary and sufficient condition P [7:|2] = Q[9:]|2] for achieving the bound
means that the optimal metabolic allocation and phenotype switching strategy together
implement the Bayesian computation of the posterior distribution Q[9;]|2] of 9 given the
history of the sensed signal z;. Under the constraint that Px r[9;|2] satisfies a causal rela-
tion as P p[%|2t] = >y, Pr[%]|16G]Pr[X]| 2], Pk p[97]12:] = Q[97| 2] cannot be realized in
general because Q[9;|2;] does not necessarily satisfy the causality relation between 9 and
zy. I, for example, the metabolic allocation strategy is of Kelly’s type as Tx (y|z) = 0y,
the phenotypic switching strategy must satisfy P [X;|| 2] = Q[X;|Z] to achieve the bound
where Q[X;|Z¢] := Q[9|Z]],, _,- By definition, Pr[X;|| 2] should satisfy the causal relation
that 2(t) depends only on the past and/or current states of z(t). However, Q[9;|Z] may
not necessarily be causal because the conditioning by histories biases the past states of the
conditioned history. In other words, observing the history of z up to ¢ changes the posterior
probability for the past states of y. Thus, y(¢') conditioned by z; for t’ < t generally depends
on the future state of z(¢”) (¢’ <t < t). An exception is that the environmental history is
causally and memorylessly generated from the signal as Q[%||z] = [1._, T (y-|2-), which
is not realistic because we usually expect the signal to be generated from environment and
not wvice versa. Thus,

Dy = min D 42
loss {Tgl,%l‘n;(} loss» ( )

is not generally zero, and D, ., contains not only the loss due to suboptimality of strategies,

but also the loss from the causal constraints in exploiting the information of z; for phenotype
switching.

VIl. DIRECTED INFORMATION AND CAUSAL FRS WITH SENSING

By taking account of the causality relation between 9; and Z; in more detail, we can
obtain tighter FRs, which illustrate the problem of the causality more explicitly. Let us
additionally assume that Q[9;, ;] has a causal and Markov relation as depicted in Fig. 4
(A). The relation is represented as

t—1
Q% 2] = lH T5(2r+1|yr+1,zr)Tg(ymlynzr)] q(yo; 20),
7=0

= Qr[z]|%%]Qr[9]| 2t-1], (43)

where Qr[2:||%] == [1:_o TE(2r41|yr+1. 20)a(20|y0) and Qp (9% Ze—1] := [To2y Th (Yrr1ly-,
Here, the signal z(¢) and environment y(¢) are Markovean and dependent on the past states
of the environment and the signal. By applying Bayes’ theorem, Q[%, Z;] admits another
causal decomposition (Fig. 4 (B)) with reversed causality between 9 and Z;:

t—1 t—1
Q[ 2] = HTg(yHﬂth,yt,zt)] HTE(ZHH%,%)] :
t=0 t=0
% q(yo, 20)
=Qg(%12:]QB[2:19:-1], (44)
where
TR (ze41lye 20) = Y Th(zee1lyer, 20 T (Wi lye, 20), (45)
Yt4+1
TE (2 ,2)TE , 2
Tg(yt+1|zt+17yt,zt) — £y, 20) T (Yega |y t), (46)

Tg (ze41lyt, 2t)

2r)q(Yo)-
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Qg[%||z] := 1;(1) T2 (ye41]2e4+1, ¢, 20)4(yo|20), and Qp[2]|9-1] == 1;(1) T2 (ze41|ye, 2¢)q(20).
Because of the meaning of Bayes’ theorem, 'H‘g (Yt4+1|2t4+1, yt, 2¢) is interpreted as the pos-
terior distribution of y;11 inferred from observations, z;y1, y¢, and z;. Thus, Qp[%|| 2] is
equivalent to the posterior path probability of the environment inferred by the sequential
Bayesian inference of y.1 given the observation of the signal z; and the past state of the
environment ;. Note that Tg(yt+1|zt+1, Yt, z¢) is slightly different from the usual sequen-
tial Bayesean inference to estimate the hidden state y(¢) only from observation z; in which
we cannot use the past environmental state y; for inference. Moreover, Qp[9;||2:] is also
different from Qp[9;|2t] because the posterior path probability Qp[9|2:] is computed after
observing the whole history of z; rather than by conducting Bayesian inference sequentially

as in Qp[%||z].

(A) q(Yo)X wer weer X TEWeslye, z0) X ee oone = QF[%HZt—l]

Environment % > Yt-1 ) Yt t+1 Y .
Signal Z V/ //V/V/ /v Q[9%, z]

s =P ZEA =P ZE - ZE+1-P it =P Zt

Q(20|yo)>< """" X Th(zes1lze, yegr) X oooee oone = QF[ZtH%]
(B) q(yg\zo) Xoweee e X TR (We12e41, v, 2e) e = QB [%”Zt]
Environment )% e > =A y:1 ’A
PR Q1%
Signal Zy zo'\—é \—;‘zm\}‘) Zt\ZtM\} \ 9%, 2]

q(20) X wwer e X TB(zig1lze ) X ever ene - QB[ZtH%—l]
(C) q(yo) TH (Yes1|ye)

Environment % YO oo P YET P YU YEHIP oo P W
sgal 2, T .. Y Y ¥ ;jjj v Q% z]

z0 ceeZe Ze ZeH

q(z0lyo) T (ze41|ye+1)

FIG. 4. Causal dependency of environmental and signal histories. (A) A causal relation between
environment and signal, in which the environment causally drives the signal. Black solid arrows
indicate that y:+1 is affected by its one-step past state y; and that of the signal z;. Blue dashed
arrows represent that z;y1 is affected by the current environment y;4+1 and the one-step past
signal z;. (B) The causal decomposition of Q[9%, Z;] with the reversed causal relation between the
environment and the signal, in which the signal causally drives the environment. Black solid arrows
indicate that z:41 is affected by its one-step past environment y; and that of the signal z;. Blue
dashed arrows represent that y;+1 is affected by the current and one-step past signal z;+1 and z;
and the one-step past environment y;. (C) The causal relation between the environment and the
signal described in Figs. 2 (A) and (C), and used in the numerical simulation (Figs. 3 and 5).

Equation ([4) yields a tighter decomposition of the fitness:

U [9%, Z¢] = Vo 9] + i[2¢ — 94]

—In P%[Xtv%azt]
A A ACEA Lk 47)

where i[Z; — 9] := InQ[%, Z]/QB[2:|]9:-1]Q[94] is the bare directed information from 2z
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to 9. This decomposition leads to the following detailed FR:

e~ (Pol%]+i[2—9] = ¥°[%,2])

_ Pr(%[1X%]Pr %] 2]Qp 29 1]

P% X, 9%, 2] ’
P r[9]2])QpB[ 2|9 -1]
- Q% z] ' 1)

Because P [9||X]Pr[X|| 2:]QB[2t]|9:—1] forms a joint path probability among X;, 9;, and
zy, which satisfies Y, . - Pr[9%[|6]Pr[X||2]Qp[2|9:-1] = 1, we obtain the integral and
average FRs as

<e—<%m+z'[zte%1—wmzm> -1, (49)
Q[9%,2¢]

and

U)o = (Vo) + 2777 = DPd < (Wo) o + T2, 50
Q Q Q

loss

where

DL .= D[P[X, %, 21)|[Px (%] 6]Pr ]| 21 Qs [2][%-1]],
D(Q[%, 2]||Pk.r[9:1 2] QB[ 2] |9 -1]] (51)

and Z# 7% = D[Q[%, z]||Qps[2:]|9:-1]Q[9:]]. Z# 7t is the directed information that
quantifies the amount of information z; has for inferring 9. If Qg[9:||z] = Q[9:], Z# 77 =
0 as well as i[Zz — 9] = 0 hold, which means that z; is useless for inferring % causally.
<\IIO>Q + Z#7% in eq. (B0) is a tighter bound for the average fitness with sensing because

772 = {1 1
< " Q2 QDi T QeIZIQE] / g 2

holds, where Z7t 7% := D|Q[%, z:]||Qp[9:]|2:]Q[2¢]]. Moreover, Z7* 7% is the residual
information in Z73% that has no fitness value under the causal constraints.

A. Numerical verification of FRs with sensing

To demonstrate the validity of FRs in Eqs. [@8)-(E0), we conduct a modified numerical
simulation of the population dynamics to incorporate sensing (see also Appendix [Bl). The
stochastic laws of environmental dynamics TL (yi41|yt, 2¢) (Fig.2 (A)) and the metabolic
allocation strategy Tr (y:]z:) (Fig.2 (B)) are the same as those of the simulation in Fig. 3.
The sensing signal is assumed to have two states, 7 and s5 (Fig. 2 (C)). If the environment
is either in sY or in s¥, the signal gives the corresponding s7 and s with 80% accuracy. If
the environment is in s¥, the signal produces either s or s5 with eqaul probability (Fig.
2 (C)). Because the signal is memorylessly generated from the environment at every time
point, the environment and signal together form a Markov relation as depicted in Fig. 4
(C). By employing the sensed signal, the organisms switch to the phenotypic state s{ with
a 95% chance when the sensed signal is 57 and to 5 when the signal is s5 as shown in Fig.
2 (D).
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FIG. 5. Numerical simulation of the population dynamics with sensing defined in Fig. 2. (A,
B) Two sample histories of environment 9 and the dynamic of N7 (z;) and W®[%] under two
independent realizations of the environmental history. The color bars on the graphs represent the
state of the environment at each time point. The correspondence of the colors and environmental
states is as shown in Fig. 2 (A). Cyan and yellow lines represent N7 (s7) and N7 (s5), respectively.
The Dashed blue line with filled grey style is A7". The red line is ¥o[9]. (C) Stochastic behaviors
of population fitness ¥[9;] for 100 independent samples of environmental histories. Each colored
thin line represents e = N7 /A for each realization of the environmental history. The thick
black line is e"0P*el1. (D) Stochastic behaviors of population fitness Wo[9] for the same 100
samples of environmental histories as those in (C). Each colored thin line represents el for each
realization of the same environmental history as in (C). (E) Stochastic behaviors of population
fitness e~ (Yol =¥DD) for the same 100 samples of environmental histories as those in (C). Each
colored thin line represents e~ (Yol#1=¥1%) for each realization of the same environmental history
as in (C). (F) <e_(‘1'°[%]_‘1'[%])> o calculated empirically by the numerical simulations of sample
t

paths of e~ (Yo=Y Each thin line is obtained by 10° independent realizations of environmental
histories. The thick line is the average of all 100 thin lines.
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Figures 5 (A) and (B) show two trajectories of the population size under the same re-
alizations of environment as in Figs. 3 (A) and (B), respectively. In Fig. 5 (A), the total
population size N7% = ¥ 2] (dashed line) is less than e¥Yoli+iZ:=%] (red line) whereas
N?"Z frequently becomes greater than e Vol +12—=%] in Fig. 5 (B). Even with sensing, both
U[94, z¢) and Wo[9]+i[2 — 97] fluctuate substantially as shown in Figs. 5 (C) and (D) de-
pending on the realization of the environment and signal. Due to this fluctuation, ¥*[9;, Z]

sometimes become greater than e¥oli+ilZ =91 a5 in Fig. 5 (E) to satisfy the integral FR
([#9) as demonstrated in Fig. 5 (F).

B. Achievability of the bound

The bound in eq. (B0) can be achieved when Py p[9:|2:] = Qp[9]|2] holds, which
also means that Q*[%, ;] := QB*[9;||2:]|Qp[2Z:||77—1] is the conjugate environment for a
given {Tg, Tk} where QP *[%||2:] = P r[9:|Z]. Because Qp[9||2] is the path obtained
by a type of sequential Bayesian inference TS (y¢y1]2t41, s, 2¢), the bound is attained if
phenotype switching with sensing and metabolic allocation, as a whole, implement the same
Bayesian computation as Tg(yt+1|zt+1,yt,zt). However, to estimate y;,1, the Bayesian
inference represented by TS (yi41]2141, Vs, 2¢) uses not only 2,41 and 2, but also the error-
less information on the past environmental state y;. If organisms have no way to obtain
perfect information on the past environment by sensing as they do for biologically realistic
situations, the metabolic allocation strategy should be of Kelly’s type as T (y¢|z:) = dy, 2,
to achieve the bound without additional constraints on the environment. With Kelly’s
strategy, the organisms can effectively obtain information on the past environment because
the past phenotypic state x(t) of the survived organisms becomes the same as the past
environmental state y(¢) under this situation. The optimal phenotype switching with Kelly’s
strategy for metabolic allocation should be

Tr(@es1lze, 2041, 2) = Tg(yt-‘rl'zt-i-luytazt)”yt+7}:_1$t+1-, . (53)
Jt—=Lt

to attain the bound. Another situation in which the bound can be achieved is when the
environmental state y;1 depends not on y; but only on z: as Tg(yet1|ye, 2¢) = Tr(yer1|2t).
We then have

TR (zer1l2) = > Th(zesalyes) Th(yeral2e), (54)

Yt+1

Th (ze1|yer 1) Th (Yer1]2e)
TE (ze41]2t)

Th (Yes1 241, Yt 2¢) = ; (55)

where TE(yi1|2t41, Y, 2¢) is reduced to be independent of y: as TE(yii1|ze41, Y, 2t) =
TZ(yt+1|2t41,2:). Thus, the bound can be attained if the phenotypic switching and
metabolic allocation strategies satisfy

D T2 ) Th (@201, 20) = T Gega[2001, 20)-

Tt

Note that the phenotypic switching need not be dependent on the past phenotypic state in
this situation because z(t 4+ 1) and z(¢) contain all the relevant information on the future
state of y(t + 1).

For both cases, the achievability of the bound is directly linked to the accessibility of the
organisms to the past information that directly drives the current environmental state. In
addition, even when the bound is not achieved, ch;g; explicitly represents the loss of fitness
associated with the inaccessibility.
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C. Losses due to limited capacity and suboptimality

For general metabolic allocation strategies other than Kelly’s type, the phenotypic states
of the survived organisms contain only imperfect information on the past environmental
history. In addition, the environment and signal may not always form the circular depen-
dency --- = yy = 2t = Ypr1 = Z41 — . ... In such situations, the loss is most generally
represented by Dj ., which quantifies the difference between the time-backward path prob-
ability Pp[X;, 9%, 2] and the time-forward path probability Px[9;||X%]|Pr[X:||2:]Q[2:]. The
loss from different sources can be represented by using the following dissection of the fitness:

U*[95, Z¢] = Vo 9] + i[9, 2] — i[9, Ze|Xi] (56)
P35 [9:1X] P3| 2]
- Pr[9%]]X] ~n Pr(X|| 2]’ (57)

where i%5[%, 2| x| == mPy[%, 2¢|X%]/P5[9: %P5 [ 2| %] is the bare conditional backward
mutual information. Although this representation does not immediately admit detailed and
integral FRs, we can obtain the following decomposition of Dj . into three terms:

Di, =I5 + DYk + DL,
where
Iy;zlx = (i519% 2|, 1100, 2] >
Dk 1= (D[P [ [Prc[95] 1261 gy )
Dyl = (DIP (X 2] |IPr | 21z
Ig;z\x is the residual information on the environment that the signal still has even if we

know the retrospective history of the phenotype. Because the retrospective correlation be-
tween the phenotype and environment is induced by the selection, this residual information
represents the information that is not used in the selection. If the signal contains certain
information on the environmental fluctuation that is nothing to do with the replication of
the organisms, for example, the information on the existence of unmetabolizable artificial
molecules, such information cannot be exploited in the phenotypic switching to choose a

z|x

better phenotype for the current environmental state. Thus, Iy ; measures the amount of

such useless information for fitness that the sensing s1gna1 conveys. D> accounts for the

loss
imperfectness of the metabolic allocation strategy, and Dy’ quantlﬁes the imperfectness of
phenotype switching due to the causal constraint and suboptimality.

For example, in the case of the causally optimal strategy under Kelly’s metabolic allo-
cation in eq. (B3)) with the causal structure in Q[9, z] (eq. (@3)), these quantities are
reduced to

Ig;zpc =0, Ds,K =0, DS F_ — T

loss loss

The first equation, Ig;zpc = 0, holds because organisms with the metabolic allocation
strategy of Kelly’s type can survive only when their phenotypic history is identical to the

actual environmental history, and the retrospective phenotypic history X; contains perfect

information on 9;. Thus, the residual Ig;z\x becomes 0. Similarly, Dls(;g = 0 because only
organisms with their phenotypic history identical to their environmental hisotry can survive,
and P%[9:|X] = dx,.9, holds for Kelly’s strategy. In contrast, Dlo - cannot be zero because
the phenotyplc switching strategy is causally constrained. The minimum loss due to this
constraint is the directed information Z?¢ %t that measures the causally useless information
in 7732,

In a general situation, these three quantities are mutually related. For example, the

z|x

amount of useless information for fitness Ig; depends on the choice of strategies. If phe-

notype switching does not use any information obtained from z(t), then Ig;zpc becomes
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Ig;z' They are appropriate information-theoretic quantities that account for the irrele-
vance of sensing and the imperfectness of metabolic allocation and phenotypic switching for
exploiting the sensed information.

VIll. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we clarified the stochastic and information thermodynamic structures in
population dynamics with and without sensing, to derive the bound of fitness and the fitness
gain by sensing, in the form of FRs. The detailed and integral FRs obtained substantially
generalized the previous results on the average fitness value of information by showing
that not only average but also the fluctuation of fitness is generically constrained as is the
entropy production. Such constraints manifest the possibility and the condition that the
fitness of organisms with suboptimal strategies can be greater than that of the optimal
one by chance due to environmental fluctuations, just as there is a finite probability of
observing reversal of heat flow in a small thermal system. Such rare events can be regarded
as a violation of ESS because they may induce the takeover of the optimal organism by
a suboptimal one in a finite population. Nevertheless, the violation is somehow ruled to
follow the integral and detailed FRs. Moreover, the directed information is derived to be
the tighter measure of the fitness value of information, in which the causal structure in
the problem is explicitly accounted for. The condition for achieving this bound is shown
to be related to the ability of the organisms to conduct or implement a type of Bayesian
sequential inference from the sensed information. Finally, we derived three quantities that
can measure the irrelevance of sensing and the imperfectness of metabolic allocation and
phenotypic switching for exploiting the sensed information.

All these results and generalizations are derived by employing the path integral and the
time-backward representation of population dynamics. Among others, pivotal is the duality
between the maximization of the average fitness and the minimization of the difference
between the time-forward and time-backward path probabilities (eqs. (28) and (@0)). The
minimum loss of the average fitness due to causality is clearly described in this dual problem
as the deviation between the causal time-forward path probability and the non-causal time-
backward path probability (eq. (B8])). We believe that the path-wise and retrospective
formulation of the population dynamics also play indispensable roles in addressing other
biologically relevant problems.

A. Learning rules

In this paper as well as in most of the previous works, the processes of attaining better
strategies by mutation or learning are rarely considered directly and explicitlyld:24, except
int3. As we have demonstrated, the average optimal strategy may not dominate a population
all the time in a fluctuating environment because of a rare event: the takeover by suboptimal
strategies. Thus, the organisms and their corresponding strategies are expected to change
non-stationarily over time. In such a situation, an advantage may be gained by organisms
that acquire an ability to adaptively change and learn the strategies as our brain and immune
system do22. However, the fitness to be increased by adaptation is a population-level
quantity whereas adaptation is conducted at the individual-level. Duality might be used to
resolve this problem. As demonstrated in Kelly’s strategy in the most extreme fashion, the
survived organisms can retrospectively obtain certain information on the environment they
experienced. As shown recently3, such information can be used to adjust time-forward
strategies to switch phenotype and to allocate resource so as to reduce the discrepancy
between time-forward and backward phenotypic histories rather than directly increasing the
population fitness. By employing our path-wise formulation, we may obtain more general
results on the adaptive learning of strategies and its evolutionary advantages.
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B. Individual sensing

Another problem that should be addressed is the type of sensing. In this paper, the
sensing signal is treated as an extrinsic factor by assuming that all organisms have the same
sensing signal. Such an assumption is valid only when the sensing noise of the organisms is
negligibly small. A more general situation is the individual sensing in which each organism
receives different sensing signals owing to the sensing noise intrinsic to the organism4 17,
The fitness value of individual sensing has been rarely addressed, with the exception of a
pioneering work3?, which shows that the fitness value of individual sensing can be greater
than the mutual information under restricted situations3?. A generalization of this result

may be achieved by using our pat-hwise and retrospective formulation.

C. Thermodynamics and evolution

As we have clarified, thermodynamics and adaptation share the same fundamental math-
ematical structure. Nevertheless, most attempts to bridge thermodynamics and adaptation
or evolution, including ours, are just formal in the sense that the similarity shown is at the
level of mathematicst® 2122, However, an actual thermodynamics underlies the processes
of replication and sensing of organisms®¢ 58, The thermodynamics must constrain the rate
of replication and the efficiency of sensing, and the latter was investigated intensively in
the context of stochastic and information thermodynamics, recently42:22:60  Qur relation
between fitness and information must be consistent with the constraints imposed by the
thermodynamics of these processes. Integration of the relation between entropy and infor-
mation with that between fitness and information would be an indispensable step toward
establishing the real thermodynamics of adaptation and evolution.
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Appendix A: Decomposition of replication rate

Let us consider a given replication rate k(z,y). eF®¥) determines a (#6, x #6,)
matrix, and we define its row vectors as {v, € (Rs()#®v|v,, = e*@¥) 2 € &,}. When
the number of the environmental states is equal to or greater than the phenotypic ones as
#6, > #6,, {v.|r € &,} can form a hyperplane, and we can fine a vector u € (Rxq)# v
that is orthogonal to the plane. Let go be the normalization of u as qo = u/>_, u(y). By
definition, qq satisfies v, - qp = Zy ek(ﬂ”’y)qo(y) = ¢q for all z € &, where ¢9 > 0 is a
constant. This means that we can define a conditional probability Tk (y|z) as

ek(zy)
Ti(yle) = ), (A1)
Po
Thus, we have the decomposition of €*(*¥%) in eq. (@) and its variant used in eq. () as
T
ek(m)y) _ %o K(y|55) _ e}’cmax(y)r]I«K(y|w)7 (AQ)
%(y)

where efmax¥) .= ¢ /qo(y). Thus, when the environmental states are more complex than
the phenotypic ones as #6, > #6,, the decomposition of the replication rate, eq. (), is
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general enough even if we do not explicitly assume the relation between metabolic allocation
strategy and replication rate as in eq. ().

If #6, < #6,, the decomposition does not necessarily exist. Such a situation may occur
when an organisms has redundant phenotypic states, a fraction of which can be effectively
realized by linear combinations of the others. While the redundant phenotypic states can
appear in the process of mutation, #6, < #G6, is not biologically realistic because the
environment is generally more complex than phenotype.

Finally, we note that the decomposition, eq. (A2), is not unique except when #&, =
#6, and {v,|r € 6.} are linearly independent each others. Nevertheless, our FRs hold
irrespective of the choice of the decomposition. Achievability of the maximum average
fitness, eq. ([24), is affected by the choice because ®y depends on the decomposition and
because T(y|z) must be changed so that it satisfies eq. ([A2]) for a given k(x,y). While
we apparently have a freedom to choose the metabolic allocation strategy, Tk (y|z), for
maximization of <\Ilb>Q in eq. (24), eq. ([@4) is virtually reduced to the problem of the

maximization of the average fitness by changing only phenotypic switching strategy Pr as

max (T)g < (Yo)g s (A3)

because ¥ is independent of the choice of the decomposition of e#(*:¥). This is the problem
addressed in our previous work?. Tight upper bound of max(r,} <\Ilb> o can be obtained by

minimization of (Vo)q as
b .
Irﬁx@lf >Q < in (Wo)g - (A4)

We again stress that our integral and detailed FRs generally hold for any given T and T .

Appendix B: Numerical verification of FRs

For the numerical simulations shown in Figs 3 and 5, we consider the case that the
environmental dynamics is Markovean as T% (y;11]y:), and that the signal is memorylessly
generated from the environment as T (2¢41]2¢41).

Realizations of the environmental history 9; and the sensing signal Z; are obtained by
conducting a finite-state Markov transition by following T (yi41|y:) and TE(zi41|yet1)-
For a given pair of realizations {9, Z;}, the fitnesses W°[%;] (without sensing) and W*[%]
(with sensing) are calculated recursively as

N
9ig] = WL + In =5
t
NT
VP[4, Zega] = ¥°[9%, 4] + In N;J’rlz’

where N7 and N7 ? are obtained by solving eq. (@) recursively for the given {9, Z}.
Similarly, Wo[9] is recursively computed as

algies] = o] + (60 + 1o TEL)),
qo(ye+1)

The point-wise directed information i[Zz — 9] in eq. (@) and eq. ([@Y) is recursively
obtained as

TE (ze41|ye41)

. N =iz — %] +1 '
i[Z41 = Y] = i[Z = %] +1n T3 (2e41yt)

where TR (2e1]ye) = 20, ., Th(zer1[Yer ) T (Yer1[9e)-
Note that, when a feedback relation exists between y; and z;, the computation of Wg[94]
and i[Z; — 9] becomes more demanding because Q[9;] has to be obtained by marginalizing

the z; of Q[9%, ).
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