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Spatial models where growth is limited to the edge of the expansions have been instrumental to
understand the population dynamics and the clone size distribution in growing cellular populations,
such as microbial colonies and avascular tumours. A complete characterization of the coalescence
process generated by spatial growth is still lacking, limiting our ability to apply classic population
genetics inference to spatially growing populations. Here, we start filling this gap by investigating the
statistical properties of the cell lineages generated by the two dimensional Eden model, leveraging
their physical analogy with directed polymers. Our analysis provides quantitative estimates for
population measurements that can easily be assessed via sequencing, such as the average number of
segregating sites and the clone size distribution of a subsample of the population. Our results not
only reveal remarkable features of the genealogies generated during growth, but also highlight new
properties that can be misinterpreted as signs of selection if non-spatial models are inappropriately
applied.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spatial range expansion [1, 2] are ubiquitous in na-
ture, from microbial biofilms [3, 4], developing tissues
[5] avascular tumors [6–9] to invading species and infec-
tious diseases [10, 11]. Many of these scenarios share the
feature of being resources-limited [12–19], so that popu-
lation growth occurs mainly as invasion of surrounding
virgin territory [20–26]. When dispersal is local, these
range expansions lead to a phenomenon called gene surf-
ing, whereby pioneering individuals at the edge of the
expansion have a higher chance to contribute to the next
generation [27, 28]. As a result, an individual’s location
can become a more important factor to reproductive suc-
cess than its growth rate [29–32].

It has recently been shown that gene surfing leaves a
characteristic signature in the mutational spectrum of the
population, identified by an excess of high frequency mu-
tations compared to the well-mixed expectation [4]. This
observation becomes crucial when analyzing population
sequencing results, as the same signature can be mistak-
enly interpreted as being a result of positive selection
and lead to a mis-identification of driver mutations (e.g.,
in cancer or drug resistance). Modeling the effects of
spatial structure on genealogies in growing populations,
and consequently on the diagnostic outputs of genome
sequencing, could point to protocols that discern the two
scenarios.

In the following, we systematically analyse the sta-
tistical properties of the geneological tree generated
by the Eden model, a lattice model that has success-
fully been used to investigate microbial colonies and tu-
mour [4, 6, 33, 34], to determine the effects of spatial
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growth on three classic population genetics quantities:
(i) time to the most recent common ancestor, (ii) num-
ber of segregating sites in a sample and (iii) clone size
distribution of a sample. We find that these quantities
are completely determined by the growth properties of
the populations, and that their key features can be cap-
tured by a deterministic tree structure defined completely
by the exponents of the corresponding universality class.
We finally discuss how recent advances in lineage trac-
ing [14, 17, 35–39], as well as single cell sequencing can
be combined with our model to reveal the presence of
surface-limited growth and interpret the data accord-
ingly.

II. SIMULATING SPATIAL GROWTH: THE
EDEN MODEL

The Eden model, first introduced in the seminal paper
by Eden in 1961 [40], is widely used to mimic spatial
growth processes where replication is limited to the front
of the expansion, for example microbial colonies on rich
media. Starting from an initial set of cells, placed at
fixed points on a lattice, one cell with at least one empty
neighbour is randomly chosen and replicated into one of
the empty neighboring sites. This new cell can be seen as
the descendant of the initially chosen cell and the process
repeated to reach a final population size.

The growth process simulated by the model can be
tracked to generate a genealogical tree that identifies
the mother-daugher relationship of each individual (lat-
tice site). The statistical properties of the emerging lin-
eages have recently been investigated [41] and found to
fall within the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality
class [42].

This underlying growth process and the resulting lin-
eages are sufficient to completely characterise the neutral
genetic diversity of the population, since neutral muta-
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tions do not affect growth. The occurrence of neutral dis-
tinct mutations can be modeled as a Poisson stochastic
process occurring on top of the identified lineages (infinite
site model [43]). Using the statistical properties of the
lineages, we can then characterise the corresponding coa-
lescence process and estimate classic population genetics
quantities. In what follows, we consider two scenarios:
a linear front of constant width, which we compare to a
Wright-Fisher model of constant population size; and a
2D radial expansion, which mimics colony growth.

III. STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF EDEN
MODEL IN A LINEAR GEOMETRY

We will start our analysis with a linear front scenario
(corridor) so that the front of the population exhibits a
constant width. In what follows, we will always sample
individuals from the very front of the population.

A. Number of segregating sites between two
individuals

Single-cell sequencing enables, for instance, genomic
comparison (either whole-genome or targeted regions)
among individual cells sampled from different locations
in the population. The number of differences between
the two (or more) genomes is a well-studied summary
statistics in population genetics called number of segre-
gating sites, S, whose distribution is well-known for well-
mixed populations and even for simple models of struc-
tured populations (island model) [43].

In contrast to the well-mixed scenario, the spatial
structure of our model naturally raises the question of
how the number of segregating sites S depends on the rel-
ative location of the sampled individuals. Starting with
two individuals sampled at distance d from each other,
then the probability of observing S segregating sites is

P (S|d) = 2

∫
P (S|T )P (T |d)dT, (1)

where T is the time to the most recent common ancestor
(MRCA) between the two individuals. If we make the
standard assumptions that mutations follow a Poisson
process, then P (S|T ) = exp(−µT )(µT )S/S!, where µ is
the mutation rate.

The distribution P (T |d) from linear simulations is
shown in fig. 1, with a power-law decay at large distances
following P (T |d) ∼ T−1.64. The exponent is connected
to one of characteristic exponents describing the statis-
tics of directed polymers in random media (DPRM) [41].
As d increases, simulations deviate from the power-law
expectation at large times due to the finite size of the
simulations.

Because of the heavy tail of the distribution, the aver-
age time to the MRCA is often not of practical use, and

the typical time to the MRCA T̂ is better suited as a

metric of the characteristic behavior. This characteristic
time has a scaling determined by the DPRM wandering

exponent, T̂ ∼ d3/2 (fig. 1(b)) [41].
Since the probability function P (T |d) decays quickly

upon moving away from the characteristic value T̂ , a sim-
plified model of the tree structure can be built by replac-

ing the distribution with a δ-function peaked at T̂ . In
addition, for large µT , we can also approximate P (S|T )
to a δ-function peaked at the mean value µT , so the dis-
tribution of segregating sites scales similarly to P (T |d),
rescaled by a factor 2µ. In particular, the most likely
number of segregating sites observed Ŝ ≈ 2µT̂ ∝ d3/2,
following the KPZ expectation (fig. 1). For comparison,
in a Wright-Fisher model of constant population size N ,
the typical time to the MRCA would be N , indepen-
dently on the physical distance between the two sampled
individuals. If we equate the population size N to ap-
proximately the width w of the corridor, this leads to a
critical distance d∗ = N2/3 < w, so that if individuals are
sampled at distance larger than this, they should show
more segregating sites than the well-mixed expectation,
and viceversa.

B. Number of segregating sites in a subsample

If we consider a connected subsample n < N at the
front of the population, the total number of segregating
sites is related to the total length of all the branches in
the genealogical tree Ttot(n). In the Wright-Fisher model
this leads to the well-know average result

Ttot =

i=n∑
i=2

iTi = 2N log(n− 1), (2)

for an haploid population, where Ti = N/
(
i
2

)
represents

the average time for the first coalescent event between
two lineages of the possible i. Note that the time to the
MRCA across n individuals in a well-mixed population
of size N is TMRCA(n) = 2N(1− 1/n).

For the Eden model, the expression depends on the
relative position of the n individuals. If we assume that
they are positioned contiguously along the front, then
Ttot is the total length of the branches that lead to a
corridor of width n starting from the MRCA of the n
individuals (as in the inset of fig. 2). Then

Ttot =

∫ TMRCA(n)

1

l(t)dt, (3)

where l(t) is the number of lineages at time t mea-
sured backwards from the subsample and TMRCA(n) is
the time to the MRCA of the whole sample. Because
of the spatial constraints on the lineages, we have that
TMRCA(n) ∝ n3/2, since the n individuals will be at most
n apart (in reality there are more than n individuals in a
width n since the front is rough, but we use this as first
approximation).
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FIG. 1. Left, Probability distribution of time T to the most recent common ancestor for individuals sampled a distance d apart,
for simulations in a linear corridor. Right, dependence of the most probable value T̂ of the distribution on the separation d.
Inset shows the data on left, rescaled by the measured dependence of the peak of the distribution T̂ ∼ d3/2.
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FIG. 2. Number of surviving lineages in the genealogy of n
individuals at the edge of the colony, traced backwards as a
function of the distance s from the edge of the colony. In-
set shows an example of a genealogy from an Eden model
simulation.

The scaling of the typical time to the MRCA implies a
particular scaling for the number of lineages with reverse
time. Let us assume that all tree mergers happen ex-

actly at the typical time T̂ (d) ∼ d3/2 associated with the
separation d of two individuals on the front. Upon ad-
vancing backwards in time from the front by an interval
t, each contiguous segment of the boundary of size ∼ t2/3
will have condensed to a single ancestor. As a result, the
number of surviving lineages l(t) falls as t−2/3 with re-
verse time t, as long as the number of surviving lineages
is large. To test this relation, we measured the number of
lineages as a function of distance s ∝ t from the edge of
the colony in Eden simulations within a linear corridor,
see Fig. 2. Although the true genealogies display a more

complex structure compared to our idealized model, we
find that the observed variation in l is consistent with
a power-law decay l ∼ s−2/3 ∼ t−2/3 until only a few
lineages survive (l <∼ 1).

Since the number of lineages (or walkers) is l(t) ∼
n/t2/3, then

Ttot ∼ nT 1/3
MRCA(n) ∝ n3/2. (4)

A remarkable byproduct of this is that the total tree size
is proportional to the TMRCA(n) of the sample, unlike
the case for well-mixed populations, and it does not de-
pend on the total population size. This reflects the fact
that the dominant contribution to the tree is given by
the significantly longer oldest branches.Another interest-
ing feature arising from the comparison with the Wright-
Fisher model is that the total number of segregating sites
increases much more quickly with sample size for the spa-
tial model than for the well-mixed one.

C. Site frequency spectrum of subsamples

The statistical properties of the number of segregat-
ing sites in a sample n of the edge of the population
also determine the mutational spectrum, a commonly
used genomic metric of the population structure. In the
case of the Wright-Fisher infinite site model, the mu-
tational spectrum, i.e., the number of mutations m(j)
carried by j < N individuals, is given, on average, by
m(j) = 2µN/j [43].

The hierarchical length structure of the genealogical
tree generated by the Eden model generates a very dif-
ferent mutational spectrum, since mutations can accu-
mulate for a long time on long lineages before any later
branching event occurs. Importantly, to understand the
origin of this mutation spectrum, the topology of the tree
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(which branches coalesce with each other) is crucial, as
identical l(t) can generate very different mutational spec-
tra. Furthermore, the measured spectrum will depend
strongly upon the spatial distribution of the population
samples—different sampling protocols might be sensitive
to different features of the genealogical structure.

If samples are taken uniformly across the entire popu-
lation, the site frequency spectrum is expected to follow a
trend m(j) ∝ j−7/5 [4]. However, in many situations the
outer edge of the population is more accessible for sam-
pling. An analogous theoretical argument can be made if
we restrict sampling to the edge of the population. Then,
mutations carried by at least j individuals have to occur
before the coalescence time TMRCA(j) or, in other words,
somewhere on the subtree between the ancestor among
all N individuals and the ancestor of the subsampled j
individuals. We will call this portion of the total tree
T ∗(j). The topology of the tree then determines the ex-
pression for the site frequency spectrum.

For instance, if the tree is well-balanced so that coales-
cence events happen almost at the same time along be-
tween pairs of lineages that are the same distance apart,
then the number of mutations m(j) carried by at least j
individuals is proportional to

T ∗(j) = Ttot(N)− Ttot(j)
N

j
, (5)

as there would be N/j identical subtrees emerging from
the corresponding N/j lineages, each with j leaves on
average. This leads to

T ∗(j) ≈ N3/2 − j3/2N
j

= N3/2(1− x1/2), (6)

where x = j/N is the frequency of the mutation. This
expression leads to a clone size distribution Π′(x) (prob-
ability that a mutation is carried by a proportion x of
the population) to be proportional to x−1/2.

Eden model simulations show that, at least for small x
when finite size effects are limited, the scaling is Π′(x) ∝
x−2/3 (Fig. 3), clearly indicating that the tree, in this
case, is not balanced, and the tail of the TMRCA distribu-
tion plays a crucial role. Importantly, the resulting clone
size distribution is less steep than the well-mixed sce-
nario, which corresponds to a higher likelihood of finding
a mutations carried by a large proportion of the sample,
compared to a well-mixed population.

IV. RADIAL EXPANSION

While linear expansions are useful to understand the
properties of the tree structure generated by the spatial
growth process, radial expansions are more relevant to
several real case scenarios (e.g., microbial colonies, avas-
cular tumors). In this case, the population expands ini-
tially very rapidly due to an inflation effect related to
curvature, which slows down as the radius grows [44].
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FIG. 3. Site frequency spectrum, i.e. probability of a muta-
tion attaining a frequency x, for individuals sampled from the
edge of a population generated using Eden model simulations
in a corridor geometry.

A similar analysis to the one conducted for the corridor
shows that the number of lineages as a function of the
distance s from the edge of the colony follows the same
s−2/3 power-law as in the corridor case, with a sharp
drop close to the centre of the colony where the lineages
spread star-like due to the rapid inflation process (fig. 4).
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FIG. 4. Fraction of lineages which survive when the genealogy
of all individuals at the edge of the colony is traced inward, as
a function of the distance s from the edge of the colony. Solid
lines show data from radial Eden simulations grown to differ-
ent final radii R. Dashed line shows expected decay based on
lineage fluctuations in the KPZ class. Inset shows an example
of a genealogy for a radial Eden simulation.

To account for the inflation process, we normalize the
number of lineages present at radius r by the circumfer-
ence of the colony at the same radius to obtain a lineage
density, and rescale the radius r by the final colony radius
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FIG. 5. Lineage density as a function of distance from the
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zontal axis is a logit scale which reveals the power-law diver-
gences in the lineage density as r/R→ 0 and r/R→ 1.

R (fig. 5). We observe that consistently across colony
sizes, the lineage density undergoes a transition at ex-
actly a radius R/2, where R is the radius of the final
colony, so that the density of surviving lineages initially
decreases and then increases with r. This non-monotonic
behaviour reflects the tradeoff between the process of in-
flation, which pushes lineages aside preventing them from
coalescing, and the stochasticity of the lineages, which
over time makes them coalesce.

The collapse of the lineage density on a master curve
independently on colony size suggests the presence of a
universal tree that can describe the behaviour of genealo-
gies generated in these two-dimensional spatial growth
models. We propose it below.

A. Universal tree model

Our proposed model incorporates the statistics of lin-
eage fluctuations imposed by the KPZ universality class,
which the Eden model is known to belong to, as well
as the spatial constraints on coalescences deriving from
the radial structure of the expansion (Fig. 6). Building
on our results for the corridor case, we hypothesize that
the lineages of two cells which lie a spatial arc distance
d apart on the outer edges of a colony, will most likely
coalesce at a certain distance h towards the center of the
colony:

h ∼ d3/2. (7)

We will now neglect rare stochastic events in the coales-
cence process of the colony’s lineages and devise a de-
terministic model where coalescence is controlled only
by the typical coalescence height. The model is based
on a binary tree with its branches’ lengths following the

above relation 7. We will also assume that always exactly
two lineages coalesce into one and that all lineages in the
tree that are a distance d apart coalesce at the same time
(perfectly balanced tree, fig 6).

An important difference between the corridor and the
radial case is that in the radial case the MRCA of the
whole population is always clearly identifiable. The sym-
metry relation in lineage densities highlighted in fig. 5
then allows to build our tree forward in time from the
centre of the colony as a branching process (rather than
backwards as we did for the corridor).

We start with an arbitrary number b of starting
branches, growing star-like towards the outside, splitting
at deterministic distances away from the center based on
the distance for which the branches have already been
running, according to eq. 7. Since we are in a radial
setting with an inflation term, the distances between the
lineages is dictated by both the angle between them, as
well as the current distance away from the center.

FIG. 6. Sketch of the deterministic tree model that captures
that average lineage properties during radial growth.

After each splitting step, the angles are halved, leading
to

αi =
αstart

2i
for i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }, with αstart =

2π

b
. (8)
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For the very first step (i = 0), where b branches start
from the center, the height to splitting h0 is calculated
as

h0 ∼ (α0h0)3/2

=⇒ h20 ∼ α3
0h

3
0

=⇒ h0 ∼
1

α3
0

,

(9)

where we used relation 7 together with the fact that in
the very first step, the distance until the next splitting
point is the same as the distance away from the center
used for calculating the arc length distance between the
lineages. For all following steps, the splitting heights are
given via the equation

hi ∼
(
αi

( i−1∑
j=0

hj + hi

))3/2

for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . }. (10)

For all i > 1, equation 10 can be solved numerically.
One finds that the equation always gives two positive so-
lutions. As i increases, the next hi is always dependant
on the result of the previous heights h0, . . . , hi−1, requir-
ing some considerations on the choice of solution. We
find that choosing the bigger solution leads to increasing
values of hi until they diverge. Reciprocally, choosing
the smaller solution leads to decreasing hi that converge
towards 0.

The simulation results for lineage density suggest that
the distance between branching events becomes increas-
ingly longer in the first half of the colony growth (up
to R/2) after which it then becomes shorter and shorter
with each coalescence step. As a result, for our model,
we will choose the larger solution for the first l steps, and
subsequently always choose the smaller solution. Inter-
estingly, once the switch occurs, the values of hi decline
so rapidly that the total sum of all hi, which corresponds
to the radius of the colony, converges to some value. We
find that independently on the number of l steps, the
radius converges in such a way that the transition in so-
lution always approximately happens at half of the total
colony radius, in line with the observation in simulations
(fig. 5).

B. Radius to the MRCA

Fig. 4 shows that if the MRCA is sufficiently close to
the edge (so for small n), the number of lineages decays
similar to the corridor case. However, this relationship
is expected to fail as the RMRCA approaches R/2 (large
sample sizes). We can use the master curve we have
found for the lineage density (Fig. 5) to then determine
a more general relationship for the position of RMRCA as
a function of sample size n in a colony that has reached
a final radius R.

We have found that the number of ancestral lineages
as a function of radius r leading to the edge of a colony

of radius R is

l(r) = 2πra[x(1− x)l(R)]−2/3, (11)

where a = 2.7 (fitting parameter) and x = r/R. If we as-
sume a uniform angular distribution of lineages, then the
number of lineages corresponding to a sample n (covering
an angle n/R) is

l(n, r) = l(r)
n

2πR
. (12)

Then, the MRCA corresponds to the radius at which we
are left with only one lineage l(n,Rmrca) = 1, leading to
the following equation

x1/3(1− x)−2/3 =
(2πR)2/3

a
n−1, (13)

which can be solved exactly. Because 0 < x =
Rmrca/R < 1, the acceptable solution to this equation
is always unique and corresponds to

xMRCA =
1 + 2â−3n−3 −

√
1 + 4â−3n−3

2â−3n−3
, (14)

where the â = a/(2πR)2/3.
For large n, the RMRCA < R/2 and the scaling with

sample size is such that RMRCA ∼ n−3. Conversely, if
n is small, the RMRCA is close to the edge on average,
following the scaling 1 − RMRCA/R ∼ n3/2, which is
analogous to the corridor case.

The transition between the two regimes corresponds
to when RMRCA ≈ R/2. Using the equation above, we
find that this corresponds to a critical angle (and critical
sample size) αc = nc/R ≈ R−1/3. This scaling has been
previously identified for the threshold frequency between
bubbles and sectors in neutral mutations in two dimen-
sional colonies [4].

C. Number of segregating sites

Analogously to the corridor case, the number of seg-
ragating sites S in a sample of size n is proportional to
the total tree size that leads to the n surviving leaves, so
that

Ttot(n) =

∫ R

RMRCA

l(n, r)dr (15)

∝ nR1/3

∫ 1

RMRCA/R

x1/3(1− x)−2/3dx (16)

= nR1/3

[
B
(

4

3
,

1

3

)
− B

(
xMRCA(n),

4

3
,

1

3

)]
(17)

where l(n, r) are the number of lineages as a function of
the distance from the center r that lead to the sample
and B indicates the corresponding beta function.



7

D. Site frequency spectrum

Our tree model assumes a perfectly balanced tree with
b initial branches that set the largest possible frequency
of a mutation in the front population (1/b). Similarly to
the argument for the corridor case, a mutation that is
carried by at least n individuals at the edge has to oc-
cur somewhere in the tree before RMRCA(n). Then, the
number of mutations m(n) carried by at least n individ-
uals at the edge is proportion to

T ∗(n) ∝
∫ RMRCA(n)

0

l(r)dr (18)

∝ R4/3B
(
xMRCA(n),

4

3
,

1

3

)
. (19)

Fig. 7 shows that the theoretical expectation of the
cumulative site frequency spectrum (1−Π(x), i.e., prob-
ability that at a mutation is carried by at least a frac-
tion x = n/(2πR) of the population), without any addi-
tional fitting parameter, agrees remarkably well with the
simulation. We observe a slight deviation at the point
of inflection due to the discretized nature of the lattice
in the simulations (the edge is only approximately one
site thick). Interestingly, the agreement between theory
and simulations suggests that in the radial case the tree
is much more balanced then in the corridor case. The
power-law tail, corresponding to an exponent of −4, is
consistent with the site frequency spectrum of the full
colony as we expect the large frequency mutations at
the periphery to be stemming from sectors. The low
frequency component of the site frequency spectrum is,
in contrast, almost flat reflecting the fact that the later
portion of the tree contributes negligibly to the total tree
size.

In practice, often, only a subsample (or subsamples) of
the colony periphery may be sequenced, as for instance
in tumour biopsies [34, 45, 46]. Because of the spatial
correlation of the genealogies, these subsamples can ex-
hibit unusual signatures in the site frequency spectrum.
We have found above that if two individuals (or samples)
are picked farther than αc apart, their MRCA will very
quickly converge to the centre of the colony. This im-
plies the presence of long independent lineages that lead
to the different samples over which several mutations can
accumulate. Because these lineages do not branch for a
long time, they will lead to a large number of mutations
carried by a very specific frequency in the sample, show-
ing up as sudden drops in the cumulative site frequency
spectrum (fig. 7, dash-dotted lines). The position and
size of these drops depends on the geometry of the sam-
pling scheme.

If we have N samples of size n (each covering an angle
α = n/R), the RMRCA(n) of each sample is given by
equation 15. From this point to the edge, we expect, on
average, the N trees to be similar and thus no mutation
drop should be observed for frequencies below 1/N . The
topology of the tree for r < RMRCA(n) determines the
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FIG. 7. Comparison in the cumulative site frequency spec-
trum from simulations sampling from the whole edge (solid
blue line), equally spaced subsamples of different size and
number (dash-dotted lines) and the theoretical expectation
from eq. 19 (black dashed line). No fitting parameters are
necessary.

position and size of the drops we observe in simulations.
Since the number of leading lineages is N , in principle
we can expect to see drops at any frequencies i/N with
i ∈ {1..N − 1}, each corresponding to the length of tree
lineages shared by i of the N samples. The length of
such lineages depend on the separation between samples.
As the sample size n or the sample number N increases,
we expect the site frequency spectrum to converge to the
full edge.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have analyzed the coalescence pro-
cess generated by two-dimensional spatial growth mod-
els to provide quantitative expectations for some typical
genetic observables that can easily be determined from
population sequencing, such as the number of segregating
sites and site frequency spectrum. Our analysis extends
previous work on the topic first, by introducing an in-
finite site model on top of the growth process and thus
going beyond the typical assumption of low mutation rate
and second, by considering practical situations in which
only a subset of the population is sampled. While here
we focus on the 2D Eden model as a specific example of
spatial growth that has been shown to well capture the
statistical properties of microbial colonies, our analysis
can be easily applied to three dimensional growth and
to other types of random-walk models outside the KPZ
universality class.

Our results show, in agreement with previous work,
that the lineages generated by an Eden model behave
like directed polymers and can thus be modeled as super-
diffusive random walks. The coalescence process (back-
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wards in time) is then just dictated by the subsequent an-
nihilation of these random walkers as they collide. This
analogy allows us to find a mathematical formulation for
the average number of lineages as a function of time that
lead to a final population at the edge of the expansion,
which then can be used to provide estimates for the time
to the MRCA and the number of segregating sites. Es-
timates for the site frequency spectrum require knowl-
edge of the tree topology. Interestingly, here we find that
the radial expansion is consistent with a balanced topol-
ogy. By contrast, a linear front generates a site frequency
spectrum inconsistent with a balanced topology, suggest-
ing that rare long branches which coalesce well past the
typical coalescence time play a crucial role.

Finally, our analysis of the site frequency spectrum
generated by subsamples of the colony shows that spa-
tial growth is sufficient to generate an accumulation of
mutations at specific frequencies that are dictated by
the geometry of the sampling scheme. Enrichment of
mutations at specific frequencies is often interpreted in

sequencing studies as a signature of selection; our find-
ings show that such interpretations must be made with
caution in spatially structured populations. The neutral
models of spatial populations studied here could be used
to develop sampling schemes which optimally distinguish
selection effects from those of neutral spatial growth.
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