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IRREVERSIBLE EVOLUTION, OBSTACLES IN FITNESS LANDSCAPES AND
PERSISTENT DRUG RESISTANCE

KRISTINA CRONA

ABSTRACT. We use fitness graphs, or directed cube graphs, for analyzing evolutionary

reversibility. The main application is antimicrobial drug resistance. Reversible drug resis-
tance has been observed both clinically and experimentally. If drug resistance depends

on a single point mutation, then a possible scenario is that the mutation reverts back to
the wild-type codon after the drug has been discontinued, so that susceptibility is fully

restored. In general, a drug pause does not automatically imply fast elimination of drug

resistance. Also if drug resistance is reversible, the threshold concentration for reverse
evolution may be lower than for forward evolution. For a theoretical understanding of

evolutionary reversibility, including threshold asymmetries, it is necessary to analyze ob-

stacles in fitness landscapes. We compare local and global obstacles, obstacles for
forward and reverse evolution, and conjecture that favorable landscapes for forward evo-

lution correlate with evolution being reversible. Both suboptimal peaks and plateaus are
analyzed with some observations on the impact of redundancy and dimensionality. Our

findings are compared with laboratory studies on irreversible malarial drug resistance.

1. INTRODUCTION

Penicillin was introduced on a large scale 1940 and the spread of penicillin resistance
was documented already in 1942 (Lobanovska and Pilla, 2017 ). The development of
antimicrobial drug resistance is an evolutionary process, and so is the reverse adapta-
tion back to the the drug-free environment. Reverse evolution that restores the original
genotype has been observed for HIV patiens (Castro et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2015),
and in experiments for other pathogens (Bjorkman et. al, 2000). However, expecta-
tions of fast reversal of antimicrobial resistance after a drug pause have not always
been realized. Failures to restore susceptibility includes nation-wide long term programs
(Sundqvist et al., 2010; Enne et al., 2001).

Costly drug resistance is not likely to persist in a drug-free environment. If the original
wild-type is available then regrowth may restore susceptibility (no evolution is neces-
sary). In addition to extinction and reversion, a possible fate for a resistant genotype
is that new mutations accumulate, sometimes referred to as compensatory mutations.
Such mutations decrease the cost of resistance in the drug free environment, and there
is usually an impact on susceptibility as well.

Evolution is described as genotypically irreversible if the population cannot adapt
back to the original genotype, and phenotypically irreversible if it cannot adapt back
to the original phenotype. Because of genetic redundancy in the sense that different
sequences code for the same phenotype, evolution can be phenotypically reversible
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even if it is genotypically irreversible (Kaltenback, 2015). An extensive laboratory study
on costly drug resistance for 12 different antibiotics showed partly successful adapta-
tion to the drug free environment through compensatory mutations (Dunai et al., 2019).
However, neither the original genotype, nor the phenotype, was restored for any of the
drugs, and in most cases the new genotypes had clearly lower fitness than the original
wild-type. In contrast, for some experiments of similar type the original genotype was re-
stored in the majority of the trials (Bjorkman et. al, 2000), or at least in some proportion
of the trials (Maisnier-Patin et al., 2002; Nagaev et al., 2001). If the original genotype
cannot be restored in experiments, the reason could be that evolution is genotypically
irreversible. Another possible explanation is that an abundance of available compen-
satory mutations make genotypic reversion unlikely. For more background, reversal of
drug and pesticide resistance is reviewed in Allen et al. (2017).

Here, the main topic is genotypically irreversible evolution and obstacles that cause
irreversibility. For a thorough analysis it is useful to consider fitness landscapes. In
brief, the fitness of a genotype is a measure of its expected contribution to the next
generation. A fitness landscape assigns a fitness value wg, i.e., a non-negative number,
to each genotype g. Fitness can be thought of as a height coordinate in the landscape.
The level of drug resistance approximates fitness for a pathogen under drug exposure.

Throughout the paper we consider fitness landscapes for biallelic L-locus systems.
For instance, if L = 2 the genotypes are represented as 00, 10, 01 and 11, where 00
denotes the wild-type. According to conventional assumptions, the evolutionary pro-
cess for a population can be represented as a walk in the landscape where each step
increases the height, i.e., the process consists of a sequence of single point mutations
0 7→ 1 or 1 7→ 0 such that each mutation increases fitness. Unless otherwise stated,
no two genotypes have the same fitness. A genotype g is defined as a peak if all its
mutational neighbors (genotypes that differ from g at a single locus) have lower fitness
than g.

For an overview of evolutionary potential it is convenient to use fitness graphs (Figure
1). A fitness graph is a directed L-cube graph such that each edge is directed toward
the genotype of higher fitness. A path in the graph that respects the arrows is referred
to as an accessible evolutionary path.

Both forward evolution from the wild-type 00 to 11 and reverse evolution from 11 to
00 are straight forward for the fitness graphs in Figure 1 (the peaks are marked red).
Mutations can accumulate in any order in the new environment, and the same is true
back in the original environment. The graph 2A is less favorable than 1A, since only one
trajectory is accessible from 00 to 11, and 2B has no accessible trajectory from 00 to
11. For general L, the most favorable fitness graph is similar to Figure 1. Informally the
landscape is represented by an ”all arrows up” graph.

The obstacles displayed in Figure 2 depend on epistasis, or gene interactions. The
three fitness graphs have sign epistasis, i.e., the sign of the effect of a mutation, whether
positive or negative, depends on background. The graph 2B, characterized by two
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FIGURE 1. The fitness graph for the new environment (A) is favorable
since mutations can accumulate in any order, i.e., both trajectories from
the wild-type 00 to 11 are accessible. Reverse evolution from 11 to 00 is
also straight forward (B).
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FIGURE 2. Three graphs with sign epistasis. The graph B and all two lo-
cus subsystems of C have reciprocal sign epistasis. Both B and C are
Haldane graphs, i.e., they represent fitness landscapes such that 50 per-
cent of the genotypes are peaks.

peaks, is said to have reciprocal sign epistasis. For Graph 2B and C every other geno-
type is a peak and the same construction works for any L (Haldane, 1931). The graphs
with 50 % peak density are called Haldane graphs (see also Crona et al. (2023)).

Note that in the absence of sign epistasis the fitness graph can always be described
as an all arrows up graph. For more background, sign epistasis was introduced in
Weinriech et al. (2005) and early work on sign epistasis, fitness graphs and related rank
order based concepts includes Poelwijk et al. (2007); De Visser et al. (2009); Poelwijk et al.
(2011); Crona et al. (2013), see also Crona (2014). A main topic concerns the relation
between local properties (such as reciprocal sign epistasis) and global properties (such
as peaks in the global fitness landscapes), with recent progress in Riehl et al. (2022);
Saona et al. (2022).

All arrows up graph and Haldane graphs are, in a sense, opposite extremes. For
the sake of completeness, in addition to all arrows up graph there a second - perhaps



more exotic - type of fitness landscapes that implies straight forward evolution. If one
assumes that the fitness is capped at some number M in a landscape, and that all
genotypes have several neighbors with fitness M , then adaptation is not difficult. From
any starting point there exists a single point mutation that results in maximal fitness. A
slightly more general concept is convenient. We define a fitness landscape as a hop-to-
top landscape if fitness is capped at some number M , and if for (almost) all genotypes,
there is a short accessible path to a genotype of fitness M(1−ǫ) , where ǫ is some small
number.

For instance, a hop-to-top landscape can be constructed by drawing fitness values
from a uniform distribution between 0 and M , and assign fitness randomly to genotypes.
For L = 10, 000 a genotype is then expected to have 100 neighbors with fitness at
least 0.99M . Under the same assumption for the landscape except that L is slightly
smaller, one still gets a hop-to-top landscape, whereas a sufficiently low L-value results
in an unfavorable landscape (both claims are easy to verify). It has been proposed that
similar constructions (for large L) are relevant for speciation (Gavrilets, 1997), see also
the result section.

Haldane graphs, all arrows up graphs and hop-to-top landscapes are theoretical con-
structions that can be used as a starting point for discussing obstacles in fitness land-
scapes and evolutionary reversibility. However, few empirical fitness landscapes have
proved to belong to the extremes. Obstacles have to be considered in more general
settings.

From a fitness landscape for antimicrobial drug resistance one can determine if evolu-
tion is reversible. Whether or not reversion is plausible depends on other factors as well,
including population size and mutation frequency (Pennings et al., 2022; Maisnier-Patin et al.,
2002). Such factors will not be discussed here. Neither will we discuss more elabo-
rate methods for restoring the original wild-type that depends on sequences of drugs
(Mira et al., 2015; Goulart et al., 2013; Tran and Yang., 2017).

2. RESULTS

A case of Irreversible malarial drug resistance was identified in the study Ogbunugafor and Hartl
(2016). Several drug concentrations were considered in the study. Figure 3 shows the
fitness graph for the highest drug concentration, and Figure 4 for the drug-free environ-
ment. The genotype 1111 is the global peak and 0000 has the lowest fitness in Figure
3, whereas 0000 is the global peak in Figure 4. As clear from Figure 4, there is no
accessible path from 1111 to 0000. Consequently evolution is irreversible. (It is of course
theoretically possible that a longer accessible path from 1111 to 0000 exists that includes
new mutations in addition to the reversions.) We will return to the example repeatedly
throughout the paper.

Section 2.1 and 2.2 analyze suboptimal peaks and plateaus in fitness landscapes,
Sections 2.3 discusses reversibility, and Section 2.4 reversibility and the impact of fluc-
tuating drug concentrations.
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FIGURE 3. The 16 genotypes represent all combinations of four mutations
that individually increase malarial drug resistance. The genotype 1111 is
the global peak and the wild-type 0000 has the lowest fitness in the drug
environment. There are several accessible paths from 0000 to 1111.
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FIGURE 4. The genotype 0000 is the global peak, whereas 1111 has low
fitness in the drug-free environment. Evolution is irreversible since there
is no accessible path from the genotype 1111 to 0000

2.1. Suboptimal peaks. The most simple example of a suboptimal peak arises if a
double mutant with higher fitness than the wild-type combines two detrimental single
mutations (Figure 2B). For general L any two-locus subsystem with reciprocal sign epis-
tasis constitutes a global obstacle if independent of background. For instance, assume



that

w00s > w11s > w10s, w01s ∗

for all s of length L − 2. Then it is clear that some genotype of the form g = 11s̃ is a
suboptimal peak. (Indeed, if 11s̃ has maximal fitness among all genotypes of the form
11s, then 11s̃ is a peak with lower fitness than 00s̃.)

A variant of the same theme (bad+bad=good), is that the combined effect of replacing
two blocks (sets) of loci is positive, whereas the replacement of each block alone is neg-
ative. Such a system is sometimes referred to as lock-key system (De Vos et al., 2015)
Similar to the condition ∗, local obstacles constitute global obstacles if independent of
background.

Definition 2.1. For a block of length L′ < L, assume that ≺ is an order of the genotypes
in the L′-locus subsystem. The block is rank order preserving if the following condition
holds:

wgs > wg′s if g ≻ g′,

for g, g′ in the L′-locus subsystem.

The following observation is immediate (and analogous to the implications of ∗).

Observation 2.2. For each peak in a rank order preserving block there is a correspond-
ing peak in the global L-locus system.

Figure 5 illustrates Observation 2.2. The two loci in the middles constitute a rank
order preserving block. The four subsystems of the form

∗00⋆, ∗10⋆, ∗01⋆, ∗11⋆

has reciprocal sign epistasis (marked by blue arrows). Observation 2.2 implies that the
two peaks ∗00⋆, ∗11⋆ in the rank order preserving block correspond to two peaks in the
global system. The peaks in the global system are 0000 and 0110.

The key property of rank order preserving blocks holds in a more general setting.

Definition 2.3. For a block of length L′ < L, assume that ≺ is an order of the genotypes
in the L′-locus subsystem. A block of length L′ < L is a graph preserving block if for
any two mutational neighbors g and g′ in the L′-locus subsystem,

wgs > wg′s if g ≻ g′

Note that the condition implies that the fitness graph for the L′-locus subsystems
defined by the graph preserving block are independent of background (see the four
marked subgraphs in Figure 4).

Observation 2.4. For each peak in a graph preserving subsystem, there is a corre-
sponding peak in the global L-locus system.

A closer look at the study of malarial drug resistance for the drug-free environment
(Figure 4) reveals a pattern that is very similar to the graph preserving block shown
in Figure 5. For an easy comparison, Figure 6 is a copy of Figure 4 with the relevant
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FIGURE 5. The subsystems determined by the central block of length
2, marked with blue arrows, have reciprocal sign epistasis on all back-
grounds. The obstacle prevents evolution from 1111 to the global peak
0000. All arrows except the blue ones point toward 0000.

arrows marked blue. The arrows agree with Figure 5 except for a single arrow marked
red. The red arrow leads directly to a suboptimal peak (the arrow could otherwise have
served as an escape). It is ”almost true” that a graph preserving block prevents reverse
evolution.

As demonstrated, the existence of single graph preserving block with suboptimal
peaks implies that there are suboptimal peaks in the global fitness landscape. The fol-
lowing schematic example illustrates the impact of multiple rank order preserving blocks.

Example 2.5. Assume that the genotypes in an L-locus system can be partitioned into
blocks consisting of two loci, where for each block (using informal notation) w11 > w00 >
w10 > w01. For L = 6 there are eight peaks:

000000, 110000, 001100, 000011, 111100, 110011, 001111, 111111

Evolution from 000000 to 111111 requires passing three obstacles, i.e., moving from 00
to 11 for each one of the three blocks. Analogously, for L = 40 there are about a
million peaks, a billion genotypes, and 20 obstacles. In general, the peak density 2−L/2

decreases by L. However, it is fair to say that the landscapes are equally (un)favorable
for all L since the number of obstacles (L/2) is proportional to L.

Observation 2.6. If the peak density decreases by L for a class of fitness landscapes,
it does not follow that the landscape becomes more favorable by L.
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FIGURE 6. The fitness graph agrees with Figure 4. Similar to Figure 5 all
arrows right below genotypes of the form ∗11⋆ (marked blue) point up, with
one exception (marked red). The red arrow leads directly to a suboptimal
peak.

Observation 2.7. If the L sequence (the genome) can be partitioned into graph pre-
serving blocks, then the number of peaks equals the product of the number of peaks in
each block.

Proof. Let b1, . . . , br be the blocks and assume that bi has ni peaks. Let g = g1 . . . gr be a
genotype such that gi ∈ bi. Then g is a peak if and only if each gi is a peak in the block bi.
Consequently, there are in total n1 × · · · × nr peaks in the global fitness landscape. �

Consider the category of fitness landscapes such that the genome can be partitioned
into rank order preserving blocks. The block landscapes introduced in Perelson and Macken
(1995) belong to the category. Specifically, the landscapes are defined so that each
block contributes independently to fitness, and fitness values within blocks are assigned
randomly. Observation 2.7 for block landscapes was stated in Schmiegelt and Krug
(2014). Landscapes in the category are similar in that obstacles in each block have
a global impact (in contrast to for instance hop-to-top landscapes where subsystems
with reciprocal sign epistasis have no relevance). For landscapes in the category, the
problem of finding the global peak in the L-locus system is equivalent to the combined
problem of finding the optimal sequence for each block (as in Example 2.5). It follows
that adding blocks, all else equal, does not make the fitness landscapes more favorable.

Fitness landscapes such that the L-sequence can be partitioned into graph order
preserving blocks differ substantially from the rank order preserving case. The reason



is that the optimal sequence for a particular block may depend on background. An
example is the following 4-locus system.

Example 2.8. Assume that the genotypes in an 4-locus system can be partitioned into
blocks consisting of two loci, where 00 and 11 have higher fitness than the intermediates
10 and 01 in each block (again using informal notation). The peaks are

0000, 1100, 0011, 1111,

Moreover, assume that

w1111 > w0000 > w1100 > w0011

Evolution from 0000 to 1111 is difficult since both 0000 7→ 1100 and 0000 7→ 0011 decrease
fitness.

It is instructive to compare ∗ and other rank order conditions discussed here with con-
ventional models of fitness landscapes. The condition ∗ does obviously not hold in the
absences of sign epistasis, in particular not for additive fitness landscapes. The condi-
tion ∗ is also incompatible with hop-to-top landscapes constructed by a random-fitness
assignment (see the introduction). The reason is that for a random fitness landscape w,
the inequality w00s > w10s cannot hold for all s if L is large.

An empirical study uses assumptions similar to the hop-to-top landscapes, i.e., fit-
ness is randomly assigned from a uniform distribution between 0 and 1, for describing
worst-case scenarios for adaptation (Greenbury et al., 2022), with the difference that
fitness is assigned to phenotypes rather than genotypes. Note that ∗ cannot hold for a
random fitness landscape w as described. The reason is that genotypes of the form 00s
correspond to many phenotypes, and similarly for genotypes 10s. Consequently there
are both s′ such that w10s′ > w00s′ and s′′ such that w10s′′ < w00s′′ . In other words, the
assumptions on w are not compatible with ∗ or similar rank order conditions. It follows
that random assumptions do not describe worst-case scenarios for fitness landscapes
in settings where rank order preserving blocks are important.

2.2. Suboptimal plateaus. Some fitness landscapes have a high degree of redun-
dancy. Consequently, it is of interest to consider landscapes where mutational neigh-
bors are allowed to have the same fitness. Fitness graphs for such landscapes can be
drawn similarly to standard fitness graphs, except that some arrows would be replaced
by edges.

Definition 2.9. A genotype g belongs to a suboptimal plateau in a fitness landscape if

(i) All neighbors have the same or lower fitness than g, and
(ii) at least one genotype in the fitness landscape have higher fitness than g.

For fitness landscapes with a high degree of redundancy, an evolving population may
be unable to reach a genotype of high fitness because of suboptimal plateaus. The
following example shows the impact of plateaus.



Example 2.10. Assume that an 8-locus system consists of two blocks of 4 loci. The first
block is in state 0 for the following eight sequences:

0000, 1000, 0001, 1100, 0110, 1001, 1110, 1101,

and in state 1 for the remaining eight sequences

0100, 0010, 1010, 0101, 0011, 1011, 0111, 1111.

Notice that for any sequence, a single mutation can change the state of the block (from
0 to 1, or from 1 to 0). Assume that the second block has similar properties. Then the
8-locus system has four states 00, 10, 01, 11 determined by the state of each block. If the
fitness of a genotype in the 8-locus system is determined its state, then the landscape
is analogous to a biallelic 2-locus system.

For instance, if w11 > w00 > w10 > w01, where wij denotes the fitness for the state ij,
then the 64 genotypes that represent the state 00 constitute a suboptimal plateau. Neu-
tral mutations are available, but no sequence of neutral mutations result in a genotype
such that beneficial mutations are possible.

By using a similar construction, one can obtain a landscape with arbitrary redundancy
from a fitness landscape w without redundancy. Specifically, assume that w has s peaks
and that no two genotypes have the same fitness. Construct s blocks of r loci, such that
50 percent of the sequences in each block has state 0 and 50 percent state 1, and such
that for any sequence a single mutation can change the state. (In the previous example
r = 4 and s = 2. The construction is not more difficult for larger r-values.) If r1, . . . , rs
represent the states for a genotype in the L = rs-locus system, then one assigns the
fitness wr1...rs to the genotype. The observation below follows.

Observation 2.11. For every fitness landscape with no redundancy, one can construct
an landscape with an arbitrarily high degree of redundancy, such that each suboptimal
peak in the first landscape corresponds to a suboptimal plateau in the second land-
scape.

2.3. Irreversible evolution. If the optimal genotypes for an organism differ between
two environments A and B, it is interesting to analyze forward and reverse evolution. The
motivating example is costly drug resistance. This section does not include empirical
examples, but rather an analysis of small systems from a theoretical point of view.

If the adaptation to a new environment depends on a single point mutation, then
evolution is reversible. However, the case L = 2 is already more interesting. Assume
that 00 is optimal in original environment and 11 in the new environment, so that in a
limited sense there is a trade-off between optimal fitness in the two environments. Then
there are (in principe) two fitness graphs that allow for forward evolution described by
the graphs 1A (all arrows up) and 2A (exactly one arrow down).

Fitness graph 1A for forward evolution: Both paths 00 7→ 10 7→ 11 and 00 7→ 01 7→ 11
are accessible, i.e., the mutations are beneficial independent of background. In this case
it seems plausible that reverse mutations would be beneficial in the original environment
(see also the conjecture below).
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FIGURE 7. The fitness graph for forward evolution (A) has one acces-
sible trajectory 00 7→ 10 7→ 11. The genotype 01 has low fitness in all
environments. Evolution is irreversible if the fitness graph for the original
environment agrees with B1, and reversible if the graph agrees with B2.

Fitness graph 2A for forward evolution: By assumption, exactly one path is accessible,
described as 00 7→ 10 7→ 11. The mutation 0 7→ 1 at the right locus is only beneficial
if the left locus is mutated, i.e., there is no independent advantage for the mutation in
the new environment. Consequently, the advantage may have nothing to do with the
new environment but rather constitute an adjustment because of the left substitution. If
that is the case, it seems likely that 11 has higher fitness than 10 also in the original
environment , which would imply irreversible evolution (the fitness graph would agree
with Figure 2B).

Based on the discussion, one can try to relate forward and reverse evolution for L = 2.
The assumptions are that 11 has highest fitness in the new environment, 00 in the
original environment, and that forward evolution is possible (the corresponding fitness
graph agrees with 1A or 2A).

Conjecture 1. Under the assumption stated, there is a correlation between that fitness
graph 1A represents forward evolution and that evolution is reversible.

The conjecture concerns a (possible) statistical correlation, not a general rule. Figure
3 and 4 show six two-locus subsystems that includes 0000. The conjecture applies to
the two systems defined by the double mutants 1010 and 0011, respectively. For both
systems forward evolution agrees with Figure 1A, and evolution is reversible.

2.4. Irreversible evolution and fluctuating drug concentrations. We continue with
assumptions very similar to Section 2.3, except that we consider different drug concen-
trations. Specifically L = 2 and if the drug concentration C ≥ CT for some threshold
concentration CT , then w10 > w00, otherwise w00 > w10. For simplicity, we also assume
that w11 > w10 if C ≥ CT , so that the path 00 7→ 10 7→ 11 is accessible as soon as
C ≥ CT . The genotype 01 has low fitness in all environments (similar to the second
case in Sections 2.3). The relevant graphs are shown in Figure 7, where 7A represents
forward evolution and the two alternatives for reverse evolution are 7B1 and 7B2.



Concentration C Rank order Peaks
C ≥ CT w11 > w10 > w00 11

C < CT w00 > w10 > w11 00
TABLE 1. Evolution is reversable. Regardless of drug concentration, there
is one peak in the fitness landscape. The fitness graph agrees with B2 for
all C < CT .

Concentration C Rank order Peaks
C ≥ CT w11 > w10 > w00 11

CT̃ < C < CT w11 > w00 > w10 00 and 11
C ≤ CT̃ w00 > w11 > w10 00 and 11

TABLE 2. Evolution is irreversible. There are two peaks for all concen-
trations below the threshold CT . The rank order of 11 and 00 changes at
some threshold concentration CT̃ < CT , but the fitness of 10 remains low.

Concentration C Rank order Peaks
C ≥ CT w11 > w10 > w00 11

ĈT < C < CT w11 > w00 > w10 00 and 11

C ≤ ĈT w00 > w10 > w11 00
TABLE 3. Evolution is reversible. However, the situation is less favorable
than the case described by Table 1, since there is a threshold asymmetry.

The fitness graph agrees with B1 for ĈT < C < CT and with B2 for C ≤ ĈT ,
i.e., the threshold concentration for development of resistance is higher
than the threshold for its reversion.

By working with very precise assumptions, one can clearly see some of the mech-
anisms at play. The prospects for reverse evolution falls naturally into three cases de-
scribed by the tables 1–3. In brief, the possible outcomes are:

(i) evolution can be reversed, and the threshold for reverse evolution is the same as
for forward evolution (CT ).

(ii) evolution is irreversible.

(iii) evolution can be reversed, but the threshold for reverse evolution (ĈT ) is lower
than for forward evolution (CT ).

In practical terms, the assymetry in case (iii) means that resistance can be maintained
for drug levels lower than what is necessary for resistance development. However,
reverse evolution is possible for a drug-free environment.

The very last case we consider for L = 2 (Table 4) falls outside the main topic for the
paper because there is no trade-off between fitness for the different environments (and
consequently no reason to expect reverse evolution). Rather does the case sorts under
cost-free drug resistance. Similar to Tables 1-3, the wild-type 00 has maximal fitness in



Concentration C Rank order Peaks
C ≥ CT w11 > w10 > w00 11

0 < C < CT w11 > w00 > w10 00, 11
C = 0 w11 = w00 > w10 00, 11

TABLE 4. Similar to Tables 1–3, the wild-type 00 has maximal fitness in
the drug free environment, 11 for high concentrations, whereas 01 has
low fitness in all environment. However, in contrast to the previous tables,
there is no longer a trade-off between environments, since 11 has maximal
fitness in all environments.

the drug free environment, 11 for high concentrations, whereas 01 has low fitness in all
environment. However, in contrast to the previous tables, 11 has maximal fitness in all
environments.

Under the given assumption, suppose that a population is exposed to low drug con-
centrations for an extended period of time (0 < C < CT ). Then 00 is a suboptimal peak.
By assumption, the population cannot reach the global peak 11 for low concentrations,
unless it is first exposed to high concentrations (C ≥ CT ). In other words, the system
has ”memory” of sort, since exposure to high drug concentrations causes a permanent
change (and increased fitness for any C > 0).

Given the variation in behavior already for L = 2, it is reasonable to expect interest-
ing dynamics for larger systems, see Das et al. (2022, 2020). Returning to the malaria
study, 10 different drug concentrations were considered. Figure 8 summarizes informa-
tion for all 10 drugs. Each arrow that points up for all 10 concentrations is marked red.
The other arrows are black. The graph shows that evolution from 1111 to 0000 is at least
theoretically possible under fluctuating drug concentrations.

3. DISCUSSION

Persistent drug resistance is a multifaceted problem. Even if resistance is costly, a
drug pause does not necessarily restore susceptibility. A complete analysis requires
consideration of both evolutionary processes, including reverse mutations and accumu-
lations of new compensatory mutations, and of non-evolutionary mechanisms such as
the potential for regrowth of the former wild-type and properties of replacement drugs.
One of the fundamental questions is if evolution is reversible in principle (regardless
if reversions are plausible or not). The question of genetic reversibility is immediately
related to obstacles in fitness landscapes.

For analyzing local and global obstacles we introduced some new concepts based on
rank orders. A rank order preserving block is a subset of loci (sometimes referred to as
a module) with the property that the rank order of genotypes that agree at all loci outside
of the block does not depend on background. A weaker condition is a graph preserving
block, where the rank order of mutational neighbors that agree at all loci outside of the
block does not depend on background. The condition implies that the fitness graphs are
similar regardless of background (Figure 5). The existence of a rank order preserving
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FIGURE 8. The graph summarizes information for ten different concen-
trations of the drugs, including the drug-free environment. The red arrows
indicate fitness differences that are consistent for all ten concentrations of
the drug. In particular, 1110 has higher fitness than the double mutants
1100, 1010, 0110, regardless of concentration. Each black arrows indicates
that fitness increases for at least one concentration of the drug. The graph
shows that fluctuating concentrations could restore the wild-type 0000.

block with suboptimal peaks implies that there are also suboptimal peaks in the global
fitness landscape, and likewise for graph preserving blocks. For a study of irreversible
malarial drug resistance (Ogbunugafor and Hartl, 2016), we identified a double peaked
graph preserving block (modulo a single deviating genotype).

If the L-sequence (the genom) can be partitioned into rank order preserving blocks,
the result can be considered a generalization of block landscapes (Perelson and Macken,
1995). All else equal, adding more blocks does not make the fitness landscape more
favorable.

In general, rank order induced (or signed) interactions (Crona, 2020; Crona et al.,
2020, 2017) including signed versions of higher order epistasis and circuits (introduced
to biology in Beerenkel et al. (2007)), have been used for analyzing accessibility and
obstacles in fitness landscapes, as well as for detecting interactions from incomplete
data. Rank order and graph preserving blocks provide similar insights, and obvioulsy all
the signed concepts are analogous to sign epistasis (Weinriech et al., 2005) in that they
capture order implications and are blind for magnitude differences that do no imact on
rank orders.

We considered the relation between fitness landscapes for forward and reverse evo-
lution. For L = 2 we conjecture that absence of sign epistasis for forward evolution



correlate with reversible evolution. More generally, one can ask if favorable landscapes
for forward evolution correlate with reversibility. Results in Das et al. (2022, 2020) are
compatible with such a claim, but more empirical studies would be necessary for a con-
clusion.

For landscapes defined by different drug concentrations, it is of interest to compare
concentration thresholds for forward and reverse evolution. The dynamics for L = 2 is
already interesting. We demonstrated that successful adaptation to low drug concentra-
tion may require a history of adaptation to high drug concentrations. We have argued
that thresholds asymmetries are plausible. The impact of fluctuating drug concentra-
tions was analyzed for the study on irreversible malarial drug resistance mentioned.
Reversion to the original wild-type was at least theoretically possible, which illustrates
that fluctuating concentration within the range of two extremes (here high drug concen-
tration and the drug-free environment) can result in qualitatively different outcomes as
compared to switches between the extremes.

We have pointed out that peak and rank order preserving blocks are incompatible with
some standard constructions of fitness landscapes that use random fitness (see the
discussion about hop-to-top landscapes), and that neither redundancy nor decreased
peak density by L imply that fitness landscapes are favorable for large L. It appears that
no simple summary statistics can predict whether or not a fitness landscape is favorable.
A natural category of rugged landscapes with good peak accessibility is identified in
Das et al. (2020), which is another indication that ruggedness alone does not reveal the
character of a fitness landscape.

However, evolutionary reversibility is a potential indicator of fundamental properties
of fitness landscapes. Whether or not the wild-type can be restored and properties of
new genotypes that result from compensatory mutations carry information about peak
constellations, accessibility and constraints in the landscape. Sufficiently complete and
precise empirical studies of resistance and its reversal could contribute to a better un-
derstanding of microbial evolution, in particular of microbial fitness landscapes.
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