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ABSTRACT

At what level does selective pressure effectively act? When considering the reproductive dynamics of interacting and mutating
agents, it has long been debated whether selection is better understood by focusing on the individual or if hierarchical selection
emerges as a consequence of joint adaptation. Despite longstanding efforts in theoretical ecology there is still no consensus
on this fundamental issue, most likely due to the difficulty in obtaining adequate data spanning sufficient number of generations
and the lack of adequate tools to quantify the effect of hierarchical selection. Here we capitalise on recent advances in
information-theoretic data analysis to advance this state of affairs by investigating the emergence of high-order structures —
such as groups of species — in the collective dynamics of the Tangled Nature model of evolutionary ecology. Our results show
that evolutionary dynamics can lead to clusters of species that act as a selective group, that acquire information-theoretic
agency. Overall, our results provide quantitative evidence supporting the relevance of high-order structures in evolutionary
ecology.

1 Introduction

The dynamics of life around us is characterised by a plethora of complex interdependent relationships. These relations span
across different scales from cells to organisms, and even the biotic and abiotic environment in which they exist. Adaptation
through selection is widely agreed to be the motor behind both macro-evolution, as documented in the fossil record1, and
micro-evolution, as e.g. studied in microbial experiments such as2. However, the collective and mutually interdependent nature
of evolutionary dynamics raises a critical question: what is the level at which selection effectively operates on a set of entangled
co-adapting entities?

Since Darwin, the standard view is to assume individual — and later genes — as the drivers of evolutionary change. An
extreme version of this view is to regard individual genes as the selective unit, as is often advocated by the so-called ‘selfish
gene’ position3, 4 (for a insightful discussion, see Ref.5). Alternative perspectives, where selection also acts at the level of
higher-order entities (such as groups of species, ecosystems, or even the whole biosphere) on a hierarchical fashion have been
the subject of long debates1, 5–7. Crucially, the possibility that non-reproducing higher-order systems may be subjected to
a different kind of selection (e.g. persistence selection8–11) amounts to a drastic shift in the way we conceive selection and
evolution more broadly. Such views raise important questions regarding how group-level dynamics may make the fate of
individuals not only depend on their genetic information, but also on how this is integrated into a larger system of interacting
entities. Put simply, these views suggest to shift the focus from the singer (i.e. species) to the song9 (i.e. relationships among
the species).
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A way to advance these questions is to avoid reducing them to a dichotomous choice between selection at the basic level
of reproduction versus at some higher collective level, and instead consider that different types of selection pressure may be
working in tandem at different levels of ecosystemic organisation. However, in order to pursue such a view, it is crucial to have
quantitative tools that are capable of identifying and differentiating degrees of (possibly time- and scale-dependent) cooperative
selective structure, which could be used to investigate these ideas on empirical or simulated data.

In this paper we address these questions by developing information-theoretic tools to investigate hierarchical selection
in data of co-evolving species. Recent theoretical advancements have introduced promising methods based on information
storage and predictive information to quantify individuality12. The basic hypothesis behind these approaches is that if a group
of individuals can enhance the prediction of their joint future, they can better adapt and thus survive. Building on these ideas,
here we present analyses of simulations of co-evolution dynamics based on the well-studied Tangled Nature model13, and
investigate if there are conditions under which selection effectively acts at the level of groups of species instead of single species.
We explore this question from various complementary angles, including analyses of information-theoretic ‘individuality’12,
integrated information14, 15, and other measures of information dynamics16, 17. Overall, our results provide quantitative evidence
suggesting that groups of species act as a unit of selection for biologically plausible mutation rates. Crucially, these higher-order
phenomena are observed in the evolutionary dynamics arising from a simple underlying mechanism, which does not includes
group level interactions18 or interaction delays19. Thus, these results highlight the spontaneous emergence of groups of
cooperating species as a natural consequence of relatively simple processes of adaptation and selection pressure.

2 Results

Our analyses are based on evolutionary trajectories generated by the Tangled Nature (TaNa) model13, a well-known computa-
tional model that has been extensively used to investigate multiple aspects of evolutionary dynamics, including the observed
species abundance curves20, entropy of species distribution21, hierarchical organization of ecosystems22, and the statistics of
mass extinctions23. The TaNa model establishes the dynamics of the population of multiple species co-evolving over time. In
the model, the fitness of each species depends upon the population of species it interacts with as well as the total population of
the ecosystem. The results presented in this section are obtained from 10,000 simulations for different values of the mutation
rates, and calculating ensemble averages over the results (see Methods).

2.1 Error threshold and population diversity
As a first step in our analyses, we investigated how the total population and diversity of species is affected by the mutation rate
of the evolving agents. Special attention is paid to the dynamics observed in the vicinity of the ‘error threshold,’ which is the
limit on the mutation rate for species beyond which any biological information needed for continual survival is destroyed in
subsequent generation24, 25.

As expected, our simulations show that the total population progressively decreases with mutation rate, with a sudden drop
after mutation rate 0.04 (see Figure 1). In contrast, the diversity of species increases with mutation rate and peaks at 0.04. This
helps us identify the error thresholds associated with the model, beyond which no stable species are observed.

To better understand the effect of the mutation rate, we explored its effect on the average fitness and distance between extant
species in the genome space. Results show that low mutation rates support the existence of a handful of very fit species with
a cloud of mutants around (see Figure 1). In contrast, higher mutation rates allow more non-trivial combinations of species
existing near the error-threshold, which is confirmed by the increasing hamming distance among the species and the decreasing
gap of fitness between the top few species and the others.

2.2 Information Individuality
After identifying the error threshold, we investigated the potential presence of hierarchical selection by estimating the organismal
‘individuality scores’ for different group sizes of species via the framework introduced in Ref.12. Briefly, this approach proposes
an organismal ‘individuality score’ that represents the degree to which a group behaves as a single entity, in the sense that it is
maximally self-predictive (i.e. the group’s future evolution is maximally predicted from knowledge of its own past). According
to this framework, if a group of species achieves a greater individuality score than a single species, then the group is able to
reduce its collective future uncertainty. This enables the group to adapt better and persist for longer as an evolutionary unit, as
compared to single species alone.

Organismal individuality scores were calculated for over 10,000 different combinations for each group size (which we refer
to as scale) — singlets (scale = 1), dyads (scale = 2), triplets (scale = 3), and so on. These scores were then normalised based
on the size of the group. Results reveal distinct behaviour as the range of mutation rates changes from below the error transition
region to the transition region itself (see Figure 2). At low mutation rates, organisation into cliques of higher scales becomes
apparent and individuality scores peak for scales between 5 and 9. Though the peak starts to flatten out for mutation rates 0.03
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Figure 1. As mutation rate increases, (a) overall population decreases monotonically, while (b) the diversity of species
increases until it reaches a peak value for a mutation rate of 0.04. At the same time, with higher mutation rates the existing
species of the system (a) become more genetically distant from each other (c), as shown by the distribution of species in the
genome space. Figure (d) shows the reproduction probability of each existing species as a scatter plot. It can be seen that for
low mutation rates a few core species reproduce at a significantly higher rate than the other existing species.

and 0.04, higher-order organisation still persists. For mutation rates in the transition range, the higher order organisation is lost
and single species level becomes the most optimally self-predicting scale.

Formal definitions of the individuality score presented here can be found in section 4.2.1. These results are also replicated
on other proposed measures of individuality, which confirms the presence of higher-order organisation (see Appendix A),
irrespective of the measure used.

The normalised individuality scores presented here can be interpreted as information carrying capacity26, predictive
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Figure 2. Average organismal individuality scores observed at different scales and mutation rates. A peak of information
individuality is observed for intermediate mutation range for higher scales (between 5 and 9). Conversely, in the transition
region (mutation rates of 0.042 and 0.045) single species (scale = 1) have the highest individuality scores.

information27 or information storage28. All of these definitions refer to the amount of information in the past of the system that
can be used to predict its future. Having identified scale 6 as the optimal scale of organismal individuality we can compare how
its individuality changes with mutation rate as compared to single species, i.e. scale 1 (see Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Mean AIS for the two scales of organization – Individual (Scale 1) and Higher Order (Scale 6) – varying with
mutation rates.

It can be seen that individuality score of species at scale 6 peaks for low mutation rates and then decreases monotonically
through the transition region before going to zero near the error threshold. However, at the scale of single species peak
individuality is observed in the transition region. A clear crossover can then be observed in the transition region where higher
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order organisation looses individuality while the singular species gain organismal individuality. In the following section we
explore the species-environment information transfer and integration, to further highlight the role of the error-transition region.

2.3 Interaction between species and their environment
As a last step of our analysis, we characterise the species-environment interactions using measures of information transfer
and integration. As discussed before, we compare these interdependencies at the level of single species (i.e. scale 1) against
scale 6, which our previous analysis highlighted as the optimal scale of individuality for most intermediate mutation rates. We
estimate these measures for various mutation rates in order to identify how a species (or a group of species) interact with the
environment near the error threshold.

For the purposes of this analysis, we use the population of a single species (for scale 1), a vector of population of species
(for scale 6) or the total population of the environment (all remaining species) as random variables to estimate the information
measures discussed below. The population of the environment is calculated as the difference between the total population of the
ecosystem and the total population of the species (or the group of species). Further details about these estimations are provided
in Section 4.2.

First, we focus on the information transfer as measured by Transfer Entropy (TE)29 between species and environment. This
directed measure estimates the information that a source variable about the future state of a target variable, over and above the
information contained in the past state of the target itself.

The information transfer to and from the environment also varies differently at the two levels of organization (see Figure 4).
For scale 1, information flow is predominantly from environment to the single species but decreases with increasing mutation
rate till the transition region. However, in the transition region information flow peaks in both directions but at either ends of
the region.

The trends of information-flow look different for the higher order organisation of species (Figure 4). For scale 6, there exists
a significant amount of information flowing in both directions, though environment to species information flow is larger up-till
the transition region. In this case, the information flow peaks in both directions together and stays almost equal throughout the
transition region. Thus implying a near symmetric information flow during the error transition.

The transfer entropy from the environment to the group of species, in case of the Tangled Nature model is equivalent to the
Environment determined individuality12. This measure quantifies how much of the persistence of the group is predicted by the
environment beyond what the group can predict. In essence information stored in the environment and its interactions with
the group are able to predict the future of the group. When we compare this quantity across the two scales, we can see that
in contrast to organismal individuality, higher-order organisation still possesses environment determined individuality in the
error-transition region. Whereas the single species exclusively peaks in both individuality scores in the transition region.

Finally we look at the integrated information as measured using ΦR which captures the average overall coherence among
the species and the environment at the single species level (scale 1).

Here we also recover a peak of integrated information during the transition region (see Figure 5), for scale 1. These peaks
in different modes of information processing during an order-disorder transition is consistent with the literature on criticality in
complex systems15, 16, 30–32.

Overall these results highlight two major findings. First, the species-environment interactions at the level of single species
differ from the higher-levels of organisation. Particularly near the error threshold, where the higher-order groups of species
loose organismal individuality, while still being environmentally determined. Whereas, at the level of single species, both
organismal and environment determined individuality peak during the error-transition region. Which highlights the second
finding of this analysis. Peaking of information measures during the error-transitions are in line with the literature on criticality
in complex systems16, 30. It suggests that the systems operating close to an order-disorder transition can access many different
modes of information processing and thus afford more adaptability and dynamic range. We find that information storage,
transfer and integration peaks during this transition at the level of single species, while the higher-order organisation dissolves.
In summary, as fluctuations increase, the robustness and resource sharing afforded by the higher-order organisation declines.
Therefore, in order to maintain persistence more information is processed at the level of individual species. For instance, RNA
viruses are known to operate near the error transition33 for optimal survival.

3 Discussion

This paper investigated hierarchical selection in the Tangled Nature (TaNa) model of ecological evolution13. In contrast to prior
work, our work leverages recent advances in information theory to provide analyses that are quantitative and mathematically
rigorous, which allows us to objectively estimate the degree of high-order individuality in this self-organising evolutionary
system12. Crucially, these tools provided evidence of how relatively simple processes of adaptation and selection pressure can
result on the emergence of groups of cooperating species that acts as effective units within the evolutionary process. Specifically,
our results identified signatures of hierarchical selection in the simulated ecosystems, with groups of 5 to 9 species acting as

5/15



0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

Tr
an

sf
er

 E
nt

ro
py

Stable Region
 Low Mutation Rate

Transition
Region

Unstable Region
 High Mutation Rate

Scale 1
Species Environment
Environment Species

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

Tr
an

sf
er

 E
nt

ro
py

Scale 6

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06
Mutation Rate

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

En
vi

ro
nm

en
t d

et
er

m
in

ed
in

di
vi

du
al

ity
 sc

or
e

Scale
1
6

Figure 4. Information flow between species and environment as measured using TE for various mutation rates. The top panel
shows the variation at the scale of individual species (scale 1) and the bottom panel for the optimal higher order grouping (scale
6).
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Figure 5. Average Integrated Information between the specie and the environment at the single species level.

individual evolutionary units. Interestingly, the dominance of multi-species evolutionary units breaks down when mutation
rates are close to the error threshold, suggesting evolutionarily relevant interactions between hierarchical selection and mutation
rates.

The peak in each of the information theoretic measures for groups of 5-8 species at intermediate mutation rates is highly
suggestive of hierarchically organised units of selection. In different biological contexts, this could be interpreted as selection of
ecological communities34, holobionts35, or viral quasispecies24. The results in this paper suggest that it is highly plausible that
emergent units of selection such as these could arise, and the information theoretic measures developed provide a quantitative
toolkit for demonstrating this. That said, more work is needed to translate these methods to real-world datasets.

Clarifying how the proposed measures of hierarchical selection are affected by mutation rates is useful to deepen our
understanding of the mechanisms driving ecosystems from an ecological point of view. Increasing mutation rates are generally
related, among other things, to harsher environmental conditions or adversity36. Mutations during times of adversity is a strategy
to adapt and survive in a changing environment. Therefore, we can understand the mutation rates in the TaNa model as a proxy
to varying environmental selection pressure. Error transition – that marks the limit of mutation rate for existence of stable
species – shows some interesting information processing properties. Firstly, as discussed above the emergent macroscopic
organisation breaks down during this region. Simultaneously, individuality scores as well as other information processing
measures peak for individual species. Suggesting a trade-off between collective resource sharing (at the macro level) for
increased information processing abilities (at the micro level) for continued survival.

Overall, this work provides an important first step towards enabling quantitative investigations about hierarchical selection,
establishing formal methods of analysis that can be readily applied to real data or other models in the future. It is worth
emphasising that any ecosystem has a a variety of different species interacting with each other and the environment in unique
ways. While the present study focused on average species-environment properties, future investigations could consider more
dedicated species-level analyses. Finally, another interesting extension of this work could be to apply similar methods to
applications of the TaNa model on social scenarios, to investigate if high-order phenomena also take a central role within the
dynamics of cultural37, organisational38, and opinion39 changes.

4 Methods
Here we discuss the details of the model and the information-theoretic measures used for the simulation and subsequent
analysis of the model. We provide a brief overview of the Tangled Nature model13, followed by the information individuality
framework12 and other information dynamics measures presented above.

4.1 The model
As an agent-based model, species – represented by a binary genome – form the dynamical units of Tangled Nature model. These
individual species are subject to three stochastic processes: replication, mutations, and annihilation. No groups or hierarchies
are defined a priori. The evolutionary dynamics takes place in a space of genomes in which random interactions connect
different species. The probability that an agent reproduces is determined by a sum over influences from other co-existing
species the agent is interacting with. Despite the model being extremely simple, it captures a very broad range of evolutionary
phenomena. Starting with a few existing species, the model dynamics evolves to a quasi stable configuration (also known as
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evolutionary stable strategies) where only a select group of species exist. These stable species are disrupted by mutations in the
system that drive them to extinction and a new group of species emerges as a result of the reorganization. Over time, the system
evolves to more and more stable configurations, thus avoiding these mass extinction events and developing resilience.

Although the model has evolved into different variations over the years, for the purposes of this study we consider the
model as defined in the original paper40. Each species is defined using a unique binary genome of length L, comprising an
ecosystem of a total of M = 2L possible species. Interactions between species are encoded in an interaction matrix JM×M . All
entries in the interaction matrix are sampled at random from a uniform distribution, Ji, j ∼ U (−1,1), thus allowing potentially
symbiotic, competitive or predator-prey relationships between any pair of species. However, of all possible interactions, the
number of permitted interactions is controlled by coupling probability Θ. The population of a given species at a given time is
represented as ni(t) and the total population of the ecosystem is represented as N(t).

Starting from a random set of populations of existent species, each timestep starts with an annihilation step where a member
of a species, selected uniformly at random, is killed with a probability pkill. This is followed by asexual reproduction, where
a member of a species, selected uniformly at random, creates an offspring with probability poff. Each gene of the created
offspring’s genome undergoes a mutation with a probability pmut. These mutations introduce new species in the ecosystem
which then compete with the existing species. The state of the system is recorded after each generation, N(t)/pkill timesteps,
which is the average number of timesteps required to kill all currently existing species. The reproduction probability poff
depends upon the fitness of the species at the given timestep. The fitness function, which is a weighted sum of interactions with
all other species, is defined as

H (ni, t) =
k

N(t)

M

∑
j=1

Ji, jn j(t)−µN(t) , (1)

where µ represents the carrier capacity or the resource constraints driven by increasing population, and which has a negative
contribution to the fitness. Whereas, k is a scaling parameter for the strength of the couplings. Thus, the fitness of a given
species depends not only on how it interacts with other neighbouring species but with the rest of the environment as well. The
fitness function is related to the reproduction probability poff for a given species i at timestep t as

poff(ni, t) =
1

1+ exp−H (ni,t)
. (2)

Note that the probability of reproduction is non-linearly related to the fitness function. Although the probability of
reprodution is higher for species with positive fitness, some non-zero probability of reproduction exists for negative fitness
values, which enables non-performing species to reproduce and mutate towards fitter species.

For the purposes of our study, the fixed parameters used for the model are, L = 10, Θ = 0.25, pkill = 0.2, w = 33 and
µ = 1/143. These parameters are chosen based on the standard parameter ranges used in previous studies40. We study the
changes observed in the dynamics of the model when a key parameter pmut is varied. This parameter represents the selection
pressure introduced by the ecosystem. Since changing environmental conditions lead to more mutations, pmut can be considered
as a proxy for controlling environmental selection pressures36. This parameter has significant impact on the dynamics of
the system: visually, it can be observed (see Figure 6) that the dynamics is more selective and stable with fewer transitions
at very low mutation rates (pmut = 0.001). In an intermediate range (pmut = 0.01), more species are observed during the
intermittent stable states or the q-ESSs (quasi evolutionary stable states), along with more transitions. Finally, for very high
mutation rates (pmut ≥ 0.05), new species emerge and old species die every generation and q-ESS are non-existent (i.e. no
stable species emerge). Thus, varying the mutation rate provides two interesting transition points: a first one where more
interesting combinations of species start to emerge as we move from very low to intermediate range; and a second transition
where the system moves from order to disorder between the range of pmut ∈ (0.4,0.5).

Computationally efficient Rust code was used to simulate the Tangled Nature Model. The code is available with documenta-
tion on GitHub.

4.2 Information-theoretic measures
In this paper we use tools from information-theory to estimate the various measures presented in the Results. Primarily, we use
multivariate mutual information (MI) to quantify interdependencies between time series of species populations obtained from the
simulations. Typically, numerical estimation of MI requires stationary probability distributions of the random variables. Since
the tangled nature model exhibits non-stationary evolution, we use ensembles of simulations to estimate mutual information.
Details of this ensemble method of estimating mutual information is provided in Appendix B. Below, we briefly discuss the
measure of information individuality, as well as other measures used to quantify species-environment interactions.
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4.2.1 Information individuality
In recent work, Krakauer and others12 put forward an information-theoretic solution to identifying the boundary between an
individual and its environment. This definition is based in principles of optimal self-prediction — i.e. if a subsystem can
predict its future better than any of its parts, and any addition to the subsystem hinders its predictability, then that subsystem
is deemed an information individual. This optimal self-predictability enables biological entities to control and navigate their
environment41, implying that selection for persistence10, 11 could be a putative explanation for their emergence.

For the analyses above, let S(t) be a joint vector representing the population of a subset of K species, S(t)= (n1(t),n2(t), . . . ,nK(t)),
at a given time t. If N(t) is the total population of the ecosystem, the corresponding environment E(t) can be then written as

E(t) = N(t)−
K

∑
i=1

ni(t) . (3)

Then, based on the properties laid out in the original paper12, Krakauer et al. write three different individuality measures as
follows:

Organismal Individuality A∗ = I(S(t);S(t +1)) ,
Colonial Individuality A = I(S(t);S(t +1) | E(t)) ,

Environmental determined Individuality nC = I(E(t);S(t +1) | S(t)) .
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Here we focus on the organismal individuality which links closely in definition with persistence selection10, 11. This
individuality measure includes both the collective predictive information of the group of species, as well as the redundancy they
share with the environment (see12 for more details). Such information is useful for the species to share resources as well as
respond to the environment they live in.

For our analyses, we first compute an ensemble of Tangled Nature simulations as described in Appendix B. We then
randomly sample many different subsets of K species, and take the average organismal individuality of each subset by estimating
the mutual information between the current and future populations of the species. This process is repeated for a K values
ranging from K = 1 to 15. To account for the bias that is introduced by increasing dimensions as we calculate multivariate
mutual information, we normalize using the size of the group. Thus, the normalized individuality score as shown in Figure 2
can be written as

Individuality score =
I(S(t);S(t +1))

K
. (4)

4.2.2 Information transfer and integration
Finally, we briefly describe the measures shown in Section 2.3 to quantify species-environment interaction. We keep the same
notation as above, using S(t) to denote the vector representing the population of K species at time t, and E(t) to denote the
state of ther environment at time t.

Transfer Entropy (TE) is a conditional mutual information (CMI) based measure of Granger causality. TE quantifies
information transfer from a source variable to the target as CMI between the past of the source and the future of the target
conditioned on the past of the target. For instance, TE from the a group of K species S to their environment E can be written
under the Markov condition as,

TE(S → E) = I(S(t);E(t +1) | E(t)) (5)

Measures of integrated information (generally denoted by Φ), were first introduced by Tononi et al.42 to measure integration
among different regions in the brain. Since then, multiple related measures have been proposed, with some adapted to more
practical scenarios14, 43 and applied to quantify interactions across a broad range of complex systems15. In essence, these
measures quantify the extent to which the interactions between parts of a system drive the joint temporal evolution of the system
as a whole — a system has high integrated information if its dynamics strongly depend on the interactions between its parts.

Here, we estimate two measures of integrated information (whole-minus-sum integrated information, ΦWMS14, and its
revised version, ΦR44) between a single species and its environment jointly evolving over time. Denoting the population of
species i and its environment E by the joint random variable X = (ni,E), ΦWMS is given by

Φ
WMS = I(X(t);X(t +1))−

2

∑
i=1

I(Xi(t);Xi(t +1)) , (6)

where Xi denotes the ith element of X.
Despite its intuitive formulation, ΦWMS as defined above has one important disadvantage: it can become negative in systems

where the parts are highly correlated44, 45. To address this problem, Mediano et al. proposed a revised measure of integrated
information, ΦR, based on the mathematical framework of integrated information decomposition (ΦID)44. This revised measure
simply adds a new term to ΦWMS correcting for the correlation, or redundancy46, between the parts of the system:

Φ
R = Φ

WMS +min
i, j

I(Xi(t);X j(t +1)) . (7)

In the main text we report results using ΦR, due to its better interpretability. For completeness, we provide a comparison
between the two measures of integrated information in Appendix C.1.
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Supporting Information

A Alternative individuality scores

As mentioned in the paper, we focus on on the organismal individuality as defined in12. However, we replicated the analysis for
the colonial individuality scores and found very similar hierarchical organization as reported in the results above.
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Figure A.1. Colonial individuality scores for different scales of organization and mutation rates.

As seen in figure A.1 and A.2, both colonial and environment determined individuality scores exhibits higher individuality
scores for scales 5-9 and intermediate mutation rates. This is in line with the results presented for the organismal individuality
in the main results 2. However this peak flattens as we approach error-transition. Near this threshold, individual species have
the highest colonial and environment dependent individuality scores.

B Non-Stationary dynamics
The tangled nature model exhibits a time dependent non-stationary dynamics. Such that the inter-transition intervals decay
slowly in time. As discussed before the system evolves into more and more stable configurations over time so the number
of mass-extinction events goes down in time. The population and diversity also varies logarithmically in generational time.
Therefore, the probability distribution of any given species or the whole population changes with time. Therefore, to estimate
information-theoretic measures, we estimate probability distributions for each timestep across an ensemble of simulations. For
the current analysis we use over 10,000 simulations for every mutation rate to estimate information-theoretic measures. In order
to study long term behaviour we sub-sampled the data and calculated the measures for every 1000th and 1001th generations.
This enables us to calculate information measures like Transfer entropy and Information storage with time delay 1 for every
1000th generation. Having such an ensemble of time-series enables us to estimate information measures for non-stationary
time-series.

C Integrated information decomposition

Recently, the PID formulation for single target (see46) was extended to multiple targets under the Integrated Information
Decomposition (ΦID)44. Under this extended framework, redundant, unique and synergistic information shared between
multiple sources and targets can be separately defined. Thus for a system with two parts, 16 information atoms are now defined

13/15



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Scale

0.0025

0.0050

0.0075

0.0100

0.0125

0.0150

0.0175

En
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l d
et

er
m

in
ed

 In
di

vi
du

al
ity

Mutation Rate
0.001
0.005
0.01
0.02
0.03
0.04
0.042
0.045

Figure A.2. Environment dependent individuality scores for different scales of organization and mutation rates.

for respective source and target. For example, Unq1 → Unq2 shows unique information transferred from variable 1 in the
source to variable 2 in the target. Similarly Unq2 → Syn shows the information that was unique to variable 2 in the source and
is now synergistically available in the target. Exact mathematical definitions of these atoms can be found in the ΦID paper44.

This new framework of quantifying temporal information relationships in a system also helps in addressing some of the
issues with the Φ measure of functional segregation and integration discussed above(see equation6). Firstly, the original
Φ measure provided the same numerical value for fundamentally different information processes. By decomposing Φ into
information atoms, these processes can now be differentiated. This decomposition can be written as follows,

Φ = Syn → Syn + Syn → Unqi + Syn → Red

+ Unqi → Syn + Red → Syn + Unqi → Unq j

− Red → Red

(8)

Secondly, the negative double redundancy term (Red → Red), yields Φ negative for systems with a lot of redundant
information flow. So by adding back this term and keeping the synergistic and transfer terms intact, a non-negative measure of
information integration ΦR can be defined47,

Φ = Synergy+Transfer−Redundancy
ΦR = Φ+Redundancy
ΦR = Φ+Red → Red

(9)

Systems with high redundancy among the parts often show negative values for Φ. This is relevant for the Tangled Nature
model as evolutionary models often have a high degree of redundancy. We found this to be true in the case of TaNa model, as
seen from the figure below C.1.

It can be seen in the figure C.1 that where a positive peak is observed for ΦR during the error-transition region, Phi shows a
negative peak. Such a negative peak would imply lack of integration between the species and the environment. However, ΦR
confirms the contrary.
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Figure C.1. Comparison of PhiR and Phi measures of integrated information for varying mutation rates.
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