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A bstract

A m icroscopic m odel is developed, w ithin the fram e of the theory
of quantitative traits, to study both num erically and analytically the
com bined e ect of com petition and assortativity on the sym patric spe—
ciation process, i.e. soeciation in the absence of geographical barriers.
Two com ponents of tness are considered: a static one that describes
adaptation to environm ental factors not related to the population it-
self, and a dynam ic one that acoounts for Interactions between organ—
ism s, eg. com petition. The e ects of niteness of population size on
survival of coexisting species are also acoounted for. T he sin ulations
show that both in the case of at and ripid static tness landscapes,
com petition and assortativity do exert a synergistic e ect on specia—
tion. W e also show that com petition acts as a stabilizing force against
extinction due to random sampling n a nite population. Finally,
evidence is shown that speciation can be seen as a phase transition.
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1 The problem

T he conospt of speciation ie. the splitting of an original species Into two
fertile, yet reproductively isolated strains is one of the basic ideas of D ar-
w inian theory of evolution and has been deeply Investigated by biologists.
N evertheless the m atter is still very controversial and far from beng fully
understood.

T he allopatric theory, which is currently acospted by them a prity ofbiok
ogists, clain s that a geographic barrier is needed in order to break the gene
ow 0 asto allow two strains to evolve a com plete reproductive isolation.

O n the other hand, m any evidences and experin ental data have been re-
ported in recent years strongly suggesting the possibility ofa sym patric m ech—
anisn of speciation. For exam ple, the com parison ofm ythocondrial DNA s=—
quences of cytochrom e b perform ed by Schlieven and others [ll], showed the
m onophyletic origin of cichlid species living In som e vulcanic lakes of western
A frica. The m aln features of these lakes are the environm ental hom ogene—
iy and the absence of m icrogeographical barrers. It is thus possiblk that
the present diversity is the result of several events of sym patric soeciation.
Increasing evidence for the sym patric origin ofm any species groups is accu—
mulating rapidly in recent years. An interesting exam plk is represented by
the sticklebacks in Jakes of B ritish Colum bia featuring large benthic species
and am all lim netic ones. Evidence on the sym patric origin of these groups
hasbeen ocollected both through experim ental research (Schluter 1994, N agel
and Schluter 1998, Rundle and Schluter 1998) [2,13,14] and through phyloge—
netic studies (Taylor and M cPhail 1999) [H]. Further evidence for sym patric
Soeciation com es from studies on organian s such as intertidal snails (Johan-—
nesson et al. 1995) [6], Anolis lizards (Losos et al. 1998) [/] and Senecio
trees Knox and Palner 1995) [B]. However, evidence for sym patric speci-
ation from eld experim ents on organism s with long generation tin es will
aln ost always be circum stantial to som e extent. A m ore direct approach to
collect data on the speciation m echanisn is represented by studies of exper—
In ental evolution ofm icroorganism s. R ecent work by R ainey and T ravisano
(1998) U], for exam ple, show s that sym patric divergence can be induced in
bacteria by placing them In a novel environm ent.

However, Bagnoli and Bezzi [10] showed that for non-recom binant popu-
lations a sym patric divergence can be Induced by com petition. In thism odel,
however, it is not possble to talk about speciation strictii senso because a
soecies In biology is de ned as a group of organisn s which are interfertile



and reproductively isolated from other such groups. Thisde nition of species
does not apply to asexual organisn s and the concept of "species" In m icro-
biology is now based on phylogenetic relatedness that can be determm ined
from sin ilarties of DNA and RNA sequences. For assxualm icroorganian s
it would be therefore m ore correct to use E igen’s notion of quasi-gpoecies as
a cloud of points in the genotypic space [L1].

A real speciation event, therefore, in plies reproductive segregation, but
In order to form ulate a plausble m odel of sym patric speciation one has to
explain how a population can spolit nto two groups which are interfertile at
least In the st stages.

Let us st exam ine the case ofa singk population. Them ain hindrance
to this splitting is random m ating. If two distinct echological types arise
In a population so that the frequency distribution becom es bim odal and
organian s of the rst hump are free to choose their partner In the second
hum p, the o soring will have intemm ediate phenotype and the distrbution
w ill never split nto distinct peaks.

Tt is thus clear that sym patric speciation requires a certain degree of as—
sortative m ating, that is, m ating m ust be allowed only between individuals
w hose phenotypic distance does not exceed a given threshold. T he assorta—
tiveness itself can be a sslective character.

In m any m odels of sym patric speciation, attention is focused on two char-
acters, an echological one determ Ining adaptation to the environm ent and a
m ating preference character. Both characters are m odeled as quantitative
traits, ie. they are detem ined by a lJarge num ber of genes whose e ects on
the phenotype are an all and additive. At st glance, sym patric speciation
Jooks straightforward. If a Jake contains two potential resources — say, large
or an allprey —then large or an allpredatory shesw illdowellwhilkem edium —
sized shes will be at disadvantage. T his disadvantage to intem ediates is
tem ed disruptive selection, creates pressure for divergence and itm ay induce
the splitting of a population into two distinct ecologicaltypes [12,113]. A ctu—
ally, abim odalresource distribution isnot necessary for sym patric speciation.
D jeckm ann and D oebeli [14)], for nstance, showed that thee ects of intragoe-
ci c com petition are able to induce disruptive selection even for a gaussian
resource distrbution. In their sin ulation, the population at rst crowds on
the phenotype w ith the highest tness, and then, ow Ing to the high level of
com petition, solits nto tw o distinct groups that later becom e reproductively
isolated due to selection of assortative m ating. Thism odelw as recently gen—
eralized w ithin the fram e of the theory of evolutionary branching [L3]: the



population rst converges In phenotype soace to an evolutionarily attracting

tness m ininum , and then i solits into two diverging phenotypic clusters.
Selection regim es kading to evolutionary branching arise from a w ide vari-
ety of comm on ecological interactions within and between species such as
symm etric and asymm etric com petition, mutualisn and predatorprey in-—
teractions. The ressarch was com plkted by show ing that evolution under
branching conditions selects for assortativeness.

In the present paper we do not tackle the problem ofevolution ofassorta—
tivity but we regard assortativity as a tunabl but xed param eter in order
to shed light on possible synergetic e ects with com petition. W e shall lim it
our analysis to haploid recombinant Individuals, assum ing that the m an
Ihgredient for the evolution of sexual organism s is recom bination and not
diploidity.

W e show that the introduction ofassortativem ating issu cient to induce
a splitting of the populations when no phenotypes are privilkeged @ at t—
ness landscape) . D ue to random sam pling, two subpopulations m ay becom e
reproductively isolated and diverge genotypically. H owever, this splitting is
only a transient e ect: In the long tin e run only a group suxvives [16]. This
pattem is also observable in the case of steep tness landscape: the peaks of
the two new species now are asymm etrical, and the an aller peak relative to
the species w ith lIower tness quickly disappears. W e show that both in the
case of at and steep static tness lJandscapes, com petition acts as a stabi-
lizing foroe, enabling the stable coexistence ofthe new species. C om petition,
on the otherhand, also acts as a soreading Inducer, as shown by the fact that
lower assortativity levels are su cient for speciation in the presence of high
com petition. This pattem strongly argues in favour of a synergistic e ect of
com petition and assortativity on sym patric soeciation.

In Section 2 we describe ourm odeland brie y outline its in plem entation,
providing som e com putational details; In Section 3 we report the resuls of
the sin ulations distinguishing between the case of at (subsection 3:) and
steep (subsection 32) static tness landscapes; in Section 4 we show that
Soeciation can be regarded as a phase transition; nally, in Section 5 we
draw the conclusions of our study.



2 Them odel

O urm odelhasbeen developed w ithin the conceptual fram ew ork ofthe theory
of quantiative traits [L/, 18] whose basic principles are :

1. The varability of quantitative traits is due to the combined e ects of
m any genes.

2. The e ect ofthese genes are an all, sin ilar and additive.

3. The e ect of environm ental factors is superim posad to that of genes.
W e consider a population of haploid individuals whose genom e is rep-—

and the Boolkan values it can take are regarded as altemative allelic fom s.
In particular g; = 0 refers to the wild-type allele whik g; = 1 to the least
deleteriousm utant. T he phenotype x, In agreem enty ith the theory of quan-
titative traits, is just the sum of these bits, x = Ii“zlgi. The number of
Individuals carrying phenotégpe x at tin e t is denoted by n (x;t), the total
population size by N (t) = i: o X;t) and the distribution of phenotypes
by px;t) = nx;)=N . The Ihiialpopulation is always chosen as a random
genetic distribution.

A tim e step is com posed by three subprocess: sslection, reproduction and
mutations. The order of application of them depends on which biological
phencom enon one is trying to approxin ate. For instance, m utations apply to
all population if they accum ulate during life, and only to the reproductive
phase ifthey are supposed to set in during D NA reproduction. Selection acts
prior to reproduction if it is supposed to m odel surviving capabilities, but
after if one is interested In reproductive e ciency. W e have chedked that our
results are Insensitive on thism nor details, which can becom e In portant in
other situations.

M utationsare sim ply In plem ented by Ipping a random Iy chosen elem ent
of the genome from 0 to 1 or vice versa. This kind of m utations can only
tum a phenotype x into one of its neighbours x+ 1 orx 1 and they are
therefore referred to as short range m utations. T he fact that both m utations
0! 1land1l! O occurwih the sam e probability is a coarsegrained ap-—
proxin ation, because m utationsa ecting a w ild-type allkele (0 alleke) usually
In pair its function, but m utations on already dam aged genes (1 allkek) are
not very lkely to restore their activity. O ne should therefore expect that



the frequency ofthe 1 ! 0 mutations be signi cantly lower than that of the
0 ! 1 mutations. The choice of equal frequencies for both kinds of m uta—
tions, on the other hand, can be justi ed by assum ing that m utations are
m ostly due to duplications of genes or to transposable elem ents that go in
and out from target sites in DNA w ith equal frequencies. A nother lim itation
of our m odel of m utations is that the frequency ofm utation is independent
ofthe Iocus. T he frequency of m utation of a long gene, for exam ple, should
be higher than that ofa short gene, and the frequency ofm utation should be
also dependent on the packing of chrom atin. The inaccuracies In ourm odel
of m utation, however, do not in pair the perform ance of the algorithm , be—
cause, as Bagnoli and Bezzi showed [L0], the occupation of tnessm axina
m ainly depends on selection, whilke m utations only create genetic variability.
M oreover, the role ofm utations in the present m odeliseven an aller, asgenes
are continuously rearranged through recom bination.

T he assortativity is Introduced through a param eter which represents
the m axin al phenotypic distance still com patible with reproduction. The
reproduction phase is thus perform ed in this way. W e choose one parent
at random in the population, whilke the other parent is chosen am ong those
whose phenotypic distance from the rstparent is kessthan . The genome
ofthe o soring isbuil by choosing foreach locus the allele ofthe rst or sec—
ond parent w ith the sam e probability and then m utations are introduced by
Inverting the value of one bit w ith probability . In ourm odel we therefore
assum e absence of linkage, which is a sim pli cation often used in literature.
Tt must be rem em bered, however, that this sin pli cation is only reasonable
In the case of very long genom es subdivided Into m any independent chrom o—
som es. To be consistent w ith the Intuiive idea that assortativity re ects a
bias of a phenotype to m ate w ith sin ilar strains, we de ne the assortativity
as:

A =1L

W ih regard to the selection phase, the choice ofthe tness landscape is
ofparam ount In portance. In ourm odelwe consider a static and a dynam ic
com ponent of tness. The static com ponent describes the adaptation to
environm ental factors not related to the population itself, e.g. abiotic factors
such asclin ate, tem perature, etc. Thedynam ic com ponent describeshow the
Interactions w ith other m em bers of the population (com petition, predation,
mutualian ) a ect the tness. This com ponent changes in tin e as a function



of the population iself. Tn our very simpli ed m odel we considered only
com petition.
T he static com ponent of the tness isde ned as :

Hot)= e ©)

W e choose this fiinction because it can reproduce several landscapes found
In the literature by tuning the parameters and . In particular H ( )
becom es atterand atterastheparameter isihcreased.W hen ! Owe
cbtain the sharp peak landscape at x = 0 [L9,120]; when = 1 the function
is a declining exponential w hose stespness depends on the param eter ; and
nally when ! 1 the tness landscape is constant in the range 0; ]and
zero outside (step landscape). Som e exam ples ofthe e ectsof on the static
thess pro ke are shown .n  gure [.

1.2 T T T T T T

Figurel: Steep pro lesofstatic tnessH ( xX). From top tobottom = 1;2;3
and =1

The dynam ic part of the tness has a sin ilar expression, w ith param —
eters and R that control the stespness and range of com petition am ong
phenotypes.



T he com plkte expression of the tness Jandscape is:
X ) ,
Ha=Ho) J e 3% Ip(yiv) @)
y

T he param eter J controls the Intensity of com petition w ith respect to the
arbirary reference value Hy (0) = 1. If = 0 an individualw ith phenotype
X is In com petition only with other organian s w ith the sam e phenotype;
converely n thecase ! 1 a phenotype x is in com petition wih all the
other phenotypes In the range k R ;x + R ], and the boundaries of this
com petition ntervals blurry when  is decreased.

Theway we choose to Introduce the tness landscapeH (x) into ourm odel
is through the survival probability A (x;t) = &' ®® | Bagnoli and Bezzi P21I]
show thatevery tness fnction that dependson the population only through
the probability distrbution in plies a decoupling betw een the evolution ofthe
distrdoution and that of the total population size. M oreover they show [211]
that this hypothesis is consistent w ith them ean eld approach. W e have thus
chosen to sim ulate non-overlapping generations and xed-size population.

A s an illustration, the evolution equation for the distrlbbution p ;t) in
the Ilin it of In nite population, non-sexual reproduction and absence ofm u-
tations is:

A (x;1)
A (t)

p&;t+ 1) = P &;0
P

where A (t) = LA X;p ;b . The dea beyond this approach is quite
sinpl: individuals with a tness higher than average have got the best
chances to survive.

W e now brie y review the inplam entation of our model. The nnitial
population is chosen at random and stored in a bidin ensionalm atrix w ith L+
1l rowsand N ocolum ns. Each row represents one of the possible phenotypes;
as the whol population m ight crowd on a single phenotype, N man ory
Jocationsm ust be allocated for each phenotype. E ach generation beginsw ih
the reproduction step. The rstparent is chosen at random w ith probability
equalto the frequency of s tness class; n a sin ilar way, the second parent
is random Iy chosen w ithin the m ating range of the 1rst one, ie. within the
range maxf0;i g;minflL;i+ g].M ore form ally, ourm ating preference
function is:
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The o spring is produced through uniform recom bination, ie., for each
Iocus it will receive the allele of the rst or second parent w ith equal prob—
ability; the recom binant then undergoes m utation on a random alkele w ith
probabilty . The newbom individuals are stored in a second m atrix w ih
L+ 1 rwsand L columns. The reproduction procedure is followed by the
selection step. A swe consider a constant size population, a cycl is iterated
untilN individuals are copied back from the second to the rstm atrix. In
each ieration ofthe cycl, an individual is chosen at random and its relative

tness is com pared to a random num ber r w ith uniform distribbution between
Oand 1: ifr< A x)=A the Individual survives and is passed on to the next
generation, otherw ise a new attem pt ism ade.

Tt should be noted that both reproduction and selection stepsarea ected
by stochastic com ponents, ie. the reproduction and survival possibility of
an individual does not depend only on its tness but also on accidental and
unpredictable circum stances, which is quite realistic. C onsider for instance,
an individual colonizing a new territory: s tness w illbe very high due to
the availability of resources and lack of com petition, but, as the region is
still scarcely populated, it may be di cul to nd a partner and it m ay not
reproduce at all. Sim ilar rem arks apply to an individual wih high tness
that is accidentally killed by a landslip orby the ood ofa river.

3 Resuls

3.1 F lat static tness landscape

O ne of the sim plest situations we can conceive, isa at static tnesspro ke
In presence or absence of com petition.

In this conditions, in a regin e of random m ating, a population isunable to
Soeciate and the only resul we cbtain, even em ploying extram ely high com -
petition levels is a trim odal frequency distrioution.T he situation is shown in
Figure[d. T wo hum ps appear at the opposite ends of the phenotypic space o
as to m inin ize the m utual com petition while the central hum p is fed by the
o sorings of crossings between the other two hum ps. If we follow the tine
course of the sim ulation, we notice that the valley between the st two and



the last two hum ps of the trim odal distrloution In som e generations desp—
ens, but In the very next tin e step it rises again. T his behaviour is easily
predictable because the random m ating regin e allow s crossing betw een phe-
notypes ofthe two hum ps anking each valley regenerating the interm ediate

phenotypes.
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Figure 2: A polym odal frequency distrbution (solid line) generated in a
random m ating regin e wih an extrem ely high com petition ntensiy. Pa—
rameters: J = 16,R = 7, = 14. Generation : 1040.

T he scenario becom es com pletely di erent if we Inpose a regin e of as-
sortative m ating. In this case, even in the absence of com petition, very
Interesting dynam ical behaviours ensue.

A s an illustration, Jt us consider the case L = 14. Ifwe st a m oderate
value of assortativity = 4, the frequency distrbution progressively nar-
row s until it becom es a sharp peak at the level of one of the Interm ediate
phenotypes. T his behaviour can be easily explained. T he sin ulation begins
w ith a very wide and at belkshaped frequency distribution; ifwe now con-—
sider, for nstance, a phenotype x in the right tail of the distrioution, it will
preferentially m ate w ith partners in the range k ;%] (the phenotypes in
the range x;x+ ]may be largerthan L and are therefore not existing, and
In any case they have extrem ely low frequencies and are thus very unlikely to
be chosen asm ating partners ). T his in plies that the o springs ofx w illalso
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lie between x and x and this leads to a contraction of the distribution
tails. Som e signi cant snapshots of the sin ulation are shown in Figure[3.
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Figure 3: E ects of m oderate assortativity In the absence of com petition.
Parameters: J= 0,R = 2, = 4.From top kft to bottom right, shapshots
after 1, 300, 600 and 900 generations.
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Ifwe Inpose a higher kvel of assortativity = 2, the distrbution be-
com es at and w ide and it eventually splits into two distinct peaks: a speci-
ation event has taken place. This happens because when the m ating range
issu ciently an all, the m ating frequencies of a phenotype x In the right tail
of the distrbution w ith other x individuals or w ith partners in the range
x ;x) are very sim ilar and the o spring w ill be sin ilar to the x parent
too. C onversely, phenotypes in the center of the distribution, having aln ost
the sam e number of 1 and 0 alklks, will generate o soring very di erent
from the parents even when they are forced to m ate only w ith neighbouring
phenotypes, and this, of course, lowers the centralpart of the distribbution.

The sinulations show F igures[d and [{) that eventually, one of the two
quasispecies generated In the speciation event becom es extinct. This is
due to the fact that we consider nite size populations and in our m odel
three stochastic com ponents are present, nam ely the random choice of the
nitialpopulation and the random choice of candidates for reproduction and
selection.

12
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Figure 5: Prosecution of picture[d. Parameters: J= 0,R = 2, = 2. Left
: generation 300; right: generation 500.

On the other hand, com petition m ay stabilize m ultisoecies coexistence.
W ith this respect, it m ust be ram em bered that com petition is Inversely cor—
related w ith the phenotypic distance and therefore the com petition between
Individuals w ith the sam e phenotype is m axin al. Besides, com petition is
also proportional to the population density. A s a resul, if the number of
Individuals of a species ncreases (ow ing to random sam pling, for instance),
the Intraspeci ¢ com petition Increases aswell, krading to a decrease In  tness
which, In tum, detemm ines a reduction ofthe population size at the follow ing
generation.

In conclusion, com petition acts as a stabilizing force preventing the pop-—
ulation from extinction. T he sim ulations show that a m oderate level of com —
petition (J = 3) issu cient to save both species from extinction even In the
case of high assortativity ( = 2).

A nother in portant phenom enon Investigated in our work is the synergis-
tic e ect of com petition and assortativity on soeciation. W e have already
noticed that, while a high Jvel of assortativity ( = 2) detem ines specia—
tion even in the absence of com petition (J = 0), a m oderate assortativity
( = 4) is Insu cient leading to the form ation of a singke sharp peak at the
center of the phenotypic space.

However, if com petition is introduced (J = 3R = 4), goeciation does
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occur. The sin ulations also show an inverse correlation between com petition
and assortativity at the threshold for species coexistence. For exam ple, if
we st them ating range = 5, the com petition Intensity J w ill have to be

Increased up to 4 if speciation is still to occur.

3.2 Steep static tness landscape

In ourm odelwe assum e that the O-allele represents the w ild-type while the 1-
allele isthe least dekteriousm utant. T his entails that the larger the num ber
of 1l-alkles in a genotype, the Iower the tness. This is why a particularly
Interesting case to investigate is that ofa m onotonic decreasing static tness.

In the absence of com petition the asym ptotic distribution is a sharp peak
on the m aster sequence x = 0. In this case, the whole population crowds on
the phenotype w ith the highest tness kevel. The sin ulations show that the
steeper the static tness and the higher the m ating assortativity, the m ore
rapidly the sharp peak distrdbution is reached.

T he rok ofassortativity (which ism ore clearly illustrated when the tness
isnot too rpid, > 80), isnot trivial. W e have already seen that when the
static tness landscape is at, a high level of assortativity rapidly induces
Soeciation even in the absence of com petition; when the tnesspro ke isrpid
one of the species (the m ost distant from the m aster sequence) comes to a
disadvantage and goes extinct (see qure[d).
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O nce again, com petition plays a key role as a pow erfuil stabilizing force.
W hen m ating is random , the only e ect of an extrem ely high com petition is
to induce the form ation of a wide and at frequency distrlbbution spanning
over all the phenotypic space, but no distinct soecies w ill appear.

In conditions ofhigh assortativity = 3, am oderate level of com petition
(J = 2) issu cient to induce the appearance oftw o asym m etric sharp peaks.
T he tallest peak appears on the m aster sequence because this is the position
of the phenotypic space with the highest static tness; the other peak, at
the opposite end of the phenotypic space, is am aller because it is near the
static tmessm nimum but it won'’t go extinct becauss, being very far from
the st peak, it enpys the lowest possble interspeci ¢ com petition.

If com petition is increased up to J = 7, the population solits in two
Soecies w ith m ore or less the sam e frequency but w ith distrbutions show ing
very di erent geom etrdes. W hile the m aster sequence species still exhibits a
sharp peak distribution, the speciesnear x = L shows a wide and at bell-
shaped frequency distribbution so astom inin ize the intrasoeci ¢ com petition.
A oom parison ofthe asym ptotic distrbutionswih J = 2 and J = 7 isshown
in qureld.

Figure 7: E ect of com petition intensity on the frequency distrlbbution ge-
ometry. Left: = 2,R = 4, = 10, = 3, generation 1000. Right: J = 7,
R =4, =10, = 3,generation 1000.
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O n the other hand, assortative m ating, a ecting species distridbution, has
also an n uence on tness. If we st 0 ie. we allow m atings only
between individuals w ith the sam e phenotype, three sharp peaksw ill appear
whose symm etry depends on the static tness steepness (see gure[d). The
third peak lies halfvay between the peaksat x = 0 and x = L and enpys an
Intermm ediate kevelof static tnessthat issu cient to counteract com petition
from the neighbouring species.

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0
0 6

X

8 10 12

Figure 8: E ect of m axin al assortativity : appearance of a peak In the
m iddle of the phenotypic space. Left: J = 4, R = 4, 2, 0,
generation 1000. Right: J= 4,R = 4, = 50, = 0, generation 1000.

In thisexam ple, n which R = 4, the centralpeak su ers from com petition
of both extrem e strains and therefore survival is extrem ely dependent on
dispersion oftso springs. D ispersion becom esm inin alw hen the population
becom es genotypically hom ogeneous. A s shown by sin ulations, them axin al
assortativity (that acts on phenotype) induces the necessary hom ogeneity.

4 Phase diagram s

O ne of the purposes of the present work was to study the evolutionary dy—
nam ics in the w idest possbl range of com petition and assortativity so as
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to bring to light a possbl synergetic e ect on soeciation. A s this kind of
research requires a huge number of sin ulations, the problm arises to nd
an easily com putable m atham atical param eter suitabl f©or m onitoring the
Soeciation process.

W ih this respect, one of the best candidates is surely the variance that,
as is comm on know ledge, represents a m easure of the dispersion of a distri-
bution:

X
varx) = & X)’p&i)

T he sim ulations, in fact, show that, as com petition and/or assortativity is
Increased, the frequency distrloution st widens, then it becom es bin odal
and eventually it splits in two sharp peaks that m ove in the phenotypic
Soace so as to m axin ize their reciprocal distance: each of this steps involves
an ncrease In the variance of the frequency distridbution.

A swew illdiscuss in m ore detail, when variance isplotted asa function of
both com petition and assortativity, the surface show s a sharp transition from
a very low value to a plateau at a very high variance levelwhen assortativity
and com petition becom e lJarger than a certain threshold. Analysis of the
distroution show s that the sharp transition from the low to the high varance
level is Indicative of the shift from a state with a single quasisoecies to a
state with two distinct quasigoecies. The variance plot can be therefore
considered as a speciation phase diagram .

Let's start by exam ining the variance plot as a function of com petition
and assortativity in the relatively sinple case ofa at static tness.

A graphical approach to highlight the synergistic e ect is to study the
contour plots of the tridin ensional speciation phase diagram  F igure[d).

The contour plots divide the J, A plane In two regions: the area on
the kft represents the state wih a sihgle quasispecies whereas the area
on the right represents the state with two or m ore distinct quasisoecies.
If a point, ow ing to a change in com petition and/or assortativity, crosses
these borderlines m oving from the st to the second region, a soeciation
event does occur. It should be noted that in the case of at static tness,
and, to a an aller extent, also In the case of steep static tness, in the high
com petition region the contourplots tend to diverge from each other show ing
a gradual increase of the varance of the frequency distrbutions. This is
due to the fact that, even if com petition alone is not su cient to induce
soeciation In recom binant populations, it soreads the frequency distribution
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Figure 9: Som e signi cant contour plots of the phase diagram In the case of
at static tness lJandscape. Contour levels equally spaced from var = 5 to
var = 35w ih Increm ents of 5 units.

that becom es w ider and w ider, and splits Into two distinct species only for
extram ely high assortativity values. In this regin e of high com petition only
the ends ofthem ating range ofa phenotype x are populated and the crossings
between these com paratively di erent individuals w ill create once again the
Intermm ediate phenotypes preventing speciation until assortativity becom es
aln ost m axim al.

The speciation phase diagram has been studied also In the case of a
steep static tness landscape. A s In the previous cass, we analyze som e
signi cant contour plots Figure[I0). T he down sloping shape of these Ines,
again, is a strong indication of a synergistic interaction of com petition and
assortativity on the speciation process. The contour plots show that for
m oderate com petition there is a synergistic e ect between com petition and
assortativity since a sin ultaneous increase of J and A m ay allow the crossing
of the borderline whereas the increase of a param eter at a tin e doesnot. On
the other hand, for Jarger values of J the phase diagram show s a reentrant
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character due to the extinction of one ofthe species that cannotm ove farther
apart from the other and therefore cannot relieve com petition anym ore. It
can also be noticed that for J = 0 the contour plot shows a change in
slope due to extinction of one species ow ing to random uctuations as shown
earlier.

T he Pollow Ing di erences w ith respect to the case of at static tnesscan
be detected: the curvature of the borderlines between the coexistence phases
is higher, which indicates a stronger synergy between A and J; the absence
of speciation form oderate J here is not due to nite size e ects.

Figure 10: Som e signi cant contour plots of the phase diagram in the case of
a steep static tness landscape. Contour kevels equally spaced from var= 5
to var = 35 w ith increm ents of 5 units .

5 Conclusions

A m icrosoopicm odelhasbeen developed forthe study of sym patric speciation
ie. the origih of two rproductively isolated strains from a singlk original
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soecies In the absence of any geographical barrier.

W e showed that In a at static tness landscape, assortativity alone is
su cient to induce speciation even in the absence of com petition. T his spe-
ciation event, however, is only transient, and soon one ofthe two new species
goes extinct due to random uctuations in a nite-size population. A stable
coexistence between the new soecies, however, could be achieved by intro—
ducing com petition. In fact, Intraspeci ¢ com petition tumed out to stabilize
the two groups by operating a sort of negative feedback on population size.

The sinulations also showed that the assortativity level necessary for
Soeciation could be reduced as com petition is increased and vice versa (except
for the regin e of extram ely high com petition), which strongly argues for a
synergistic e ect between the two param eters.

Sin ilar pattems could be cbserved w ith a steep static tness Jandscape.
A high assortativiy level is su cient to induce speciation, but n the long
run only the peak with m axin al tness survives. T he coexistence ofthe two
soecies again is stabilized by com petition.

A special attention was devoted to nite size e ects. W e showed that
In posing m axin al assortativity, in the presence of m oderate com petition, it
waspossible to reduce dispersion ofo sorings and thus stabilize genotypically
hom ogeneous peaks. In particular, in our 15-phenotypes tness space, twas
possible to stabilize the coexistence of three species, whose peaks tended to
becom e sym m etrical as the stespness ofthe tness Jandscape was reduced.

F inally, we show ed that speciation has the character ofa phase transition,
as the varance versus assortativity and com petition surface show s a sharp
transition from a low varance region corresponding to one species, to a high—
variance region correspoonding to two species. The curvature of the phase
boundary once again supports the idea of a synergistic e ect of com petition
and assortativiy in inducing speciation.
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