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A bstract

A m icroscopic m odelisdeveloped,within the fram e ofthe theory

ofquantitative traits,to study both num erically and analytically the

com bined e�ectofcom petition and assortativity on thesym patricspe-

ciation process,i.e.speciation in theabsenceofgeographicalbarriers.

Two com ponentsof�tnessareconsidered:a static onethatdescribes

adaptation to environm entalfactorsnotrelated to the population it-

self,and a dynam iconethataccountsforinteractionsbetween organ-

ism s,e.g. com petition.The e�ectsof�nitenessofpopulation size on

survivalofcoexisting speciesare also accounted for.The sim ulations

show thatboth in the case of
atand ripid static �tnesslandscapes,

com petition and assortativity do exerta synergistic e�ect on specia-

tion.W ealso show thatcom petition actsasa stabilizing forceagainst

extinction due to random sam pling in a �nite population. Finally,

evidence isshown thatspeciation can beseen asa phase transition.
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1 T he problem

The concept ofspeciation i.e. the splitting ofan originalspecies into two

fertile,yet reproductively isolated strains is one ofthe basic ideas ofDar-

winian theory ofevolution and has been deeply investigated by biologists.

Nevertheless the m atter is stillvery controversialand far from being fully

understood.

Theallopatrictheory,which iscurrently accepted by them ajority ofbiol-

ogists,claim sthata geographicbarrierisneeded in orderto break thegene


ow so asto allow two strainsto evolvea com pletereproductiveisolation.

On theotherhand,m any evidencesand experim entaldata havebeen re-

portedin recentyearsstronglysuggestingthepossibilityofasym patricm ech-

anism ofspeciation.Forexam ple,thecom parison ofm ythocondrialDNA se-

quencesofcytochrom e b perform ed by Schlieven and others[1],showed the

m onophyleticorigin ofcichlid specieslivingin som evulcaniclakesofwestern

Africa. The m ain featuresofthese lakes are the environm entalhom ogene-

ity and the absence ofm icrogeographicalbarriers. It is thus possible that

the presentdiversity isthe resultofseveralevents ofsym patric speciation.

Increasing evidenceforthesym patricorigin ofm any speciesgroupsisaccu-

m ulating rapidly in recentyears. An interesting exam ple isrepresented by

thesticklebacksin lakesofBritish Colum bia featuring largebenthic species

and sm alllim netic ones. Evidence on the sym patric origin ofthese groups

hasbeen collected both through experim entalresearch (Schluter1994,Nagel

and Schluter1998,Rundleand Schluter1998)[2,3,4]and through phyloge-

neticstudies(Taylorand M cPhail1999)[5].Furtherevidence forsym patric

speciation com esfrom studieson organism ssuch asintertidalsnails(Johan-

nesson etal. 1995) [6],Anolis lizards (Losos etal. 1998) [7]and Senecio

trees (Knox and Palm er 1995)[8]. However,evidence forsym patric speci-

ation from �eld experim ents on organism s with long generation tim es will

alm ostalwaysbecircum stantialto som eextent.A m oredirectapproach to

collectdata on thespeciation m echanism isrepresented by studiesofexper-

im entalevolution ofm icroorganism s.Recentwork by Rainey and Travisano

(1998)[9],forexam ple,showsthatsym patric divergence can be induced in

bacteria by placing them in a novelenvironm ent.

However,Bagnoliand Bezzi[10]showed thatfornon-recom binantpopu-

lationsasym patricdivergencecan beinduced bycom petition.In thism odel,

however,itisnotpossible to talk aboutspeciation strictu senso because a

species in biology is de�ned as a group oforganism s which are interfertile
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and reproductively isolated from othersuch groups.Thisde�nition ofspecies

doesnotapply to asexualorganism sand the conceptof"species" in m icro-

biology is now based on phylogenetic relatedness that can be determ ined

from sim ilaritiesofDNA and RNA sequences. Forasexualm icroorganism s

itwould be therefore m ore correctto use Eigen’snotion ofquasi-species as

a cloud ofpointsin thegenotypicspace[11].

A realspeciation event,therefore,im pliesreproductive segregation,but

in orderto form ulate a plausible m odelofsym patric speciation one hasto

explain how a population can splitinto two groupswhich are interfertile at

leastin the�rststages.

Letus�rstexam inethecaseofa singlepopulation.Them ain hindrance

to this splitting is random m ating. Iftwo distinct echologicaltypes arise

in a population so that the frequency distribution becom es bim odaland

organism s ofthe �rst hum p are free to choose their partner in the second

hum p,the o�spring willhave interm ediate phenotype and the distribution

willneversplitinto distinctpeaks.

Itisthusclearthatsym patric speciation requiresa certain degreeofas-

sortative m ating,thatis,m ating m ustbe allowed only between individuals

whose phenotypic distance doesnotexceed a given threshold. The assorta-

tivenessitselfcan bea selective character.

In m any m odelsofsym patricspeciation,attention isfocused on twochar-

acters,an echologicalonedeterm ining adaptation to theenvironm entand a

m ating preference character. Both characters are m odeled as quantitative

traits,i.e.they aredeterm ined by a largenum berofgeneswhose e�ectson

the phenotype are sm alland additive. At�rstglance,sym patric speciation

looksstraightforward.Ifa lake containstwo potentialresources-say,large

orsm allprey-then largeorsm allpredatory�sheswilldowellwhilem edium -

sized �shes willbe at disadvantage. This disadvantage to interm ediates is

term ed disruptiveselection,createspressurefordivergenceand itm ayinduce

thesplitting ofapopulation intotwo distinctecologicaltypes[12,13].Actu-

ally,abim odalresourcedistribution isnotnecessaryforsym patricspeciation.

Dieckm ann and Doebeli[14],forinstance,showed thatthee�ectsofintraspe-

ci�c com petition are able to induce disruptive selection even fora gaussian

resource distribution. In theirsim ulation,the population at�rstcrowdson

thephenotype with thehighest�tness,and then,owing to thehigh levelof

com petition,splitsinto two distinctgroupsthatlaterbecom ereproductively

isolated dueto selection ofassortativem ating.Thism odelwasrecently gen-

eralized within the fram e ofthe theory ofevolutionary branching [15]: the
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population �rstconvergesin phenotypespacetoan evolutionarily attracting

�tness m inim um ,and then itsplitsinto two diverging phenotypic clusters.

Selection regim esleading to evolutionary branching arise from a wide vari-

ety ofcom m on ecologicalinteractions within and between species such as

sym m etric and asym m etric com petition,m utualism and predator-prey in-

teractions. The research was com pleted by showing that evolution under

branching conditionsselectsforassortativeness.

In thepresentpaperwedonottackletheproblem ofevolution ofassorta-

tivity butwe regard assortativity asa tunablebut�xed param eterin order

to shed lighton possible synergetic e�ectswith com petition.W e shalllim it

our analysis to haploid recom binant individuals, assum ing that the m ain

ingredient for the evolution ofsexualorganism s is recom bination and not

diploidity.

W eshow thattheintroduction ofassortativem atingissu�cienttoinduce

a splitting ofthe populationswhen no phenotypesare privileged (a 
at�t-

nesslandscape).Dueto random sam pling,two subpopulationsm ay becom e

reproductively isolated and diverge genotypically. However,thissplitting is

only a transiente�ect:in thelong tim erun only a group survives[16].This

pattern isalso observablein thecaseofsteep �tnesslandscape:thepeaksof

thetwo new speciesnow areasym m etrical,and thesm allerpeak relative to

thespecieswith lower�tnessquickly disappears.W eshow thatboth in the

case of
atand steep static �tnesslandscapes,com petition actsasa stabi-

lizing force,enabling thestablecoexistenceofthenew species.Com petition,

on theotherhand,alsoactsasaspreadinginducer,asshown by thefactthat

lowerassortativity levelsaresu�cientforspeciation in thepresence ofhigh

com petition.Thispattern strongly arguesin favourofa synergistice�ectof

com petition and assortativity on sym patricspeciation.

In Section 2wedescribeourm odeland brie
y outlineitsim plem entation,

providing som e com putationaldetails;in Section 3 we reportthe resultsof

the sim ulationsdistinguishing between the case of
at(subsection 3:1)and

steep (subsection 3:2) static �tness landscapes;in Section 4 we show that

speciation can be regarded as a phase transition; �nally,in Section 5 we

draw theconclusionsofourstudy.
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2 T he m odel

Ourm odelhasbeen developed within theconceptualfram eworkofthetheory

ofquantitative traits [17,18]whosebasicprinciplesare:

1.The variability ofquantitative traitsisdue to the com bined e�ectsof

m any genes.

2.Thee�ectofthesegenesaresm all,sim ilarand additive.

3.Thee�ectofenvironm entalfactorsissuperim posed to thatofgenes.

W e consider a population ofhaploid individuals whose genom e is rep-

resented by a string (g1;g2;:::;gL) ofL bits. Each bit represents a locus

and theBoolean valuesitcan take areregarded asalternative allelicform s.

In particular gi = 0 refers to the wild-type allele while gi = 1 to the least

deleteriousm utant.Thephenotypex,in agreem entwith thetheory ofquan-

titative traits,is just the sum ofthese bits,x =
P

L

i= 1
gi. The num ber of

individuals carrying phenotype x attim e tis denoted by n(x;t),the total

population size by N (t)=
P L

x= 0
n(x;t)and the distribution ofphenotypes

by p(x;t)= n(x;t)=N .The initialpopulation isalwayschosen asa random

geneticdistribution.

A tim estep iscom posed by threesubprocess:selection,reproduction and

m utations. The order ofapplication ofthem depends on which biological

phenom enon oneistrying to approxim ate.Forinstance,m utationsapply to

allpopulation ifthey accum ulate during life,and only to the reproductive

phaseifthey aresupposed tosetin duringDNA reproduction.Selection acts

priorto reproduction ifit is supposed to m odelsurviving capabilities,but

afterifoneisinterested in reproductivee�ciency.W ehavechecked thatour

resultsareinsensitive on thism inordetails,which can becom eim portantin

othersituations.

M utationsaresim plyim plem ented by
ippingarandom lychosen elem ent

ofthe genom e from 0 to 1 orvice versa. This kind ofm utations can only

turn a phenotype x into one ofitsneighboursx + 1 orx � 1 and they are

thereforereferred to asshortrangem utations.Thefactthatboth m utations

0 ! 1 and 1 ! 0 occurwith the sam e probability � isa coarse-grained ap-

proxim ation,becausem utationsa�ectingawild-typeallele(0allele)usually

im pairitsfunction,butm utationson already dam aged genes(1 allele)are

not very likely to restore their activity. One should therefore expect that
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thefrequency ofthe1! 0 m utationsbesigni�cantly lowerthan thatofthe

0 ! 1 m utations. The choice ofequalfrequencies forboth kinds ofm uta-

tions,on the other hand,can be justi�ed by assum ing that m utations are

m ostly due to duplications ofgenesorto transposable elem ents thatgo in

and outfrom targetsitesin DNA with equalfrequencies.Anotherlim itation

ofourm odelofm utationsisthatthe frequency ofm utation isindependent

ofthelocus.Thefrequency ofm utation ofa long gene,forexam ple,should

behigherthan thatofashortgene,and thefrequency ofm utation should be

also dependenton thepacking ofchrom atin.Theinaccuraciesin ourm odel

ofm utation,however,do notim pairthe perform ance ofthe algorithm ,be-

cause,asBagnoliand Bezzishowed [10],the occupation of�tness m axim a

m ainly dependson selection,whilem utationsonly creategeneticvariability.

M oreover,theroleofm utationsin thepresentm odeliseven sm aller,asgenes

arecontinuously rearranged through recom bination.

The assortativity isintroduced through a param eter� which represents

the m axim alphenotypic distance stillcom patible with reproduction. The

reproduction phase is thus perform ed in this way. W e choose one parent

atrandom in the population,while the otherparentischosen am ong those

whosephenotypicdistancefrom the�rstparentislessthan �.Thegenom e

oftheo�springisbuiltby choosingforeach locusthealleleofthe�rstorsec-

ond parentwith thesam eprobability and then m utationsareintroduced by

inverting thevalueofonebitwith probability �.In ourm odelwetherefore

assum e absence oflinkage,which isa sim pli�cation often used in literature.

Itm ustberem em bered,however,thatthissim pli�cation isonly reasonable

in thecaseofvery long genom essubdivided into m any independentchrom o-

som es. To be consistentwith the intuitive idea thatassortativity re
ectsa

biasofa phenotypeto m atewith sim ilarstrains,wede�netheassortativity

as:

A = L � �

W ith regard to theselection phase,thechoice ofthe�tnesslandscapeis

ofparam ountim portance.In ourm odelweconsidera staticand a dynam ic

com ponent of�tness. The static com ponent describes the adaptation to

environm entalfactorsnotrelated tothepopulation itself,e.g.abioticfactors

suchasclim ate,tem perature,etc.Thedynam iccom ponentdescribeshow the

interactionswith otherm em bersofthepopulation (com petition,predation,

m utualism )a�ectthe�tness.Thiscom ponentchangesin tim easa function
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ofthe population itself. In our very sim pli�ed m odelwe considered only

com petition.

Thestaticcom ponentofthe�tnessisde�ned as:

H 0(x)= e
�

1

�(
x

�
)
�

W echoosethisfunction becauseitcanreproduceseverallandscapesfound

in the literature by tuning the param eters � and �. In particular H 0(x)

becom es
atterand 
atterastheparam eter� isincreased.W hen � ! 0 we

obtain thesharp peak landscape atx = 0 [19,20];when � = 1 thefunction

isa declining exponentialwhosesteepnessdependson theparam eter�;and

�nally when � ! 1 the�tnesslandscapeisconstantin therange[0;�]and

zerooutside(step landscape).Som eexam plesofthee�ectsof�on thestatic

�tnesspro�leareshown in �gure 1.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

x

H

0

(x)

Figure1:Steeppro�lesofstatic�tnessH 0(x).From toptobottom �= 1;2;3

and � = 1

The dynam ic part ofthe �tness has a sim ilar expression,with param -

eters � and R that controlthe steepness and range ofcom petition am ong

phenotypes.
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Thecom pleteexpression ofthe�tnesslandscapeis:

H (x;t)= H 0(x)� J
X

y

e
�

1

� j
x� y

R j
�

p(y;t) (1)

The param eter J controls the intensity ofcom petition with respect to the

arbitrary reference value H 0(0)= 1.If� = 0 an individualwith phenotype

x is in com petition only with other organism s with the sam e phenotype;

conversely in the case � ! 1 a phenotype x isin com petition with allthe

other phenotypes in the range [x � R;x + R],and the boundaries ofthis

com petition intervalsblurry when � isdecreased.

Thewaywechoosetointroducethe�tnesslandscapeH (x)intoourm odel

isthrough the survivalprobability A(x;t)= eH (x;t). Bagnoliand Bezzi[21]

show thatevery �tnessfunction thatdependson thepopulation onlythrough

theprobabilitydistribution im pliesadecouplingbetween theevolution ofthe

distribution and thatofthe totalpopulation size. M oreoverthey show [21]

thatthishypothesisisconsistentwith them ean �eld approach.W ehavethus

chosen to sim ulatenon-overlapping generationsand �xed-sizepopulation.

As an illustration,the evolution equation forthe distribution p(x;t) in

thelim itofin�nitepopulation,non-sexualreproduction and absenceofm u-

tationsis:

p(x;t+ 1)=
A(x;t)

�A(t)
p(x;t)

where �A(t)=
P

x
A(x;t)p(x;t). The idea beyond thisapproach isquite

sim ple: individuals with a �tness higher than average have got the best

chancesto survive.

W e now brie
y review the im plem entation of our m odel. The initial

populationischosen atrandom andstored inabidim ensionalm atrixwith L+

1 rowsand N colum ns.Each row representsoneofthepossiblephenotypes;

as the whole population m ight crowd on a single phenotype, N m em ory

locationsm ustbeallocated foreach phenotype.Each generation beginswith

thereproduction step.The�rstparentischosen atrandom with probability

equalto thefrequency ofits�tnessclass;in a sim ilarway,thesecond parent

israndom ly chosen within the m ating rangeofthe�rstone,i.e.within the

range[m axf0;i� �g;m infL;i+ �g].M oreform ally,ourm ating preference

function is:
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m � (y;z)=

(

0 ifjy� zj> �,

1 otherwise,

The o�spring isproduced through uniform recom bination,i.e.,foreach

locus itwillreceive the allele ofthe �rstorsecond parentwith equalprob-

ability;the recom binant then undergoes m utation on a random allele with

probability �. The newborn individualsare stored in a second m atrix with

L + 1 rowsand L colum ns. The reproduction procedure isfollowed by the

selection step.Asweconsidera constantsizepopulation,a cycleisiterated

untilN individualsare copied back from the second to the �rstm atrix. In

each iteration ofthecycle,an individualischosen atrandom and itsrelative

�tnessiscom pared toarandom num berrwith uniform distribution between

0 and 1:ifr< A(x)=�A theindividualsurvivesand ispassed on to thenext

generation,otherwisea new attem ptism ade.

Itshould benoted thatboth reproduction and selection stepsarea�ected

by stochastic com ponents,i.e. the reproduction and survivalpossibility of

an individualdoesnotdepend only on its�tnessbutalso on accidentaland

unpredictable circum stances,which isquite realistic.Considerforinstance,

an individualcolonizing a new territory:its�tnesswillbevery high due to

the availability ofresources and lack ofcom petition,but,as the region is

stillscarcely populated,itm ay bedi�cultto �nd a partnerand itm ay not

reproduce at all. Sim ilar rem arks apply to an individualwith high �tness

thatisaccidentally killed by a landslip orby the
ood ofa river.

3 R esults

3.1 Flat static �tness landscape

Oneofthesim plestsituationswecan conceive,isa 
atstatic�tnesspro�le

in presenceorabsenceofcom petition.

In thisconditions,in aregim eofrandom m ating,apopulationisunableto

speciateand theonly resultweobtain,even em ploying extrem ely high com -

petition levelsisa trim odalfrequency distribution.Thesituation isshown in

Figure2.Twohum psappearattheoppositeendsofthephenotypicspaceso

asto m inim izethem utualcom petition whilethecentralhum p isfed by the

o�springsofcrossingsbetween the othertwo hum ps. Ifwe follow the tim e

courseofthesim ulation,wenoticethatthevalley between the�rsttwo and
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the last two hum ps ofthe trim odaldistribution in som e generations deep-

ens,butin the very next tim e step itrisesagain. This behaviouriseasily

predictablebecausetherandom m ating regim eallowscrossing between phe-

notypesofthetwo hum ps
anking each valley regenerating theinterm ediate

phenotypes.
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Figure 2: A polym odalfrequency distribution (solid line) generated in a

random m ating regim e with an extrem ely high com petition intensity. Pa-

ram eters:J = 16,R = 7,�= 14.Generation :1040.

The scenario becom es com pletely di�erent ifwe im pose a regim e ofas-

sortative m ating. In this case, even in the absence ofcom petition, very

interesting dynam icalbehavioursensue.

Asan illustration,letusconsiderthecase L = 14.Ifwe seta m oderate

value ofassortativity � = 4,the frequency distribution progressively nar-

rows untilit becom es a sharp peak at the levelofone ofthe interm ediate

phenotypes.Thisbehaviourcan beeasily explained.Thesim ulation begins

with a very wideand 
atbell-shaped frequency distribution;ifwenow con-

sider,forinstance,a phenotypex in therighttailofthedistribution,itwill

preferentially m atewith partnersin therange[x� �;x](thephenotypesin

therange[x;x+ �]m ay belargerthan L and arethereforenotexisting,and

in any casethey haveextrem ely low frequenciesand arethusvery unlikely to

bechosen asm atingpartners).Thisim pliesthattheo�springsofx willalso
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lie between x � � and x and thisleadsto a contraction ofthe distribution

tails.Som esigni�cantsnapshotsofthesim ulation areshown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3: E�ectsofm oderate assortativity in the absence ofcom petition.

Param eters:J = 0,R = 2,�= 4.From top leftto bottom right,snapshots

after1,300,600 and 900 generations.
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Ifwe im pose a higherlevelofassortativity � = 2,the distribution be-

com es
atand wideand iteventually splitsinto two distinctpeaks:a speci-

ation eventhastaken place. Thishappensbecause when the m ating range

issu�ciently sm all,them ating frequenciesofa phenotypex in therighttail

ofthe distribution with other x individuals or with partners in the range

[x � �;x)are very sim ilarand the o�spring willbe sim ilarto the x parent

too.Conversely,phenotypesin thecenterofthedistribution,having alm ost

the sam e num ber of1 and 0 alleles,willgenerate o�spring very di�erent

from theparentseven when they areforced to m ateonly with neighbouring

phenotypes,and this,ofcourse,lowersthecentralpartofthedistribution.

The sim ulationsshow (Figures4 and 5)thateventually,one ofthe two

quasi-species 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 ofthe

initialpopulation and therandom choiceofcandidatesforreproduction and

selection.
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Figure 4: E�ects ofhigh assortativity in the absence ofcom petition. Pa-

ram eters:J = 0,R = 2,� = 2.From top leftto bottom rightsnapshotsat

generations1,50,100,150,200,250.13
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Figure5: Prosecution ofpicture4.Param eters:J = 0,R = 2,� = 2.Left

:generation 300;right:generation 500.

On the otherhand,com petition m ay stabilize m ultispecies coexistence.

W ith thisrespect,itm ustberem em bered thatcom petition isinversely cor-

related with thephenotypicdistanceand thereforethecom petition between

individuals with the sam e phenotype is m axim al. Besides,com petition is

also proportionalto the population density. As a result,ifthe num ber of

individualsofa speciesincreases(owing to random sam pling,forinstance),

theintraspeci�ccom petition increasesaswell,leadingtoadecreasein �tness

which,in turn,determ inesareduction ofthepopulation sizeatthefollowing

generation.

In conclusion,com petition actsasa stabilizing forcepreventing thepop-

ulation from extinction.Thesim ulationsshow thatam oderatelevelofcom -

petition (J = 3)issu�cientto saveboth speciesfrom extinction even in the

caseofhigh assortativity (�= 2).

Anotherim portantphenom enon investigated in ourwork isthesynergis-

tic e�ect ofcom petition and assortativity on speciation. W e have already

noticed that,while a high levelofassortativity (� = 2)determ inesspecia-

tion even in the absence ofcom petition (J = 0),a m oderate assortativity

(�= 4)isinsu�cientleading to theform ation ofa singlesharp peak atthe

centerofthephenotypicspace.

However,ifcom petition is introduced (J = 3,R = 4),speciation does

14



occur.Thesim ulationsalsoshow an inversecorrelation between com petition

and assortativity at the threshold for species coexistence. For exam ple,if

we setthem ating range� = 5,the com petition intensity J willhave to be

increased up to 4 ifspeciation isstillto occur.

3.2 Steep static �tness landscape

In ourm odelweassum ethatthe0-allelerepresentsthewild-typewhilethe1-

alleleistheleastdeleteriousm utant.Thisentailsthatthelargerthenum ber

of1-allelesin a genotype,the lower the �tness. This iswhy a particularly

interestingcasetoinvestigateisthatofam onotonicdecreasing static�tness.

In theabsenceofcom petition theasym ptoticdistribution isasharp peak

on them astersequence x = 0.In thiscase,thewholepopulation crowdson

thephenotype with thehighest�tnesslevel.Thesim ulationsshow thatthe

steeperthe static �tnessand the higherthe m ating assortativity,the m ore

rapidly thesharp peak distribution isreached.

Theroleofassortativity(which ism oreclearlyillustrated when the�tness

isnottoo ripid,�> 80),isnottrivial.W ehavealready seen thatwhen the

static �tness landscape is 
at,a high levelofassortativity rapidly induces

speciation even in theabsenceofcom petition;when the�tnesspro�leisripid

one ofthe species (the m ostdistantfrom the m astersequence) com esto a

disadvantageand goesextinct(see�gure 6).
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Figure 6: Appearance ofa single sharp peak on the m aster sequence in

absence ofcom petition and high assortativity. Param eters: J = 0,R = 6,

�= 150,�= 0.From top leftto bottom rightsnapshotsatgenerations10,

20,40,60,80,100.
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Once again,com petition playsa key role asa powerfulstabilizing force.

W hen m ating israndom ,theonly e�ectofan extrem ely high com petition is

to induce the form ation ofa wide and 
atfrequency distribution spanning

overallthephenotypic space,butno distinctspecieswillappear.

In conditionsofhigh assortativity �= 3,am oderatelevelofcom petition

(J = 2)issu�cienttoinducetheappearanceoftwoasym m etricsharp peaks.

Thetallestpeak appearson them astersequencebecausethisistheposition

ofthe phenotypic space with the highest static �tness;the other peak,at

the opposite end ofthe phenotypic space,is sm aller because itis nearthe

static �tnessm inim um butitwon’tgo extinctbecause,being very farfrom

the�rstpeak,itenjoysthelowestpossibleinterspeci�c com petition.

Ifcom petition is increased up to J = 7,the population splits in two

specieswith m oreorlessthesam efrequency butwith distributionsshowing

very di�erentgeom etries.W hilethem astersequence speciesstillexhibitsa

sharp peak distribution,the speciesnearx = L showsa wide and 
atbell-

shaped frequencydistribution soastom inim izetheintraspeci�ccom petition.

A com parison oftheasym ptoticdistributionswith J = 2and J = 7isshown

in �gure 7.
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Figure 7: E�ectofcom petition intensity on the frequency distribution ge-

om etry.Left:J = 2,R = 4,� = 10,� = 3,generation 1000.Right:J = 7,

R = 4,�= 10,� = 3,generation 1000.
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On theotherhand,assortativem ating,a�ecting speciesdistribution,has

also an in
uence on �tness. Ifwe set � = 0 i.e.we allow m atings only

between individualswith thesam ephenotype,threesharp peakswillappear

whose sym m etry dependson the static �tnesssteepness(see �gure 8). The

third peak lieshalfway between thepeaksatx = 0 and x = L and enjoysan

interm ediatelevelofstatic�tnessthatissu�cienttocounteractcom petition

from theneighbouring species.
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Figure 8: E�ect ofm axim alassortativity : appearance ofa peak in the

m iddle ofthe phenotypic space. Left: J = 4, R = 4, � = 2, � = 0,

generation 1000.Right:J = 4,R = 4,�= 50,�= 0,generation 1000.

In thisexam ple,inwhich R = 4,thecentralpeaksu�ersfrom com petition

ofboth extrem e strains and therefore survivalis extrem ely dependent on

dispersion ofitso�springs.Dispersion becom esm inim alwhen thepopulation

becom esgenotypically hom ogeneous.Asshown by sim ulations,them axim al

assortativity (thatactson phenotype)inducesthenecessary hom ogeneity.

4 Phase diagram s

One ofthe purposesofthe presentwork wasto study the evolutionary dy-

nam ics in the widest possible range ofcom petition and assortativity so as
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to bring to lighta possible synergetic e�ect on speciation. Asthiskind of

research requires a huge num ber ofsim ulations,the problem arises to �nd

an easily com putable m athem aticalparam eter suitable for m onitoring the

speciation process.

W ith thisrespect,oneofthebestcandidatesissurely thevariance that,

asiscom m on knowledge,representsa m easure ofthe dispersion ofa distri-

bution:

var(x)=
X

i

(xi� �x)2p(xi)

Thesim ulations,in fact,show that,ascom petition and/orassortativityis

increased,the frequency distribution �rstwidens,then itbecom esbim odal

and eventually it splits in two sharp peaks that m ove in the phenotypic

spaceso asto m axim izetheirreciprocaldistance:each ofthisstepsinvolves

an increasein thevarianceofthefrequency distribution.

Aswewilldiscussin m oredetail,when varianceisplotted asafunction of

both com petition and assortativity,thesurfaceshowsasharp transition from

avery low valueto aplateau atavery high variancelevelwhen assortativity

and com petition becom e larger than a certain threshold. Analysis ofthe

distribution showsthatthesharp transition from thelow tothehigh variance

levelis indicative ofthe shift from a state with a single quasi-species to a

state with two distinct quasi-species. The variance plot can be therefore

considered asa speciation phasediagram .

Let’sstartby exam ining the variance plotasa function ofcom petition

and assortativity in therelatively sim plecaseofa 
atstatic�tness.

A graphicalapproach to highlight the synergistic e�ect is to study the

contourplotsofthetridim ensionalspeciation phasediagram (Figure9).

The contour plots divide the J,A plane in two regions: the area on

the left represents the state with a single quasi-species whereas the area

on the right represents the state with two or m ore distinct quasi-species.

Ifa point,owing to a change in com petition and/or assortativity,crosses

these borderlines m oving from the �rst to the second region,a speciation

event doesoccur. Itshould be noted thatin the case of
atstatic �tness,

and,to a sm allerextent,also in the case ofsteep static �tness,in the high

com petition region thecontourplotstend todivergefrom each othershowing

a gradualincrease ofthe variance ofthe frequency distributions. This is

due to the fact that,even ifcom petition alone is not su�cient to induce

speciation in recom binantpopulations,itspreadsthefrequency distribution
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Figure9:Som esigni�cantcontourplotsofthephasediagram in thecaseof


atstatic �tnesslandscape. Contourlevelsequally spaced from var = 5 to

var= 35 with increm entsof5 units.

thatbecom eswiderand wider,and splitsinto two distinctspeciesonly for

extrem ely high assortativity values.In thisregim eofhigh com petition only

theendsofthem atingrangeofaphenotypex arepopulatedandthecrossings

between these com paratively di�erentindividualswillcreate onceagain the

interm ediate phenotypes preventing speciation untilassortativity becom es

alm ostm axim al.

The speciation phase diagram has been studied also in the case of a

steep static �tness landscape. As in the previous case, we analyze som e

signi�cantcontourplots(Figure 10).Thedown sloping shapeoftheselines,

again,isa strong indication ofa synergistic interaction ofcom petition and

assortativity on the speciation process. The contour plots show that for

m oderate com petition there isa synergistic e�ectbetween com petition and

assortativity sinceasim ultaneousincreaseofJ and A m ay allow thecrossing

oftheborderlinewhereastheincreaseofa param eteratatim edoesnot.On

the otherhand,forlargervaluesofJ the phase diagram showsa reentrant

20



characterduetotheextinction ofoneofthespeciesthatcannotm ovefarther

apartfrom the otherand therefore cannotrelieve com petition anym ore. It

can also be noticed that for J = 0 the contour plot shows a change in

slopeduetoextinction ofonespeciesowingtorandom 
uctuationsasshown

earlier.

Thefollowing di�erenceswith respectto thecaseof
atstatic�tnesscan

bedetected:thecurvatureoftheborderlinesbetween thecoexistencephases

ishigher,which indicatesa strongersynergy between A and J;theabsence

ofspeciation form oderateJ hereisnotdueto �nitesizee�ects.
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Figure10:Som esigni�cantcontourplotsofthephasediagram in thecaseof

a steep static�tnesslandscape.Contourlevelsequally spaced from var= 5

to var= 35 with increm entsof5 units.

5 C onclusions

A m icroscopicm odelhasbeendeveloped forthestudyofsym patricspeciation

i.e. the origin oftwo reproductively isolated strains from a single original
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speciesin theabsenceofany geographicalbarrier.

W e showed that in a 
at static �tness landscape,assortativity alone is

su�cientto inducespeciation even in theabsenceofcom petition.Thisspe-

ciation event,however,isonly transient,and soon oneofthetwonew species

goesextinctdueto random 
uctuationsin a �nite-sizepopulation.A stable

coexistence between the new species,however,could be achieved by intro-

ducing com petition.In fact,intraspeci�ccom petition turned outtostabilize

thetwo groupsby operating a sortofnegativefeedback on population size.

The sim ulations also showed that the assortativity levelnecessary for

speciationcouldbereduced ascom petitionisincreased andviceversa (except

forthe regim e ofextrem ely high com petition),which strongly arguesfora

synergistice�ectbetween thetwo param eters.

Sim ilarpatternscould beobserved with a steep static �tnesslandscape.

A high assortativity levelissu�cient to induce speciation,butin the long

run only thepeak with m axim al�tnesssurvives.Thecoexistenceofthetwo

speciesagain isstabilized by com petition.

A specialattention was devoted to �nite size e�ects. W e showed that

im posing m axim alassortativity,in thepresenceofm oderatecom petition,it

waspossibletoreducedispersion ofo�springsandthusstabilizegenotypically

hom ogeneouspeaks.In particular,in our15-phenotypes�tnessspace,itwas

possible to stabilize the coexistence ofthree species,whose peakstended to

becom esym m etricalasthesteepnessofthe�tnesslandscapewasreduced.

Finally,weshowed thatspeciation hasthecharacterofaphasetransition,

asthe variance versus assortativity and com petition surface shows a sharp

transition from alow varianceregion correspondingtoonespecies,toahigh-

variance region corresponding to two species. The curvature ofthe phase

boundary onceagain supportstheidea ofa synergistice�ectofcom petition

and assortativity in inducing speciation.
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