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Abstract. We propose a novel coarse-grained network growth model ledupith the
competition interaction to simulate the macroevolutionr @ork shows that the competition
plays animportantrole in the macroevolution and it is mat®mnal to describe the relationship
between species by network structures. Our model presectarglete picture of the
development of phyla and associated splitting process. alt found that periodic mass
extinction occurred in our networks without any extratetri@l factors and the lifetime
distribution of species was very close to that seen in thsilfoscord. We also perturbed
the networks with two scenarios of mass extinctions dfedént hierarchic levels to study the
recovery.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The ecosystem, which is formed from a myriad of interactibasveen various species, is
one of the best-known example of complexity. During lastadie; theoretical research on
the coevolution of species and the statistics of extinstinas been strongly influenced by the
pioneering interdisciplinary works of Per Bak and his dodleators([1, 2, 3,14]. Many simple
and delicate models have explained large numbers of theophe&ma exhibited in the fossil
record. Notably, with the development of nonlinear dynawand complex networks, it was
found that a food web model is the most suitable way to des¢hib ecosystem. More recent
models based on network structure and various types obictien have presented convincing
results not only for macroevolution but also for microevmuo. Although microevolution,
which focuses on the influence one species has on others,resimportant in protecting
the environment, macroevolution, which focuses on spamesgolution and periodic species
extinction, is more interesting and more important for spediversity.

Many remarkable phenomena in the history have been founberfdssil record but
until now no satisfactory explanation has been presenteldesd phenomena include the
Cambrian explosion that gave rise to most of all the knowmahiphyla, the periodicity
of mass extinctions and characteristics of the evolutioshsas extinction rate, origination
rate, percent extinction, standing diversity, survivgrsnd lifetime distribution.

Recently, there have been attempts to study macroevolusioig models equipped with
dynamics that operate at the level of individuals [5,/ 6, Gtka-Volterra models are relatively
successful in describing many aspects of population dyeen@oppex introduced a simple
two-trophic network to describe an ecosystem wWitlspecies of predators and a single prey
species|[B]. His numerical simulations show that there isvags-law distribution of intervals
between extinctions. Since the Lotka-Volterra model iskedential equation model, itis hard
to simulate the global-level processes with a large valié dfurthermore, his model does not
describe the macroevolution following the beginning of @embrian. Luz-Burgoa and his
cooperators investigated the process of sympatric spaciata simple food web modéel|[9].
They found that sympatric speciation is obtained for thegpgcies in both cases, and their
results suggested that the speciation velocity dependswffetn up in the food chain the focus
population is feeding. However, this model investigately dime cause of species speciation
and cannot explain the splitting process of a phylum.

B.F De Blasio and F.V. De Blasio have introduced competiiimieraction into the
computer model of the influence of ecospace colonizationdaptive radiation designed by
J.W. Valentine and T.D. Walker [10, 11]. This macroevolatinodel presents a clear picture
of the simultaneous appearance of so many phyla in the Cambimost at the same time
and post-explosion evolution of the ecosystem. Howevaerrttodel cannot show an accurate
picture of macroevolution. It lacks periodicity extinati@nd the results presented did not
describe whether this model is consistent with the charatitss of the real fossil record.
Moreover, this competition rule seems too simple to desdhile intricate interaction between
different species.

In fact, such interspecies competitive interactions plakew role in macroevolution
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whether considered as the sum of predator-prey intergctiost-parasite interaction or
competitions between species using the same resource. €fitionp also appears to
be essential for species proliferation. Laboratory batexxperiments have suggested
that species branching is promoted by competition [12, 18pmpetition among higher
taxonomical groups may also play a major role in macroeiwaitL4].

In this paper we present a macroevolution model also basedrpetitive interactions.
In contrast to the model in Ref. [11], our model is built on grewth of network structures.
From the simulation results of the properties of our modathsas degree distribution,
clustering cofficients, and especially the modularity dynamics, one can gaire insight
into the processes of creating and splitting phyla and tlssipte €fects of mass extinction.
Additionally, we observe the periodicity of mass extinogowithout any extraterrestrial
causes (not mentioned in the model of Ref. [11]). This phesrwn is suggested by Raup
and Sepkoski in 1984 [15]. Our model indicates that this ph&non, periodicity of mass
extinctions, might be a natural consequence of the machaigmo and not the result of any
extraterrestrial causes as predicted by the model of Ligp{i$, [17]. Furthermore, the
simulation results of lifetime distribution are very sianito the fossil records and the normal
experiences of human beings. Finally, in order to study ffexts of mass extinctions, large
numbers of species were removed from the network.

This article is organized as follows. We will explain how toild our model in Secl12.
In Sec[ B, we show and discuss the simulation results, ingutetwork structure properties,
lifetime distributions, extinction dynamics, and pertatibns of the model. In the last Section,
we summarize our conclusions and suggest further extesmsioour work.

2. NETWORK MODEL

We take every species as a point in 2-dimensional morphesped let each dimension be
independent. Each dimension morphospace represents atppiencharacter of species
such as shape, form and structure and so on. We select 2€lonahmorphospace is an
compromise between integrated description of species astccbmputation. Every species
is characterized by a point in the morphospace. Species elondp to the same phylum are
similar in phenotypic character, and they are close in masphace. Phenotypic similarity
between species implies that they are likely to exploit Hraesresources [18]. However, even
species that are far morphologically may compete for comrasources, like the competition
for light among plants and water among animals. Long-ramgepetition is accounted for
by allowing a finite tail in the possible competitive intetiaa for morphologically distant
species. The model dynamics are described subsequently.

(1) Architecture of the network. Every node in the network represents one species and
the weight of the connecting line edge indicates the cortipestrength between two species.
The evolution of the network represents evolution of allcspg We give the weight on the
edges following a distribution like gaussian form. Its mé&af.5 and variance is.8, but we
cast the random numbers larger than 1 and negative. Onceyansgolilt, it does not change.
However, when a species becomes extinct, we remove thisaratlall edges connected to it
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from the network.

(2) Initialization. At the beginning, three species with the same phenotypeoaected
as the initial network. Then we assign the weights of thregesd

(3) Competition. Since not all species could compete with each other evereyf éne
very close in morphospace, the network model should not halyaihterconnected graph.
The competition strength is equal to the weight of the eddé® extinction probability per
steppex Of speciess depends on the total weight of edges connected with it. Sextiection
probability of one species is defined by,

Pext(S) = SZ fij, (1)
j

where thef;; is the weight of the edge between specgsand s;, and the fraction of
competitione is constant. If one species becomes extinct, it will be efdésen the network
immediately and other species will no longer experiencepmtition from the extinct species.

(4) Speciation. In the short term, it appears to be approximately correctaipo that
the whole world can support a certain number of species. kModay ecological data on
island biogeography support this view [19]. It is reasoeablassume that new species are
more dificult to evolve as the species number approaches to this lippethan that when
the species is rare. When a new species originate from anpelies, the distance in the
morphospace between this new species and its parents i3 ke Gaussian distributed
with a small variancer. Here, the speciation range= 0.1 is same for all simulations. The
new species are formed at each time step with a speciatien rat

psp:ﬁ(l_%)’ (2)

whereg is the fraction of the speciation ratd; is the maximal species number in the world
andN is the current species number or node number in the netwothkid work, the maximal
species is set thl’ = 5500 for all simulations.

After a new species born, it becomes a part of the networkit mitsolated from other
nodes. The probability(d;;) that the new nodewill be connected to the old nodedepends
on the distance between them in the morphospace,

fo, dii <R

Here thed;; is the distance between specgsands;. We set short-range radilg = 2 for
all simulations, which was chosen larger than the speciaingeo so that speciation takes
place within the range of the short-range competition. Tg&hould be much larger thafg..

In this model, the reason of species alive is not the intrinsorphological advantages
but the morphological disparity of a species. In other wptls fitness landscape is flat. In
each time step, we chose a species randomly and decide witetloelld evolve into a new
species based on the speciation rate. Then, we randombtesgtlnother species and decided
whether it should be removed from the network at that timp.sténis procedure is repeated
millions of times in our simulations.
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3. Simulation Result and Discussion

In this section we present our simulation results of our vgtwmodel, such as, degree
distribution, cluster cd@cient, and community structure. Moreover, to study maavhgion
we consider the lifetime distribution, the extinction dymas, and perturbation of network
growth in our simulations.

3.1. Time Evolution of Network Structure

In general, two statistical properties, degree distrdyutind clustering cdicient, are used
to measure the structures of complex networks. Howevesttatying phylum splitting, we
calculate the community structure of networks.

Community structure is a mesoscopic description of netaorklewman and Girvan
[20,[21] refers to the fact that nodes in many real networkseapto group in subgraphs.
The community in the network represent phyla. In our modwedre is only one taxonomic
grouping. So we can also believe community present genanailiés, orders, classes, or
any other taxonomic grouping. We can use this property tosoregthe split of the phylum.
Newman and Girvan also proposed a divisive algorithm thatllexdge betweenness as a
metric to identify the boundaries of communities and introed a measure, based on the
concept of modularityQ. This algorithm has been applied successfully to a variéty o
networks. Theoretically, the concept of modulai@ycannot be used in weighted networks.
Even then, it is still observed the structure evolution fritie diferent aspects via community
structure in our simulations. The main reason for this olzgén is that in our model the
connections among the nodes play a major role in the inteispeompetition. Therefore we
focus our attention on the structures and ignore tffeidinces between the edges.

It should be noted that our model is a network with dynamicenodmber. The
macroevolution is described by the process of network dgrows we will show, the main
characters of our model include the species outbreak inegabing phase, the split of the
phylum, and the final saturation state. In additional, weluke algorithm to find community,
as in Ref. [[22] which is based on an extremal optimizatiorheftalue of modularity and is
feasible for the accurate identification of community stuwe in large complex networks.

In Fig.[1, we present the simulation results of the time eivotuof the main properties of
our network growth model. The biosphere gradually staddliafter an initial period of strong
diversification. The early phase of the simulation revelads the increase of species number
is a step-like behavior. The insets of Hig. 1(b) and Eig. $f@w these similar behaviors of
the network structure at the beginning stage. The speciebauin the saturation state is in
direct ratio to speciation rajgand in inverse ratio to fraction of competitienNote that the
discrete transitions for species number, clusteringfmaents, and modularity occur at the
same time.

Note that the definition of the modularity given by Newm@n= Yi(ei — a%), wheresg;
is the fraction of all edges in network that link nodes in coamity i to nodes in community
janda = ;& . The parametefy = 0.9 is much larger tharf,, = 0.03 in our network
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Figure 1. Temporal evolution of the structural properties of the rakwith parameters
B =06, =0.015,f = 09, andf,, = 0.03. The insets show the magnification of the first
40000 steps. A step-like increase is observed in the instingiand corresponds to the split
of the phyla.

growth. So one can assume that in every commuirthg number of edges” that link nodes
in the same community is much larger than the number of edjdsetween the dierent
communities, or the internal structure offdrent communities is similar. As a result, we
make an estimate of the value ©f
zn 27" + 2~
Q=) [En -—— @
: (2m)

wherem = 1 3:(22" + 2¥) is the number of edges in the network. Using #le> 2, and
Z" = 2", 2= 2" withi # j, we get

Q(n) ~1-1/n, ®)
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Figure 2. Species distribution in morphospace at fouffetient times. Top left, 1®00
time steps after the beginning of simulation; top righteaQ 000 time steps; bottom left,
after 100000 time steps; bottom right, after @00, 000 time steps. The figure shows the
dynamics of phylum split and the phylum branching processanphospace. The parameters
of simulation are identical to those in Fig. 1.

wheren is the community number in the network. As shown in Eig. 14®,find empirically
found that at the beginning of the simulation the modula@tat the plateau after the step
increase follows a similar form to Eq.1(4), where thés the number of the sidesteps or the
number of the communities.

Thus, we can present a phenomenological picture of the phyuch split that the
species split into two dierent groups when the number of species or modularity ascend
to the next plateau. As the modularifyapproaches 1, the presence of many communities in
this network implies many phyla. Each phylum has a large remob species and the main
competition of each species is from other species in the gdaylem.

After the rapid increase in the initial phase, species faxation decelerates to a constant
value with little fluctuation. The modularity and clustes@ldecrease gradually while the
species number increases slowly. This suggests that thberushcommunity is increasing
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Figure 3. (Color online) Degree distribution of our network model kvisaturation node
numberN ~ 2600 after enough steps simulation. Parameter valueg ard.0, ¢ = 0.015,
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and the long-term competition surmounts the interactioshafrt-term. In other words, the
number of phyla is increasing. In Figl 2, we present the saih results of the species
distribution in morphospace atftiérent times. Every point in the morphospace denotes a
species. Obviously, species congregate around to form ghglum. Furthermore we find
that every species belongs to a phylum.

In order to understand the properties of the network modebioogy, one must have
some knowledge about the degree distributi’{k), which is the probability that a node
chosen uniformly at random has degfteeNote that the number of vertices of this network
model is dynamic. To studi?(k), it should be assigned a largerelative and small other
parameters to generate a network with large number of ndalésct, the network growth and
the final saturation state of network structure are decigdd/b factors. One is the short-term
competition, which has a large connecting probabilitgnd small number of nodes. Another
is the long-term competition, which has a small connectidpgbility f., and a large number
of nodes (it is almost equal to the sum of the number of the siofleetwork). In Fig[ B, we
present the degree distribution of the network withx 2600 at the final saturation state. It
was found thaP(k) is very close to a Gaussian distribution with mean vdiyie: 68. This
suggests that the degree distribution of our network madginilar to the random network
with large modularity because the network growth has canspis stochasticity. We know
that in random networks, the modularity is very small andnegt®se to O in most cases.
Therefore, it is dficult to categorize our network model as a type of network sssctandom,



Network growth approach to macroevol ution 9

1000 |

3t
i {0.01

S 100 L
bt E
)
Q
8 |-
“ 10 E
5 g
o {1E-3
5 1
0]
)
S F —$=0.7,=0.05,1,=0.5, { =0.015
S o4 L —p=0.9,=0.05, £,=0.5, 1 =0.015

E N Ll | .

1 10 100 1000

Lifetime

Figure 4. (Color online) Histogram of lifetimes of marine genera dgrithe Phanerozoic
(black circles). The black dash line is the best power-latofthe points between 10 and 100
My and the black solid line is the best exponential fit to all foints [23| 24]. The red and
blue solid lines are our simulation results from the netwgndwth model using two dierent
parameters.

scale-free, or small-world.

3.2. Lifetime Distribution

One of the properties frequently studied in macroevolutiwodels is lifetime distribution
of species. Newman and Sibani mathematically derived a eumbrelations between the
normal quantities (extinction rates, diversity, lifetimistribution, etc.) and show how these
different trends are inter-related [24]. Since the lifetimeritigtion is easy to calculate, it
becomes a canonical simulation result in most models ofispaties ecosystems.

Using simulations based on various models, many scholaesiaasured the lifetimes
of competing species and suggested that their distribigiavell approximated by a power-
law form [24]. Similar estimations demonstrate that thistiilbution is equivalent to the
power-law distribution of genus lifetimes, since the lontied genera give rise on average
to larger numbers of species [25]. However, the real fossibrds are fit equally well by an
exponential form[[24].

In Fig. [4 we show a histogram of species lifetime distribngidor the network growth
model with two diferent parameteys As the plot shows, the distribution closely follows an
exponential law. Note that two simulation results of thetlihe distribution of species for
differents are very similar. We conjecture that the lifetime distribatof species is not under
the influence of the fraction of the speciation ratbut depends on the correlation betwdgn
andf,, (or the relation between competition within a phylum and petition for resources).
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Figure 5. (Color online) Periodicity of mass extinctions without axtraterrestrial cause.
Parameter values age= 0.9, ¢ = 0.05, fy = 0.9, andf,, = 0.14. (a) Time series of the cluster
codficient, modularityQ, and species numbét. (b) Fourier transform of the data in (a) after
filtering the high frequency component. (c) The maximal peigity of oscillationr from the
time series of species numberas a function off,,. The other parameters are same as in(a).

Moreover, this observation emphasizes that the competititeractions play a key role in
ecological dynamics.

3.3. Extinct Dynamics

Of the estimated one to four billion species which have exisbn the Earth since life
first appeared here, less than 50 million are still alive yodRaleontological data, which
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show broad distributions of the extinct events in the Eartistory, suggest the existence of
strong correlations between extinctions|[26]. Normahy majority of researchers prefer the
alternative explanation that the extinctions appear bezatiexternal stresses imposed on the
ecosystems by the environment. Recently, the occurrenestofctions in the absence of
periodic external perturbation was suggested by Lipowskilattice model [16, 17].

Fig. [8 shows temporal evolution i, Q, and the cluster cakcient at the saturation
state of the network with parametgts= 0.9, £ = 0.05, f, = 0.9, andf,, = 0.14. Note
that we omit the initial phase of the network growth in Figa)s(The Fourier transform of
the data is presented in Figl 5(b). In order to give promieemcoscillation and compare
the periodicity ofN, Q and the cluster cdicient, we subtract their means and normalize the
data before Fourier transform. We observe that three curaes the same peak at frequency
3.35693K10°Hz). The maximal periodicity of oscillationsfor variousf,, is shown in Fig.
Bl(c). The red dashed line is a fitted resut 351410- 375074exp(38.81x f..).

The peak in Fig[15(b) shows that species numieand the modularityQ and cluster
codficient of the network have same periodicity and amplitude. isAgvell known, the
oscillation of the clustering cdigcients and modularity indicates changing network strestur
Note that in our network these parameters denote the phylumbar in the whole world and
the average species number in one phylum. Therefore thitatien indicates an extinction at
the phylum level. The oscillation of the network structuaegmeter reflects phylum changing
of the number and the scale. Phylum which bears intense ddrapevill decrease its scale
or even that this phylum extinct. In most instances, largalmers of phyla do not routinely
go extinct, and they may belong to extant groups rather thasttuting distinct phyla.

It should be noted that the species number in Elg. 5(a) is sew@ll,N ~ 140, due to
the larger long-distance competitidn = 0.14. In fact, by enlarging the simulation results
of the saturation phase in Figl 1 witlh, = 0.03, it was found that the similar oscillation
behaviors take place in the large networks. However, thélatsen in Fig. [1 appears to be
small-amplitude fluctuations.

It is clear from Fig[5(c) that the periodicity of oscillatiés a function off.,. Moreover,
our extensive simulation results demonstrate that thera@pbvious correlation between the
periodicity and other parameters. Therefore we conje¢haigthe long-distance competitions
for public resources induce the oscillation of the specigmlmer. In the case of largdr.,
which means the resources are scarce or lacking, this speaimber oscillation is strong
enough to produce similar oscillation of the modula@yand the cluster cdicient. This
demonstrates the existence of periodic extinctions of thdap However, smallef,, or a
scenario with abundant public resources would not onlyeiase the system si2¢ and the
phylum number, but also would not only increase the systemad the phylum number, but
would also decrease the probability of extinction of speeared phyla. As a result, only the
small fluctuation of species and phyla exists.
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Figure 6. (Color online) The network growth with a random extinctidr8ax 10° steps. (a)

Time series of the species number. The inset shows a magioificz the extinction region.
(b) The modularity and cluster in the extinction region. To#ed line is the time of extinction.
The parameters afe= 0.5, ¢ = 0.015, fy = 0.7, andf,, = 0.015 .

3.4. Perturbing the Model

In order to study the féect of mass extinctions on the macroevolution within thevoek
growth approach, a large number of species were removedtfremetwork at the saturation
state. Such a scenario is designed to mimic the influence ektamnal factor, such as the
change of climate, the impacts of comets or meteorites, \&e.discuss the following two
cases.

Case I:Random perturbation on species. In this case, half of the species were removed
randomly. Such a situation is appropriate for biospherehicivthe species become extinct
because of 'bad luck’. Clearly, the dynamics of the netwdnkwd be reduced to the
saturation state quickly since each species has the saieahlity of extinction.

Case Il:Random perturbation on community. In this case, the artificial perturbations
act on the community. We remove half of the community in thevoek randomly. The
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Figure 7. (Color online) The network growth with a random communityiestion at 3x 10°
steps. (a) The time evolution of the species number. The gte®vs a magnification of the
extinction region. (b) The modularity and cluster dynanmid$e extinction region. The dotted
line is the time of extinction. The parameters are identicaéhose used in Fid] 6.

motivation for this case is based on the idea that some plaxta tbad genes’ and cannot
adapt to the sudden change of environment.

Figs. [6E7 show the simulation results of the time series efgbecies number and the
network structure for both cases. Obviously, even though boenarios of mass extinction
act on diterent hierarchic levels, the species in the world will eually recover and the
response to an extinction will include a rapid expansionpeicges diversity. However, there
is a noticeable dierence, which can be seen in Hi¢f.16-7, in the detailed reggrecess.

In case I, after removing the nodes in the network, the spetienber quickly returned to
the pre-perturbation level (see FIg. 6(a)). Hig. 6(b) deqiice response of network structure
to extinction. There is not any significant change of the niaaly and cluster and both are
still in normal fluctuation range.

In contrast to case I, the recovery in case Il is slow arficdit. Many more steps are
necessary for the species number to reach the saturatigm (siee Fig.17 (a)). However, note
that there is also a sharply rising stage (as shown in the aigéig. [4(a)). The initial stage
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of the response to the extinction, when compared with thetiasFig. [6(a), is similar for
both cases. In Fig.] 7(b), we present the responses of thelarggand clustering cdécient

to this extinction. These curves represent a sudden ireng@seding the decrease of the
diversity at the phylum level.

As demonstrated by the arguments given above, it is cledrthigaresponse of the
biological evolution for two scenarios of mass extinctisrcompletely dierent. Although
both perturbations erase almost the same ratio of the specimber, in Case I, the
perturbation does not breaks down the structure of the nktwtowever, in Case I, anumber
of whole communities are removed, or some phyla become axtirherefore the network
structure is destroyed and the perturbation of Case Il issndeteterious to the recovery of
the .

The statement above, implies that forming phyla is a way ffecgs to avoid or replace
the short-term competition in order to increase the spexiasoer in the long-term. Therefore
it is much easier for species to conquer short-term conipetior speciation than to develop
long-term competition. In fact, in Case I, removing the rodethe network decreases both
long- and short- term competition. In fact, in Case |, remgvihe nodes in the network
decreases both long- and short- term competition. So Casgacklg takes the place for
new species. These new species did not need to develop nda; piyich explains why
the recovery after disturbance is so fast. In contrast, Qasely decreases the long-term
competition. The new species will develop in their phylunadugse the absence of long-term
competition decreases the short-term competition beldwai@on and the smal- make
the new species remain within their phylum. After this stagken every phylum is full of
species and reaches saturation, the new species must kagfram the phylum to decrease
short-term competition. These new species will develop pewa which are booming and
forcing old phyla until they have the same scale with thetegiphyla. Thus, the behaviors of
the modularity and cluster areftiérent in the two scenarios following disturbances, and the
species number increases slowly to the saturation lewesl @i initial sharply rising stage.

4. Conclusion

In this paper, we present a simple network growth model withngetitive interactions to
approximate the biological evolution. This model is chéedzed by four tunable parameters:
the fraction of competitiorz, the fraction of speciation raje, the short-term competition
fo, and the long-term competitiofy,. We start with a few species, and then let our model
grow in diversity and complexity until it reaches the satiama state. In our simulation, the
species number is much smaller than the limitation. It sthdnd noted that the limitation
plays an important role in the evolution. Without this paeden, periodical extinction can not
be displayed. These simulation results are not presentidsipaper.

Based on the simulation results of our network growth model demonstrate several
different aspects of biological evolution, such as the speaiesber, phyla, cluster, the
lifetime distribution, etc. With simulations up to fficiently long times (at least several®10
steps), one can observe a semi-periodic mass extinctiom the combination of the close
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phyla. Finally, the network model is perturbed in twdfdirent ways: random perturbation
species and random perturbation on community. Tiiects of these dierent extinction
scenarios on the two taxonomic hierarchic levels, speanes @yla, may be useful for
interpretation of the causes of historical mass extinction

Our model is aimed at emphasizing the importance of the cttiggeand network
structure in the biological evolution. Competition not yulecides the species number in
the whole system, but also makes the species splitfferdnt phyla. As there are two kinds
of different competitions, the response of the biological evatuor two mass extinctions is
completely diferent. Competition coupled with network structure driveluimber of species
to fluctuate periodically.

Although many of the properties shown in our model are sintdathe fossil records
especially the lifetime distribution, it is fficult to compare the model with the actual history
of phyla diversities and real world. Since this model is a raa¢olution model, it cannot
include all the properties and details of the biology.

Further extensions of our modeffer interesting opportunities. For example, one can
change the form of the competing function offdiently implement the interaction among
species. This could complicate the simulation tremengpasid we believe that the results
would have the similar qualitative properties. In the reafid, the climate switches between
the ice age and warmth with a period of about 10,000 years{2diinparably, our model could
also use the periodic change parameters instead of theaowristm. Such a modification
would likely result in other thought-provoking phenomehtmwever this modification is not
currently reasonable because we cannot asses whetherathgirog climate is strong enough
to afect the parameters in our model or whether a relationshiislketween the climate and
the model.
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