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We examine population structures for their ability to maintain diversity in neutral evolution.
We use the general framework of evolutionary graph theory and consider birth-death (bd)
and death-birth (db) updating. The population is of size N . Initially all individuals represent
different types. The basic question is: what is the time TN until one type takes over the
population? This time is known as consensus time in computer science and as total coalescent
time in evolutionary biology. For the complete graph, it is known that TN is quadratic in N

for db and bd. For the cycle, we prove that TN is cubic in N for db and bd. For the star, we
prove that TN is cubic for bd and quasilinear (N logN ) for db. For the double star, we show
that TN is quartic for bd. We derive upper and lower bounds for all undirected graphs for
bd and db. We also show the Pareto front of graphs (of size N = 8) that maintain diversity
the longest for bd and db. Further, we show that some graphs that quickly homogenize can
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maintain high levels of diversity longer than graphs that slowly homogenize. For directed
graphs, we give simple contracting star-like structures that have superexponential time scales
for maintaining diversity.

Introduction

Evolutionary graph theory is a method for studying the effect of population structure on evolu-
tionary dynamics [1–9]. The individuals occupy the vertices of graphs, and the edges specify
interactions between individuals. The special case of a well mixed population is given by a com-
plete graph with identical weights. In the case of constant selection, we are interested in the role
of population structure on suppression/amplification selection effects and evolutionary timescales
[10–21]. Weighted edges can create amplification or suppression effects [15, 22, 23]. Isothermal
graphs have the same fixation probability as the well mixed population [3, 4, 24]. Uni-directional
edges can introduce exceedingly long absorption times [25, 26]. Even in neutral evolution, de-
tails of the evolutionary process can heavily affect timescales [27–29]. Environments with mixed
resource abundances have effects on fixation probabilities [30, 31]. For frequency dependent selec-
tion, it is known that some graphs and update rules can promote evolution of cooperation [6, 32–
44]. Expected absorption times in structured populations have also been studied in continuous time
[45].

In this paper, we analyze graphs for their ability to maintain diversity in neutral evolution.
We consider a population of finite size, N . Initially all individuals represent different types. All
types have the same reproductive rate. We ask: what is the expected time, TN , until all individuals
descend from the same type. This time is known as total coalescence time in biology. For a well-
mixed population with N individuals, the coalescence time is known to be N generations, or N2

reproductive events [46–48]. Our work builds upon and extends prior studies of absorption times
in evolutionary dynamics. Iwamasa & Masuda [27] study the consensus time of voter models on
various graphs.They show that for two types on small networks, the barbell and double star graph
families maximize the expected absorption time for death-birth (db) and birth-death (bd) updating,
respectively. Further, they calculate the asymptotic expected absorption times for two types on
those graphs. Diaz et al. [25] present a directed graph family that has at least exponential absorp-
tion time if one of the two types has a fitness advantage. Gao et al. [29] analyze all undirected
graphs of size N = 6. They compute the absorption time starting with two types under neutral
evolution and db updating. They find that graphs with a bottleneck between two large components
typically have a large absorption time.
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In contrast, our study expands the scope to N types and provides rigorous analyses of the fastest
and slowest graphs. We also examine directed graphs, which can superexponentially broaden the
diversity timescales. We give upper and lower bounds for the diversity time of any undirected or
directed graph. In addition to our proofs for arbitrarily-sized population structures, we analyze
various evolutionary properties of graphs up to size N = 100. In particular, we are concerned not
only with the expected time until homogeneity, but also the expected snapshots of the diversity
of the population over time. We examine tradeoffs in diversity time between db and bd updating
relative to the population structure.

Results

Diversity in structured populations.

Consider a population of N individuals. Initially each individual is of a different type. Every time
step, one individual is selected for birth and one individual for death. The individual selected for
death is removed from the population. The individual selected for birth creates a copy of itself at
the location of the individual that was selected for death. After many steps, the population will
become homogeneous, which means that all individuals are of the same type. Once the population
is homogeneous it remains so. Thus, homogeneity is an absorbing state. In principle, there are N

different absorbing states—one for each of the types that are present initially. We are interested in
calculating the average time TN until one of the absorbing states is reached.

Population states with more than one type are called heterogeneous (or diverse). All heteroge-
neous states are transient. They will be lost after some time. The absorption time TN gives us a
measure for the ability of a population structure to maintain diversity.

We are interested in exploring population structures for their ability to maintain diversity for
extended periods of time. We describe the population structure as a strongly connected directed
graph G = (V,E). The vertices V denote the locations of individuals in the population. The edges
E represent possible interactions between the individuals. For any two individuals, u and v, if v is
a neighbor of u in G, then the offspring of u can replace v. The evolutionary dynamics on graphs
can be interpreted as biological reproduction or learning. In the case of learning, one individual
becomes a learner and the other a teacher. Then the learner adopts the type of the teacher.

The order of birth and death matters. Under birth-death (bd) updating, an individual i is chosen
uniformly at random from the population to reproduce. Then an individual j is chosen for death
uniformly at random from the outgoing neighbors of i. If individual i resides at location u ∈ V and
j resides at location v ∈ V , then the probability of this event occurring at any step given (u, v) ∈ E
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a b Birth-death c death-Birth

Birth death

Figure 1: a, An example of a directed graph with various types in the population. b, For birth-death (bd)
updating, first an individual is chosen for reproduction and then one of its neighbors is chosen to be replaced;
here the center (red) vertex is selected for birth and the blue vertex is selected for death. c, For death-birth
(db) updating, first an individual i chosen for death (or to update its type) and then one of the neighbors is
chosen for reproduction; here the center (grey) vertex is selected for death and the blue vertex is selected for
birth.

is
1

N
· 1

deg+(u)
(1)

Here deg+(u) represents the number of outgoing neighbors of vertex u.
Under death-birth (db) updating, an individual j is chosen uniformly at random from the pop-

ulation to die. Then an individual i is chosen for birth uniformly at random from the incoming
neighbors of j. If individual j resides at location v ∈ V and i resides at location u ∈ V , then the
probability of this event occurring at any step given (u, v) ∈ E is

1

N
· 1

deg−(v)
(2)

Here deg−(v) represents the number of incoming neighbors of v.
We call a graph undirected (bi-directional) if (u, v) ∈ E implies (v, u) ∈ E for all vertices

u, v ∈ V . In other words, individuals have reciprocal interactions in undirected graphs. Since the
number of incoming neighbors is the same as the number of outgoing neighbors in an undirected
graph, we denote the number of neighbors of a vertex u ∈ V in an undirected graph as simply
deg(u).

An undirected graph where all vertices have the same number of neighbors is called a regular
graph. Suppose all vertices in a regular graph have D neighbors. Then assuming (u, v) ∈ E, the
probability that location u ∈ V is selected for birth and location v ∈ V is selected for death is
given by

1

N
· 1

D
(3)

Since this relationship holds regardless of the update rule, questions about diversity on regular
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Figure 2: Absorption times for bd vs db updating for all 11117 connected undirected graphs with N = 8
vertices. Each blue dot is a graph. The positively sloped grey dashed line has unit slope and passes through
the dot representing the complete graph; all regular graphs are on this dashed line. The negatively sloped
grey dashed line is such that it is the smallest sector that contains all the dots and has apex at the dot that
corresponds to the complete graph. Some dots are circled with its corresponding graphical representation in
the same color. The double star (orange) maximizes the bd absorption time. The barbell (red) maximizes
the db absorption time. The Pareto front (the dashed black lines) connects the two.

graphs are unaffected by the governing dynamics. See Figure 1 for illustrations of the two update
rules.

Time of evolution

We want to calculate the time (in number of steps) until the population becomes homogeneous.
Since the population starts with maximum diversity, we measure the ability of a population struc-
ture to maintain diversity by the expected time until homogeneity is reached. We refer to the time
until homogeneity as the absorption time. It is important to note that the absorption time of an
observed bd or db process is a number while the absorption time of a population structure is a ran-
dom variable. We are interested in the expected absorption time of various population structures
(see Figure 2 and Figure 3 for a few examples). We measure time as a function of the population
size N . Often, we are interested in the asymptotics of the time rather than an exact expression.

Well-mixed populations.

Consider a population structure with N individuals where every individual interacts with every
other individual. This configuration is assumed when analyzing evolutionary dynamics without
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Figure 3: Various undirected graph families on N = 10 vertices: a, the complete graph; b, cycle; c, star;
and d, double star. e, Results of average number of types remaining in the population, D, at time T , averaged
over 250 simulations of birth-death updating per graph. Each graph has N = 10 vertices. The plot is on
a log-log scale to accentuate the number of types remaining when the values are close to one another. The
horizontal axis begins at T = 1. If D = 1 at a particular time T , no dot is drawn. Note that on average the
star graph maintains more diversity than the double star graph up until roughly T ≈ 5× 102. See Extended
Data Figure 1 in the SI for the plot when N = 100.

explicit reference to population structure. We represent this well-mixed population structure as a
complete graph on N vertices with self-loops: the edges are the Cartesian product of the vertex
set by itself. Complete graphs are highly symmetric. Thus knowledge about the frequencies of the
various types in the populations is sufficient information for calculating the expected absorption
time.

Consider birth-death updating and suppose there are currently k types in the population. Let
λ ≡ (λ1, . . . , λk) denote the vector of abundances. We have λ1 + · · · + λk = N . We order the
abundances such that λ1 ⩾ λ2 ⩾ · · · ⩾ λk > 0.

During each time step, one of three events occurs:

1. the abundances, λ1, . . . , λk, remain exactly the same;

2. the abundance of one type increases by one, while the abundance of another type decreases
by one, but the number of types in the population remains the same;

3. the abundance of one type increases by one, the abundance of another type decreases by one,
and the number of types in the population decreases by one.

The process can be described as beginning in a state of maximum entropy (λ1 = · · · = λN ) and
reaching a state of minimum entropy (λ1 = N ). We show that the expected absorption time of this
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Graph family bd time db time

U
nd

ir
ec

te
d

Complete Θ(N2) Θ(N2)
Cycle Θ(N3) Θ(N3)
Star Θ(N3) Θ(N logN)
Double star Θ(N4) –
Barbell – Ω(N4)
Undirected graph O(N6 logN), Ω(N logN) O(N5 logN), Ω(N logN)

D
ir

ec
te

d Contracting star 2Θ(N logN) 2Θ(N logN)

Directed graph 2O(N logN) 2O(N logN), Ω(N logN)

Table 1: Asymptotic absorption times for various graph families under bd and db updating. We use O,
Ω, and Θ to represent asymptotic upper, lower, and tight bounds, respectively (see §1.2 of [49] for formal
definitions). For the double star, we have no estimate for db updating. For the barbell, we have no estimate
for bd updating. For bd updating, there is a gap between the slowest undirected family of graphs we know
(double star) and our theoretical upper bound for any undirected graph. Similarly, for db updating there is a
gap between the slowest undirected family of graphs we know (barbell) and our theoretical upper bound for
any undirected graph. In both cases, whether our analysis is not tight enough or there are even slower graph
families that we have not found is unknown. In contrast, we find that contracting stars are the slowest of the
directed graphs.

process starting from configuration λ is exactly

TN = N2 −N −
k∑

i=1

λi−1∑
ℓ=1

(N + λi − 2ℓ)ℓ

N − ℓ
(4)

One intuitive way to think about the formula is as follows (see SI). Imagine the “histogram” of
the partition λ and for each h ⩾ 0, denote by bh the number of boxes above the line y = h. (In
particular, b0 = N .) Then the expected absorption time from the given configuration is

TN = (N − 1) ·

(
N −

N−1∑
h=0

bh
N − h

)
(5)

In the case when k = N (i.e. λ1 = · · · = λN ), Equation (18) yields the expected absorption time
from maximum diversity as

N · (N − 1) (6)

If we consider a well-mixed population structure as a complete graph with no self-loops, the ex-
pected absorption time is (N − 1)2 which is not asymptotically different than the expected absorp-
tion time with self-loops (See the SI for details). Well-mixed population structures are represented
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by regular graphs since each vertex has the same number of neighbors. Thus our results under
birth-death dynamics are the same as the results for death-birth updating. Next, we will explore
population structures beyond well-mixed populations.

Cycles.

Consider a population with N individuals whose locations form a circle-like structure. Individuals
interact with each of their two adjacent neighbors. This population structure is represented by an
undirected cycle graph. A cycle is a regular graph since each vertex has exactly two neighbors.
Types are always clustered together on the vertices of the cycle. As individuals give birth and die,
some clusters take over others. In many steps of the selection process on the cycle, individuals in
the interior of the cluster are chosen for reproduction; the individual is only able to reproduce to
locations where individuals of its type already reside. Thus no change in the population configura-
tion occurs. When the individual selected for birth resides on a boundary between differing types,
there is a 50% chance that the configuration of the population changes. These updates are called
active steps.

Individuals of the same type are always clustered together on the cycle. Using similar logic
to the case of the well-mixed population, it suffices to know only the frequencies of the types and
their relative locations around the perimeter of the cycle. Recall that bh =

∑
i max(λi − h, 0). For

the expected absorption time from given frequencies, we arrive at

TN =
(N + 1)N(N − 1)

6
−

N−1∑
h=0

bh · h (7)

When the process starts with maximum diversity, this results in the expected absorption time as
simply

TN =
(N + 1)N(N − 1)

6
(8)

See the SI for more details.
So far we have examined regular graphs. Next we will analyze graphs that are far from regular.

Stars.

A star graph has one central vertex and multiple vertices connected to the central vertex. For
a star with N vertices we denote n as the number of non-central vertices so that n + 1 = N .
More formally, the central vertex c ∈ V is connected to the remaining vertices v1, . . . , vn ∈ V

bi-directionally. These graphs are not regular because the central vertex has degree n whereas
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the remaining vertices have degree 1. However, stars are very similar to complete graphs in the
following sense: the non-central vertices are connected to each other with paths of length two.
There are two types of events that can occur on a star:

1. a vertex on the periphery is selected for birth, or

2. the central vertex is selected for birth.

First, consider birth-death updating on a star. The case of Event 1 occurs with probability 1−1/N .
The only place for a vertex on the periphery to give birth is into the center. On the other hand, the
case of Event 2 happens with probability only 1/N . When the center is selected for reproduction,
it places its offspring at a vertex chosen uniformly at random from the periphery. On average, the
center reproduces every N steps. The type of the individual at the central vertex at the time it
gives birth is highly likely to be directly proportional to the relative abundances of the types on the
periphery. Thus the process is akin to the complete graph with each step scaled by a factor of N .
We show that the expected absorption time of a star on N vertices is Θ(N3). We conjecture that
the exact expected absorption time under birth-death updating is

TN = n3 − n2 + n ·Hn (9)

The expression Hn represents the sum of the first n terms of the harmonic series 1
1
+ 1

2
+ 1

3
+ · · · .

See the SI for more details.
Next, consider death-birth updating on a star. The case of Event 1 only happens when the

central vertex is selected for death. This event occurs with probability 1/N . On the other hand,
Event 2 occurs with remaining probability. Let i be the number of types in the periphery different
from the center. There are two kinds of active steps. Either the center is replaced by a different
type or the center reproduces onto a different type. The former event has probability (1/N) · (i/n)
and the latter event has probability i/N . The ratio between the two events is 1/n. Thus in n active
steps, the center is not replaced by a different type with probability(

1− 1

N

)n

⩾ 1/e (10)

If the center is replaced, we restart the process. That means with constant probability, the process
ends in n active steps. Counting all steps gives a logarithmic slowdown yielding an expected
absorption time of Θ(N logN) under death-birth dynamics. See the SI for details.

The star is the first population structure we have seen that is sensitive to the dynamics. Stars
promote diversity under birth-death updating and demote diversity under death-birth updating.
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Double stars.

A double star graph is a bi-directional graph composed by joining two equally sized stars together
by their central vertices. For simplicity, we consider only double stars with an even number of
vertices. We denote n as the number of non-central nodes on one star. The total number of nodes
in a double star is N = 2n + 2. Similar to stars, double stars are also non-regular graphs since
the two central vertices have degree n + 1 = N/2 and the remaining nodes have degree 1. We
consider birth-death updating. Compared to the star, there is an additional event that could happen:
one center could give birth onto the other center. This invasion attempt happens with probability
roughly

2 · 1

N
· 1

N/2
= Θ

(
N−2

)
(11)

Suppose a star has a homogeneous population except for a single differing type at its central vertex.
It is known that under birth-death updating, the probability the individual intitially placed at the
center will take over the population is

1
n

1
n
+ n

=
1

1 + n2
= Θ

(
N−2

)
(12)

This probability is known as the fixation probability (see [4]). Successful invasion is rare. If
the individual initially placed at the center goes extinct, this likely happens quickly, in a constant
number of steps. Since both an invasion attempt and fixation must occur, a successful invasion
takes roughly Θ(N4) steps on average. Thus the typical evolution of the population on a double
star proceeds as follows:

1. Evolution occurs primarily in the two stars of the double star; sometimes invasion attempts
occur but invaders are quickly wiped out.

2. After roughly Θ(N3) steps the stars are each homogeneous, but there are still two types
remaining in the population.

3. The process terminates after the next successful invasion; this takes on average Θ(N4) steps.

Overall, the expected absorption time for a double star is Θ(N4). See the SI for proofs of the upper
and lower bound. This structure promotes diversity under birth-death updating for the longest out
of all of the undirected graphs we considered. We do not rigorously analyze double stars under
death-birth updating, but from Figure 6b we see that diversity time of the double star becomes
much faster under death-birth updating compared to birth-death updating. Similar to the star,
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Figure 4: a, A barbell graph with N = 7 + 7 + 7 = 21 vertices. b, A semi-log plot displaying the number
of types in each part of the barbell graph versus time, averaged over 250 simulations.

the central hubs give birth often. Though unlike the star, the two stars on the double star must
eventually agree on the type.

Barbells.

A barbell graph is a bi-directional graph composed by joining two equally sized cliques together
by a path. If the two cliques have n vertices, then the path has n vertices, combining for a total
of N = 3n vertices in the graph (see Figure 4). For death-birth updating, the process eventually
settles on two types in the population. Each type occupies a clique and part of the path. Then
one type attempts to invade the other clique. There is a 1/n chance invasion is successful. But
invasions only happen roughly every n3 steps due to the absorption time of a path graph. The ends
of the paths have high degree. Thus it is much more likely that the path remains heterogeneous
when it is nearly homogeneous due to the death-birth updating process. The process resolves in
expected time Ω(N4). See the SI for details. For birth-death updating, we can see from Figure 6
that the barbell is among the faster graphs. Invasion into a clique happens at a much higher rate for
birth-death updating since an end node on the connecting path has a 1/2 probability of invading
if it selected for birth (with probability 1/N ). However for death-birth updating, invasion occurs
when a node in a clique connected to the connecting path dies (with probability 1/N ); but, there is
only a 1/n probability that the node on the path will invade into the clique.

Time bounds on any two-way population structure.

Under birth-death updating, it is known that if the initial configuration on an undirected graph
contains only two types, the expected absorption time is O(N6). Recent work for a multi-type
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birth-death process yields an O(N7) upper bound for the expected absorption time when the pro-
cess starts with N types [50]. We show that this upper bound can be tightened to O(N6 logN) by
a divide-and-conquer proof strategy. For death-birth updating, the literature on consensus prob-
lems gives an O(N5) upper bound on the expected absorption time when the process starts with
two types [51]. Similar to the birth-death case, we can achieve an upper bound on the expected
absorption time for any graph of O(N5 logN) for death-birth updating. See the SI for details.

For both birth-death and death-birth updating, an Ω(N logN) lower bound for the expected
absorption time follows by considering that at least N −1 locations must eventually be a death site
for the process to absorb. The expected amount of time for N − 1 locations to be a death site is
(N − 1) ·HN−1. We note that HN−1 = Θ(logN). See Methods and SI for more details and proof.

Contracting star

We have shown that all undirected graphs have expected absorption time at most some polynomial
function of the population size. We call these absorption times short. In neutral evolution under
birth-death updating, it is known that some families of directed graphs (graphs that have some one-
way connections) also have short absorption times [26]. We give a construction of a directed graph
family with long absorption times, times that are some superexponential function of the population
size.

A contracting star is a directed graph with multiple blades bi-directionally connected to a cen-
tral vertex. Each blade consists of a bidirectional path. For every pair of vertices on a blade, there
is a directed edge from the vertex farther from the center to the vertex closer to the center (see Fig-
ure 5). For simplicity, we restrict contracting stars to have N vertices and b equally sized blades so
that b divides N − 1. We show that under birth-death updating, the expected absorption time of a
contracting star with two blades is

TN ⩾ 2Ω(N logN) (13)

See the SI for more details.

Computer Experiments

We investigate properties of small graphs. First, we consider various graph families with N ⩽

100 vertices and estimate the expected absorption times via simulations. For bd updating (see
Figure 6a), we see that double stars are asymptotically slower than stars, which is in alignment
with our theoretical results. Similarly, stars seems asymptotically slower than cycles and paths.
Finally, cycles and paths seem asymptotically slower than well-mixed populations. It appears that
paths are slower than cycles by some multiplicative constant. In contrast, for db updating (see
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Figure 5: a, An undirected path on N = 9 vertices. b, A contracting star (or contracting path) on N = 9
vertices and b = 2 blades. A contracting path is a composition of a bidirectional (undirected) path and “con-
tracting” directed edges pointing inwards. c, Plots for the normalized frequency of a type in the population
of the undirected path on N = 9 vertices versus time over 1000 simulations. The population starts with
the types as colored in (a). The height of each color is proportional to frequency of the corresponding type
in the population. d, Plots as in (c) but for the contracting path on N = 9 vertices. e, Contracting star on
N = 13 vertices and b = 3 blades. f, Simulation results of the expected absorption time for birth-death
updating of a undirected path, a contracting path, and a contracting star (with three blades) over varying
population sizes. The plot is semi-log and N ranges from 2 to 20. Each dot represents the average of 100
trials starting from maximum diversity. The dotted lines towards the right side of the plot indicate various
power law level lines. The path graph family follows a level line, but the contracted star graph families grow
faster than some polynomial of the population size.
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Figure 6: Log-log plots of the absorption time (T ) of various graph families for 1 ⩽ N ⩽ 100, with 250
simulations per data point. The boundaries of the shaded regions denote the power law exponent; these level
lines are described in the legend on the bottom right. We can see that regular graphs (e.g., complete and
cycle graphs) are unaffected by the updating dynamics. a, birth-death updating b, death-birth updating.

Figure 6b), we see that double stars are not the asymptotically slowest graphs presented. We also
see that stars absorb faster than complete graphs. The know that the absorption times for regular
graphs (e.g., complete graph, cycles) are independent of the two updating mechanisms we consider.

Next, we look at all connected undirected graphs with N = 8 vertices. We analyze the bd
absorption time versus the db absorption time for such graphs. From Figure 2 we observe that there
are no graphs that have a higher db absorption time than bd absorption time; the graphs that come
closest are the regular graphs for which the two times are exactly equal. The edit distance between
two graphs is the minimum number of vertex (or edge) deletions (or insertions) to transform one
graph into an isomorphic version of the other. The Pareto front of the graphs with the longest
absorptions under bd or db seems to fall under a gradient from barbell to double star, with small
graph edit distance between consecutive members. We also see that distance in the bd vs db
absorption time plane is not always correlated with the graph edit distance (see Figure 7d). The
normalized degree entropy of an undirected graph is defined as

− 1

logN

∑
u∈V

deg(u)∑
v∈V deg(v)

log

(
deg(u)∑
v∈V deg(v)

)
(14)

The normalized degree entropy measures the regularity of the graph; the value of this quantity
is between 0 and 1. In Figure 7b, we see that low normalized degree entropy roughly correlates
to lower db absorption times versus bd absorption times. For N = 8, the graph with the lowest
normalized degree entropy is the star. Graphs with higher normalized degree entropy are more
time-robust to the particulars of the two updating mechanisms. We note that adding edges to a
graph does not necessarily decrease its expected absorption time (see Figure 7c).
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For all connected undirected graphs with N ⩽ 8, we computed the exact expected absorption
time under bd updating. We found that the slowest absorbers are graphs resembling double stars
(see Figure 7a). This may indicate that double stars are the slowest absorbers under bd updating.

Finally, we more closely examine bd updating on various graphs of the same size. We are
interested in the average number of type remaining at time T in the process. We find that although
a double star has a longer expected absorption time, a star can maintain more types for a longer
amount of time (see Figure 3).

Discussion

In summary, we have shown that population structure and update rules can have large effects on
the maintenance of diversity.

We have shown the following five results which hold both for birth-death (bd) and for death-
birth (db) updating: (i) For the complete graph, which describes a well mixed population, the time
scale for loss of diversity is Θ(N2). (ii) For the cycle, which describes a simple one-dimensional
population structure, the time scale is Θ(N3). (iii) The lower provable bound for any undirected
graph is Ω(N logN), but we have no example. (iv) The slowest directed graph which we have
identified so far - the contracting star - loses diversity at the vast time scale of 2Θ(N logN). (v) The
upper bound for the directed graph is 2O(N logN).

We derive the following additional results which hold for bd updating: (i) the star has time
scale Θ(N3); (ii) the double star has time scale Θ(N4); (iii) for any undirected graph the upper
bound is O(N6 logN).

We derive the following additional results which hold for db updating: (i) the star has time
scale Θ(NlogN); (ii) the barbell has a lower bound of Ω(N4); (iii) for any undirected graph the
upper bound is O(N5 logN).

For bd updating, we establish that double-star graphs have a time scale of Θ(N4),while any
undirected graph has an upper bound of O(N6 logN). Closing this gap remains an open challenge.
Furthermore, the complete graphs has a time scale of Θ(N2) while the lower bound for any graph
is Ω(N logN). Determining whether tighter bounds can be achieved for intermediate cases is
an intriguing direction for future research. While we prove that star graphs have diversity times
of Θ(N3), we conjecture an exact formula for their diversity time. Proving this formula would
provide a deeper understanding of star dynamics.

For db updating, we show that barbell graphs have a lower bound of Ω(N4) and that any graph
has an upper bound of O(N5 logN). Closing this gap remains an open challenge. Star graphs have
an upper bound of O(N logN) matching the general lower bound of Ω(N logN) for any graph.
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Figure 7: a, Absorption times (T ) of the slowest undirected graphs of birth-death updating for 1 ⩽ N ⩽
8. b, db absorption time divided by bd absorption time (db/bd absorption time ratio), versus normalized
degree entropy for all graphs with N = 8 vertices. c, Three graphs on N = 4 vertices with corresponding
bd absorption times below. We see that adding an edge can increase the absorption time (compare the
leftmost graph absorption time to that of the center graph). We also see that adding an edge can decrease the
absorption time (compare the center graph absorption time to that of the rightmost graph). d, Absorption
times under bd and db updating for N = 8. The colors of the dots indicate the graph edit distance from a
target graph. Lighter colors indicate a closer distance to the target whereas darker colors indicate a farther
distance.
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The superexponential time scale that is achieved by contracting stars means that diversity can
by maintained “forever” if the population size is not too small. But even the N4 time scale that is
reached by undirected graphs, which corresponds to N3 generations, would imply that for (micro-
bial) population sizes of N = 106 diversity is maintained for 1018 generations, which exceeds the
time scale of evolution on earth.

Our study suggests many possibilities for future research. We have analyzed the expected time
until a population becomes homogeneous. However, we noticed that a graph could maintain some
number of types longer than another but still homogenize quicker. For example, we observed that
a double star becomes homogeneous slower than a star on average, but a double star loses types
more rapidly than a star at times closer to the inception of the process. It would be insightful
to understand which population structures can maintain diversity of at least a certain number of
distinct types for the longest.

Also, the notion of diversity which we have used here is only one possibility of many. We have
counted the number of distinct types that is present in the population. Other notions of diversity—
such as the Simpson index or the Shannon entropy—take into account the frequency of different
types and/or the spatial clustering of types.

We plan to study the effect of mutation on maintaining diversity. In this setting new types are
produced by mutation and existing types become extinct by random drift. Then the population
reaches a steady state level of diversity. We ask: how does population structure affect diversity at
steady state.

Finally, one should investigate how variation in fitnesses affects our results. Our work in this
paper solely examines neutral evolution.

These research directions collectively point toward a more comprehensive understanding of
how population structure shapes evolutionary timescales. The interplay between spatial organiza-
tion, mutation, selection, and various metrics of diversity represents a rich space for theoretical
exploration with significant practical implications for ecology, virology, cultural evolution, and
other fields.

Methods

Next, we formulate our model and mathematical methods. See the SI for further details and proofs.

Model. We consider a population of N individuals undergoing a selection process with drift. The popula-

tion structure is represented by an unweighted graph of N vertices (nodes). Individuals in the population

reside on the vertices of the graph. The edges between individuals can be either bi-directional (two-way) or

uni-directional (one-way); if all edges are bi-directional, we refer to the graph representing the population
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structure as undirected. Initially, each individual is a unique type. At each step of the evolutionary process,

an individual is selected for birth and an individual is selected for death. The individual selected for death is

removed from the population. The individual selected for birth places a copy of itself at the location of the

individual selected for death. Each state of the process can be represented by a vector x ≡ (x1, . . . , xN ),

where xi ∈ {1, . . . , N} indicates the type residing at location i on the graph.

Dynamics details. We consider two different dynamics on the population.

• birth-death updating: Under birth-death (bd) dynamics, individual i is chosen for birth uniformly at

random from the population to give birth. Then individual j is chosen for death uniformly at random

from the outgoing neighbors of i.

• death-birth updating: Under death-birth (db) dynamics, individual j is chosen for death uniformly

at random from the population to give birth. Then individual i is chosen for birth uniformly at random

from the incoming neighbors of j.

We note that birth-death and death-birth are typically stylized as Birth-death (Bd) and death-Birth (dB) in

the literature of evolutionary dynamics [13, 18]. The capitalized letter in “Birth” (“Death”) signifies that

the individual selected for birth (death) is chosen proportional to its fitness, whereas the individual selected

for death (birth) is chosen uniformly at random. Our evolutionary dynamics model corresponds to neutral

evolution and thus all individuals have the same fitness. Therefore we do not capitalize any letters in the

names of the updating rules.

Absorption time. The process always reaches a homogeneous state where there is only one type in the

population. From a homogeneous state, no more state changes can occur. These homogeneous states are

the only absorbing states in the Markov chain describing the process. The absorption time is the number of

steps until an absorbing state is first reached. The expected absorption times starting in state x, denoted τx,

are the solution to the system of linear equations

τx =

0 if x1 = · · · = xN ,

1 +
∑

x′ px→x′ · τx′ otherwise
(15)

The expression px→x′ is the probability of transitioning to state x′ in the next step given the current state

is x. We are interested in the expected absorption time for x = (1, . . . , N). In general, Equation (15) has

exponential size and becomes intractable to solve for large N .

Fixation probability. Fixation of type i occurs when all individuals in the population are of type i. We

note that since the process has no mutation, a type that has taken over the population will remain fixated

indefinitely. The fixation probability of type i is the probability that type i fixates. Fixation probabilities

depend on the initial configuration of types and the governing dynamics.

Graph families. We examine properties of various graph families. Each graph in a graph family is indexed

by its size N . Well-mixed populations are represented by a complete graph with no self-loops. The cycle
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graph family consists of undirected graphs where each vertex is connected to exactly two other vertices,

forming a single closed loop. The star graph family consists of undirected graphs with a central vertex that

is directly connected to all other vertices; these peripheral vertices have no connections to each other. The

double star graph family consists of graph formed by joining two stars graph of the same size by connected

their centers; if N is odd, the star sizes differ by one. An undirected graph is regular if each vertex has

the same number of neighbors. Complete and cycle graph families consists of regular graphs whereas star

and double star graph families contain graphs that are not regular. A contracting star is a directed graph

consisting of a central vertex connected to multiple blades of the same size. Each blade is made by taking a

bidirectional path and, for each vertex, adding directed edges to vertices on its left. Then the left most vertex

of the blade is connected to the center vertex bidirectionally.

Mass increment method. Frequently in our mathematical analysis of expected absorption times, we argue

that some “potential” function of the population state increases overtime by at least a non-negligible constant

rate in expectation. We choose a potential function such that it is bounded and achieves its extreme values

only when the population is homogeneous. Thus we can compute an upper bound for the expected absorp-

tion time since the potential function will reach its extreme eventually. Similarly, we can track the variance

of a potential function overtime. Observing the variance in the potential function allows us to compute a

lower bound on the expected absorption time.

Two types to N types. Previous work on absorption times has concentrated on dynamics when only two

types are present in the population. Our method of analyzing the case of N types involves examining the

process with two types and then concluding that starting with N types does not significantly slow down

the process. The logic is as follows: Assign each type to one of two “meta”-types such that the original

types are roughly split between the two meta-types. Then we run the process until one of the meta-types has

fixated. At the end of this phase there must be roughly half of the number of original types remaining. We

recursively repeat this meta-type assignment with the remaining individuals. Since the number of types is

reduced by a half after each phase, the number of phases is logarithmic in the population size.

Diversity. We measure diversity by the number of distinct types in the population. A population with N

types has maximum diversity and a population with one type has no diversity.

Characteristic curves. At each time step of the evolutionary process, we can compute the diversity of the

population. Diversity can only decrease overtime since no new types arise in the population. The character-

istic curve of a population structure maps time to the expected diversity at that time in the population.

Properties of small graphs. Using the nauty software suite, we calculated the exact expected absorption

times for all undirected graphs of sizes N ⩽ 8 under birth-death and death-birth updating. We created a

linear system similar to Equation (15) but we removed symmetries. Given that location i is occupied by

one of N types at any given time, there are NN possible states x in Equation (15); for N = 8 there are

88 ≈ 1.6 × 107 possible states. However, each type has the same relative fitness and does not mutate. In

order to create a system for the absorption time, we only need to track the locations of the individuals of each

type without knowledge of the specific type at the locations. Each state of our reduced system corresponds

19



to a partition of {1, . . . , N}. Thus the number of equations in our system is the N th Bell number; the 8th

Bell number is 4140. For Ω, a partition of {1, . . . , N}, our reduced system is

τΩ =

0 if |Ω| = 1,

1 +
∑

Ω′ pΩ→Ω′ · τΩ′ otherwise
(16)

Properties of large graphs. We computed simulations of both birth-death and death-birth updating to

estimate expected absorption times. We examined graphs of sizes up to N = 100. For undirected graphs

we estimated the expected absorption times for complete, cycle, double star, and star graphs. We computed

numerical calculations and simulations on a high-performance remote computing cluster and across multiple

nodes in order to speed up our data collection.

Code availability. All simulations and numerical calculations were performed using Python 3.11. Our code

is available at https://github.com/harvard-evolutionary-dynamics/diversity-time/.
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gustave malécot, 194:232, 2002.

[47] Magnus Nordborg. Coalescent theory. Handbook of Statistical Genomics: Two Volume Set, pages

145–30, 2019.

[48] Benjamin Allen and Alex McAvoy. The coalescent in finite populations with arbitrary, fixed structure.

Theoretical Population Biology, 2024.

[49] Sanjeev Arora and Boaz Barak. Computational complexity: a modern approach. Cambridge Univer-

sity Press, 2009.

[50] Leslie Ann Goldberg, Marc Roth, and Tassilo Schwarz. Parameterised approximation of the fixation

probability of the dominant mutation in the multi-type moran process. Theoretical Computer Science,

page 114785, 2024.

[51] Colin Cooper and Nicolas Rivera. The linear voting model. In 43rd International Colloquium on

Automata, Languages, and Programming (ICALP 2016). Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum fuer In-

formatik, 2016.

[52] Richard P Stanley. Enumerative combinatorics volume 1 second edition. Cambridge studies in ad-

vanced mathematics, 2011.

[53] Timo Kötzing and Martin S Krejca. First-hitting times under drift. Theoretical Computer Science,

796:51–69, 2019.

[54] David A Levin and Yuval Peres. Markov chains and mixing times, volume 107. American Mathemat-

ical Soc., 2017.

23



[55] Josep Dı́az, Leslie Ann Goldberg, George B Mertzios, David Richerby, Maria Serna, and Paul G

Spirakis. Approximating fixation probabilities in the generalized moran process. Algorithmica, 69:78–

91, 2014.
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1 Model

We consider the multi-type Moran process [50]. Let G = (V,E) be a simple connected graph
with vertex set V ≡ {1, . . . , N} and edge set E. Unless otherwise stated, graphs are undirected,
connected, and have neither self-loops nor multiple edges between the same nodes. Let Γ: V → 2V

be such that Γ(u) = {v | (u, v) ∈ E} for each u ∈ V. For a set of types τ , let f : τ → Q⩾1 be a
fitness function. Let Ω be the set of all functions that maps elements of V to elements of τ . With
respect to G, τ , f , and X0 ∈ Ω, the multi-type Moran process is a discrete-time stochastic process
(Xt)t⩾0 such that for each t = 0, 1, 2, . . .,

1. Xt+1 ∈ Ω, and

2. Xt+1 is such that Xt+1(Dt+1) = Xt(Bt+1) and Xt+1(u) = Xt(u) for all u ∈ V \ {Dt+1};
denote this operation R(Xt, Dt+1, Bt+1) = Xt+1

where

1. Bt+1 = u with probability f(Xt(u))/
∑

x∈V f(Xt(v)) for each u ∈ V , and

2. Dt+1 = v with probability 1/ deg(Bt+1) for each v ∈ Γ(Bt+1).

For a graph G = (V,E) and U ⊆ V, let ϕG(U) :=
∑

u∈U
1

deg(u)
where deg : V → Z⩾1 is the

degree of u in G. [3].
Consider a connected undirected graph where initially every vertex is occupied by a distinct

type. The diversity time for a particular update rule is the expected number of steps the process
takes until only one type remains. We call a step of the process active if the placements of the
wild-types or mutants has changed as a result of this step.

2 General Lemma for Lower Bounds

In this section, we prove a general lemma about lower bounds for absorption times. We consider a
process where one of the types cannot be replaced (is invincible) when occupying certain vertices.
Then we show the relationship between this process and the original process. The result is general
and holds for bd, db, and all dynamics where the replacement vertices do not depend on the exact
neighborhood configurations.

Notation. Let the type a occupy a set of vertices A. We denote the fixation probability of type
a occupying the set A by f(a,A). Let T be a random variable that denotes the absorption time of
the process when type a initially only occupies A.
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The invincible process. Let the invincible process for set A be similar to the original process,
but where individuals residing on vertices in A cannot be replaced. Let TA be a random variable
that denotes the absorption time of this invincible process for set A where type a initially only
occupies A.

Lemma 1. Let G = (V,E) and A ⊆ V . For bd and db updating, we have

E[T ] ⩾
f(a,A)2

4
E[TA] .

Proof. We have

E[T ] = f(a,A)E[T | a fixates] + (1− f(a,A))E[T | a becomes extinct] . (17)

Let Ef denote the expected absorption time of the invincible process for A conditioned on the
event the trajectory is among the shortest f(a,A)-proportion of the possible invincible trajectories.
We will first show

E[T | a fixates] ⩾ Ef .

Consider running the original process P∅ and the invincible process PA with the same random-
ness and where type a initially only occupies A. Suppose P∅ absorbs with type a fixated. Since
individuals from A are not replaced, PA must have absorbed with type a fixated but in no more
steps than P∅. That means in PA, type a occupies a superset of vertices at each step compared to
the vertices that type a occupies in P∅. So we have

E[T | a fixates] ⩾ E[TA | a fixates] ⩾ Ef .

Now, we compare E[TA] with Ef . We run PA for 2Ef steps. From Markov’s inequality,

P
[
TA > 2Ef

∣∣ PA is among shortest f(a,A)-proportion of invincible trajectories
]
⩽

Ef

2Ef

= 1/2.

Thus
P [TA ⩽ 2Ef ] ⩾ f(a,A)/2.

So we have that at least f(a,A)/2 proportion of invincible process absorbs within 2Ef steps. If
PA does not absorb within 2Ef steps, type a occupies vertices from A and possibly some other
vertices. From this position, the expected time is at most E[TA], since the set of vertices occupied
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by a is a superset of A. That means

E[TA] ⩽ 2Ef +

(
1− f(a,A)

2

)
E[TA] .

That means E[TA] ⩽ 4
f(a,A)

Ef . Combining the bound on E[TA] with Equation (17) yields

E[T ] ⩾
f(a,A)2

4
E[TA].

3 Well-mixed

Consider running the multi-type process on a complete graph with self-loops and n vertices; this
is known as a well-mixed population. Due to the symmetries of a complete graph, we can track
each state of this multi-type process by keeping track of solely the abundance of each type. We use
common notation in combinatorics to track such abundances; see [52].

Let λ ≡ (λ1, . . . , λℓ) such that λi ∈ Z>0 for each i ∈ [ℓ], λi ⩾ λi+1 for each i ∈ [ℓ − 1], and∑ℓ
i=1 λi = n. Thus λ is an integer partition of n of length ℓ. We use the notation λ ⊢ n to denote

that λ is an integer partition of n. If λ ⊢ n is of length ℓ and i ̸∈ [ℓ], we let λi = 0.
Notice that this multi-type Moran process is equivalent to the following partition walk.

Definition 1 (Frequency-dependent partition walk). Given λ ⊢ n of length ℓ, a step in the walk

from λ to λ′′ ⊢ n consists of following operations:

1. (birth) Choose r ∈ [ℓ] with probability λr/n;

2. (death) Choose r′ ∈ [ℓ] with probability λr′/n;

3. (replacement)

(a) Construct a partition λ′ by setting λ′
r = λr − 1, λ′

r′ = λr + 1, and setting λ′
i = λi for

the remaining indices;

(b) Construct a partition λ′′ by sorting the values of λ′ in decreasing order and then re-

moving any indices of λ′ that have value 0;

Denote this operation R(λ, r, r′) = λ′′.
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Notice that the singleton partition is the sole absorbing state of this walk. Denote hitting time
of the frequency-dependent partition walk from any partition λ ⊢ n to the singleton partition (n)

as thit
λ .

Theorem 1. Let λ ⊢ n have length ℓ. Then

E
[
thit
λ

]
= n2 − n−

ℓ∑
i=1

λi−1∑
k=0

(n+ λi − 2k)k

n− k
. (18)

One intuitive way to think about the formula is this (see Fig. 8): Think about the “histogram”
of the partition λ and for each h ⩾ 0, denote by bh the number of boxes above the line y = h. (In
particular, b0 = n.) Then

E
[
thit
λ

]
= (n− 1) ·

(
n−

n−1∑
h=0

bh
n− h

)
.

fr
eq
u
en

cy

type

} 1 } 2 } 4 } b0 = 7

Figure 8: One intuitive way to think about the formula for the complete graph. Here n = 7 and λ = (4, 2, 1),
thus (b0, b1, b2, b3) = (7, 4, 2, 1). Then E

[
thit
λ

]
= 6 · (6− 7

7 − 4
6 − 2

5 − 1
4) = 22.1.

Proof of Theorem 1. We encode the problem as a Markov chain. The states are the partitions of n;
for any partitions λ, µ ⊢ n, the transition probability from λ to µ is

∑
r

∑
r′ λrλr′/n

2 where the
sum is over all r, r′ such that R(λ, r, r′) = µ.

For an absorbing Markov chain with states {s0, . . . , sm} where s0 is the only absorbing state,
and transition probabilities (qij), the expected times to absorption h0, . . . , hm are the unique solu-
tion to the following system of linear equations:

hi =

0 if i = 0,

1 +
∑m

j=0 qijhj otherwise.
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Thus (E
[
thit
λ

]
)λ⊢n is the unique solution h((λ))λ⊢n to the system of linear equations:

h(λ) =

0 if λ = (n),

1 +
∑

r

∑
r′

λrλr′
n2 · h(R(λ, r, r′)) otherwise.

First, to show Eq. (18) holds, we consider when λ = (n). Then we have h(λ) = 0 and

n2 − n−
n−1∑
k=0

(n+ n− 2k)k

n− k
= n2 − n−

n−1∑
k=0

2k = n2 − n− (n2 − n) = 0.

Next, consider the case when λ ̸= (n). Denote T (m) :=
∑m−1

k=1
(n+m−2k)k

n−k
and g(λ) = n2 − n −∑ℓ

i=1 T (λi). We want to show h(λ) = g(λ) for each λ ̸= (n). Further, let cλj := #{i ∈ [ℓ] : λi =

j}. Thus
∑ℓ

i=1 T (λi) =
∑n

j=1 c
λ
j · T (j). Now for any r ̸= r′, by plugging in g(λ) into h(λ) for

each λ ⊢ n, we can write

g(R(λ, r, r′)) =

(
n2 − n−

n∑
j=1

cj · T (j)

)
− (T (λr) + T (λr′)) + (T (λr − 1) + T (λr′ + 1))

= g(λ)− (T (λr) + T (λr′)) + (T (λr − 1) + T (λr′ + 1)) .

When r = r′, we have g(R(λ, r, r′)) = g(λ). Hence, we need to show

∑
r

∑
r′ ̸=r

λrλr′

n2
(−T (λr)− T (λr′) + T (λr − 1) + T (λr′ + 1)) = 1. (19)
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First, we have

T (m+ 1)− T (m) =
m∑
k=1

(n+m− 2k + 1)k

n− k
−

m−1∑
k=1

(n+m− 2k)k

n− k

=
(n−m+ 1)m

n−m
+

m−1∑
k=1

(n+m− 2k + 1)k

n− k
− (n+m− 2k)k

n− k

=
(n−m+ 1)m

n−m
+

m−1∑
k=1

k

n− k

= m+
m

n−m
+

m−1∑
k=1

k

n− k

= m+
m∑
k=1

k

n− k
.

Let U(m) :=
∑m−1

k=1
k

n−k
. Thus the left hand side of Eq. (19) is

∑
r

∑
r′ ̸=r

λrλr′

n2
(U(λr′ + 1)− U(λr) + λr′ − λr + 1)

=
∑
r

∑
r′>r

λrλr′

n2
(U(λr′ + 1)− U(λr) + λr′ − λr + 1 + U(λr + 1)− U(λr′) + λr − λr′ + 1)

=
∑
r

∑
r′>r

λrλr′

n2

(
1 +

λr

n− λr

+ 1 +
λr′

n− λr′

)
=
∑
r

∑
r′>r

λrλr′

n2

(
n

n− λr

+
n

n− λr′

)
=
∑
r

∑
r′>r

λrλr′

n

(
1

n− λr

+
1

n− λr′

)
=

1

n

∑
r

λr

n− λr

∑
r′>r

λr′ +
1

n

∑
r

λr

n− λr

∑
r′<r

λr′

=
1

n

∑
r

λr

n− λr

∑
r′>r

λr′ +
1

n

∑
r

λr′

n− λr′

∑
r<r′

λr (by relabeling)

=
1

n

∑
r

λr

n− λr

∑
r′ ̸=r

λr′ .
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Finally, we use the fact that λ1 + · · ·+ λℓ = n to obtain

1

n

∑
r

λr

n− λr

∑
r′ ̸=r

λr′ =
1

n

∑
λr

n− λr(n− λr) =
1

n

∑
r

λr =
1

n
· n = 1.

Therefore h(λ) = g(λ) for each λ ⊢ n, and thus E
[
thit
λ

]
= g(λ) for each λ ⊢ n.

Corollary 1. Let (1, . . . , 1) ⊢ n. Then E
[
thit
(1,...,1)

]
= n2 − n.

Proof. By Theorem 1,

E
[
thit
(1,...,1)

]
= n2 − n−

n∑
i=1

0∑
k=0

(n+ 1− 2k)k

n− k
= n2 − n.

Corollary 2. The expected absorption time of the multi-type process on a complete graph with no

self-loops and n vertices is (n− 1)2 when starting with n different types.

Proof. Let G = (V,E + {(u, u) | u ∈ V }) be a complete graph with self-loops on n vertices.
At each step, regardless of the configuration, there is a 1 − 1/n probability a birth occurs along
E. Otherwise, the configuration does not change. Thus by linearity of expectation, the expected
absorption time for G is the same as the expected absorption time for G′ = (V,E) where each
step has weight (1− 1/n)−1 (expectation of a geometric random variable with success probability
1− 1/n). So from Corollary 1 we get that the expected absorption time for G′ is

(1− 1/n) · (n2 − n) = ((n− 1)/n) · n(n− 1) = (n− 1)2. (20)

4 Absorption time for stars under bd updating

We use the results from Section 3 to show a cubic bound for stars. We consider a star with n leaves
and thus N = n+ 1 total vertices.

Theorem 2. The diversity time for a star in bd updating is O(N3).

Proof. Note that every configuration of the bd process on a graph G = (V,E) with |V | = n can
be represented by a partition of {1, . . . , n}. Let Π be all partitions of the n leaves of a star. We
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define a potential function ϕ : Π → R that maps a given partition λ of {1, . . . , n} to the expected
absorption time on a complete graph with n vertices with initial configuration λ.

We will track only the reproductions of individuals on the central vertex and the position in
the leaves of the star. Any time the center individual reproduces (which happens with probability
1/N ), two things could happen in the previous round:

(A) an individual from a leaf replaced the center individual (with probability 1− 1/N ), or

(B) the center individual reproduced.

Whenever Situation (A) happens, the probability distribution of the center corresponds to λ up to
reordering. Therefore the transition probabilities are the same as in the complete graph: in the
previous round, a randomly chosen individual replaced the center. Whenever Situation (B) hap-
pens, we examine the probabilities and in some cases, we select the most pessimistic replacement
that increases the potential ϕ the most. It is the event where the least prevalent type in λ replaces
one individual of the most prevalent type in λ. Even with these changes, we show that, in every
position, the potential decreases by at least a constant in expectation. This will give the bound
O(N2) for the number of reproductions of the center from Theorem 7 of [53]. Since the center
reproduces with probability 1/N , counting all reproductions including leaves replacing the center
gives the total number of steps O(N3).

Now, for the configuration λ ∈ Π on the leaves of the star, we have the following potential.

ϕ(λ) = E
[
thit
λ

]
= n2 − n−

ℓ∑
i=1

λi−1∑
k=0

(n+ λi − 2k)k

n− k
.

Let λ(i) be the configuration of the leaves after i steps of the process. Suppose the center
reproduces for the ith step. Then

• with probability 1−1/N , an individual from a leaf reproduced into the center for the (i−1)th
step. Then the potential changes by

ϕ(λ(i))− ϕ(λ(i−1)) = −1

since this is one step in the process for the complete graph with self-loops. The expected
absorption time (which is the potential function) will decrease by 1.

• with probability 1/N , the center individual gave birth for the (i− 1)th step.
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– with probability 1− 1/N , a leaf individual gave birth for the (i− 2)th step. We know
that λ(i−1) and λ(i) can only differ in at most two locations. The probability of selecting
any of the differing indices is at most 2/n since there are n leaves. Observe that the
biggest possible change in the potential ϕ is

n− 1 +
n−1∑
k=1

k

n− k
⩽ nHn ⩽ n log n.

This happens when a type that occupies all but one leaf is replaced. Specifically, for
a given position λ, the biggest increase in potential happens when the least prevalent
type replaces the most prevalent type. Thus with probability at most 2/n the potential
function has increased by at most n log n and with remaining probability has decreased
by 1.

– with probability 1/N , the center individual gave birth for the (i− 2)th step. By similar
logic, the potential can only increase by n log n at each step.

Putting the pieces together, we get

E[ϕ(λ(i))− ϕ(λ(i−1)) | λ(i−1)] ⩽ (1− 1/N) · (−1)

+ (1/N) · (1− 1/N) [(2/n) · n log n+ (1− 2/n) · (−1)]

+ (1/N) · (1/N) · n log n

⩽ −1 + 1/n

+ (1/n) · (2 log n− 1 + 2/n)

+ (log n)/n

= −1 + (3 log n)/n+ 2/n2

= −1 + o(1).

The completion of the proof follows from the Theorem 7 of [53].

5 Cycle

We consider the multi-type process on a cycle and show the exact expected time from any position.
The result uses a potential function as in Section 3 and implies Θ(n3) for the diversity time.
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Observation 1. Since every type starts with only one individual and reproductions happen only on

the boundaries of contiguous segments of a type, each type always occupies a contiguous segment

of the cycle.

Similar to our analysis of well-mixed populations, we use λ, an integer partition of n of length

ℓ. This time, λ does not encode the whole configuration on the graph, there are nonisomorphic con-
figurations that have the same λ. However, λ and Observation 1 are enough to track the expected
number of steps.

Theorem 3. Given λ on a cycle where every type forms a contiguous segment of the cycle, we have

E
[
thit
λ

]
=

(n− 1)n(n+ 1)

6
−

n−1∑
h=0

bh · h,

where bh :=
∑

i∈[ℓ] max(0, λi − h).

Proof. We show that given the potential and λ, the expected change is −1 unless the whole cycle
is occupied by only one type. Since the potential is 0 if the cycle is occupied by one type, this
implies that the potential tracks the expected number of steps.

We can substitute the bd or db process by selecting a random edge and then selecting the
direction of reproduction. This change keeps the same replacement probabilities.

We examine the potential change conditioned on the fact that an edge between two different
individuals i and j is selected. Suppose that λi ⩾ λj and i replaced individual j. Then bh changes
to b′h and b′h− bh = 1 for all h from λj to λi. Similarly, when individual j replaces i, the difference
in b′h − bh is −1 for all h from λj + 1 to λi − 1.

Since the edge between i and j has the same probability of being selected in both directions,
we have the expected change in the potential

−1

2
λi −

1

2
λj .

We have this change in potential for any pair of neighboring types. There are |ℓ| neighboring
types, conditioned that an edge between them is selected, we have the change in potential

1

|ℓ|
∑
i∈[ℓ]

−λi = − n

|ℓ|
.

Finally, an edge between two individuals is selected with probability |ℓ|
n

, which gives the change in
potential −1 in one step.
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6 Path

The path is created from the cycle by removing a link between vertex v1 and vn. We use the
potential for the cycle with minor modifications and prove bound Θ(n3) for the diversity time.

Theorem 4. The diversity time on a path is Θ(n3).

Proof. First, we show the lower bound on the diversity time. We show that the expected fixation
time is Ω(n3) for two types, each occupying a continuous half of the path. This position can be sim-
ulated by the unbiased one-dimensional Markov Chain where the absorbing states are at distances
Θ(n) from the starting state. The expected time on this Markov Chain is Θ(n2) from Proposition
2.1 of [54]; however, we have an n times slowdown because most of the time individuals not on
the boundary reproduce.

Observe that this also shows that for two types, the expected time is O(n3). In other words,
the time until one type disappears is bounded by O(n3). This means that the diversity time for a
constant number of types is also O(n3).

For many types, we use the same potential as in the cycle but we change the process such that
in every position, the potential decreases by at least −1.

Any type that at any time occupies v1, v2 (neighbor of v1), vn−1 (neighbor of vn), or vn is
treated as being type 0. Type 0 is an amalgamation of at most 4 types, two from each end of the
path. In the beginning, type 0 consists of four types, and any type that becomes type 0 needs to
claim v2 or vn−1, but if this happens, there can be only one other type in v1 or vn.

When no type is changed to type 0, the potential decreases as in the cycle. Our changes ensure
that the type 0 occupies both vertices of degree 1 and their neighbors. So, the only vertices that
have different replacement probabilities than the cycle are occupied by type 0, and the replacement
of the same type does not change the potential.

When another type becomes type 0, then the potential decreases more than in the cycle, it is
equivalent to merging two types.

This means the potential decreases by at least 1 every step. Therefore the expected time until
only one type remains is O(n3). The remaining type is be type 0, which was created by fusing of
at most 4 different types. However, we know that in that case, the expected time is at most O(n3).

The expected time on the path is at least Ω(n3) even for two types, the time until there are only
constantly many types requires O(n3) steps and finally getting to one type requires O(n3) steps.
Therefore the expected time on path is Θ(n3).
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7 Absorption Time in Star under dB updating

Theorem 5. The diversity time on a star in db updating is bounded by O(N logN).

Proof. Let n be the number of leaves of the star and N = n + 1 be the total number of vertices.
We show that with high probability, the individual in the center spreads over the whole graph in n

active steps.
Let i be the number of individuals whose types differ from the type of the center individual.

Two possibilities exist for an active step:

(A) i decreases, or

(B) the center individual is replaced.

Event (A) happens if one of the individuals different from the center dies; the probability of this
event is i/N . Event (B) happens when the center dies (probability 1/N ) and is replaced by a
different individual (probability i/n). Thus in one active step, the probability of losing the center
is

1
N

i
n

1
N

i
n
+ i

N

=
1
n

1
n
+ 1

=
1

N
.

One type must fixate after at most n active steps if the center was never replaced; this happens with
probability (

1− 1

N

)n

⩾ 1/e .

Now, we compute the maximal expected number of all steps until the center fixates or is re-
placed. Having i different individuals different from the center, the probability of an active step is
at least i/N . That means to have all n leaves to be the same type as the center or have the center
replaced, we have expected time at most

n∑
i=1

N

i
= N ·Hn.

Then the total expected time until absorption, TN , satisfies.

TN ⩽ (N ·Hn) + (1− 1/e) · TN .

Thus TN ⩽ eN ·Hn ⩽ O(N logN).
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8 Directed graphs

First, we prove a general lemma about the upper bound on the diversity time on directed graph and
then, we describe a contracting star: a graph that achieves that upper bound.

Lemma 2. For all strongly connected directed graphs, the diversity time is at most 2O(N logN).

Proof. In any position, we have a probability of at least 1
N2 that type A replaces type B. In any

position, there are at most N − 1 individuals of type B (other than A). That means, after N − 1

steps, the probability that the process is finished is at least
(

1
N2

)N−1. That means, we can bound
the diversity time as

TN ⩽ N − 1 +

(
1−

(
1

N2

)N−1
)
TN .

Rearranging, we get

TN ⩽ N2(N−1) · (N − 1) ⩽ N2N .

That means the maximal expected time from any position is 2O(N logN).

Contracting star. A contracting star graph consists of k blades and one central vertex. Every
blade consists of n vertices indexed from 1 to n. For each blade,

• vertex i is bi-directionally connected to vertex i+ 1 for each i = 1, . . . , n− 1;

• there is an edge from vertex i to the central vertex for each i = 1, . . . , n;

• there is an edge from vertex j to vertex i for each 1 ⩽ i < j ⩽ n;

• there an edge from the central vertex to vertex 1.

The contracting star with k blades and n blade length has N = kn+ 1 total vertices.

Lemma 3. The diversity time for k types on a contracting star with k blades is 2Ω(n logn)/k.

Proof. We lower bound the expected time until a vertex with index n is replaced in a blade. Since
we treat all blades independently, this is also a lower bound on the diversity time. We suppose the
blade is occupied by type 1 while the type 2 invades. To help the type 2 individuals, we suppose
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that all individuals of type 2 are invincible with the exception of the individual occupying the vertex
with the highest index.

Let us look at the type 2 vertex with the highest index i.

• Under bd updating, type 2 spreads to index i with probability 1
N

1
i+1

. But it is killed with
probability 1

N

∑n
j>i

1
j+1

.

For 1
4
n ⩽ i ⩽ 1

2
n, we have the probability of type 2 to be killed

1

N

1

n

n∑
j>i

1

j + 1
>

1

N

2i∑
j>i

1

2i+ 2
⩾

1

3N
.

So the ratio between reproduction and killing is at most 12
n

, which means the type 2 is n/12
times more likely to die than to reproduce. That gives the expected time at least (n/12)1/4n

for one blade.

• Under db updating, type 2 spreads to index i with probability 1
N

1
n−(i−1)

.

But it is killed with probability 1
N

n−(i−1)−1
n−(i−1)

For 1
4
n ⩽ i ⩽ 1

2
n, we have the probability of type 2 to be killed is at least

1

N

n− (i− 1)− 1

n− (i− 1)
⩾

1

N

(
1− 1

n− (n/4− 1)

)
⩾ 1/N

So the ratio between reproduction and killing is at most 2/n, which means the type 2 is n/2
times more likely to die than to reproduce. That gives the expected time at least (n/2)1/4n

for one blade.

Since the processes are independent in blades, we have the total diversity time 2Ω(n logn)/k.

Corollary 3. The diversity time on a contracting star with constant number of blades is 2Θ(n logn).

9 db lower bound on the highest time

Barbell. A barbell graph with N = 3n vertices consists of a left clique with n vertices, a path
with n vertices, and a right clique with n. We assume n is even for simplicity. One end of the path
is connected to one vertex in the left clique. The other end of the path is connected to one vertex
in the right clique.
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Theorem 6. In the barbell graph, the diversity time is Ω(N4).

Proof. We decompose a barbell graph on N = 3n vertices as cliques KL and KR that each have
a path PL (resp. PR) of length n/2 connected to one of its nodes by an edge. Then PL and PR

are connected by an edge at the endpoints of each of the paths (i.e. at the vertices that have unity
degree). A configuration of types on a barbell graph is called neutral if one type (type 1) occupies
V (KL) ∪ V (PL) and another type (type 2) occupies V (KR) ∪ V (PR). We prove a lower bound
for when the process starts in a neutral configuration. We use Lemma 1 from this configuration
to prove the lower bound we desire. We will use A = V (KR) ∪ V (PR) as the invincible set of
vertices and set type a = 2. We have that the fixation probability of type a = 2 is f(a,A) = 1/2

by symmetry. Therefore by Lemma 1,

E[T ] ⩾ f(a,A)2E[TA]/4 = E[TA]/16 = Ω(E[TA]).

Therefore it suffices to find a time lower bound for the invincible process starting from the neutral
configuration. Below, we will analyze the time in the invincible process.

We define four (out of many) possible configurations with two types:

(I) type 1 occupies exactly V (KL) ∪ V (PL),

(II) type 1 occupies exactly V (KL),

(III) type 1 occupies a proper non-empty subset of V (KL), and

(IV) type 1 does not occupy any vertices.

In order for the invincible process to absorb, we must pass through each of the above four config-
urations at least once. Let TI , TII , and TIII be random variables for the number of steps it takes to
reach configuration (IV) in the invincible process starting at the corresponding configurations.

Firstly, we have
E[TI ] ⩾ Ω(N3) + E[TII ]

from Theorem 4. We denote the vertex of KL connected to PL by and edge as the bridgehead.
In configuration (II), with high probability (1− 2/N) the configuration does not change since

either the bridgehead or the node in PL connected to the bridgehead needs to be selected for death
for the configuration to change. Losing the bridgehead to type 2 happens with probability at least
Ω(1/N2) since this could happen if immediately, the bridgehead is selected for death and the node
in PL connected to the bridgehead is selected for birth. This is only two steps of the process. On the
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other hand, it is possible to back to configuration (I): the node in PL connected to the bridgehead is
selected for death immediately and then the bridgehead is selected for birth. Then there is at least
an Ω(1/N) chance by analyzing the fixation probability of an invader placed at the end of a path.
This would take at least Ω(N) steps to achieve. Thus

E[TII ] ⩾ Ω(1) + (1− 2/N) · E[TII ] + Ω(1/N2) · E[TIII ] + Ω(1/N2) · (N + E[TI ]).

Simplifying this expression gives

E[TII ] ⩾ Ω(N) + Ω(1/N) · E[TIII ] + Ω(1/N) · E[TI ]

⩾ Ω(N) + Ω(1/N) · E[TIII ] + Ω(1/N) ·
(
Ω(N3) + E[TII ]

)
⩾ Ω(N3) + Ω(E[TIII ]).

Consider an altered process such that after reaching configuration (III), no vertex in PL can be
replaced (from death) until configuration (II) or (IV) is reached. This unilaterally decreases the
fixation time of type 2.

Now, we bound the probability of reaching configuration (IV) from configuration (III) without
first reaching configuration (II) in this altered process.

We examine the transition probabilities of a Markov Chain that tracks the number of type 2
individuals inside KL. Then we examine the transition probabilities in a complete graph on n

vertices where one type has higher fitness (i.e. the modified scenario). We show that the ratio
between increasing and decreasing the number of type 2 individuals is higher in this modified
scenario for every position. This will mean that the fixation probability in this modified scenario
is an upper bound for the altered process.

Invincible process. When there are i type 2 individuals, we have two possibilities for the
probabilities.

– If the bridgehead is occupied by type 2 individual, the probability that the number of
type 2 individuals increases is

n− i

n

i

n− 1
.

The probability that the number of type 2 individuals decreases is

1

n

n− i

n
+

i− 1

n

n− i

n− 1
.

(Note that if the bridgehead dies, it has a smaller probability of being replaced by a
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type 1 individual.) The ratio between the probability of increase and the probability of
decrease is

n−i
n

i
n−1

1
n
n−i
n

+ i−1
n

n−i
n−1

=
i

n−1
n

+ i− 1
=

i

i− 1
n

⩽ 1 +
1

n− 1
.

– If the bridgehead is occupied by type 1 individual, the probability that the number of
type 2 individuals increase is

1

n

n− i− 1

n− 1
+

n− i− 1

n

i

n
,

since when the bridgehead dies, it can be replaced by the individual on the path. The
probability that the number of type 2 individuals decreases is

i

n

n− i

n− 1
.

This gives us the ratio between the probability of increase and the probability of de-
crease

1
n
n−i−1
n−1

+ n−i−1
n

i
n

i
n

n−i
n−1

=
n−1
n
(i+ 1) + (n− i− 1)i

i(n− i)
=

(1− 1
n
)(1 + 1

i
) + n− i− 1

n− i

= 1 +
1
i
− 1

n
− 1

ni

n− i
⩽ 1 +

1

ni
⩽ 1 +

1

n
.

Altered process. Now, let us imagine the altered scenario where the type 2 (later called mu-
tants) has fitness 1+ 2

n−1
. The ratio between increasing and decreasing the number of mutants

in position i is
n−i
n

i(1+ 2
n−1

)

F−1
i
n

n−i
F−1− 2

n

,

where F is the sum of the fitnesses of all mutants in the graph. This gives the ratio between
the probability of increase and the probability of decrease

(1 + 2
n−1

)(F − 1− 2
n
)

F − 1
= 1 +

2

n− 1
−

(1 + 2
n−1

) 2
n−1

F − 1

⩽ 1 +
2

n− 1
− (1 +

2

n− 1
)

2

(n− 1)2
⩽ 1 +

1

n− 1
,

where the last inequality holds for n ⩾ 3.
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Now, the ratio between increasing and decreasing the number of mutants is higher than in every
position of the original case. That means the fixation probability in this altered scenario is an upper
bound for the invincible process. From §6.2 of [4], the fixation probability in this case is O( 1

n
).

This means that

E[TIII ] ⩾ Ω(1) + (1−O(1/N)) · E[TII ].

Simplifying yields

E[TIII ] ⩾ Ω(1) + (1−O(1/N)) ·
(
Ω(N3) + Ω(E[TIII ])

)
⩾ Ω(N4).

Putting all of the pieces together, we get

E[TI ] ⩾ Ω(N4).

This is what we wanted to prove.

10 Double Stars

In this section, we examine the diversity times on double star in bd updating. Double star has
N = 2n+ 2 vertices and consists of two stars Sn and S ′

n where the centers are connected.
We say the configuration is neutral if the red type occupies Sn and the blue type occupies S ′

n.
We say that the center of a star interacts with the other star if it first spreads to the center of the
other star and then, without being replaced, this center of the star claims a leaf. The interaction
happens in two active steps (where we count the active step as a reproduction of the first center and
then the successful reproduction or death of the second center).

Lemma 4. The center of one star interacts with the other star with probability n
(n+1)4

.

Proof. A center is selected with probability 1
n+1

(= 2
2n+2

) and with probability 1
n+1

it spreads to
the other center. We consider only two possibilities as an active step, either the newly conquered
center dies or reproduces to a leaf. The reproduction happens with probability 1

n+1
· n
n+1

, otherwise
it dies. Multiplying the probabilities gives n

(n+1)4
.
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10.1 Lower bound

In the proof, we count only the number of steps in the neutral configuration. It still gives us a
bound of Ω(N4).

Lemma 5. The diversity time of a double star under bd updating is Ω(N4).

Proof. We will use Lemma 1 starting in the neutral configuration so that A is the set of vertices
on the right star initially occupied by type a = 2. In the neutral configuration, both types have the
same probability of fixating. Therefore the fixation probability of type 2 in the neutral position is
f(a,A) = 1/2. By Lemma 1, the time until absorption T satisfies

E[T ] ⩾ f(a,A)2E[TA]/4 = E[TA]/16 = Ω(E[TA]). (21)

Thus it suffices to find a time lower bound for the invincible process starting from the neutral
configuration. In what follows, we analyze the time in the invincible process.

By Lemma 4, we know that the center of one star interacts with the other star with probability
at most 1/n3. This means that the expected number of steps until type 2 interacts with the other star
starting from the neutral configuration is at least Ω(n3). We will show that once type 2 interacts
with the other star, type 2 has at most a O(1/n) probability of fixating. With remaining probability,
we return back to the neutral configuration. This means type 2 will need to interact with the other
star at least Ω(n) times in expectation before type 2 fixates. Since the time between tries is Ω(n3)

in expectation, the total expected time is Ω(n4) for the invincible process.
We consider a process on a different graph with fixation probability at most O(1/n) and show

that this is an upper bound for the probability type 2 fixates in the other star in the invincible
process between interactions.

Consider a star with n+1 vertices where mutant (i.e. type 2) have relative reproductive fitness
1 + 2/n. We call this the improved process. We show that for the improved process, we have a
higher ratio between increasing the number of mutants and decreasing the number of mutants as
opposed to the invincible process.

For the improved process, the fixation probability with mutants at the center and a leaf is
O(1/n) from [].

Center is occupied. Suppose the center and i leaves belong to type 2 in the invincible process.
We have a probability of increasing the number of type 2 individuals 1

n+2
· n−i
n+1

. The probability of
losing the center is n−i

n+2
. The ratio is 1

n+1
.
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Now, suppose the center and i leaves belong to mutants in the improved process. The probabil-
ity of increasing the number of mutants is 1+ 2

n

F
n−i
n

, where F is the total fitness of all individuals.

The probability of losing the center is n−i
F

. The ratio is 1+ 2
n

n
.

Center is not occupied. Suppose i leaves belong to type 2 and the center belongs to type 1 in the
invincible process. We have a probability of claiming the center i

n+2
+ 1

n+2
· 1
n+1

. The probability
of losing a type 2 individual is 1

n+2
i

n+1
. The ratio is n+ 1 + 1

i
.

Now, suppose i leaves belong to mutants and the center belongs to the residents in the im-
proved process. The probability of claiming the center is (1+ 2

n
)i

F
, where F is the total fitness of all

individuals. The probability of losing a mutant is 1
F

i
n

. The ratio is n+ 2.

In both cases, we have a higher probability ratio of type 2 increasing versus decreasing. This is
what we wanted to show.

10.2 Upper bound

Lemma 6. The diversity time of a double star under bd updating is O(N4).

Proof. First, we prove that all except two types disappear quickly. Then, we argue about the
diversity time for only two types.

Multiple types. A double star consists of two n-leaf stars, S1 and S2, connected by an edge
at their centers, c1 and c2, respectively. Suppose we start the process with N types. Consider
the vertices of S1. Using a similar technique to that of Theorem 2, we show that S1 becomes
homogeneous in at most O(n3) steps in expectation.

Let Π be all partitions of the n leaves of S1. We define a potential function ϕ : Π → R that
maps a given partition λ of {1, . . . , n} to the expected absorption time on a complete graph with n

vertices with initial configuration λ.
We will track only the reproductions of individuals on the central vertex c1 and the position

in the leaves of the star S1. Any time the center individual at location c1 reproduces in S1 (which
happens with probability (1/N) · n/(n + 1)), four things could have happened in the previous
round:

(A) an individual from a leaf of S1 replaced the center individual c1

(B) the center individual c1 reproduced onto a leaf of S1,

(C) the individual at the other center c2 gave birth onto c1, or
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(D) a death occurred in S2.

At each time step

• situation (A) has probability pA := n/N of occurring,

• situation (B) has probability pB := (1/N) · n/(n+ 1) of occurring,

• situation (C) has probability pC := (1/N) · 1/(n+ 1) of occurring, and

• situation (D) has probability pD := 1 − pA − pB − pC = (n/N) + (1/N) · n/(n + 1) +

(1/N) · 1/(n+ 1) = 1/2 of occurring.

Now, for the configuration λ ∈ Π on the leaves of the star, we have the following potential.

ϕ(λ) = E
[
thit
λ

]
= n2 − n−

ℓ∑
i=1

λi−1∑
k=0

(n+ λi − 2k)k

n− k
.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 2, the largest change in the potential at any step is n log n.
Let λ(i) be the configuration of the leaves after i steps of the process. Suppose the center

reproduces for the ith step. Then

• with probability pA, situation (A) occurs for the (i − 1)th step. Then the potential changes
by

ϕ(λ(i))− ϕ(λ(i−1)) = −1

since this is one step in the process for the complete graph with self-loops. The expected
absorption time (which is the potential function) will decrease by 1.

• with probability pB, situation (B) occurs for the (i− 1)th step.

– with probability pA, situation (A) occurs for the (i − 2)th step. Thus with probability
at most 2/n the potential function has increased by at most n log n and with remaining
probability has decreased by 1 (see the details of Theorem 2.

– with probability pB, situation (B) occurs for the (i − 2)th step. By similar logic, the
potential can only increase by n log n at each step.

– with probability pC , situation (C) occurs for the (i−2)th step. Thus potential again can
only increased by n log n.

– with probability pD, situation (D) occurs for the (i − 2)th step and there is no change
in the potential function.
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• with probability pC , situation (C) occurs in the (i − 1)th step and the potential can only
increase by at most n log n

• with probability pD, situation (D) occurs in the (i − 1)th step and the potential does not
change.

Putting the pieces together, we get

E[ϕ(λ(i))− ϕ(λ(i−1)) | λ(i−1)] ⩽ pA · (−1)

+ pB · [pA((2/n) · n log n+ (1− 2/n) · (−1)) + (pB + pC) · n log n+ pD · 0]

+ pC · n log n

+ pD · 0

⩽ −pA + pApB · (2 log n− 1 + 2/n) + p2B · n log n+ pC(pB + 1) · n log n

= − n3

2(n+ 1)3
− 5n2

4(n+ 1)3
+

5n2 log n

4(n+ 1)3
+

n log n

2(n+ 1)3

⩽ −1/2 + o(1).

From the Theorem 7 of [53], S1 becomes homogeneous in O(N3) steps in expectation.
Let TS1 (TS2) be the time it takes until S1 (S2) is homogeneous starting with S1 (S2) as hetero-

geneous. From above we have that E[TS1 ] = O(N3). By Markov’s inequality, there exist some
constants c > 0 and d ∈ (0, 1) such that

P (TS1 ⩾ cN3) ⩽ E[TS1 ]/(cN
3) ⩽ d. (22)

Let T2 be the time it takes until S1 and S2 are homogeneous starting with S1 as heterogeneous. Let
T ′ be the time it takes until S2 is homogeneous given that S1 is homogeneous. Then for indicator
random variable I{·} we have the system

T2 ⩽ TS1 + T ′

T ′ ⩽ I{TS2 < cN3} · TS2 + I{TS2 ⩾ cN3} · T2.

Taking expectations yields the system

E[T2] ⩽ O(N3) + E[T ′]

E[T ′] ⩽ 1 · cN3 + d · E[T2].
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This implies that E[T2] ⩽ O(N3).

Two types. Having two types (type 1 and type 2) in the neutral configuration, we compute the
expected time. From any configuration with more than two types, we reach the neutral position in
O(n3) steps with constant probability. This result follows from the previous part of the proof for
multiple types.

Without loss of generality, suppose that type 2 (on star S2) invades a leaf of the star that type 1

occupies (S1). This happens with probability

p := (1/N)(1/(n+ 1)) · (1/N) · (n/(n+ 1)) = Θ(1/n3)

in two steps.
Suppose no reproduction from c1 to c2 happens in 1/p = O(n3) steps. This event occurs

with constant positive probability q by Markov’s inequality. Thus S1 is invaded without S2 being
invaded. The invader of S1 has probability at least Ω(1/n) of conquering S1. If one or both stars are
invaded, in O(n3) steps on average, fixation or the neutral configuration is reached. But the neutral
configuration is reached with probability p ·Ω(1/N) = Ω(1/n4) (S1 invades S2 and succeeds while
S1 is being invaded). This implies that the number of visits of all configurations that are not neutral
configuration is at most O(n4). Moreover, the number of steps until at least one star is invaded
from the neutral position is O(n3) in expectation. This is because from Lemma 4, the probability
of spreading between stars is at least Ω(1/n3).

With probability 1− q, we restart our analysis with O(n3) steps taken. This gives a recurrence
for the expected time T until absorption of

T ⩽ (1− q)(T +O(n3)) + q · O(n4)

which has a solution of T ⩽ O(N4)

11 Bounds for any graph

In what follows, we use notation introduced in §1.1 of [50]. We let ATτ,f,Xt(G) be the expected
absorption time of G (under a specified dynamic) starting at state Xt (see Section 1).

11.1 Upper bound on expected absorption time under bd updating

Lemma 7. Suppose k ⩾ 2 is an integer. Then ⌈k/2⌉2 ⩽ k2/2.
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Proof. If k is even then ⌈k/2⌉2 = k2/4 ⩽ k2/2. If k is odd, it must be the case that k ⩾ 3 > (
√
2−

1)−1. Thus 1+ 1/k ⩽
√
2. Taking the logarithm of both sides gives us that log2(k+1)− log2 k ⩽

1/2. By rearranging terms and multiplying both sides by 2, we get 2 log2(k + 1) − 1 ⩽ 2 log2 k

which means
(k + 1)2/4 ⩽ k2/2. (23)

Finally, we notice that when k is odd, ⌈k/2⌉2 = (k + 1)2/4.

Theorem 7. Let G = (V,E) be a graph on N vertices. Let |f(V)| = 1. Then for bd updating,

ATτ,f,Xt(G) ⩽ 2 · ATr=1(G) · log2 |Xt(V)| for all t ⩾ 0.

Proof. We will map the multi-type Moran process to a two type Moran process. Clearly if |Xt(V)| =
1 the process has absorbed and thus its expected absorption time is upper bounded by 2·ATr=1(G)·
log2 |Xt(V)|. Suppose AT(G) ⩽ 2 · ATr=1(G) · log2 k for all Xt ∈ Ω such that |Xt(V)| < k. Now
consider the case when |Xt(V)| = k > 1. Let θXt : Xt(V) → {A,B} such that there is a subset of
types S ⊆ Xt(V) of size ⌈Xt(V)/2⌉ with θXt(S) = {A} and θXt(Xt(V)\S) = {B}. This is always
possible since Xt(V) is finite and thus under an arbitrary ordering of the elements of the set, we
map the first ⌈Xt(V)/2⌉ elements to A and the rest to B. Then we run the multi-type Moran process
on (τ, f, θXt ◦ Xt) until absorption which takes Tk steps. Notice that since |(θXt ◦ Xt)(V)| ⩽ 2,
this is the Moran process on a graph with two types under neutral evolution. When this process
absorbs, it must be the case that |(θXt ◦Xt+T )(V)| = 1 which in turn means

|Xt+Tk
(V)| ⩽ max{|θXt(S)|, |θXt(V \ S)|} ⩽ ⌈|Xt(V)|/2⌉ = ⌈k/2⌉. (24)

Thus by linearity of expectation we get

ATτ,f,Xt(G) ⩽ E [Tk] + E
[
ATτ,f,Xt+Tk

(G)
]
. (25)

Since |Xt+Tk
(V)| ⩽ ⌈k/2⌉ < k for k > 1, the inductive hypothesis gives us

E
[
ATτ,f,Xt+Tk

(G)
]
⩽ 2 · ATr=1(G) · log2⌈k/2⌉. (26)
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Finally, we get

ATτ,f,Xt(G) ⩽ ATr=1(G) + 2 · ATr=1(G) · log2⌈k/2⌉ (27)

= 2 · ATr=1(G) · (1 + log2⌈k/2⌉2) (28)

= ATr=1(G) · log2 2⌈k/2⌉2 (29)

⩽ 2 · ATr=1(G) · log2 k (30)

where the last step follows from Lemma 7.

Corollary 4. Let G = (V,E) be a graph on N vertices. Let |f(V)| = 1. Then for bd updating,

ATτ,f,Xt(G) ⩽ 2N6 log2 |Xt(V)| for all t ⩾ 0.

Proof. By Corallary 12(i) of [55], we have ATr=1(G) ⩽ ϕG(V)
2N4 ⩽ N6. The result follows

from Theorem 7.

11.2 Lower bound on expected absorption time under bd updating

Theorem 8. Let G = (V,E) be a graph on N vertices. Let |f(V)| = 1. Fix t ⩾ 0 and let

k := |Xt(V)| > 1. Then

ATτ,f,Xt(G) ⩾ N · (1− 1/k) ·HN ·(1−1/k) ⩾ N · (1− 1/k) ln(N · (1− 1/k)) (31)

where Hm :=
∑m

i=1 1/i is the mth harmonic number.

Proof. In order for absorption to occur on a graph with k types, it must be the case that at least k−1

distinct vertices are selected for death since absorption only occurs when one type remains. Thus a
lower bound on the absorption time is the expected amount of time for k−1 vertices to be selected
for death. Notice that the probability that a vertex u ∈ V is selected for death is independent of f
and t; let pu be this probability. We have pu = T (u)/N where

T (u) :=
∑

v∈Γ(u)

1

deg(v)
(32)

is the temperature of vertex u ∈ V.
We will make use of the coupon collector problem (see here [56]). For a probability vector

π ∈ [0, 1]m, we denote CCπ as the number of coupon draws until each distinct type of m coupons
has been drawn at least once, where πi is the probability that the ith type of coupon is drawn. By
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considering deaths at vertices as coupons, we have that

ATτ,f,Xt(G) ⩾ min
i∈Xt(V)

CCρ(−i) (33)

where ρ(−i) is the |V \X−1
t (i)|-dimensional probability vector such that

ρ(−i)
u ∝ pu (34)

for each u ∈ V \X−1
t (i); this is because (1) coupon draws are independent, and (2) the number of

draws until a subset S of types of coupons have each been drawn is at least the number of draws
restricted to coupons whose types are in S until the subset S of types of coupons have each been
drawn. From Corollary 4.2 of [56], we have

CCπ =
m−1∑
q=0

(−1)m−1−q
∑
J⊆[N ]
|J |=q

(
1−

∑
j∈J

πj

)−1

(35)

and CCπ = mHm when π is the uniform distribution. By [57], CCρ(−i) is Schur-convex and thus is
minimized when ρ(−i) is uniform. Thus we have

min
i∈Xt(V)

CCρ(−i) ⩾ min
i∈Xt(V)

|V \X−1
t (i)| ·H|V\X−1

t (i)|. (36)

Since
∑

i∈Xt(V)
|X−1

t (i)| = N and |X−1
t (i)| ⩾ 1 for each i ∈ Xt(V), we must have maxi∈Xt(V) ⩾

N/k. This gives us

|V \X−1
t (i)| ⩾ N − max

j∈Xt(V)
|X−1

t (j)| ⩾ N · (1− 1/k) (37)

for each i ∈ Xt(V). Finally, this means that

min
i∈Xt(V)

|V \X−1
t (i)| ·H|V\X−1

t (i)| ⩾ N · (1− 1/k) ·HN ·(1−1/k). (38)

It is known that Hm ⩾ lnm for every m ⩾ 1.

11.3 Upper bound on expected absorption time under db updating

For a graph G = (V,E), let M := |E| be the number of edges, let degmin := min deg(u) | u ∈ V

be the minimum degree of the vertices, and for S ⊆ V let deg(S) :=
∑

u∈S deg(u). Let Φ be the
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conductance of G, defined as

Φ := min
S⊆V

#{(u, v) ∈ E | u ∈ S and v ̸∈ S}
min{deg(S), deg(V \ S)}

(39)

where 0/0 = ∞.

Theorem 9. The diversity time of G under db updating is upper bounded by

O
(
MN logN

Φ · degmin

)
. (40)

Proof. See Theorem 2, Example 11 of [51] for the solution when there are only two initial types.
When there are N initial types, we use the recursive reduction from Theorem 7 which adds a
multiplicative logarithm factor based on the number of initial types.

Corollary 5. The diversity time of G under db updating is upper bounded by O(M2N logN),

which is at most O(N5 logN).

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 9 since the conductance of a connected graph is at least
Ω(1/M) and there are at most O(N2) edges in a graph.

11.4 Lower bound on expected absorption time under db updating

Theorem 10. The diversity time of G under db updating is lower bounded by Ω(N logN).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 8 though is simpler since the probability a death
occurs at a vertex is exactly 1/N . Thus the lower bound is precisely the solution to the classic
coupon collector problem [56].
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12 Extended Data Figures

Extended Data Figure 1: Results of average number of types remaining in the population, D, at time T ,
averaged over 250 simulations of birth-death updating per graph. Each graph has N = 100 vertices. The
plot is on a log-log scale. If D = 1 at a particular time T , no dot is drawn. Only times that are multiples of
103 (excluding 0) are plotted.
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