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Abstract: We give a self-contained introduction to the theory of dieelographs, leading
up to the relationship between the Perron-Frobenius eaxars of a graph and its autocat-
alytic sets. Then we discuss a particular dynamical systemfixed but arbitrary graph, that
describes the population dynamics of species whose ititenaa@re determined by the graph.
The attractors of this dynamical system are described asaifun of graph topology. Finally
we consider a dynamical system in which the graph of intevastof the species coevolves
with the populations of the species. We show that this sysehibits complex dynamics
including self-organization of the network by autocatalygets, growth of complexity and
structure, and collapse of the network followed by rec@msriVe argue that a graph theoretic
classification of perturbations of the network is helpfubiredicting the future impact of a
perturbation over short and medium time scales.

0.1 Introduction

Studies of networks are useful at several different levielsrecent reviews se¢|[{} B, B, 41).
At one level one is interested in describing the structureatfiral and man-made networks
such as food webs in ecosystems, biochemical and neurabrietim organisms, networks of
social interaction among agents in societies, and teclyicabnetworks like the internet, etc.
A useful representation of a network is a graph (and its gdizations) where the components
of the network (which could be species, neurons, agenty, ate represented by nodes, and
their mutual interactions by the links of the graph. Grapdotly provides important tools to
capture various aspects of the network structure.

At a second level one wants to know how the network structlitbeosystem influences
what happensin the system. E.g., the food-web structune e€asystem affects the dynamics
of populations of the species, the network of human coniafiteences the spread of a con-
tagious disease, etc. At this level of discussion the nétugotypically taken to be static on
the time scales of interest; the prime concern is the dynaofiother variables on a network
with some particular type of (fixed) structure. Here dynaahsystems theory is a major tool,
and network variables (like the adjacency matrix elemefhtseunderlying graph) appear as
fixed parameters in the dynamics of other system variatkelopulation, etc.

At a third level one is interested in how networks themsebtlesge with time. Biochem-
ical, neural, ecological, social and technological netsare not static, but are products of
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evolution. Moreover this evolution is quite complex in regktems. Networks sometimes
self-organize and grow in size and complexity, and sometidigintegrate. Their evolution
is usually intertwined with other system variables, e.dqa-web influences populations of
species, and if a species goes extinct, the food-web chabigelerstanding the processes and
mechanisms involved in the evolution of complex networla msajor intellectual challenge.

A problem that illustrates all these levels is the problenthaf origin of life on earth.
The simplest living structure that we know —- a bacterial eet is a complex collection
of several thousand types of molecules interacting witthedher in a complex network of
chemical interactions. The network may be described by plgimwhich the nodes repre-
sent the molecular types or molecular species, and linksexding nodes represent chemical
interactions between the molecular species. By particigah specific chemical reactions
each molecular species or node plays a rather definite madtrole in the organization of
the cell: it permits or creates certain specific processespatial structures. Note that the
complex chemical network of a cell is needed to produce tloegsses and structures that
exist in it, and conversely, the same processes and stescine essential for maintaining the
network and allowing it to evolve. If we assume that life anited on earth about 3.5 to 3.8
billion years ago as suggested by the microfossil evideties) about 4 billion years back
there was neither such a complex network of interactionssnoh processes and structures
existing anywhere on the earth. One of the puzzles of theéroofjlife on earth is: how did
the network and the processes and spatial structures tagptsemselves into existence when
none was present —- how did a chemical ‘organization’ emevigfe individual molecular
species playing definite roles in it?

A second puzzle concerns the highly ‘structured’ naturbefirganization. The molecules
appearing in cells are very special (a small subset in a aegglspace of possible molecules)
and so is the graph that describes their interactions (éadpeied of graph in the very large
space of graphs). The probability of such structures ayibinpure chance is astronomically
small. If we assume that it was not an unlikely chance eveatt ¢heated life, we are led
to the question: what then are the mechanisms that can drigduly structured or ‘ordered’
organizations? A similar question is relevant for econoanid social networks.

In order to address such questions in a mathematical mauelsmaturally led to dynam-
ical systems in which the graph describing the network ie alslynamical variable, whose
dynamics is coupled to that of other variables such as thalptipn of the molecular species.
Here we present a model with such a structure, which has Ibseiréd by the work in refs.
B, B.[1.[8]P[10]. The analysis of such dynamical systemadiitated by the development of
some new tools in graph theory. Another purpose of thislarigdo discuss some of these new
tools. Together, the model and these tools address the &lvovguestions about the origin
of life, and provide partial answers. The model exhibits ahamism by which a chemical
organization can emerge where none existed through theaf@mof smallautocatalytic sets
of molecular species. In the model we also obsergel&organizing procesahich results
in the growth of the initial autocatalytic set into a comphaxd highly structured chemical
organization in a short time.

In addition, the model also captures, in an analyticallgtable form, several phenomena
that one associates with the evolution of other biological social systems. These include
emergence of cooperation and interdependence in the systashes and recoveries of the
system as a whole; ‘core-shifts’; appearance of ‘keystmeeiss’; etc. We also argue that
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the juxtaposition of graph theory and dynamical systemsides the possibility of formulat-
ing more precisely notions that are important and usefulenaay language but otherwise
difficult to pin down. In particular we attempt to formulateetnotion of ‘innovation’ in this
dynamical system, and classify innovations into categaording to their graph theoretic
structure. It turns out that different categories of inntavahave different short and longer
term impact on the dynamics of the system.

This article is organized roughly according to the threalkiof network studies indicated
above. In section 2 we discuss aspects of graph theory if-amaiained manner, reviewing
older results as well as recent work. Among other things veedee a relation between topo-
logical properties of a graph (namely its autocatalytisysand its algebraic properties (the
structure of the eigenvectors of its adjacency matrix) election 3 we discuss a simple dynam-
ical system describing molecular population dynamics onredfinteraction graph. Here we
show how structure of the graph influences the dynamics aofylgem; in particular relating
the nature of its attractors to graph topology. Section 4riless a model of graph evolution,
motivated by the origin of life problem. In section 5 we shdattthe dynamics of this model
exhibits self-organization and growth of cooperation amdcsure in the network, with ana-
lytical estimates of the time scales involved. Section @ulises the phenomena of crashes
and recoveries exhibited by the model. In this section we flemulate a definition of inno-
vation that seems appropriate for this model, and discussrarbhy of different categories
of innovation and the roles they play in the ups and downs @fstfstem. Finally, section 7
contains a discussion of some limitations of the model, sla¢ions regarding the origin of
life problem and possible future directions.

0.2 Graph theory and autocatalytic sets

0.2.1 Directed graphs and their adjacency matrices

A directed graphG = G(S, L), often referred to in the sequel as simplgraph, is defined
by a setS of ‘nodes’ and a seL of ‘links’ (or ‘arcs’), where each link is an ordered pair of
nodes[11[72]. It is convenient to label the set of nodes bagers,S = {1,2,...,s} fora
graph ofs nodes. An example of a graph is given in Figure la where eadh isaepresented
by a small labeled circle, and a liff, ¢) is represented by an arrow pointing from ngde
nodei. A graph withs nodes is completely specified by anx s matrix, C' = (¢;;), called
the adjacency matriof the graph, and vice versa. The matrix element initherow and
§*® column of C, ¢;;, equals unity ifL contains a directed linkj, i) (arrow pointing from
nodej to node:), and zero otherwise. (This convention differs from thealsane where
¢i; = 1 if and only if there is a link from node to nodej; our adjacency matrix is the
transpose of the usual one. We have chosen this conventiamuge it is more natural in the
context of the dynamical system to be discussed in subségeetions.) FigurE 1b shows the
adjacency matrix corresponding to the graph in Figﬂ,lre lawWaeise the terms ‘graph’ and
‘adjacency matrix’ interchangeably: the phrase ‘a grapthatjacency matrix.” will often

be abbreviated to ‘a grapt’. Undirected graphs are special cases of directed grapbsevh
adjacency matrices are symmetric. A single (undirecte#)dif an undirected graph between,
say, hodeg andi, can be viewed as two directed links of a directed graph, mm f to: and



the other fromi to j.

A graphG’ = G’'(S’, L) is called asubgraphof G(S, L) if S" ¢ SandL’ C L. We will
use the term ‘subgraph’ &' satisfies a stronger property: every linklirwith both endpoints
in S’ also belongs td’. That is, for us, a subgraph will be a subset of nodes togetfikr
all their mutual links. (This is often called an ‘induced sulgran the Iiterature[llZ].) The
graphin Figureﬂlc (comprising nodes 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 anchii%H their mutual links) is
thus a subgraph of the graph in Figﬂe la. For a subgraph Wefteih find it more convenient
to label the nodes not by integers starting from 1, but by #meslabels the corresponding
nodes had in the parent graph. The adjacency matrix of aapbgan be obtained by deleting
all the rows and columns from the full adjacency matrix th@tespond to the nodes outside
the subgraph. The highlighted portion of the matrix in Figﬂb is the adjacency matrix of
the subgraph in Figufé 1c.

A walk of lengthn (from nodei; to nodei, 1) is an alternating sequence of nodes and
links i1lqials . . . inlping1 such that linkl; points from node; to nodeis (orly = (i1,i2)),

I points fromis to i3 and so on. A walk with all nodes distinct (except possiblyfitst and
last nodes) will be called path If the first and last nodes andi,,; of a walk or path are
the same, it will be referred to ascdosedwalk or path. The existence of even one closed
walk in the graph implies the existence of an infinite numdedistinct walks in the graph.

In the graph of Figurﬂ 1a, there is an infinite number of watkefnode 11 to node 17 (e.g.,
11-12—-514—-17,11 - 12 - 11 - 12 — 14 — 17, ...) but no walks from node 11 to
node 10. An undirected graph trivially has closed walksliféis any undirected links at all.

In the graph theory literature, what we have defined above @ ‘olosed path’ is usually
referred to as a ‘cycle’. However, for later convenience dgéne a cycle somewhat differ-
ently. We define am-cycleto be a subgraph with > 1 nodes which contains exactlylinks
and also contains a closed path that covers albdes. E.g., the subgraph formed by node 20
and its self link is a 1-cycle, that formed by nodes 1 and 2 iscg@e and by nodes 3,4 and
5 a 3-cycle. The subgraph formed by nodes 1,2,3,4 and 5 is fiatyale because it does not
have a closed path covering all the five nodes. The word ‘tydlebe used generically for
ann-cycle of unspecified length.

Given a directed grapfl, its associated undirected gragbr ‘symmetrized versiony'(*)
can be obtained by adding additional links as follows: fagrgMink (j,¢) in L, add another
link (4, 7) if the latter is not already id.. Two nodes of a directed gragh will be said to
be connectedf there exists a path between them in the associated uneiregaphC(®),
and disconnected otherwise. Thus any directed graph card@mposed into ‘connected
components’ which are maximal sets of connected nodes t{leeggraph of FigurE la has five
connected components that are disconnected from eacl).dthardirected graply’, we refer
to a nodei as being ‘downstream’ from a noddf there is a path inC' leading fromj to ¢,
and no path from to j. Similarly i is ‘upstream’ fromj if there is a path irC' leading from
1 to j, and no path fromy to 7. Thus in Figure[lla, node 17 is downstream from node 11, or
equivalently node 11 is upstream from node 17. Node 10 ibi@eitpstream nor downstream
from node 11 since they are not connected, and node 12 ieneifistream nor downstream
from 11 because each can be reached from the other along $@ued path.

If C'is the adjacency matrix of a graph then it is easy to seg @ta};; equals the number
of distinct walks of lengtl from nodej to node;. E.g.,ij =Y 7_, CitCy;; each termin
the sum is unity if and only if there exists a link frojrto k£ and fromk to ¢; hence the sum
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counts the number of walks froginto 4 of length 2.

Perron-Frobenius eigenvalues and eigenvectors (PFES)

A vectorx = (x1,29,...,%5) IS said to be an eigenvector of anx s matrix C' with an
eigenvalue) if for eachyi, Z;Zl cijr; = Az;. The eigenvalues of a matriX are roots of

the characteristic equationf the matrix:|C — AI| = 0 wherel[ is the identity matrix of the
same dimensionality a8 and| A| is the determinant of the matrik. In general a matrix will
have complex eigenvalues and eigenvectors, but an adjacesirix of a graph has special
properties, because it is a ‘non-negative’ matrix, i.ehais no negative entries.

For any non-negative matrix, the Perron-Frobenius the(b@',@] guarantees that there
exists an eigenvalue which is real and larger than or equall tither eigenvalues in magni-
tude. This largest eigenvalue is often called the Perrabé&mius eigenvalue of the matrix,
which we will denote by\; (C) for a graphC'. Further the theorem also states that there exists
an eigenvector of” corresponding to\; (C) (which we will refer to as a Perron-Frobenius
Eigenvector, PFE) all of whose components are real and egative. The Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue of the graph in Fig lais 1. Four PFEs of thel"giwaﬁigureﬂla are displayed
in Figure[1d.

The presence or absence of closed paths in a graph can bmihetgifrom the Perron-
Frobenius eigenvalue of its adjacency matrix (see Ef fa6dh simple proof):

Proposition 1If a graph,C,

(i) has no closed walk theky (C) = 0,

(i) has a closed walk thek, (C') > 1,

(i) has a closed walk and all closed walks only occur in subgrapls are cycles then
A (C) =1.

Note that\; cannot take values between zero and one because of theelisss of the entries
of C' which are either zero or one. (Thus, for an undirected gri&fithas even one undirected
link, A\1(C) > 1.) Several results pertaining to the relationship of thefrstructure to the
structure of its PFEs can be found in r[15].

Irreducible graphs and matrices
A subgraph of a directed graph is termie@ducible if there is a path within the subgraph
from each node in the subgraph to every other node in the aphgiThe simplest irreducible
subgraphis a 1-cycle. In Figuﬂe lathe subgraph compriside®3,4 and 5 is irreducible, as
is the subgraph of nodes 6 and 7, but the subgraph of hodés&ahd 7 is not irreducible
since there is, for example, no path from node 6 to node 5.

If a graph or subgraph is irreducible then the corresponditigcency matrix is also
termedirreducible Thus a matrixC is irreducibleif for every ordered pair of nodesand
j there exists a positive integersuch tha{C*);; > 0. Refs. ] describes further prop-
erties of irreducible matrices.

The nodes of any graph can be grouped into a unique set oliitedd subgraphs as
follows:
(1) Pick any node, say. Find all the nodes which have paths leading to them stading
i. Denote this set bysy; it may includes itself. Similarly find all the nodes which have



paths leading ta. Denote this set by,. Denote the subgraph formed by the set of nodes
{i} U (S1 N S2) and all their mutual links a€;. If S; N .Sy # @ (P denotes the empty set),
then( is an irreducible graph because every nodé€'phas a path withirC; to every other
nodeinit. IfS; N.S; = &, theni does not belong to any irreducible subgraph &hatonsists

of just the node and no links.

(2) Pick another node which is notdry and repeat the procedure with that node to get another
subgraph(’s. The sets of nodes comprising the two subgraphs will be idisjo

(3) Repeat this process until all nodes have been placedie6f, « = 1,2,..., M. Each

C, is either an irreducible subgraph or consists of a singleemwaith no links.

Irrespective of which nodes are picked and in which ordes, pinocedure will produce
for any graph a unique set of disjoint subgraphs (upto laigebf theC,,) encompassing all
the nodes of the graph. The graph in Figl]re 1a will decompuseli4 such subgraphs (see
Figure[le).

We say there is a path from an irreducible subgr@plo another irreducible subgragh
if there is a path irC' from any node of”; to any node of’;. The terms ‘downstream’ and
‘upstream’ can thus be used unambiguously for@he

Decomposition of a general graph

A general adjacency matrix can be rewritten in a useful foymemumbering the nodes by the
following procedure[[13, 141:

Determine all the subgraplis,, Cs, .. ., Cys of the graph as described above. Construct a
new graph of\/ nodes, one node for each,, « = 1,..., M. The new graph has a directed
link from Cj to C, if, in the original graph, any node @ has a link to any node af',.
Figure[le illustrates what this new graph looks like for thepd of Figurd]La.

Clearly the resulting graph cannot have any closed pathsif Eavere to have a closed
path then the”, subgraphs comprising the closed path would together hawecib a larger
irreducible subgraph in the first place. Therefore we canmdrer theC,, such that ifo > g,

Cj is never downstream frodl,,. Now we can renumber the nodes of the original graph such
that nodes belonging to a givérn, occupy contiguous node numbers, and whenever a pair of
nodes and; belong to different subgrapli, andC; respectively, then > 5 impliesi > j.
Such a renumbering is in general not unique, but with any seshhmbering the adjacency
matrix takes the following canonical form:

4 0
Cy

R C M

where0 indicates that the upper block triangular part of the matartains only zeroes while
the lower block triangular parf, is not equal to zero in general. It can be seen that the graph
in Figureﬂa is already in this canonical form. In Figﬁke He dotted lines demarcate the
block diagonal portions which correspond to thg.



0.2 Graph theory and autocatalytic sets 7

From the above form aof it follows that
|O—)\I| = |Cl —)\I| X |CQ—/\I| X ... X |C]\4—/\I|

Therefore the set of eigenvalues@fis the union of the sets of eigenvalues@, . .., Cy,.
A1 (C) = max,{\1(Co)}.

Therefore if a given graph’ has a Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue> 0 then it contains
at least one irreducible subgraph with Perron-Frobenigereialue\;. WhenX; > 0, all
irreducible subgraphs af’ with Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue equaltpare referred to as
basicsubgraphs. The yellow nodes in Fig@e 1e correspond to tkie babgraphs of Figure

fla.

0.2.2 Autocatalytic sets

The concept of an autocatalytic set (ACS) was first introdunghe context of a set of cat-
alytically interacting molecules. There it was defined tcabset of molecular species which
contains a catalyst for each of its member spediel [[1]7[ 38, $ach a set of molecular
species can collectively self-replicate under certaiowitstances even if none of its compo-
nent molecular species can individually self-replicathisTproperty is considered important
in understanding the origin of life. If we imagine a node inigedted graph to represent a
molecular species and a link frofrto ¢ as signifying thay is a catalyst foti, this motivates
the following graph-theoretic definition of an ACS in anyatited graph: Arautocatalytic
set(ACS) is a subgraph, each of whose nodes has at least oneimgdink from a node
belonging to the same subgraph.

FigureDZ shows various ACSs. The simplest ACS is a 1-cyc§1;||1éﬂza. There is the fol-
lowing hierarchical relationship between cycles, irra@blecsubgraphs and ACSs: all cycles
are irreducible subgraphs and all irreducible subgrapb@sSs, but not all ACSs are irre-
ducible subgraphs and not all irreducible subgraphs arIes.yEiguresﬂZa arﬂi 2b are graphs
that are irreducible as well as cycltﬂs, 2c is an ACS that isanatreducible subgraph and
hence not a cycle, WhiE 2d aﬁ|d 2e are examples of irredugiblehs that are not cycles. Itis
not difficult to see the following[16]:

Proposition 2.

(i) An ACS must contain a closed pa@onsequently,
(i) If a graphC has no ACS then; (C) = 0.

(iii) If agraphC has an ACS thei; (C) > 1.

Relationship between autocatalytic sets and Perron-Frobeus eigenvectors

The ACS is a useful graph-theoretic construct in part bezatigs connection with the PFE.
Let x be a PFE of a graph. Consider the set of all nades which z; is non-zero. We will
call the subgraph of all these nodes and their mutual linksghbgraph of the PFE. If all

the components of the PFE are non-zero then the subgrapé BRHE is the entire graph. For
example the subgraph of the PegEmentioned in Figurﬂ 1d is is the graph shown in Figure
flc. One can show thdt [16]



Proposition 3
If A1 (C) > 0, then the subgraph of any PFE 6fis an ACS

For the PFEs of Figwﬂ 1d this is immediately verified by irtsjpe. Note that this result
relates an algebraic property of a graph, its PFE, to a tqpedbstructure, an ACS. Further,
this result is not true if we considered irreducible grapiiead of ACSs. E.g., the subgraph
of e, shown in Figur(ﬂlc, is not an irreducible graph.

Note also that the converse of the above statement is ngtiteuethere need not exist a
PFE for every ACS in a given graph. Thusin Figﬂe la, node$B4nd 7 form an ACS but
there is no eigenvector with eigenvaldgfor which all these and only these components are
non-zero.

Let x be a PFE of a grap®, and letC’ denote the adjacency matrix of the subgraph of
x. Let \{(C") denote the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalueCtf It is not difficult to see that
A1(C") = A\ (C). Figure[ illustrates this point. For the graph in FiglJre\3a= 1. Figure[Bb
shows a PFE of the graph and how it satisfies the eigenvalugiegs. For this PFE, nodes
1, 5 and 6 have; = 0. Removing these nodes produces the PFE subgraph shownuireFig
Ec. Its adjacency matrix;’, is obtained by removing rows 1, 5, 6 and columns 1, 5, 6 from
the original matrix. Figure[|3d illustrates that the vectonstructed by removing the zero
components of the PFE is an eigenvecto€bfwith eigenvalue 1. The logic of this example
is easily extended to a general proof thatC’) = A, (C).

We can now perform a graph decomposition(finto irreducible subgraphs as before;
since)\; (C') = A\ (C), it follows thatC’ must contain at least one of the basic subgraphs of
C. If ¢’ contains only one of the basic subgraphg&’ofie will refer tox as asimplePFE, and
to C’ as asimple ACSThe graph in Figurﬁ 1la has only four simple PFEs which apdaijed
in Figureﬂd. All PFEs of” are linear combinations of its simple PFEs.

Core and periphery of a simple PFE
If C" is the subgraph of a simple PFE, the basic subgragh adntained inC’ will be called
thecoreof C’ (or equivalently, the ‘core of the simple PFE’), and denafgd The set of the
remaining nodes and links @’ that are not in its core will together be said to constitute th
peripheryof C’. For example, for the PFE in Figuﬂa 1c the core is the 2-cyotaprising
nodes 14 and 15. Note that the periphery is not a subgrapleisghse we are using the
word ‘subgraph’, since it contains links not just betweerigdeery nodes but also from nodes
outside the periphery (like the link from node 15 to 16 in H‘figﬂxc).

The core and periphery can be shown to have the followinglégpeal property (which
justifies the nomenclature):

Proposition 4From every node in the core of (the subgraph of) a simple PEEetlexists a
path leading to every other node of the PFE subgraph. Fromer@pery node is there any
path leading to any core node.

Thus all periphery nodes are downstream from all core ndsasting from the core one can
reach the periphery but not vice versa.

It follows from the Perron-Frobenius theorem for irredlheigraphs] thad; (Q") will
necessarily increase if any link is added to the core. Silgitemoving any link will decrease
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A1(Q"). ThusX; measures the multiplicity of internal pathways in the cdﬁgure[l,l illus-
trates this point.

Core and periphery of a non-simple PFE

Since any PFE of a graph can be written as a linear combinatiarset of simple PFEs (this
set is unique for any graph), the definitions of core and perip can be readily extended to
any PFE as follows:

The core of a PFE denoted?), is the union of the cores of those simple PFEs whose linear
combination forms the given PFE. The rest of the nodes akd bifithe PFE subgraph consti-
tute its periphery. It follows from the above discussiontthg@) = A1 (C). When the core

is a union of disjoint cycles thek; (@) = 1, and vice versa.

The structure of PFEs when there is no ACS

The above discussion about the structure of PFEs was fohg@pwith \;(C) > 0. If
A1(C) = 0, the graph has no ACS. Then the structure of PFEs is as falltivese exists
a PFE for every connected component of the graph. Since #rereo closed walks in the
graph, all walks have finite lengths. Consider the longestpa a given connected compo-
nent. Identify the nodes that are the endpoints of theseskstrmpths. The PFE corresponding
to the given connected component will hawe> 0 for each of the latter nodes ang = 0
for all other nodes in the graph. Again a general PFE is alio@abination of all such PFEs,
one for each connected component of the graph. In this case @iere is no closed path there
is no core (or periphery) for any PFE of the graph. The cordl®fREs of such a graph may
be defined to be the null s&p, = ®.

0.3 A dynamical system on a fixed graph

In the previous section we have discussed the propertiesaphg and their associated adja-
cency matrices, eigenvalues and eigenvectors. In thimgage discuss the dynamical signif-
icance of the same constructs. In particular, we presentamgle of a dynamical system on
a fixed graph described by a set of coupled ordinary difféseatuations, whose attractors
are precisely the PFEs discussed above. This dynamicansyatises as an idealization of
population dynamics of a set of chemicals.

Consider the simplex of normalized non-negative vectors éimensions:J = {x =
(z1,22,...,2s) € R*|0 < 2; <1,>°7 | x; = 1}. For afixed grapl®’ = (¢;;) with s nodes,
consider the set of coupled ordinary differential equaii]

S S
i‘i = E CijXj — Ty E CkjZy. (1)
i=1

J,k=1

This will be the dynamical system of interest to us in thisieec

Note that the dynamics preserves the normalizatiag, of;_, @; = 0. For non-negative
C it leaves the simplex invariant. (For negative;;, additional conditions have to be added
(see ]) but we do not discuss that case here.)
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The links of the graph represent the interactions betweerv#tiablesr; that live on
the nodes.z; could represent, for example, the relative population efith species in a
population ofs species, or the probability of thé® strategy among a group efstrategies
in an evolutionary game, or the market share of#ftecompany among a set of competing
companies, etc. Itis useful to see how equai[t])n (1) arisapiwpulation dynamic context.

Leti € {1,..., s} denote a chemical (or molecular) species in a chemicaloeddblecules
can react with each other in various ways; we focus on onlyaspect of their interactions:
catalysis. The catalytic interactions can be described thyexted graph witls nodes. The
nodes represent thespecies and the existence of a link from ngd® node: means that
speciesj is a catalyst for the production of speciés In terms of the adjacency matrix,
C = {¢;;} of this graph,c;; is set to unity ifj is a catalyst ofi and is set to zero other-
wise. The operational meaning of catalysis is as follows:

Each specieg will have an associated non-negative populatigrin the pond which
changes with time. In a certain approximation (discussdovijethe population dynamics
for a fixed set of chemical species whose interactions aendiyC', will be given by

S

Yi = Z CijY; — PYi, 2)

j=1

where¢(t) is some function of time. To see how such an equation migbeagssume that

specieg catalyses the ligation of reactantsand B to form the species A + B 2 i. Then
the rate of growth of the populatiay of species in a well stirred reactor will be given by
¥i = k(14+vy;)nanp — ¢y;, Wheren 4, np are reactant concentratiorisis the rate constant
for the spontaneous reactianjs the catalytic efficiency, and represents a common death
rate or dilution flux in the reactor. Assuming the catalysealction is much faster than the
spontaneous reaction, and that the concentrations of Hdutargts are large and fixed, the rate
equation becomeg = Ky, — ¢y;, wherekK is a constant. In general since speciean have
multiple catalysts, we ge}; = 2;21 Kijy; — ¢y;, with K;; ~ ¢;;. We make the further
idealizationk’;; = c¢;; giving equationZ).

The relative population of specigéds by definitionz; = y;/ ijl y;. Thereforex =
(x1,...,25) € J,sinced < z; <1, 221 x; = 1. Taking the time derivative of; and using
(H) it is easy to see that; is given by ﬂ). Note that the term, present ir[[Z), cancels out and
is absent in[{1).

We remark that the quasispecies equat@h [17] has the sammeaf@equatior[[Z), albeit
with a different interpretation and a special structurehef@ matrix that arises from that in-
terpretation.

0.3.1 Attractors of equation (1)

The rest of this section consists of examples and argumepistify the

Proposition 5For any graphC,

(i) Every eigenvector af' that belongs toJ is a fixed point ofl), and vice versa.

(ii) Starting from any initial condition in the simplek the trajectory converges to some fixed
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point (generically denoteX) in J.
(iif) For generic initial conditions inJ, X is a Perron-Frobenius eigenvector (PFE) 6f
(For special initial conditions, forming a space of meaaa® in.J, X could be some other
eigenvector of”. Henceforth we ignore such special initial conditions.)
(iv) If C has a unique PFEX is the unique stable attractor (ﬂ(l).
(v) If C has more than one linearly independent PFE, tBrcan depend upon the initial
conditions. The set of alloweX is a convex linear combination of a subset of the PFH®
interior of this convex set if may then be said to be the ‘attractor’ (ﬂ‘ (1), in the sense that
for generic initial conditions all trajectories convergegt point in this set.
(vi) For everyX belonging to the attractor set, the set of nodésr which X; > 0 is the same
and is uniquely determined lty. The subgraph formed by this set of nodes will be called the
‘subgraph of the attractor’ 0f|]1) for the grapfi. Physically, this set consists of nodes that
always end up with a nonzero relative population when theathios ﬂ.) is allowed to run its
course, starting from generic initial conditions.
(vii) If A1 (C) > 0, the subgraph of the attractor (1) is an AC%is ACS will be called the
dominant AC®f the graph. The dominant ACS is independent of (generitairtonditions
and depends only ofl.

For example for the graph of Figuﬂa 1¥,is a convex linear combination @) andes,
X = aes + (1 — a)es, with 0 < a < 1. a depends upon initial conditions; generically
0 < a < 1. The subgraph of the attractor contains eight nodes, 6,7914Starting with
generic initial conditions where all the are nonzero, the trajectory will converge to a point
X where these eight nodes have nonzErand each of the other twelve nodes haie= 0.
The eight populated nodes form an ACS, the dominant ACS ogthph.

To see (i), letx* € J be an eigenvector af, >_jcijr; = Az;. Substituting this on the

rh.s. of [1l), one gets zero. Conversely, if the r.h.s.[pfigidero, one findx = x*, with
A= Zk,j CkjLj.

To motivate (ii) and (iii) it is most convenient to considéetunderlying dynamicsﬂ(Z)
from which (1) is derived: Sincd](1) is independentoive can set = 0 in (@) without any
loss of generality. Withy = 0 the general solution oﬂ(Z), which is a linear system, can be
schematically written as:

y(t) = e“ty(0),

wherey(0) andy (¢) are viewed as column vectors. Suppgse) is a right eigenvector of’
with eigenvalue\, denotedy”. Then

y(t) = Myt

Since this time dependence is merely a rescaling of the eégéor, this is an alternative way
of seeing thak* = y*/>°_, ¢ is afixed point of [{L). If the eigenvectors 6fform a basis

in R*, y(0) is a linear combinationy (0) = 3", axy”. In that case, for largeit is clear that
the term with the largest value afwill win out, hence

y(t) "R ety

where)\; is the eigenvalue of’ with the largest real part (which we know is the same as its
Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue) aptt an associated eigenvector. Therefore, for generic initial
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conditions the trajectory oﬂ(l) will converge % = x*, a PFE ofC. If the eigenvectors of
C do not form a basis i?®, the above result is still true (as we will see in examples).

t—o0

Note that\; can be interpreted as the ‘population growth rate’ at largincey (t) ~ ~
A1y. In the previous section we had mentioned thatmeasures a topological property of
the graph, namely, the multiplicity of internal pathwayghe core of the graph. Thus in the
present model); has both a topological and dynamical significance, whicatesl two dis-
tinct properties of the system, one structural (multipyioif pathways in the core of the graph),
and the other dynamical (population growth rate). The hidghe multiplicity of pathways in
the core, the greater is the population growth rate of theidant ACS.

Part (iv) follows from the above. We will give examples asisirations of (v) and (vi).
Further, from Proposition 3, previous section, we know thatsubgraph of a PFE has to be
an ACS, whenevex; > 0. That explains (vii). Itis instructive to consider exanmgptd# graphs
and see how the trajectory converges to a PFE.

Example 1 A simple chain, FigurE 5a:

The adjacency matrix of this graph has all eigenvalues(itiog \,) zero. There is only
one (normalized) eigenvector corresponding to this eigkmy namelye = (0,0,1) and
this is the unique PFE of the graph. (This is an example whezestgenvectors of' do
not form a basis ink*.) Since node 1 has no catalyst, its rate equation is (herthetfk-
ing ¢ = 0) y» = 0. Thereforey;(t) = y1(0), a constant. The rate equation for node
2isys = y1 = y1(0). Thusyz(t) = y2(0) + y1(0)t. Similarly ys5 = yo implies that
y3(t) = (1/2)y1(0)t? + y2(0)t + y3(0). At larget, y; = constant, y2 ~ t, y3 ~ t2; hence

ys dominates. Therefore(; = lim;_, z;(¢) is given byX; = 0, X5 = 0, X3 = 1. Thuswe
find thatX equals the unique PR& independent of initial conditions.

Example 2 A 1-cycle, Figure[|5b:

This graph has two eigenvalues, = 1, A\ = 0. The unique PFE ie = (1,0). The rate
equations arg; = y1,%2 = 0, with the solutiongy; (t) = y1(0)ef, y2(t) = y=2(0). At large

t node 1 dominates, hend = (1,0) = e. The exponentially growing population of 1 is a
consequence of the fact that 1 is a self-replicator, as eratianl the equation; = y;.

Example 3 A 2-cycle, Figurd5c:

The corresponding adjacency matrix has eigenvalyes 1, A\ = —1. The unique normal-
ized PFE ise = (1/2,1/2). The population dynamics equations gie= ys,y> = y1. The
general solution to these is (naje = y1)

y1(t) = Ae' + Be ™, yo(t) = Ae' — Be .

Therefore at large, y1 — Aet,yo — Aet, henceX = (1,1)/2 = e. Neither 1 nor 2 is in-
dividually a self-replicating species, but collectivelyey function as a self-replicating entity.
This is true of all ACSs.

Example 4. A 2-cycle with a periphery, Figurﬂ 5d:
This graph has\; = 1 and a unique normalized PRE= (1,1,1)/3. The population equa-
tions fory,; andy, and consequently their general solutions are the same asf&a, but
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now in additionyjs = ys, yielding ys(t) = Ae' + Be™t + constant. Again for larget,
Y1, Y2, y3 grow as~ Aet, henceX = (1,1,1)/3 = e. The dominant ACS includes all the
three nodes.

This example shows how a parasitic periphery (which doegemat back into the core) is
supported by an autocatalytic core. This is also an exanfpleedfollowing general result:
when a subgrapli’, with largest eigenvalug, is downstreanfrom another subgrapfy”’
with largest eigenvalug; > )/, then the population of the former also increases at the rate
A{. Therefore ifC” is populated in the attractor, sod%. In this exampleC”’ is the single
node 3 with\] = 0 andC” is the 2-cycle of nodes 1 and 2 wit{ = 1.

Example 5. A 2-cycle and a chain, Figu@ 5e:

The graph in Figurﬂ 5e combines the graphs of Figures 5a aRdlowing the analysis of
those two examples it is evident that for largey, ~ 9,30 ~ t1,y3 ~ t2, 44 ~ el y5 ~

e’. Because the populations of the 2-cycle are growing expiignthey will eventually
completely overshadow the populations of the chain whiehgaowing only as powers af
Therefore the attractor will bX = (0,0, 0, 1, 1)/2 which, it can be checked, is a PFE of the
graph (it is an eigenvector with eigenvalue 1).

In general when a graph consists of one or more ACSs and atldessrihat are not part of
any ACS, the populations of the ACS nodes grow exponentietije the populations of the
latter nodes grow at best as powerg.offence ACSs always outperform non-ACS structures
in the population dynamics (see also Example 2). This is aeguence of the infinite walks
provided by the positive feedback inherent in the ACS stmgtwhile non-ACS structures
have no feedbacks and only finite walks.

Example 6. A 2-cycle and another irreducible graph disconnected ﬁtoﬁigure@f:

One can ask, when there is more than one ACS in the graph, whitle dominant ACS?
Figure@f shows a graph containing two ACSs. The 2-cycle mfighas a Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue 1, while the other irreducible subgraph has soRdfrobenius eigenvalug’2.
The unique PFE of the entire graphds= (0,0,1,v/2,1)/(2 + v/2) with eigenvalue,/2.
The population dynamics equations gie= y2, Y2 = y1, %3 = Ya,Ya = Y3 + Y5, Ys = Y4.
The first two equations are completely decoupled from thietheee and the solutions fog
andys are the same as for Example 3. For the other irreducible giapbkolution is (since

Ya = Y3 + s = 2ya4)
- 1

, ys(t
1/3( ) \/5
1
t) = —
Thus, the populations of nodes 3,4 and 5 also grow expotigritia at a faster rate, reflecting
the higher Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of the subgraplpadsimg those nodes. Therefore
this structure eventually overshadows the 2-cycle, andttiactor isX = e. The dominant
ACS in this case is the irreducible subgraph formed by nogeai®d 5.

More generally, when a graph consists of several discorde®ESs with different indi-
vidual A1, only the ACSs whosg; is the largest (and equal tq (C)) end up with non-zero

ya(t) = AeV2 4 Be~ V2 (Ae\/it + Befﬁt) + C,

(Aeﬁt + Befﬁt) - C.
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relative populations in the attractor.

Example 7. A 2-cycle downstream from another 2-cycle, Figure 5g:

What happens when the graph contains two ACSs whose indiidiequalsh; (C), and one
of those ACSs is downstream of another? In Fi(ﬂJre 5g noded & éorm a 2-cycle which is
downstream from another 2-cycle comprising nodes 1 and 2.uRique PFE of this graph,
with A\ = 1,ise = (0,0,1,1)/2. The population dynamics equations gie= y2, 4> =
Y1, Y3 = Y4 + Y2, ys = y3. Their general solution is:

y1(t) = Ae' + Be ', yo(t) = Ae' — Be™",
ys(t) = g(Aet — Be ") + Ce' + De?,

yalt) = %(Aet 4+ Be ) 4+ (C - ?)et + (g —D)et.
It is clear that for large, y1 ~ ef,y2 ~ et,ys ~ tel,ys ~ tet. While all four grow
exponentially with the same rafg, ast — oo y3 andy, will overshadowy; andy,. The
attractor will be therefore b& = (0,0,1,1)/2 = e. Here the dominant ACS is the 2-cycle
of nodes 3 and 4. This result generalizes to other kinds of AG®ne irreducible subgraph
is downstream of another with the same Perron-Frobenigsedaue, the latter will have zero
relative population in the attractor.

The above examples displayed graphs with a unique PFE, lastrated Proposition 5
(iv). The stability of the global attractor follows from ttiact that the constants, B, C, D,
etc., in the above examples, which can be traded for thalmitinditions of the populations,
appear nowhere in the attractor configurat®nNow we consider examples where the PFE
is not unique.

Example 8 Graph withA; = 0 and three disconnected components, Fiﬁpre 6a:

As mentioned in section 2 this graph has three independédtg,Rlisplayed in Figurﬂ 6a. The
attractor isX = es. This is an immediate generalization of Example 1 abovendJgie same
argument as for Example 1, we can see fhat t* if the longest path ending at nodés of
lengthk. Therefore the attractor will have nonzero components tmiyodes at the ends of
the longest paths. Thus the populations of nodes 1,2,3 amnd &oastant, those of 4 and 6
increase~ t for larget, and of 7 as- t2, explaining the result.

Example 9. Several connected components containing 2-cycles, §@m:r

Here again there are three PFES, one for each connected nentp@he population of nodes
in 2-cycles which are not downstream of other 2-cycles (sdd2,3,4,7 and 8) will grow as
et. Asin Example 7, FigurEl 5g, the nodes of 2-cycles which arendtream of one 2-cycle
(nodes 5,6,9 and 10) will grow ds’. It can be verified that the populations of nodes in 2-
cycles downstream from two other 2-cycles (nodes 11 and ilRyrew ast2e’. The pattern

is clear: in the attractor only the 2-cycles at the ends ofltingest chains of 2-cycles will
have non-zero relative populations, explaining the result
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Example 10.Figure[ja:
From previous examples it is evident how the populations etibnge with time for Figure
a. Here we list the result:

Ys Ntov Y9 Ntlv Y10 Nt27

Y1,Y2,Y3,Y4,Y5, Y11, Y12, Y13, Y20 ~ €ta

Ye, Y7, Y14, Y15, Y16, Y17, Y18, Y19 ~ te'.

Thus, starting from a generic initial population, only thight nodes, 6,7,14-19, will be pop-

ulated in the attractor. This explains the comments just dfte statment of Proposition 5.
Note the structure of the dominant ACS in the above examplew; > 0. If there is

a unique PFE in the graph, the dominant ACS is the subgragted®EE. If there are several

PFEs only a subset of those may be counted as illustratedampbes 9 and 10, Figurtﬂs 6b

andﬂa, respectively. A general construction of the dontiA&@$ for an arbitrary graph will

be described elsewhere.

How long does it take to reach the attractor?

The timescale over which the system reaches its attracparaks on the structure of the graph
C. For instance in Example 2, the attractor is approachedegpdpulation of node 1,
overwhelms the population,. Sincey; grows exponentially as’, the attractor is reached on
atimescale\; ! = 1. (In general, when we say that “the timescale for the systeradch the
attractor ist”, we mean that fot >> 7, x(¢) is “exponentially close” to its final destination
X = limy_, o x(2), i.€. for alls, |z;(t) — X;| ~ e~*/7t, with some finiter.) In contrast, in
Example 1, the attractor is approached;asverwhelmsgy; andy,. Because in this case all
the populations are growing as powerg ahe timescale for reaching the attractor is infinite.
When the populations of different nodes are growing at iffi¢rates, this timescale depends
on the difference in growth rate between the fastest gropopulation and the next fastest
growing population.

For graphs which have no basic subgraphs, i.e., graphs\with 0 like those in Example
1 and 8, all populations grow as powerstphence the timescale for reaching the attractor is
infinite.

For graphs which have one or more basic subgraphs f.ex 1) but all the basic sub-
graphs are in different connected components, such as Hea2y6, the timescale for reach-
ing the attractor is given by\; — Re)\g)’l, where); is the eigenvalue of” with the next
largest real part, compared ig.

For graphs having one or more basic subgraphs with at leasbasic subgraph down-
stream from another basic subgraph, the ratio of the fagtesting population to the next
fastest growing will always be a powerffas in Examples 7, 9 and 10) therefore the timescale
for reaching the attractor is again infinite.

Core and periphery of a graph

Since the dominant ACS is given by a PFE, we will define the obtee dominant ACS to be
the core of the corresponding PFE. If the PFE is simple, the afthe dominant ACS consists
of just one basic subgraph. If the PFE is non-simple the cbtbeodominant ACS will be
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a union of some basic subgraphs. Further, the dominant AQSidgiely determined by the
graph. This motivates the definition of the core and peripbéra graph: Theoreof a graph
C, denoted)(C), is the core of the dominant ACS 6f. Theperipheryof C is the periphery
of the dominant ACS of’. This definition applies when, (C) > 0. When\,(C) = 0, the
graph has no ACS and by definitien(C) = ®. In all cases\; (Q(C)) = A1 (C). For all the
graphs depicted in this paper, except the one in Fiure gaethnodes constitute the core of
the graph, the blue nodes its periphery, and the white nageseither core nor periphery —
they are nodes that are not in any of the PFE subgrdphs.

Core overlap of two graphs

Given any two graphg’ and C’ whose nodes are labeled, tbere overlapbetween them,
denotedDv(C, C"), is the number of common links in the coresandC’, i.e., the number
of ordered pairgj, ¢) for which Q;; andQ;j are both non-zercmZZ]. If either &f or C’ does
not have a core)v(C, C") is identically zero.

Keystone nodes

In ecology certain species are referred to as keystoneegpecthose whose extinction or
removal would seriously disturb the balance of the ecosy$p, [25,[2b[ 27]. One might
similarly ask for the notion of a keystone node in a directexpd that captures some important
organizational role played by a node. Consider the impatii@hypothetical removal of any
nodes from a graphC'. One can, for example, ask for the core of the graph ¢ that would
result if node: (along with all its links) were removed frod. We will refer to a node as
akeystone nod# C has a non-vanishing core aath(C,C — i) = 0 [E]. Thus a keystone
node is one whose removal modifies the organizational streicif the graph (as represented
by its core) drastically. In each of Figurﬂs 4a-d, for exaamtie core is the entire graph. In
FigureBla, all the nodes are keystone, since the removalyoba@ of them would leave the
graph without an ACS (and hence without a core). In generanathe core of a graph is a
singlen-cycle, for anyn, all the core nodes are keystone. In FigDre 4b, nodes 3, 4 anel 5
keystone but the other nodes are not, and in Fiﬁhre 4c onlgnddand 5 are keystone. In
Figurel]ld, there are no keystone nodes. These examplesisatthve more internal pathways
a core has (generally, this implies a higher value gf the less likely it is to have keystone
species, and hence the more robust its structure is to rdmirades.

Figure[P7 illustrates another type of graph structure whiaé & keystone node. The graph
in Figure|ya consists of a 2-cycle (nodes 4 and 5) downstream &n irreducible subgraph
consisting of nodes 1,2 and 3. The core of this graph is therlmteducible subgraph. Figure
|2|b shows the graph that results if node 3 is removed withaliriks. This consists of one
2-cycle downstream from another. Though both 2-cycles asiclsubgraphs of the graph,
as discussed in Example 7, Fingl]e 5g, this graph has a unige ¢onstant multiples) PFE,
whose subgraph consists of the downstream cycle (nodes 8)amdy. Thus the 2-cycle 4-5
is the core of the graphiin Figuﬂa 7b. Cleafly(C, C' — 3) = 0 therefore node 3 in Figu@ 7a
is a keystone node.

We remark that the above purely graph theoretic definitioa kéystone node turns out

1The definition of the core of a graph given in refEI [E, 23] spacial case of this definition, holding only for
graphs where each connected component of the dominant ACSohaore than one basic subgraph.
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to be useful in the dynamical system discussed in this anfbtteeving sections. For other
dynamical systems, other definitions of keystone might beemeeful.

0.4 Graph dynamics

So far we have discussed the algebraic properties of a fixaghgrand the attractors of a
particular dynamical system on arbitrary, but fixed graptmwvever one of the most interest-
ing properties of complex systems is that the graph of ictéyras among their components
evolves with time, resulting in many interesting adaptiieipomena. We now turn to such an
example, where the graph itself is a dynamical variable ,disidlay how phenomena such as
self-organization, catastrophes, innovation, etc, caeakVe shall see that the above discus-
sion of (static) graph theory will be crucial in understarglihese phenomena.

We consider a process which alters a graph in discrete skbpseries of graphs produced
by such a process can be denotgdn = 1,2, . ... A graph update event will be one step of
the process, taking a graph frath,_; to C,,. In fact the process we consider is a specific ex-
ample of a Markov process on the space of graphs. Attimel, the graphC,,_; determines
the transition probability to all other graphs. The stoticgsrocess picks the new gragh,
using this probability distribution and the trajectory nes\forward in graph space. In the ex-
ample we consider, the transition probability is not spediéxplicitly. It arises implicitly as a
consequence of the dynamiﬂs (1) that takes place on a fasstiale for the fixed graphi, ;.

The graph dynamics is implemented as foIIo@ [20]:
Initially the graph is random: for every ordered péirj) with i # j, ¢;; is independently
chosen to be unity with a probabiligyand zero with a probability — p. ¢;; is set to zero for
all i. Eachz; is chosen randomly ifo, 1] and allz; are rescaled so that_; z; = 1.

Step 1. WithC fixed, x is evolved according to|:|(1) until it converges to a fixed ppint
denotedX. The setl of nodes with the leask; is determined, i.ef = {i € S|X; =
minjesz}.

Step 2. A node, say nodg is picked randomly fron and is removed from the graph
along with all its links.

Step 3. A new node (also denotgjlis added to the graph. Links to and fratrio other
nodes are assigned randomly according to the same rul&rieveryi # k c¢;; andcy; are
independently reassigned to unity with probabijitand zero with probability — p, irre-
spective of their earlier values, ang is set to zero. All other matrix elements 6fremain
unchangedzy, is set to a small constamy, all otherx; are perturbed by a small amount from
their existing valueX;, and allz; are rescaled so th@:le z; = 1.

This process, from step 1 onwards, is iterated many times.

Notice that the population dynamics and the graph dynamigaupled: the evolution
of the 2; depends on the grapti in step 1, and the evolution a@f in turn depends on the
x; through the choice of which node to remove in step 2. Therdveoetimescales in the
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dynamics, a short timescale over which the graph is fixedenthiéx; evolve, and a longer
timescale over which the graph is changed.

This dynamics is motivated by the origin of life problem, iarficular the puzzle of how
a complex chemical organization might have emerged fromidéiali‘random soup’ of chem-
icals, as discussed in section 1. Let us consider a pond opréimotic earth containing
molecular species which interact catalytically as disedss the previous section, and let us
allow the chemical organization to evolve with time due tdmas natural process which re-
move species from the pond and bring new species into the. gidnd over short timescales
we let the populations of the species evolve accordind]to @yer longer timescales we
imagine the prebiotic pond to be subject to periodic pegtidms from storms, tides or floods.
These perturbations remove existing species from the poddrdroduce new species into
it. The species most likely to be completely removed frompbad are those that have the
least number of molecules. The new species could have lgrdiféerent catalytic properties
from those removed or those existing in the pond. The abdes make the idealization that
the perturbation eliminates exactly one existing spedhes fias the least relative population)
and brings in one new species. The behaviour of the systesrdialepend crucially on this
assumption|E3].

While in previous sections we have considered graphs witycles, the requiremeny; =
0 in the present section forbids 1-cycles in the graph. Thawuatidn is the following: 1-
cycles represent self-replicating species (see previext®s, Example 2). Such species, e.g.,
RNA molecules, are difficult to produce and maintain in a ppbscenario and it is generally
believed that it requires a complex self supporting molacotganization to be in pladefore
an RNA world, for example, can take oE[ 29]. Thus, we wislkaddress the question: can
we get complex molecular organizations without puttingal-seplicating species by hand in
the model? As we shall see below, this does indeed happee, sien though self-replicating
individual species are disallowed, collectively selfliegting autocatalytic sets can still arise
by chance on a certain time scale, and when they do, theyetrigavave of self-organization
in the system.

The rules for changing the graph implemsatectionandnovelty two important features
of natural evolution. Selection is implemented by remowimg species which is ‘performing
the worst’, with ‘performance’ in this case being equated $pecies’ relative population (step
2). Adding a new species introduces novelty into the systiote that although the actual
connections of a new node with other nodes are created rdgdbmnew node has the same
average connectivity as the initial set of nodes. Thus thegpecies is not biased in any way
towards increasing the complexity of the chemical orgaiima Step 2 and step 3 represent
the interaction of the system with the external environmdrite third feature of the model
is dynamics of the system that depends upon the interactimmg its components (step 1).
The phenomenato be described in the following sectionslbererssequences of the interplay
between these three elements — selection, novelty andemahtdynamics.

0.5 Self Organization

We now discuss the results of graph evolution. FigﬂJre 8 shibevsotal number of links in the
graph versus timen(, the number of graph updates). Three runs of the model destim the
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previous section, each with= 100 and different values g are exhibited. Also exhibited
is a run where there wawo selection(in which step 2 is modified: instead of picking one
of the nodes of, any one of thes nodes is picked randomly and removed from the graph
along with all its links. The rest of the procedure remairesghme). FigurE 9 shows the time
evolution of two more quantities for the same three runs wélection displayed in Figure
E. The quantities plotted are the number of nodes with> 0, s1, and the Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue of the graphy;. The values of the parametessand s for the displayed runs
were chosen to lie in the regims < 1. Much of the analytical work described below,
such as estimation of various timescales, assumegthak 1. Figure shows snapshots
of the graph at various times in the run shown in Figﬂre 9bctviiasp = 0.0025. It is
clear that without selection each graph update replacesdonaly chosen node with another
which has on average the same connectivity. Therefore yghgremains random like the
starting graph and the number of links fluctuates about its@en graph value: ps?. As
soon as selection is turned on the behaviour becomes meresting. Three regimes can be
observed. First, the ‘random phase’ where the number o$ Ifhictuates aroungs? ands;

is small. Second, the ‘growth phase’ whé@nds; show a clear rising tendency. Finally, the
‘organized phase’ wherkagain hovers (with large fluctuations) about a value muchénig
than the initial random graph value, apdfluctuates (again with large fluctuations) about its
maximum values. The time spent in each phase clearly dependg,aand we find it also
depends on. This behaviour can be understood by taking a look at thetsire of the graph
in each of these phases, especially the ACS structure, angl thhe results of sections 2 and
3.

0.5.1 The random phase

Initially, the random graph contains no cycles, and hencA@8s, and its Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue is\; = 0. We have seen in section 3 that for such a graph the attradtdrave
nonzero components for all nodes which are at the ends obttyekt paths of nodes, and zero
for every other node. (In FigurE]lOa, there are two pathsraftle4, which are the longest
paths in the graph. Both end at node 13, which is thereforetie populated node in the
attractor for this graph.) These nodes, then, are the onfiesiprotected from elimination
during the graph update. However, these nodes have higiivestoopulationdbecause they
are supported by other nodewhile the latter (supporting) nodes do not have high redati
populations. Inevitably within a few graph updates a supipgmode will be removed from
the graph. When that happens a node which presently hasnoakizevill no longer be at the
end of the longest path and hence will ggt= 0. For example node 34, which belongsip
is expected to be picked for replacement witkirO(s) graph update time steps. In fact it is
replaced in the 8th time step. After that node 13 becomesgesom and joins the set. Thus
no structure is stable when there is no ACS. Eventually,@dles are removed and replaced,
and the graph remains random.

Note that the inital random graph is likely to contain no egolvherp is small ps << 1).
If larger values ofp are chosen, it becomes more likely that the initial graph eghtain a
cycle. If it does, there is no random phase; the system isitht#hre growth phase, discussed
below, right from the initial time step.
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0.5.2 The growth phase

At some graph update an ACS is formed by pure chance. Thelpititpaf this happening can
be closely approximated by the probability of a 2-cycle &imeplest ACS) forming by chance,
which isp?s (= the probability that in the row and column correspondmtiie replaced node
in C, any matrix element and its transpose both turn out to bgunithus the average time
of appearance of an ACS igp?s. In the run whose snapshots are displayed in Fi@lre 10, a
2-cycle between nodes 26 and 90 formeaiat 2854. This is a graph which consists of a
2-cycle and several other chains and trees. For such a grapiave shown in Example 3 in
section 3 that the attractor has non-z&fpfor nodes 26 and 90 and zero for all other nodes.
The dominant ACS consists of nodes 26 and 90. Therefore tiabes cannot be picked for
removal at the graph update and hence a graph update camstratyckbe links that make the
dominant ACSThe autocatalytic property is guaranteed to be preserved tire dominant
ACS spans the whole graph

When a new node is added to the graph at a graph update, onme®ethings will happen:

1. The new node will not have any links from the dominant AC8 aill not form a
new ACS. In this case the dominant ACS will remain unchangfeel,new node will have
zero relative population and will be part of the least fit $&ir smallp this is the most likely
possibility.

2. The new node gets an incoming link from the dominant ACShamte becomes a part
of it. In this case the dominant ACS grows to include the nedend~or smalp, this is less
likely than the first possibility, but such events do happeah iaa fact are the ones responsible
for the growth of complexity and structure in the graph.

3. The new node forms another ACS. This new ACS competes hgtltisting dominant
ACS. Whether it now becomes dominant, overshadowing theiqare dominant ACS or it
gets overshadowed, or both ACSs coexist depends on thenPemobenius eigenvalues of
their respective subgraphs and whether (and which) ACSimsiveam of the other. It can be
shown that this is a rare event compared with possibilitiaad 2.

Typically the dominant ACS keeps growing by accreting nedeas) usually one at atime,
until the entire graph is an ACS. At this point the growth ghatops and the organized phase
begins. As a consequence it follows thatis a nondecreasing function ofas long ass; < s

[.d).

Time scale for growth of the dominant ACS.
If we assume that possibility 3 above is rare enough to neghed that the dominant ACS
grows by adding a single node at a time, we can estimate thertouired for it to span the
entire graph. Let the dominant ACS consisefn) nodes at timex. The probability that the
new node gets an incoming link from the dominant ACS and h@riggit isps;. Thus inAn
graph updates, the dominant ACS will grow, on averageby = ps; An nodes. Therefore
s1(n) = si(nq)exp((n — ny)/74), Wherer, = 1/p, n, is the time of arrival of the first
ACS ands; (n,) is the size of the first ACS (=2 for the run shown in Fig 10HuFs; is
expected to grow exponentially with a characteristic ticaésr, = 1/p. The time taken from
the arrival of the ACS to its spanningig1n(s/s1(n,)). This analytical result is confirmed
by simulations (see Figu@ll).

In the displayed run, after the first ACS (a 2-cycle) is fornaéd = 2854, it takes 1026
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time steps, untih = 3880 for the dominant ACS to span the entire graph (Fie 10cis Th
explains how an autocatalytic network structure and thétipeseedback processes inherent
in it can bootstrap themselves into existence from a small.s&he small seed, in turn, is
more or less guaranteed to appear on a certain time sigalés(in the present model) just by
random processes.

A measure of the ‘structure’ of the evolved graph.
A fully autocatalytic graph is a highly improbable strucuConsider a graph afnodes and
let the probability of a positive link existing between argimpof nodes be*. Such a graph
has on average* = p*(s — 1) incoming or outgoing positive links per node since linksiro
a node to itself are disallowed. For the entire graph to be@8,Aach node must have at least
one incoming link, i.e. each row of the matiix must contain at least one positive element.
Hence the probabilityP, for the entire graph to be an ACS is
P = probability that every row has at least one positive entry

= [probability that a row has at least one positive efitry

= [1 — (probability that every entry of a row is zef6é

= [I-Q1-p)'P

= -0 -m*/(s-1)*']

Note from Figur€[|8 that at spanning the number of link®{s). Thus the average degree
m™* at spanning i€)(1). We have found this to be true in all the runs we have done where
initial average degree (at= 1) wasO(1) or less.

For larges andm* ~ O(1), P =~ (1 — e~ )* ~ e~®%, wherea is positive, and)(1).
Thus a fully autocatalytic graph is exponentially unlikédyform if it were being assembled
randomly. In the present model nodes are being added cazhplahdomly but the underlying
population dynamics and the selection imposed at each gragiaite result in the inevitable
arrival of an ACS (in, on average, = 1/p?s time steps) and its inevitable growth into a fully
autocatalytic graph in (on average) an additionat, In s time steps.

It is a noteworthy feature of self-organization in the presmodel that an organization
whose a priori probability to arise is exponentially smalle~%*, arises inevitably in a rather
short time,~ %lns (for larges). Why does that happen? First a small ACS of siz@,,) ~
O(1) forms by pure chance. The probability of this happening isexponentially small; it
is in fact quite substantial. Once this has formed, it is gpevative structure and is therefore
stable. Its appearance ushers in an exponential growtrustste with a time scale, = 1/p.
Hence a graph whose ‘structuredness’ (measured by theroeaipof the probability of its
arising by pure chance} ¢** arises in onIy% In s steps.

As mentioned in the introduction, one of the major puzzlethim origin of life is the
emergence of very special chemical organizations in aivelgtshort time. We hope that
the mechanism described above, or its analogue in a sufficiealistic model, will help in
addressing this puzzle. The relevance of this mechanistiéoorigin of life is discussed in
ref. [ﬂ]. We remark that other models of self-organizatiewy. the well-stirred hypercycle)
do not seem to be able to produce complex structured orgamsdrom a simple starting
network (see ref[[33]).

Another graph theoretic measure of the structure of thevedajraph is ‘interdependency
among the nodes, discussedm [E, 21]. Like the links andhe interdependency is low in
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the random phase, then rises in the growth phase to a valtis #taut an order of magnitude
higher.

0.5.3 The organized phase

Once an ACS spans the entire graph the effective dynamids alganges although the mi-
croscopic dynamical rules are unchanged. At spanninghfofitst time since the formation
of the initial ACS, a member of the dominant ACS will be pickedremoval. This is because
at spanning all nodes by definition belong to the dominant &B8& have non zero relative
populations; one node nevertheless has to be picked forv@mMost of the time the re-
moval of the node with the least; will result in minimal damage to the ACS. The rest of
the ACS will remain with high populations, and the new nod# kéep getting repeatedly
removed and replaced until it once again joins the ACS. Thuaill fluctuate between and

s — 1 most of the time. However, once in a while, the node whichisaeed happens to be
playing a crucial role in the graph structure despite its pmpulation. Then its removal can
trigger large changes in the structure and catastrophjasdros; andi. Alternatively it can
sometimes happen that the new node added can trigger aoptesbecause of the new graph
structure it creates. The catastrophes and the mechanisitis @ause them are the subject of
the next section.

0.6 Catastrophes and recoveries in the organized phase

Figure[1 shows the same run as that of Figlire 9mfer 1 to n =50,000. In this long run
one can see several sudden, large drops ircatastrophesn which a large fraction of the
s species become extinct. Some of the drops seem to take ttesrspack into the random
phase, others are followed bgcoveriesn which s; rises back towards its maximum valsie
The recoveries are comparatively slower than the catastpvhich in fact occur in a single
time step.

In order to understand what is happening during the cafalsé#®and subsequent recover-
ies we begin by examining the possible changes that an additia deletion of a node can
make to the core of the dominant ACS.

Deletion of a node
We have already seen how the deletion of a node can changerthe recall the discussion of
keystone nodes in section 3: the removal of a keystone nadétsen a zero overlap between
the cores of the dominant ACS before and after the removal.eth zore overlap means
that a single graph update event (in which one of the leastlptgd species is replaced by a
randomly connected one) has caused a major reorganizdtthe dominant ACS: the cores
of the dominant ACS before and after the event (if an ACS afiists) have not even a single
link in common. We will call such eventsore-shifts

In an actual run a keystone node can only be removed if it hagpfmebe one of the nodes
with the leastX;. However the core nodes are often ‘protected’ by havingdnigh. Why is
that?
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X is an eigenvector of’ with eigenvalue\,. Therefore, whern\; # 0 it follows that for
nodes of the dominant ACS; = (1/\1) Zj ¢i; X ;. If nodei of the dominant ACS has only
one incoming link (from the nodg say) thenX; = X;/\;; we can say thak; is ‘attenuated’
with respect taX; by a factor\;. The periphery of an ACS is a tree like structure emanating
from the core, and for smahl most periphery nodes have a single incoming link. For irctan
the graph in Figurﬂ.Oc, whosg = 1.31, has a chain of nodesl — 45 — 24 — 29 —

52 — 89 — 86 — 54 — 78. The farther down such a chain a periphery node is, the lower
is its X; because of the cumulative attenuation. For such an ACS)with 1 the ‘leaves’ of

the periphery tree (such as node 78) will typically be theemgsewith leastX; while the core
nodes will have largeX;.

However, whem\; = 1 there is no attenuation. Recall that Proposition 1(iii)whthat at
A1 = 1 the core must be a cycle or a set of disjoint cycles, hence@aeilnode has only one
incoming link within the dominant ACS. All core nodes have same value oK;. As one
moves out towards the peripheky = 1 implies there is no attenuation, hence each node in
the periphery that receives a single link from one of the cades will also have the sanmi&.
Some periphery nodes may have highgtrif they have more than one incoming link from the
core. lterating this argument as one moves further outwiaods the core, it is clear that at
A1 = 1 the coreis not protected and in fact will always belong tosthteof least fit nodes if the
dominant ACS spans the graph. We have already seen in s&di@at when\; = 1 and the
core is a single cycle every core node is a keystone node.Wwhes\; = 1 the organization
is fragile and susceptible to core-shifts caused by the vahas a keystone node.

Addition of node

We now turn to the effects of the addition of a node to the demirACS. We will use the
notationC;, = C,,_1 — k for the graph ofs — 1 nodes just before the new node at time step
n is brought in (and just after the least populated spetissemoved fronC,,_1). @/, will
stand for the core of”/,. In the new attractor the new speciesnay go extinct, i.e. X may

be zero, or it may survive, i.eX}, is non-zero. If the new species goes extinct then it remains
in the set of least fit nodes and clearly there is no changegt@d®minant ACS. So we will
focus on events in which the new species survives in the nieactdr.

Innovations

We define arinnovationto be a new node for whicl,, in the new attractor is nonzero, i.e.
a new node which survives till the next graph upd@a [23]sThay seem to be a very weak
requirement, yet we will see that it has nontrivial consexpes. A description of various

types of innovations and their consequences, with exaniplgs/en in ]. Here we present
a graph-theoretic classification of innovations (in terrha bierarchy, see Figu@lS).

The innovations which have the least impact on the popuatid the species and the evo-
lution of the graph on a short time scale (of a few graph umjatee ones which do not affect
the core of the dominant ACS, if it exists. Such innovatioresaf three types (see boxes 1-3
in Figure[13):

1. Random phase innovations.These are innovations which occur in the random phase
when no ACS exists in the graph, and they do not create any r@8sA These innovations
are typically short lived and have little short term or loegt impact on the structure of the
graph.
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2. Incremental innovations. These are innovations which occur in the growth and organize
phases, which add new nodes to the periphery of the domira8twithout creating any new
irreducible subgraph. In the short term they only affectghdaphery and are responsible for
the growth of the dominant ACS. In a longer term they can afferathe core as chains of
nodes from the periphery join the core of the dominant ACS.

3. Dormant innovations. These are innovations which occur in the growth and organize
phases, which create new irreducible subgraphs in thelpagipf the dominant ACS. These
innovations also affect only the periphery in the short tefut they have the potential to
cause core-shifts later if the right conditions occur (d&sed in the next subsection).

Innovations which do immediately affect the core of the xgsdominant ACS are al-
ways ones which create a new irreducible subgraph. Theylsoeohthree types (see boxes
4-6 in Figurd 1B):

4. Core enhancing innovations.These innovations result in the expansion of the existing
core by the addition of new links and nodes from the periploeigutside the dominant ACS.
They result in an increase af of the graph.

5. Core-shifting innovations. These are innovations which cause an immediate core-shift
often accompanied by the extinction of a large number ofiggec

6. Creation of the first ACS. This is an innovation which creates an ACS for the first time
in a graph which till then had no ACSs. The innovation movesdistem from the random
phase to the growth phase, triggering the self organizatfche system around the newly
created ACS.

Innovations of types 4, 5 and 6 which affect the core of theidamt ACS will be called
core-transforming innovationsThese innovations cause a substantial change in the vector
of relative populations in a single graph update. Innovetiof type 5 and 6 also make a
qualitative change in the structure of the graph and sigmfig influence subsequent graph
evolution. The following theorem makes precise the coadgiunder which a core transform-
ing innovation can occur.

Core transforming Theorem

Let N (or N,, at time stepr) denote the maximal new irreducible subgraph which incdude
the new species. One can show th&at will become the new core of the graph, replacing the
old core@,,—1, whenever either of the following conditions are true:

(@) A1 (Nn) > Ai(@,) o,

(b) A1 (N,) = M (Q),) andN,, is ‘downstream’ ofQ,, (i.e., there is a path fro®!, to N,, but
not fromN,, to Q’,.)

Such an innovation will fall into category 4 abovelf,_; C N,,. However, ifQ,,_; and
N, are disjoint, we get a core-shift and the innovation is okt$f QQ,,_1 is non-empty and
type 6 otherwise.
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0.6.1 Catastrophes, core-shifts and a classification of pxgnate causes

The large sudden drops visible in Fig@ 12 are now discus9ed first task is to see if the
large drops are correlated to specific changes in the steuofuhe graph. Let us focus on
those events in which more than 50% of the species go exfiiere were 701 such events
out of 1.55 million graph updates in a set of runs witk 100, p = 0.0025. Figur shows

a histogram of core overlagsv(C,,—1, C,,) for these 701 events. 612 of these have zero core
overlap, i.e., they are core-shifts. If we now look at onlggl events in which more than 90%
of the species went extinct then we find 235 such events iretime suns, out of which 226 are
core-shifts. Clearly most of the large extinction eventggen when there is a drastic change
in the structure of the dominant ACS — a core-shift.

Classification of core-shifts

Using the insights from the above discussion of the effettietetion or addition of a node,
we can classify the different mechanisms which cause duiftss Figure differentiates
between the 612 core-shifts we observed amongst the 70lesta$hey fall into three cate-
gories ]: (i) complete crashes3p events), (ii) takeovers by core-transforming innovations
(241 events), and (iii) takeovers by dormant innovatia2&5(events).

Complete crashes

A complete craslis an event in which an ACS exists before but not after the lytgate.
Such an event takes the system into the random phase. A denepdesh occurs when a key-
stone node is removed from the graph. For exampte-at8232 the graph had; = 1 and its
core was the simple 3-cycle of nodes 20, 50 and 54. As we havead®ve, when the core is
a single cycle every core node is a keystone node and is atbe iset of least fit nodes. At
n = 8233 node 54 was removed thus disrupting the 3-cycle. The reguiiaph had no ACS
and)\; dropped to zero. As we have discussed earlier, graphs\with 1 are the ones which
are most susceptible to complete crashes. This can be sE'egu'ne: every complete crash
occurred from a graph with; (C,,—1) = 1.

Takeovers by core-transforming innovations

An example of a takeover by a core-transforming innovatgogiven in FigureﬂOg,h. At
n = 6061 the core was a single loop comprising nodésand74. Node60 was replaced by a
new species at = 6062 creating a cycle comprising nodé, 21, 41, 19 and73, downstream
from the old core. The graph at = 6062 has one cycle feeding into a second cycle that is
downstream from it. We have already seen in section 3 (sedisbassion of Example 4) that
for such a graph only the downstream cycle is populated andgtream cycle and all nodes
dependent on it go extinct. Thus the new cycle becomes theconewvand the old core goes
extinct resulting in a core-shift. This is an example of dtind (b) for a core-transforming
innovation. For all such events in Figrd 16,(Q’,) = A\1(C,_1) sincek happened not to
be a core node of’,_;. Thus these core-shifts satisiy (C,,) = A\ (N,) > M(Q),) =

A1 (Cy—1) > 1in Figure[1b.

Takeovers by dormant innovations
We have earlier discussed dormant innovations, which eraatirreducible structure in the
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periphery of the dominant ACS which does not affect its caréhat time. For example the
2-cycle comprising nodes 36 and 74 formechat 4696. At a later time such a dormant
innovation can result in a core-shift if the old core getdisigntly weakened.

In this case the core has become weakened by 5041, when it has\; = 1.24. The
structure of the graph at this time is very similar to the glrinFigure[ya. Just as node 3 in
Figurefya was a keystone node, here nodes 44, 85, and 98 aterkeyodes because remov-
ing any of them results in a graph like FigLﬂe 7b, consistihtyvo 2-cycles, one downstream
from the other.

Indeed atn = 5041, node85 is hit and the resulting graph at= 5042 has a cycle6
and90) feeding into another cycle3¢ and74). Thus atn = 5042 nodes36 and74 form the
new core with only one other downstream note,being populated. All other nodes become
depopulated resulting in a dropdin by 97. A dormantinnovation can takeover as the new core
only following a keystone extinction which weakens the oddec In such an event the new
core necessarily has a lower (but nonzerp}han the old core, i.ed; (Cr,—1) > M (Cp) > 1
(see Figur¢ 15).

Note that85 is a keystone node, and the graph is susceptible to a cditdsshausef the
innovation which created the cycle 36-74 earlier. If theleyaetweers6 and74 were absent,
85 would notbe a keystone species by our definition, since its removaldhtill leave part
of the core intact (nodexs and90).

0.6.2 Recoveries

After a complete crash the system is back in the random phase(s) graph updates each
node is removed and replaced by a randomly connected ncadtjmg in a graph as random as
the initial graph. Then the process starts again, with a n€8 Being formed after an average
of 1/p%s time steps and then growing to span the entire graph afteverage(1/p) In(s/so)
time steps, whergy is the size of the initial ACS that forms in this round (tydigas, = 2).

After other catastrophes, an ACS always survives. In theg tae system is in the growth
phase and immediately begins to recover, witlgrowing exponentially on a timescal¢p.
Note that these recoveries happen because of innovatiaisl{nof type 2 and 4, and some
of type 3).

0.6.3 Correlation between graph theoretic nature of pertubation and
its short and long term impact

In previous sections we have analysed several examplestafipations to the system. These
can be broadly placed in two classes based on their effegt:on

(i) ‘Constructive perturbations’: these include the bwfla new organization (an innovation of
type 6), the attachment of a new node to the core (an innavafitype 4) and an attachment
of a new node to the periphery of the dominant ACS (an innowadf type 2).

(ii) ‘Destructive perturbations’: these include complet@ashes and takeovers by dormant
innovations (both caused by the loss of a keystone node)}adadvers by core-transforming
innovations (innovations of type 5). Note that the word tdastive’ is used only in the sense



0.7 Concluding remarks 27

that several species go extinct on a short time scale (aesymgph update in the present model)
after such a perturbation. In fact, over a longer time scalaging from a few to several
hundred graph updates in the run of Figﬁfe 9b), the ‘desteidakeovers by innovations
generally trigger a new round of ‘constructive’ events likeremental innovations (type 2)
and core enhancing innovations (type 4).

Note that the maximum upheaval is caused by those pertartstat introduce new ir-
reducible structures in the graph (innovations of type 4n8 @) or those that destroy the
existing irreducible structure. For example the creatibihe first ACS atn = 2854 triggered
the growth phase, a complete change in the effective dyrsamfithie system. Other examples
of large upheavals are core-shifts caused by a takeover byeatiansforming innovation at
n = 6061, takeover by a dormant innovatiomat= 5041, and a complete crashat= 8233.

In sections 2 and 3 we have mentioned that irreducibilitgliated to the existence of positive
feedback and cooperation, and the ‘magnitude’ of the fegldisameasured by;. While the
present model is a highly simplified model of evolving netksmwe expect that this qualita-
tive feature, namely, the correlation between the dynanmggact of a perturbation and its
‘structural’ character embodied in its effect on the ‘lesEfeedback’ in the underlying graph,
will hold for several other complex systems.

0.7 Concluding remarks

In this article we have attempted to show that a certain @déslynamical systems, those in
which graphs coevolve with other dynamical variables tvim them (in our example, living
on the nodes of the graph), possess rich dynamical behawiuiah is analytically and com-
putationally tractable. Even in the highly idealized modisicussed here, this behaviour is
reminiscent of what happens in real life —- birth of orgatiaal structure characterized by
interdependence of components, cooperation of parts afrfenization giving way to com-
petition, robust organizations becoming fragile, crasines recoveries, innovations causing
growth as well as collapse, etc.

From the point of view of the origin of life problem the mainneusions are:
(i) The model shows the emergence of an organization whene eaists: a small ACS
emerges spontaneously by random processes and then dritpgeself-organization of the
system.
(ii) A highly structured organization, whose timescale ofrfiing by pure chance is expo-
nentially large (as a function of the size of the system)m®in this model in a very short
timescale that grows only logarithmically with the size loé tsystem. In|E1] we have specu-
lated that this timescale may be 100 million years for peptide based ACSs, which is in the
same ballpark as the timescale on which life is believed tee ltaiginated on the prebiotic
earth.

We remark that this speculation is not necessarily in calith, and is possibly comple-
mentary to, some other approaches to the origin of life:
(i) Complex autocatalytic organizations of polypeptidesild enter into symbiosis with the
autocatalytic citric acid cycle proposed [31]. The latt@uld help produce, among other
things, amino acid monomers needed by the former; the fomoetd provide catalysts for
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the latter.

(ii) It is conceivable that membranes (possibly lipid meer@s, which have been argued to
have their own catalytic dynamicE|32]) could form in regiamhere autocatalytic sets of the
kind discussed here existed, thereby surrounding comptdgaular organization in an en-
closure. These ‘cells’ may have contained different parte® ACS, thereby endowing them
with different fitnesses. Such an assembly could evolve.

(iii) It is also conceivable that such molecular organiaas formed an enabling environment
for self replicating molecules such as those needed for af RdtId.

Testing some of these possibilities is a task for future nwaded experiments. Furthermore,
the mathematical ideas and mechanisms discussed herebrighievant for these other ap-
proaches also.

The present model has a number of simplifying features witégrart from realism but en-
hance analytical tractability. One is the linearity of thepplations dynamics on a fixed graph.
Equation ﬂl) is nonlinear, but since it originates via a im@dr change of variables from a
linear equation, equatioﬂ(Z), its attractors can be easiglysed in terms of the underlying
linear system. The attractors are always fixed points, amgliat the Perron Frobenius eigen-
vectors of the adjacency matrix of the graph. This allowsausde (static) graph theoretic
results for analysis of the dynamics.

In this context it is helpful to note that while the populatidynamics in the present model
is essentially linear as long as the graph is fixed, the maghald the result of the population
dynamics into the subsequent graph update (the least gedulade is removed). Thus over
long time scales over which the graph changes, the ‘coupbngtantst;; in equation ﬂL) are
not constant but implicitly depend upon thg thus making the evolution highly nonlinear.
By virtue of the simplifying device of widely separated tirseales for the graph dynamics
and the population dynamics (the population variableshrélaeir attractor before the graph
is modified), what we have is piecewise linear populationadyits. It is essentially linear
between two graph updates, and nonlinear over longer tiadesbecause of the intertwining
of population dynamics and graph dynamics. This nonlitgariessential for all the complex
phenomena described above, while the short time scaleilipesan aid in analysis. It would
be interesting to explore complex phenomena in models irchvtiie short term population
dynamics is also inherently nonlinear. This naturally esig prebiotic chemistry when the
concentration of the reactants (which are assumed buffezez) are dynamical variables in
addition to the catalysts and products, as well as in seothal fields.

The present model describes a well-stirred reactor; threre@spatial degrees of freedom.
This precludes a discussion of the origin of spatial stmgcéund its consequences alluded to in
section 1. It is worthwhile to extend the model in that dif@et Another issue is the genera-
tion of novelty. Here the links of the new node are drawn frofited probability distribution.
In real systems this distribution depends upon the (histfrgtates of the system. A further
direction for generalization consists in letting the twaodi scales of the population and graph
dynamics, separated by hand in the present model, be enalagien

Acknowledgements.S. J. acknowledges the Associateship of the Abdus Salamhttenal
Centre for Theoretical Physics, Trieste. S. K. acknowlsdgdunior Research Fellowship
from the Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, éndihis work is supported in part



0.7 Concluding remarks

by a grant from the Department of Science and Technologyt.Gb¥ndia.

29






Bibliography

[1] Albert, R. and Barabasi, A.-L. (2002) Statistical meoita of complex networksRev.
Mod. Phys74, 47 (www.arXiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0106096)

[2] Dorogovtsev, S. N. and Mendes, J. F. F. (2002) Evolutibneiworks,Adv. Phys51
1079(www.arXiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0106144)

[3] Strogatz, S. H. (2001) Exploring complex networksture410, 268-276.

[4] Watts, D. J. (1999p5mall Worlds: The dynamics of Networks between Order and Ran
domnesgPrinceton Univ. Press, Princeton).

[5] Dyson, F. (1985Prigins of Life(Cambridge Univ. Press Cambridge, UK).

[6] Farmer, J. D., Kauffman, S. and Packard, N. H. (1986) Aatalytic replication of poly-
mers,PhysicaD2250-67.

[7] Bagley, R. J., Farmer, J. D. and Fontana, W. (1991) Elmiubf a metabolism, irrti-
ficial Life Il, eds. Langton, C. G., Taylor, C., Farmer, J. D. and RasmuSsé€Addison
Wesley, Redwood City), pp. 141-158.

[8] Kauffman, S. A. (1993 he Origins of OrdeXOxford Univ. Press).

[9] Bak, P. and Sneppen, K. (1993) Punctuated equilibriuchaiticality in a simple model
of evolution,Phys. Rev. Letf71, 4083-4086.

[10] Fontana, W. and Buss, L. (1994) The arrival of the fittdsivard a theory of biological
organizationBull. Math. Biol.56, 1-64.

[11] Harary, F. (1969%raph TheoryAddison Wesley, Reading, MA, USA).

[12] Bang-Jensen, J. and Gutin, G. (20@iygraphs: Theory, Algorithms and Applications
(Springer-Verlag, London).

[13] Seneta, E. (197N on-Negative MatricefGeorge Allen and Unwin, London).

[14] Berman, A. and Plemmons, R. J. (199)n-negative matrices in the mathematical
sciencegSIAM, Philadelphia).

[15] Rothblum, U. G. (1975) Algebraic eigenspaces of nomtigg matricesl.inear Algebra
and Appl12, 281-292.

[16] Jain, S. and Krishna, S. (1999) Emergence and growtbmifptex networks in adaptive
systemsComputer Physics Comrh21-122116-121.

[17] Eigen, M. (1971) Self-organization of matter and thelation of biological macro-
moleculesNaturwissenschaftebs, 465-523.

[18] Kauffman, S.A. (1971) Cellular homeostasis, epigenasd replication in randomly
aggregated macromolecular systeths;yberneticd, 71-96.

[19] Rossler, O. E. (1971) A system theoretic model of biagi Z. Naturforschung6b,
741-746.



32 Bibliography

[20] Jain, S. and Krishna, S. (1998) Autocatalytic sets dmedgrowth of complexity in an
evolutionary modelPhys. Rev. LetB1, 5684-5687.

[21] Jain, S. and Krishna, S. (2001) A model for the emergafiamoperation, interdepen-
dence and structure in evolving networRsoc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA8, 543-547.

[22] Jain, S. and Krishna, S. (2002) Crashes, recoveriekang-shifts’ in a model of evolv-
ing networksPhys. Rev. B5, 026103 www.arXiv.org/abs/nlin.AO/0107037

[23] Jain, S. and Krishna, S. (2001) Large extinctions in aoligionary model: the role
of innovation and keystone specieBroc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA99, 2055-2060,
www.arXiv.org/abs/nlin.AO/0107038

[24] Paine, R. T. (1969) A note on trophic complexity and coumity stability, Am. Nat.103
91-93.

[25] Pimm, S. L. (1991)The Balance of Nature? Ecological Issues in the Consermaifo
Species and Communiti@dniv. of Chicago Press, Chicago).

[26] Jordan, F., Takacks-Santa, A. and Molnar, . (198%eliability theoretical quest for
keystonesPQIKOS86, 453-462.

[27] Solé, R. V. and Montoya, J. M. (2000) Complexity andyjfitily in ecological networks,
www.arXiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0011196

[28] Joyce, G. F., Schwartz, A. W., Miller, S. L. and Orgel, EE.. (1987) The case for an
ancestral genetic system involving simple analogues aftickeotidesProc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. (USAB4, 4398-4402.

[29] Joyce, G. F. (1989) RNA evolution and the origins of liature338 217-223.

[30] Jain, S. and Krishna, S. (2002) Constructive and detue effects of ‘innovation’ in
evolving networks, Preprint 2002.

[31] Morowitz, H. J., Kostelnik, J. D., Yang, J. and Cody, G.([R000) The origin of inter-
mediary metabolisnroc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA)7, 7704-7708.

[32] Segré, D., Ben-Eli, D., Deamer, W. D. and Lancet, D.OQ20The lipid world,Origins of
Life and Evol. of the Biosphefl, 119-145.



Bibliography

)
Y
Q)

0000100000000000000
oo;qupoooooooooooo
0000101000000000000
000001b000000000000
oooooopoooooooooooo
0000000100000000000
oooooooo;gooooooooo
0000000000010000000
000000000/0100000000
0000000000010000000
00000000000%0010000
0000000000000100000
0000000000000010000
000000000000010D0000
0000000000000000100/0
000000000000000041000

00000000000000000001

33



Bibliography

d)
e=(11000000000000000000)

g=(00000110000000000000)
g=(00000000000001111110)

€=(00000000000000000001)

Figure 1: a. A directed graph with 20 node$. The adjacency matrix of the graph in Figure
a. c. A subgraph of the graph in Figuﬂs la. The adjacency matrir@Btibgraph is the shaded
portion of the matrix in Figurﬂ 1bd. Four Perron-Frobenius eigenvectors (PFEs) of the graph
in Figureﬂa. The first three vectors have been divided byfadaif 2, 2 and 6 respectively to
normalize theme. The irreducible decomposition of the graph in FiﬁFre la subgraphs”,,
with o = 1,2,...,14. Each of the 14 nodes of the graph in Figlfe 1e representsr &ith
irreducible subgraph of the graph in Figm'e 1a, or a singtiertbat is not part of any irreducible
graph. The basic subgraphs of the graph in FigﬂJre la aresmpme by yellow nodes. The
dotted lines in FigurEl 1b demarcate the adjacency matrmeesponding to the subgrapbs..
Colours identify the attractor of the dynamics discussesdeiction 3, except in Figuvﬂ le. In
all graphs in the article (except Fig 1le), white nodeslmero relative population in the
attractor,X; = 0, while blue and red nodes have > 0. In graphs that have an autocatalytic
set, red nodes belong to the core of the dominant autocatabttof the graph, blue nodes to its
periphery, and white nodes are outside the dominant aatytatset.
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a) b) c) d) e
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Figure 2: Various autocatalytic sets (ACSs). A 1-cycle, the simplest ACSh. A 2-cycle. c.

An ACS which is not an irreducible grapt,e Examples of ACSs which are irreducible graphs
but not cycles.
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Figure 3: Example showing that th®, of a PFE subgraph equals the of the whole grapha.

A directed graph with 6 nodes. x is an eigenvector of its adjacency mat€ixwith eigenvalue
A1 = 1, which is the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of the graph. ridmezero components of
x and the corresponding rows and columns’bére highlighted.c. The subgraph of the PFE
x. d. The vectorx’ constructed by removing the zero components @ an eigenvector of the
adjacency matrix(”’, of the PFE subgraph. Its corresponding eigenvalue is,unftich is also
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of the PFE subgraph.



36

Bibliography

a) b) C) d)
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A=1.00 A=1.19 A=1.36 A=1.52

Figure 4: )\, is a measure of the multiplicity of internal pathways in tlweecof simple PFE.
Four irreducible graphs are shown. An irreducible graptagisshas a unique PFE that is simple
and whose core is the entire graph. The Perron-Frobeniosaimeensures that adding a link to
the core of a simple PFE necessarily increases its PermipeRius eigenvalug;. The figure
also illustrates the concept of keystone nodes (see sekjtion

oINS
L s

Figure 5: Examples of graphs with a unique PFE. The subgraph of the BiFEides with the
nodes that are populated in the attractor.
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a) e =(1000000)
© @;@ ®-@-@® =(0001000)
e =(0000001)

b)
@ ®» & ©—~ ® =(110000000000)/

e,=(000011000000)/

J »—F ®—@ ® €=(000000000011)/

Figure 6: Examples of graphs with multiple PFEs. @), ez, es are all eigenvectors with
eigenvalue\; = 0. Only es is the attractor. Thus for generic initial conditions, omigde
7, which sits at the end point of the longest chain of hodeoufated in the attractor. (b)
e, ez, ez are all eigenvectors with eigenvalue = 1, but onlyes is the attractor. Only the
2-cycle of nodes 11 and 12, which sits at the end of the longesin of cycles, is populated in
the attractor.

e ()

Figure 7: Example illustrating the notion of keystone species andptienomenon of a core-
shift. Node number 3 is keystone node of the graph in pdecause its removal produces the
graph inb which has a zero core overlap with the graplaiThe core nodes of both graphs are
coloured red. An event in which the core before the event éted the event have zero overlap
is called a ‘core-shift’.
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Figure 8: The number of links versus time (n) for various runs. Eachhads = 100. The
black curve is a run with selection turned off; a random nedecked for removal at each graph
update. The other curves show runs with selection turnechdméth differentp values: Blue

p = 0.001, Redp = 0.0025, Greenp = 0.005.



Bibliography 39

110 T

100

90~ q

80 q

60 - q
50 B

40 1

20 1 4

YT |

0 1 I I I I
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
n

160

140 1 I'LLLiL B

120 7

100 ’V q

80 7

>

20

st kot

1 1 1 1
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000

250 T

S J

7
150 [J ﬁ“"lth

50 - 7

0 (bt i | I I I I I I I I
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
n

Figure 9: Number of populated nodes;, (black curve) and the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue
of the graph\1, (red curve) versus timey, for the same three runs shown in Fig@e 8. Each
run hass = 100 andp = 0.001, 0.0025 and0.005 respectively. The\; values shown are 100
times the actual value.
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Figure 10: Snapshots of the graph at various times for the run showrginré@b withs = 100
andp = 0.0025. See text for a description of the major events. In all grapliste nodes are
those withX; = 0. All coloured nodes hav&(; > 0. In graphs which have an ACS, the red
nodes are core nodes and the blue nodes are periphery nodes.

slope = -0.964 £ 0.045 |

[EEY
o

% 6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1
In(ps)

Figure 11: Each data point shows the averagerpfthe growth timescale for an ACS) over 5
different runs withs = 100 and the giverp value. The error bars correspond to one standard
deviation. The solid line is the best linear fit to the datanpoon a log-log plot. Its slope is
consistent with the analytically predicted slope -1 (seediscussion of the growth phase in
section 5.)
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Figure 12: The same run displayed in Figtﬂe 9b over a longer timesdhle, £ 50000. This
displays repeated rounds of crashes and recoveries.
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Figure 13: A hierarchy of innovations. Each node in this binary treeespnts a class of node
addition events. Each class has a name; the small box cetitemathematical definition of the
class. All classes of events except the leaves of the tresudidivided into two exhaustive and
mutually exclusive subclasses (represented by the twahesnemanating downwards from the
class). The number of events in each class pertain to thefrE'rgoreﬂ)b with a total of 9999
graph updates, between = 1 (the initial graph) and» = 10000. In that run, out of 9999
node addition events, most (8929 events) are not innoatidine rest (1070 events), which
are innovations, are classified according to their grapbrétie structure. The classification is
general; it is valid for all runs X}, is the relative population of the new node in the attractor
configuration of) that is reached in step 1 of the dynanse® (Section 4) immediately fol-
lowing the addition of that nodeN stands for the new irreducible subgraph, if any, created
by the new node. If the new node causes a new irreducible apbgp be createdy is the
maximalirreducible subgraph that includes the new node. If pdt= ® (whered® stands for
the empty set)Q); is the core of the graph just before the addition of the noats fefore step 3

of the dynamics in Section 4) arfgl; the core just after the addition of the node. The six leaves
of the innovation subtree are numbered from 1 to 6 and casrespo the classes discussed in
Section 6. The impact of each kind of innovation on the systgmamics is discussed in the
text and in more detalil irmBO]. Some classes of events hapgety (e.g., classes numbered 5
and 6) but have a major impact on the dynamics of the system piiétise impact of all these
classes of innovations on the system over a short time seaferé the next graph update) as
well as their probable impact over the medium term (upto atfewssand graph updates) can be
predicted from the graph theoretic structure\dfand the rest of the graph at the moment these
innovations appear in a run.
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Figure 14: Large crashes are predominantly core-shifts. A histogrhooe overlaps for the
701 events where; dropped by more thars/2 observed in various runs with = 100 and
p = 0.0025, totalling 1.55 million iterations.
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Figure 15: Classification of core-shifts into three categories. Thaphrshows the frequency,
f, of the612 core-shifts observed (see FigLBa 14) in a set of runs with100 andp = 0.0025

vs. the); values before: (Crn—1), and after\1(C5), the core-shift. Complete crashes (black;
A (Cho1) = 1, M\i(Ch) = 0), takeovers by core-transforming innovations (blie(Cy) >
A1(Cr-1) > 1) and takeovers by dormant innovations (red{Cr—1) > A1(C,) > 1) are
distinguished. Numbers alongside vertical lines repregencorresponding value.



