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Infinite Allele Model with Fluctuating Population Size
| and the Effective Size of Population
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Abstract

The effective size of population has played an important role in population genetics.
We consider the infinite allele model whose population size is a stationary stochastic
process. For this model, the effects of fluctuation of population size on the effective size
are investigated. The effective size is not smaller than the harmonic mean of population
size and it is not larger than the arithmetic mean of population size. The effective size
is equal to the harmonic mean if the fluctuation of population size is uncorrelated. To
see explicitly the effects of the fluctuation of population size on the effective size, we
introduce a two-valued Markov chain model. Results on the two-valued Markov chain
model are compared with those of the Wright-Fisher model with fluctuating population
size.

This is a joint work with H. Tachida and H. Matsuda (Kyushu University)

1. Infinite allele model

An infinite dimensional diffusion process {z(t)}s>0 = {(z1(t), z2(t), --.) }t>0 on {(z1, z2, ...)

oo
€ R®|z; > 0, Zx, = 1} with the infinitesimal generator

=1
1 &zl — =) P -~ 0
A= 2 i]z'z:l N 81'1'3.’131' B ;uwl 81‘1 (1)

is referred to as the infinite allele model in population genetics (Ewens (1979)). Here, z;(t)
is the relative frequency (gene frequency) of the i-th type (allele) A; at time ¢, N is the size
of haploid population and u is the mutation rate per generation (N >0, 0 < u < 1).

The genetic diversity of this population can be measured by the average heterozygosity
(the probability that two genes sampled randomly from the population are different alleles)

Ht)=1- iE[mi(t)z].
i=1

By Kolmogorov forward equation, we have

dH(t) 1
— =~y HO +2u{1 - H®)},
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which has the solution

2N 1
—(2u+ )t
H(t) = 1+2N +{ (0) - 1+2N Trovae
and 9N
u
= l H(t) = ——+
H(c0) = Hm H(t) = 1550
By this formula, the population size N can be expressed as
1 H(co)
2u 1l — H(o0) @)

2. Infinite allele model with fluctuating population size

There is a lot of ecological data to the effect that the numbers of individuals in natural popu-
lations fluctuate considerably in each epoch and from generation to generation (Andrewartha
and Birch (1954), Elton and Nicholson (1942) and Odum (1959)). The variations in popu-
lation size are influenced by such factors as climate, the abundance of available resources,
fluctuation in prey-predator balance, competition with other species using the same habitat
(Nicholson (1957)). :

Fluctuation of population size is not independent from generation to generation in general
as in the case of stochastic selection (Gillespie and Guess (1978), lizuka (1987), lizuka and
Matsuda (1982), Seno and Shiga (1984) and Takahata et al. (1975)).

Let N(t) be the size of haploid population at time ¢. In this paper, we assume that
{N(t)}-co<t<co is a stationary process that is independent of the diffusion process {z(t)}+>0
defined by Eq.(1). An infinite dimensional diffusion process in a random environment with
the infinitesimal generator

1 > :l)z((sm .'B'
L= 2 iJZZ:I N(t) 8:1:18:1:] iZ::uxz

is referred to as the infinite allele model with fluctuating population size. For this model, the
average heterozygosity H(t) satisfies

dH(t)
dt N(t)

H(t) +2u{1 - H(t)}.
The solution of this differential equation is
¢
H(t) _ 2u/ e_ fzt{2u+ﬁ}dsdz+ H(O)e—— fot{2u+N_%s)-}ds_
0

Let 1
Np = B[]}
h [ N (t)]
be the harmonic mean of N(t). By applying Jensen’s inequality for f(z) = e~ (z > 0), we
have
2Npu

BHOIZ 15N

1 _ 1
{1 _ e—(2u+N—h)t} i H(O)e (2u+Nh )3
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and 9N,
1X'4
E|H > —. 3
[H(00)] 2 g Q
By Eq.(2), the effective size of population N, can be defined as
1  E[H(o00)]
Ne=——" """ 4
¢ 2ul— E[H(c0)]’ )
and we have
Ne > th (5)

by Inequality (3). Inequality (5) shows that the effective size of population N, is not smaller
than the harmonic mean Nj,.
Let
Ny =FE [N (t)]
be the arithmetic mean of N(t). By applying Jensen’s inequality again for g(z) = e

1
(x> 5), we have

2N,u 1 1
E < _2%a® g _ —(utg)t —(2ut 5t
(1) < (1= b+ H(O)e
and oN
< alt
E[H(00)] € T (6)
Then we have
N, < N,, (7)

by Inequality (6). Inequality (7) shows that the effective size of population N, is not larger
than the arithmetic mean N,.

3. Two-valued Markov chain model

To see how the effective size of population N, depends on the probability law of { N (£)} —co<t<oo
and how N, is different from N;, and N,, we consider a special case of two-valued Markov
chain for {N (%)} -co<t<oo- Let {N(t)}-—coct<oo be a Markov chain on {Ny, No} such that

P(N(t+ At) # N(B)IN(t) = Ni) = nt,

P(N(t+At)=N@)|N@E) = N;) =1—yA (At | 0)
(N1 < N3). Here, v; is the jump rate from the state N; to N; (j # 4). Since

Cov[N (t1), N(t2)] = (Ng — N1)2'r(1 — r)e_2'7|t1—t2’,

where
a1
r =
Y1+ 72
and
Y1+ Y2
Y= —F—

2 b
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N(t;1) and N(tg) are positively autocorrelated if 0 < v < oo and they are uncorrelated if
v =00 (t1 # t2).
In this case, the average heterozygosity H (t) satisfies

dH(t) _
o = B(H()

if N(t) = N;, where

T 2u
E(.’E)——E‘Jrzu(l—m)-—""E(.’E—Hi), (8)
and
o 2Niu
14 2N;u’

Note that Hy < H(t) < Hy if Hy < H(0) < Hs.
By Matsuda and Ishii (1981), the stationary probability density function of H(t), p(z),

is given by
2@) = Ol ~ et [y * Ty ieh

(Hy < z < Hy), where C is the normalization constant. By this formula, we have

ca1+ o
B(al, a2)((12H1 + ang)(H2 — Hl)al-l-az—l

p(z) = z(z — H)* 7! (Hy — 2)** "

(Hy < z < Hy), where
' Nivi

= T oN

and )
B(p,q) =/ P11 -1)7"dt  (p,q > 0).
0

Then we have

 [H _ (1—r)Hy+rHy+2H Hy
Bl (co)] = /Hl zp(e)de = 1+ X{rHy +(1—r)Ha} ~

By Eq.(4), we have
(N2 — Np)(Nh — N1)

N, = Ny, + ,
¢ R oy + u)NiN; + Ny,

since
1 1—7r r

N, M * Ny’
By this formula, N = Nj, if and only if {N(#)}-co<t<oco is uncorrelated (y = 0o). In the
literature, it is said that the effective size is equal to the harmonic mean of the population size
when population sizes are not constant (Crow (1954), Nei et al. (1975) and Wright (1938)).
Our result shows, however, that this is true if and only if stochastic fluctuations of population
sizes are uncorrelated. This property was pointed out by Iizuka (1999) for the Wright-Fisher
model with fluctuating population size.
Introducing a measure of autocorrelation

oo 1 1 _r(l-7r), 1 1
V=), ol mat s e A
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we can express N, as

Ne=Na(l+ 1 AL (10)
+ v + Nivi+Nave
To see how N, is larger than Np,, we consider the ratio of the effective size to the harmonic

mean )
N, 1+(1——b) r(l1—r)

~Nn b 1+2(1—r+0br)Na(y+u)

B

where N
— 1
b= N, (0<b< ).

Numerical examples for the case of y; = 2 and Nou = 1 are presented in Table 1.

Table 1
b 2N2"y ﬂ
0.1 10 - 1.29
0.1 1 1.96
0.1 0.1 2.26
0.01 10 4.74
0.01 1 13.19

001 0.1 16.75
0.001 10 39.35
0.001 1 125.69
0.001 0.1 161.93

The ratio § of the effective size N, to the harmonic mean Ny,
in the case of y; = 2 and Nou = 1.

Table 1 shows that ratio 8 can be very large if N; is much smaller than N and the jump

rate 7y is not large.

Noting that
No=(1—r)N1 + 7Ny,

and
2o
N Noyg = =2
1M + N272 NV’
Eq.(10) can be expressed as
NvV
N.=Np(1+ h = ¢Ng + (1 — ¢) Ny, (11)

)
L+ 3+ MV

where '
N,V

c=
NV +(1+5)(f2 - 1)

(0<e<).
By Eq.(11), we have .
Np < Ne < N,
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if ¥ < co. That is, the effective size is larger than the harmonic mean and smaller than the
arithmetic mean of N(t) if v is finite.
Finally, we consider the asymptotic behavior of N.. By Eq (11), we have

N, — Ny,
if N,V — 0 (weak autocorrelation),
N, — bcaNa + (1 — ¢co)Np,
if NpV — a with 0 < a < 0o (moderate autocorrelation) and
N. — N,
if N,V — oo (strong autocorrelation), assuming thét 0<br<land0< % < 0o. Here, we

put
o

Tat 1+ -

(0 < ¢q < 1). Note that weak autocorretation, moderate autocorrelation and strong au-
tocorrelation correspond to Nivy; + Novys — 00, N1yp + Noya —» ' with 0 < T < 0o and
Ni1v1 + Naye — 0, respectively.

4. K allele diffusion model with fluctuating population size

For K allele diffusion model, the results of the previous sections hold with minor modifi-
cations (2 < K < 00). We summarize the results on K allele diffusion model with fluctuating
population size in this section.

K - 1 dimensional diffusion process {z%)(t) }t>0 = {(z1(t), z2(t), ..., xK-1(t)) }+>0 On
K-1
{(z1,z2,....,zx—1) € RE |z; > 0, Z z; < 1} w1th the infinitesimal generator

=1

1 &2 zi(6ij — x;)

Lk =
2i§::1 N(t) 6:6133:] = K

0
sz)aa:’

is referred to as the K allele diffusion model with fluctuating population size. For this model,
the average heterozygosity,

K
t)=1-7 Elz;(t)%,
=1

satisfies K
dH (t) 1 i
dt T N(@t) )+ 2l = 7 HO

and the effective size of population can be defined by

1 BlH(o)]

e T S BT
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where we put
K-1

z(t)=1- Z zi(t).

i=1
Inequalities (5) and (7) hold for this model again.
For the two-valued Markov chain model, Eq.(8) is modified as

T K 2u
Fi(z) = —— +2u(l — = ——/(x — H;),
(@) =~ +2u(1 = o) = — 7 (e — H)
with
_ 2N;u
T leN K

Egs.(9) and (11) are modified as
(N2 — Np)(Np — N1)

Ne = Nh+ )
¢ 2(y+ %U)NlNQ—%Nh
and NV
N, = Ni(1 h = KN, + (1 = K)Ny,
=N T ey Ny ) = e )
where
th+(1+ K- 17)(&"1)

(0< K <1). '

For the asymptotic behavior of N, we have
‘N, — N,

if NV — 0,
Ne = BN, + (1= )Ny,

if N,V — a with 0 < o < 0o and
Ne — N,
if N,V — 00, assuming that 0 < b,r < land 0< % < 0o. Here, we put

K _ a

at+(1+ (5 -1

(0<cX <1).

5. Comparison with the Wright-Fisher model with
fluctuating population size

The Wright-Fisher model with fluctuating population size is analyzed by lizuka (1999).
In this section, we compare the results of this model with those of the models in the previous
sections.
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Let N®) be the size of haploid population in generation k. In this section, we assume
that {N(k)}k:(),:l:lyiQ’u_ is a stationary Markov chain on {Ny, Nao} such that

P(N®DY £ NO|NK) = ;) = ¢,

and
P(NO = N;) = p{*?,

where 1 < N; < Na<00,0<¢; <1, q1+¢2 >0 and

(st) (st) q2 q1
o )= (Q1+Q2 q1 +q2
is the stationary distribution of the Markov chain. The parameter g; is the jump probability
from the state N; to Nj (4,7 = 1,2 and j # 4).
Note that the covariance of N®) and N*+9) is

Coo[N® N&+9)] = 0192(1 - g1 — g2)’ (Ny — Np)2.
(g1 + qz)2
This formula means that constant population size, periodic change per generation, positively
autocorrelated fluctuation, uncorrelated fluctuation, and negatively autocorrelated fluctua-
tion correspond to 12 =0, g1 =g =1, 0< 1 +q2 < 1 with qiga # 0, q1 + g2 = 1 with
qiq2 # 0, and 1 < q; + g2 < 2, respectively. The harmonic mean of N (k) is

(st) (st)

Bl = G + B = e+ )7

For given {N (k)}kzo,il,iz,_,_, we consider a haploid population with two alleles A; and
As. The population size in generation k is N (). Let Z® be the number of allele 4; in
generation k. Then {Z (k)}k:(),l’z’_“ is a discrete time Markov chain with

P(Z%+D) = j|z® =) = (N(_k))(L)j(l -

j ) N® N&) ’

Z(k) ‘
0<1 < N(’“), 0<j5< NG+ - Let () = NE be the gene frequency of allele 4; in

generation k. The process {z(®)}t_o12 . is refereed to as the Wright-Fisher model with
fluctuating population size. Note that there is no mutation in this model.
The effective size N can be defined by

1 1
1- N = = lim {B] H(1 N(J) — )},

and we have i

1—oz+’

N; =

€

where o is the largest solution to

1

(- 30 =)+ (1= )= @a+ (1= )0 7)1 -0 =) =0,
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(see lizuka (1999)). . : '

It is shown that Ny > Ny if 0 < q1+¢92 <1, N; = Nj if g1 + g2 = 1 and N; < Ny if
1 < q1 + g2 < 2. The property that the effective size is equal to the harmonic mean if and
only if {N (k)}k:(),il’:tz’m is uncorrelated stochastic process is consistent with the result for
the infinite allele model with fluctuating population size. For the infinite allele model with
fluctuating population size, however, the case of negative autocorrelation does not exist. The
reason is that the stochastic effect of fluctuation of population size is incorporated into the
ordinary differential equation for H (t) in Section 2 and this is a stochastic ordinary differential
equation model (see lizuka (1987)).

The Wright-Fisher model with fluctuating population size is more fundamental than the
infinite allele model and K allele diffusion model with fluctuating population size since the
stochastic effect of fluctuation of population size is introduced after diffusion approximation
for the later models. It seems not to be easy, however, to incorporate the effect of mutation
into the Wright-Fisher model with fluctuating population size. It is easy to incorporate the
effect of mutation into the infinite allele model and K allele diffusion model with fluctuating
population size since the differential equation for H(t) is linear as far as there is no selection
as we have seen in Section 2 and Section 3.

This research was partially supported by a grant-in-aid from the Ministry of Education,
Science and Culture of Japan.
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