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In this paper, we investigate the emergence of a ratio-aigrempredator-prey system with Michaelis-Menten-
type functional response and reaction-diffusion. We @stfie conditions for Hopf, Turing and Wave bifurcation
on a spatial domain. Furthermore, we present a theoretiwysis of evolutionary processes that involves
organisms distribution and their interaction of spatialigtributed population with local diffusion. The results
of numerical simulations reveal that the typical dynami€gapulation density variation is the formation of
isolated groups, i.e., stripelike or spotted or coexistenichoth. Our study shows that the spatially extended
model has not only more complex dynamic patterns in the spmtealso chaos and spiral waves. It may help
us better understand the dynamics of an aquatic communétyeal marine environment.

PACS numbers: 87.23.Cc, 89.75.Kd, 89.75.Fb, 47.54.-r

INTRODUCTION prey attached per unit time per predator as the prey density
changeéﬂO]. In general, functional response can be fitabsi
Ecological systems are characterized by the interaction beas: (i) prey dependent, when prey density alone deterntiges t
tween species and their natural environmeht [1]. Such-interesponse, i.ef(x,y) = p(z); (i) predator dependent, when
action may occur over a wide range of spatial and tempordPoth predator and prey populations affect the responsécPar
scales[[2/13]. The study of complex population dynamicsularly, whenf(z,y) = p(7), we call modell(LL) strictly ratio-
is nearly as old as population ecology. In the 1920s, Lotk#&lependent; and (iii) multi-species dependent, when specie
and \olterra independently developed a simple model of inother than the focal predator and its prey species influerece t
teracting species that still bears their joint names. This w functional response [11]. Differing from the prey-depenide
a nearly linear model, but the predator-prey version digla  Predator-prey models, the ratio-dependent predatorgysy
neutrally stable cycle$|[4] 5]. From then on, the dynamic retems have two principal predictions: (a) equilibrium abun-
lationship between predators and their prey has long besn arflances are positively correlated along a gradient of enrich
will continue to be one of dominant themes in both ecologyment and (b) the “paradox of enrichment” either completely
and mathematical ecology due to its universal existence andisappears or enrichmentis linked to stability in a more com
importance![6. 7.18]. plex way [12] 1B]. The ratio-dependent predator-prey model
Predator-prey models follow two general principles: one ishas been studied by several researchers recently and gery ri
that population dynamics can be decomposed into birth anflynamics have been observed 7, &,12/14, 15].
death processes; the other is the conservation of mass-princ L .
. ! On the other hand, pattern formation in nonlinear complex
ple, stating that predators can grow only as a function oftwha

they have eaten][9]. With these two principles we can writeSyStemS is one of the central problems of the natural, social

: ) and technological scienc16]. In particular, startinghw
the canonical form of a predator-prey system as the pioneering work of Segel and Jacksbn [17], spatial pat-

i(t) = zg(z) — f(z,y)y — pa(2)z, terns and aggregated population distributions are common i
{ (1) nature and in a variety of spatio-temporal models with local
y(t) =vf(z,y)y — py(v)y. ecological interactions[1, 18]. Promulgated by the thécaé

_ ) ) paper of Turing], the field of research on pattern forma-
whereg(z) is the per capita prey growth rate in the absencgjon modeled by reaction-diffusion systems, which proside
of the predatory., andy, are natural mortalities of prey and 5 general theoretical framework for describing pattermfar
predator respectively;(z, y) is the functional response. And o in systems from many diverse disciplines includingt(bu
7/ (z,y) is the per capita production of predator due to predan ot |imited to) biology [15] 20[ 21 2 3,124.125], chem-
tion, which is often called the numerical response. The *U”Cistry @Qﬂ 1], physids [32] 33] 34, 35], and so

tional response plays a main role in syste (1): the knovéedgg, "seems to be a new increasingly interesting area, particu
of this function determines the dynamics of the whole systen?a”y during the last decade.

and the transfer of the biomass in the predation because it is

proportional to the numerical response. Usually one censid In Ref. [2], Neuhauser surveys some currentwork on spatial

ers consumption to be the major death cause for the prey. Imathematical models in ecology. Much of this work consists

this caseu, (z) can be neglected and set to 0 (as long as thef building spatial dimensions into existing classical ralsq

predator existsﬂQ]. such as the Lotka-Volterra model that describes competitio
In population dynamics, a functional response of the predabetween species. But the research on the spatial pattern of

tor to the prey density refers to the change in the density ofatio-dependent predator-prey models seems to be rare.


http://arxiv.org/abs/q-bio/0701012v1

To perform a linear stability analysis, we linearize the
dynamic system[{4) around the spatially homogenous fixed
In this paper, we mainly focus on the ratio-dependen#0int (3) for small space- and time-dependent fluctuationis a

predator-prey  system with Michaelis-Menten-type(oréxpand them in Fourier space
Michaelis-Menten-Holling) functional response:

STABILITY AND BIFURCATION ANALYSIS

N(f, t) ~ n*ekteilz»f’

P+ DV?N o (6)
P(f, t) Np*e)\tezk-w.

aN/P

ON _ N
=r(l—- )N - I+ahN/P

ot
=r(1- )N - 2P+ D, V2N,

P+ahN
5 i (2)  and obtain the characteristic equation
|A—k*D — M| =0, (7)
V(N,P) € [0,00]?\(0,0).
. .., Where
whereN, P stand for prey and predator density, respectively.
Dy, D, are their respective diffusion coefficients? = 2+ D, 0
a%. All parameters are positive constantstands for maxi- D= A (8)
2

mal growth rate of the prey; conversion efficiency, preda-
tor death rate/X carrying capacityq capture rate anél han-
dling time.

Note that% is strictly correct only forP > 0. In
the case of” = 0 and N > 0 we can defingf(N,0) := ;
(the limit of f(z) for z — o).

Let

N=9eN pH_aohN p_rh
’YK ) ’72K7 o )
3)

andA is given by

Onf Opf In f
A= ( N P ) _ ( N JP ’ (9)
ING OPG ) (e o) gN gp
where the elements are the partial derivatives of the @acti

kinetics evaluated at the stationary stat&, p*). Now Eq. [T)
can be solved, yielding the so called characteristic patyiab

_h __ «ah Tt ..
Q=% §=2 t=73. of the original problem (Eq.14)

For simplicity we will not write the hat”) in the rest of this N —trA+ Ay =0, (10)

paper. And in these new variables, fraoh (2)-(3), we arrive at
the following equations containing dimensionless quisit ~ Where

tri, = fx +gp — k*(D1 + Dy) = trg — k*(Dy + D), (11)

9% = R(1 - &)N — 2P+ D, V2N,

ot P+SN

o°P _ _ SN

(4)
Ay = fngp — frgn — k2 (fnDa + gpD1) + k*D1 Dy

More details about the choice of dimensionless variables in
= Ao — k*(fND2 + gpD1) + k* D1 D,

the system[(2) as well as possible implications can be found

: (12)
in ]. . . . .
The dimensionless model (€. 4) has only three parameter-sr:he roots of Eq.10yield the dispersion relation
R, which controls the growth rate of preg, which controls 1
the death rate of the predator; asidwhich measures captur- Ara(k) = ) (”’k + [t} — 44y, ) (13)

ing rate. ) o
The first step in analyzing the model is to determine the It's well known that reaction-diffusion systems have led

behavior of the non-spatial model obtained by setting spact® the characterization of three basic types of symmetry-
derivatives equal to zero. The non-spatial model has at mo&feaking bifurcations responsible for the emergence of spa
three equilibria (stationary states), which correspondpa-  tiotemporal patterns. The space-independent Hopf bifioca
tially homogeneous equilibria of the full model (Ed. 4), in Preaks the temporal symmetry of a system and gives rise to os-
the positive quadrantf0, 0) (total extinct),(S, 0) (extinct of  Cillations that are uniform in space and periodic in timeeTh

the predator) and a nontrivial stationary stéate, p*) (coex-  (Stationary) Turing bifurcation breaks spatial symmeeggd-
istence to prey and predator), where ing to the formation of patterns that are stationary in time a

oscillatory in space. The wave (oscillatory Turing or finite
wavelength Hopf) bifurcation breaks both spatial and tempo
(5) ral symmetry, generating patterns that are oscillatorypacs
and time ].
The Hopf bifurcation occurs when

n* = SEEQ-1S)

x«_ S(1-Q) % _ S*(R—S4+Q5)(1-Q)
p=—— "= RQ

Easy to know that* is positive for allS < £, which

implies@ < 1 and therefore ensures the positivityyof[14]. Im(\(k)) #0, Re(A(k))=0 at k=0. (14)



then we can get the critical value of Hopf bifurcation parame
ter S equals

R+Q-Q?
1-Q2
At the Hopf bifurcation threshold, the temporal symmetry of

the system is broken and gives rise to uniform oscillations i
space and periodic oscillations in time with the frequency

Sy = (15)

wr = Im\k)) = /Ao = V/Q(Q —1)(R— S+ QS),
the corresponding wavelength is
Apy = 27 2 (16)
wH \/Q —1)(R-5+QS)

The Turing bifurcation occurs when

Im(A\k)) =0, Re(Ak))=0at k=kpr#0. (17)
the critical value of bifurcation paramet&requals

D1 D3k} + (DR + D1Q(1 — Q))k3 + RQ(1 — Q)
Q3 — (kD2 4+ 2)Q? + Q 4+ k3.D; ’

(18)
Ao
k7 =

St =

where
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Bifurcation diagram for the systen) Qﬁth
R =05, Q = 0.6, Dy = 02 Hopf bifurcation line: Sy = 32,

Turing bifurcation line:St = 56 D1 with k% = 5.48571; Wave

bifurcation line: Sw = (32D + 5 )kW + 37 with kw = 0.334.
Turing-Hopf bifurcation point: (0. 08864 1. 15625) and ifgrWave
bifurcation point: (0.11655, 1.21110).

The Hopf bifurcation line, the Wave bifurcation line and
the Turing bifurcation line intersect at two codimensiohi2
furcation points, the Turing-Hopf bifurcation point andeth
Turing-Wave bifurcation point. The bifurcation lines sepa
rate the parametric space into six distinct domains. In doma
I, located below all three bifurcation lines, the steadyesta

and at the Turing threshold, the spatial symmetry of the Systhe only stable solution of the system. Domain Il is region of
tem is broken and the patterns are stationary in time and ogure Turing instabilities, and domain Il is pure Hopf irtsita

cillatory in space with the wavelength

2T
A = E (29)
And the Wave bifurcation occurs when
m(A(k)) #0, Re(Mk)) =0 at k=k,#0. (20)

the critical value of Wave bifurcation parameteequals

kE2(Dy +Dy)+R+Q—Q?

SW: 1_Q2 )

(21)

where

k2 =

w

% ((Dl - D2)2Q4 - 2(D% + D%)QS

1/2
+(D? + D3+6D,Dy — 4D3R)Q? — 4D, DyQ + 4D§R)

ities. In domain IV, both Hopf and Turing instabilities oeccu
and in domain V, the Wave and Hopf modes arise. When the
parameters correspond to domain VI, which is located above
all three bifurcation lines, all three instabilities occirig.[2
shows the dispersion relations of unstable Hopf mode, itrans
tion of Turing and Wave modes from stable to unstable. It's
easy to know that all three bifurcations are supercritical.

SPATIOTEMPORAL PATTERN ANALYSIS

We have performed extensive numerical simulations of the
spatially extended moddll(4) in two-dimensional space, and
the qualitative results are shown here. All our numeriaaltsi
ulations employ the periodic Neumann (zero-flux) boundary
conditions with a system size @00 x 200 space units and
R =0.5,Q = 0.6, D; = 0.02, Dy = 0.2. The spatiotem-
poral dynamics of a diffusion-reaction system depends en th

Easy to know that, at the Wave threshold, both spatial and temyhgjce of initial conditions, which some authors have consi

poral symmetries are broken and the patterns are oscillator
space and time with the wavelength

2w
Aw = e (22)
Linear stability analysis yields the bifurcation diagrarthwv

R =0.5,Q = 0.6, D, = 0.2 shown in Fig[l.

ered in connection with the problem of biological invasian i

a few papers [16, 36, B7,138], where the initial conditiores ar
naturally described by finite functions and the dynamicéef t
community mainly consists of a variety of diffusive popula-
tional fronts. In general, there are two initial conditiarsed

for analysis of the spatial extended systems. One is random
spatial distribution of the species, which seems to be more



FIG. 3: (Color online) Snapshots of contour pictures of threstevo-
lution of the prey at different instants with = 0.6 < Sr. (A)
0 iteration; (B) 5000 iterations; (C) 45000 iterations. [ibnal
movie format available from the author]

can see that the stripelike spatial patterns arise fromahe r

FIG. 2: (Color online) Dispersion relations showing unsgaiopf ~ dom initial conditions. After the stripelike patterns fo(sf.
mode, transition of Turing and Wave modes from stable toainst Fig.[4(B)) they grow steadily with time until they reach cer-

ble, e.g., asD; decreased. ParameteiS:= 1.2, R = 0.5, Q =  tain width—armlength, and the spatial patterns become dis-
0.6, D> = 0.2 and (1) D,=0.15; (2) D1=0.12; (3) D1=0.10; (4)  tinct. Finally, the stripelike spatial patterns preva tivhole
D1=0.07; (5)D1=0.04; (6)D1=0.02. domain (cf. Fig[#(C) and Figl5). Comparing the Fiy. 4(C)

with Fig.[H, we find that the parametéris closer toSr, and

the stripelike spatial patterns are more distinct. Here mé o

the pre-image of Fid.]5 as they are similar to the Eig. 4(A) and
B). It is easy to see that the stationary patterns are galignt
ifferent from the previous case(cf. Hijy.3).

general from the biological point of view (cf. Figl 3(A) and
[A(A), [A(A)); The other is a special choice, i.e., taking the
species community in a horizontal layer as decreasing grad
ally and the vertical distribution of species homogenecius(

Fig.[(A)). In this section we choose the former, and the la O PSR S |\ [ \}

ter in the next section (IV. Discussion). The equatidds (4) AT A éé‘l

are solved numerically in two-dimensional space using a fi- '”‘3‘ "-‘:f'-"-'. . ﬁ\ AN

nite difference approximation for the spatial derivatiees oY) 3'_‘“,;,.:.':;.‘;"“_‘, \ _aﬁ? %

an explicit Euler method for the time integration with a time L RO ;;,:-: A‘ .4. l&‘ KD I

stepsize ofAt = 0.01 and space stepsizeh = 0.25. : :.'. {/,.; ,.:.1--‘ 4?{,:’ (x‘o):}.
From the analysis of section Il and phase-transition biurc :{-‘} O R O w'.““ !.13 B @
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tion diagram (cf. Figldl), the results of computer simulagio
show that the type of the system dyngmlcs s determlned b}élG. 4: (Color online) Snapshots of contour pictures of theetevo-
the values c_)fS andD;. We run the simulations u_nt'l they  |ution of the prey at different instants with = 0.9 < Sr. (A)
reach a stationary state or until they show a behavior theg do ¢ jteration; (B) 5000 iterations; (C) 45000 iterations. pibnal
not seem to change its characteristics anymore. For differe movie format available from the author]

sets of parameters, the features of the spatial pattermsrizec
essentially different ifS exceeds a critical valugr, St and

Sw respectively, they depend dpn.

Fig.[3 shows the evolution of the spatial pattern of prey at 0,
5000 and 45000 iterations, with random small perturbatfon o
the stationary solution* andp* of the spatially homogeneous
systems wher' is less than the Turing bifurcation threshold
Sr. In this case, one can see that for the sysfdm (4), the ran-
dom initial distribution lead to the formation of a strongty
regular transient pattern in the domain. After the irregula
pattern form (cf. Figl13(B)) it grows slightly and “jumps™al G, 5: (Color online) Snapshots of contour pictures of thetevo-
ternately for a certain time, and finally the chaos spirat patiution of the prey at different instants withiy < S = 1.1 < Sy
terns prevail over the whole domain, and the dynamics of th€45000 iterations). [Additional movie format availablerin the au-
system does not undergo any further changes (cf. [fig. 3(Ghor]
and the addition movie for Figl 3).

Figures [4 and]5 show spontaneous formation of short WhenSy < S = 1.16 < Sw, we find that the spotted
stripelike and spotted spatial patterns emerge and cagtgist patterns and the stripelike patterns coexist in the spagat
bly when the bifurcation paramet&t < S (Fig.[d) and tended model (cf. Fid.l6).

St < 8 < Sy (Fig.[d). From the snapshots or movies, one Fig.[4 shows snapshots of prey spatial pattern at 0, 5000 and




5

the original images. In Fidl] 8(mid-hand column), short wave
length, represented by a large circle, corresponds to gurin
structures; longer wavelength, represented by a smallewhit
circle, corresponds to traveling and/or standing wavess Th
technique can be particularly appropriate for charadtagiz
quasi-ordered arrays for Fig. 7(C).

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

FIG. 6: (Color online) Coexistence of stationary spottetigras and The numerical results correspond perfectly to our theoret-
stripelike patterns of the prey for long time run wifly < S = jcq) findings that there are a range of parameters in D;

1.16 < Sw. [Additional movie format available from the author] plane where the different spatial patterns emerge (cf.[Big.

Fig.[d and the results of simulations present that the chais p

45000 iterations for the parametgr— 1.2 > Sy Although  terns will persist in the spatially extended model (Eq. 4pwh
the dynamics of the system starts from the same initial condith® Parameters are in the domain |. The boundary of this do-
tion as previous cases, there is an essential differendador Main can be computed numerically and is shown as the blue
spatially extended model (EQ) 4). Form Fig. 7, one can seline “Tur_lng" in Fig.[D. The stationary s_tate of stnpgllkatp

that the regular spotted patterns prevails over the whole dderns exists when the parameters are in th_e domain _II, where
main at last, and the dynamics of the system does not underd§ Poundary can also be computed numerically and is shown

any further changes (cf. the additional movie for Fig. 7). @S the black line *Hopf" in Figlll. The periodic spotted pat-
terns appear in the domain VI, where the boundary can be

computed numerically by the wave bifurcation and is shown
as the red line “Wave” in Fid.]1. Moreover, there is transgers

domain IV (cf. Fig[1) in the system between the stripelike
patterns and spotted patterns, where the spotted pattedns a
the stripelike patterns coexist(cf. Fig. 6).

Do the stationary patterns arise dependent on the initial co
ditions? We test the differentinitial conditions for theasiplly
extended system, but the final spatial patterns are the same
FIG. 7: (Color online) Snapshots of contour pictures of theetevo- in qualitative. In those figures we find that the_ spatial chaos
lution of the prey at different instants with = 1.2 > Sw. (A) patterns come from the destruction of the spirals, when we
0 iteration; (B) 5000 iterations; (C) 45000 iterations. fibnal ~ choose the special initial condition (cf. FIg. 9) in the dama
movie format available from the author] I. This phenomenon coheres with the results of the study in

Refs. i@].

On the other hand, discrete Fourier transform is a basic We have presented a theoretical analysis of evolutionary
mathematical tool used to decompose a signal or image intprocesses that involves organisms distribution and thesr-
different periodic components. It has been widely used foraction of spatially distributed population with local diffion.
the spatial patternﬁb&@ﬂ]. We have also performed nudur analysis and numerical simulations reveal that thecglpi
merical investigations into two-dimensional space by Fgur dynamics of population density variation is the formatidn o
spectra. The numerical computation of the Fourier tramsfor isolated groups (stripelike or spotted or coexistence dfio
is done by the well-established two-dimensional Fast leouri This process depends on several parameters, includiny
Transform (FFT2) algorithnle]. Spatial Fourier transfor andD,. The field meaning of our results may be found in the
of the stripelike and spotted patterns in Figures 4{t), 5 andlynamics of an aquatic community which is affected by the
[7(c) are shown as Fifl] 8. And digital or digitized transnaissi  existence of relatively stable mesoscale inhomogeneitiyen
electron micrographs (TEMs) are analyzed by using Matlalield of ecologically significant factors such as water tempe
(Ver.7.0). ature, salinity and biogen concentration.

From Fig[8, we find that Fig]4(C) and Fid. 5 have the same In Ref. [E], the authors explained the field meaning by us-
spatial frequency in the length of the space unit and pr&sendng aquatic community in the ocean (cf. Fid. 9). Our study
of one mode with different wave numbers. On the contraryshows that the spatially extended model (Eq. 4) has not only
Fig.[4(C) has two modes with different wave numbers. Themore complex dynamic patterns in the space, but also chaos
spatial frequency and direction of any component in the powepatterns and spiral waves, so it may help us better understan
spectrum are given in the length and direction, respegtivel the dynamics of an aquatic community in a real marine envi-
of a vector from the origin to the point on the circle. The ronment. It is also important to distinguish between “imtri
magnitude is depicted by a gray scale or color scale, but thsic” patterns, i.e., patterns arising due to trophic intéoas
units are dimensionless values related to the total daskofes like those considered above, and “forced” patterns indibged
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Patterns (left-hand column), it saaFourier transformation (mid-hand column), and radiarage of the power
spectrum (right-hand column). Up-rag/= 0.9; Mid-row S = 1.1; Low-row S = 1.2.

ratio-dependent predator-prey model (Eh. 4) also reptssen
rich spatial dynamics, such as chaos spiral patternsesip
patterns, spotted patterns, coexistence of both stripeliid
spotted patterns, etc. It will be useful for studying the dy-
namic complexity of ecosystems.
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Snapshots of contour pictures of threstevo- 2006011009.
lution of the prey at different instants with the speciafialicondition
andS = 0.6 < Sr. (A) O iteration; (B) 1000 iterations; (C) 400000
iterations. [Additional movie format available from thetlaor]
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