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Metapopulations are models of ecological systems, desgrithe interactions and the behavior of
populations that live in fragmented habitats. In this paper present a model of metapopulations
based on the multivolume simulation algorithm tau-DPPo&lsstic class of membrane systems,
that we utilize to investigate the influence that differeabitat topologies can have on the local and
global dynamics of metapopulations. In particular, we ®our analysis on the migration rate of

individuals among adjacent patches, and on their capgbilitolonizing the empty patches in the

habitat. We compare the simulation results obtained foh debitat topology, and conclude the

paper with some proposals for other research issues cangenetapopulations.

1 Introduction

The field of metapopulations ecology deals with the studypatial systems describing the behavior of
interacting populations that live in fragmented habita[ The purpose of these models is to understand
how the local and global dynamics of metapopulation systerssally balanced between local extinc-
tions and new colonizations of unoccupied patches, departtiespatial arrangement of the habitat.
Consequently, relevant insights into related fields of @gichl research, such as evolutionary ecology or
conservation and landscape management, can be achiedegdl|rthe topology of fragmented habitats
potentially holds relevant implications for the persisterof populations, and their robustness against
natural or anthropogenic disturbancel[36].

Recently, in addition to ever increasing applications afpd-based methods for the analysis of com-
plex networks in cell biology[1,]2], graph theory has alserbapplied to the study of metapopulations
systems. In graph models of metapopulations, nodes aretogegresent habitat patches, and graph
edges are used to denote some functional connections lrepaeshes (typically related to the dispersal
of individuals). Attributes can be associated to nodescriteiag the quality or dimension of patches,
while different types of edges can be exploited to repregentistance between connected patches, the
rate of dispersal between a couple of patches, or simplyhehétvo patches are connected or not.

Metapopulation models using graph-based methiods| [36, rEs$ienple to implement and require
relatively few data for their definition, while individudased models implement more detailed aspects,
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concerning the nature and the interaction of populatiods43 Both types of modeling approaches are
useful for the analysis of specific features of metapoputatbut, while the first focuses on the properties
of the habitat topology, the second is more concerned wihethergent dynamics. In this paper, we
present a stochastic multivolume model of metapopulatiisch integrates the explicit representation
of interactions between the individuals of the populatiemsd therefore allows to simulate the emergent
local and global dynamics — with a graph description of tHaitahtopology — which allows to investigate
the influence of distinct spatial structures on the dynamics

This model, which represents a simplified extension of aipusvmetapopulation model that we
introduced in[[7] 6], is based on the multivolume stochastioulation algorithm tau-DPP_[11] 8], a
stochastic class of membrane systems. Membrane systefAssystems, were introduced [n [27] as a
class of unconventional computing devices of distribugatallel and nondeterministic type, inspired
by the compartmental structure and the functioning of guiells. The basic model consists of a mem-
brane structure where multisets of objects evolve accgrttirgiven evolution rules. A comprehensive
overview of P systems and of its many applications in vari@search areas, ranging from Biology to
Linguistics to Computer Science, can be found.in [28] 12, 29]

In tau-DPP, the distinct compartments of any multivolumedeiaan be arranged according to a
specified hierarchy (e.g., a membrane structure), undeaddéional assumption that the topological
structure and the volume dimensions do not change duringyfiiem evolution (each volume is assumed
to satisfy the standard requirements of the classical astchsimulation algorithm, sele [16] and [5] for
more details). Inside each volume, two different types &dgwcan be defined: thieternal rules which
modify the objects contained inside the volume where thkg fdace (in the case of metapopulation,
they describe the growth and death of population indivisl@gicording to the Lotka-Volterra model of
preys and predators), and tbemmunication ruleswvhich are used to move the objects between adjacent
volumes (in the case of metapopulation, they describe tigeatidon of population individuals).

In this paper, tau-DPP is exploited to analyze the emerggmardics of metapopulation systems,
where the focus is on the influence that the topology of pattias on the migration of individuals, and
their capability to colonize other patches in the habitatthis purpose, we consider six different habitat
topologies, formally described by graph structures, aradyae how the topological structure of patch-
to-patch connections, and the rate of individual dispdsstveen connected patches, influence the local
and global dynamics of a metapopulation. In particular, wkfisst consider how a given topology and
a fixed dispersal rate between patches can influence theppeegtors dynamics, and then we will focus
on the colonization of empty patches, starting from the elisal of predators that live in a few patches
which occupy peculiar positions in the given network topglo

The paper is structured as follows: in Secfidon 2 we presentdimcept of metapopulations in Ecol-
ogy, and then describe the multivolume model of metapojugtby focusing, in particular, to the
different habitat topologies. In Sectibh 3 we will show tiraglation results concerning the influence of
these habitat topologies on the emergent dynamics of matigtans, considering the effects of preda-
tors dispersal and colonization. Finally, in Secfion 4 wedatade the paper with some final remarks and
several proposals for further research issues concernatgpopulations.

2 Metapopulations

In this section, we first provide a brief introduction to th@shrelevant features of metapopulations,
concerning both the topology of the habitats and the emedygramics. Then, we describe the modeling
approach used in this paper, that is based on a stochasitcaflanembrane systems, which will be used
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in Sectior B to analyze the influence of different networlotogies on the dynamics of metapopulations.

2.1 Dynamical models of interacting populations in Ecology

Since its introduction in [22], the concept of metapopuwlasi (also calleanulti-patch systemdas been
extensively applied in Ecology to analyze the behavior tdriacting populations, to the purpose of deter-
mining how fragmented habitats can influence various asp#¢hese systems, such as local and global
population persistence, or the evolution of specie$ [18jely, this topic has been largely employed for
other populations species, living in both natural and aitifitheoretical fragmented landscapes [17].

A metapopulation consists of local populations, living pasally separated habitats callpdtches
— which can be characterized by different areas, qualitysoliation — connected each other through a
dispersal poglwhich is the spatial place where individuals from a popataspend some lifetime during
the migration among patches. In multi-patch systems, twajpal types of dynamics exist: on the one
hand, the individuals of the different populations can Haeal interactions inside each patch (according
to a given dynamical model, e.g., the Lotka-Volterra systfnimteraction between preys and predators
[25]); on the other hand, the dispersal of individuals amongually connected patches can influence
the global behavior of the whole systern [20,121 ]33] 37]. The dispersaidividuals, which is usually
dependent on the distance between patches, may reducegh@dpulation growth, and thus increase
the extinction risk, which can be due also to environmental demographical stochasticity. Hence,
the persistence of populations is assumed to be balancegdretiocal extinctions and the process of
colonization, that is, the establishment of new populaionempty patches [17].

Several theoretical frameworks for metapopulation armslyave been defined up to now, remarking
specific properties of multi-patch systems which have bébereexplicitly or implicitly considered in
these modeling methods (see, e.qg., [14,[17] 24, 19] for durtdetails). For instance, referring to the
landscape, most theoretical models take care of the satisiture of the habitat, the local quality of
the environment, the patch areas and their mutual conitgcfr isolation), in order to capture the
effect of habitat fragmentation on species persistencéadiy good local conditions can determine the
growth and the survival of populations inside the patched,tdgh patch connectivity can decrease local
extinction risk. Moreover, as dispersal and colonizatiom @distance-dependent elements, they can be
used to account for the importance of real landscape stagtiReferring to population interactions and
dynamics, colonization can depend or not on the cooperafiamgrating individuals (in the first case, it
is called “Allee effect”). Models not accounting for withjmatch dynamics — but only assuming whether
a patch is occupied or not — usually consider local dynamica aster time scale with respect to the
global dynamics, and also neglect the dependence of caliimizand extinction rates on population
sizes. Finally, regional stochasticity can account ford'bar “good” years over the local environmental
quality, which depends on, e.g., the weather conditiongkvaffect sustenance resource availability and,
once more, they can influence the growth and survival of aijmurs.

Recently, graph-based models for metapopulations havieedgteo be more and more defined be-
cause of the intuitive and visual way they hold for the repnéation of these ecological systems (see
[36],[23,[35] and references therein). In these models, nageesent habitat patches and graph edges
denote functional connections between patches (typicelgted to the dispersal of individuals). In ad-
dition, attributes can be associated to nodes, descrihinguality or dimension of patches, and different
types of edges can be adopted to represent the distancegbetaenected patches, the rate of dispersal
between a couple of patches, or simply whether two patcleesamected or not. These models allow
to make insights into the features of habitat distributisuch as the predominant importance of some
nodes or clusters of nodes with respect to other charattsred metapopulation, like their dynamics, the
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vulnerability to disturbance, the persistence of popatetiaccording to dispersal, and so on. These re-
sults open promising perspective in related research fes@volutionary ecology, conservation biology,
epidemiology, management and design of natural reserves.

2.2 AP system—-based model of metapopulations: focusing oetwork topologies

Most of the issues discussed in Secfion 2.1 were expliaithsizlered in our previous model for metapop-
ulations [6, 7]. In those works, metapopulation models wsased on a class of membrane systems
called DPP[[311]_30], which were used to execute qualitatteelsmstic simulations of the local and
global dynamics of metapopulations. In particular, [in [/ wtroduced a model of metapopulations
with predator-prey dynamics, where additional featuresewsed in order to catch and better describe
relevant properties of the modeled system. For instaneerdgions of the membrane structure were
represented as nodes of a weighted graph with attributesreshe weight associated to edges cor-
responds to the “distance” among connected regions, wtiibwtes specify their surface dimension.
These new features are necessary in order to outline thialsgigtribution of patches and the relevant
additional features associated to them: the dimension eftehpgs needed to define the density of the
populations living inside that patch, while the distancededed to identify isolated patches, as well as to
define the dispersal rates of migrating individuals. Mogerplby using some rules which do not modify
the objects on which they act (the so-called “mute rules’®, modified the classical view of maximal
parallelism, by allowing the maximal application of rulast,bat the same time, reducing the maximal
consumption of objects. The model was applied to investigaitne emergent metapopulation behaviors,
such as the influence of patch dimension, patch-to-patt¢artis, stochastic breeding, the dynamics un-
derlying migration and colonization, the effects due tdased patches, etc. Then, in [6] we extended
the analysis of that model by focusing on periodic resoueeglihg strategies, and compared different
systems where either increasing, decreasing, statiomgoyrely feeding stochastic phases were defined
inside each patch. We have shown there, for instance, hosetimonal variance can transform the basic
Lotka-Volterra dynamics inside each patch into a more cemglnamics, where the different phases of
a feeding cycle can be identified through the effect that theye on the standard oscillations of preys
and predators.

In this section, we present a simplified model of metapopariat which exploits the multivolume
stochastic simulation algorithm tau-DFEP L1, 5]. With mdpto the previous model, here we will not
need to use the concept of mute rules, as the probabilistetand applications of rules is already
embedded in the tau leaping algoritnmI[10], on which tau-B3fased. Moreover, we will not consider
the presence of the dispersal pool, but we will instead faxusanalysis on the direct communication
of individuals among interconnected patches, accordirgptoe fixed network topologies. In order to
compare the influence of each network, we have decided torpeidur analysis on a total of 6 patches,
spatially arranged in different ways. Namely, we assumettiese network topologies can be described
by graphs having the same number of nodes, but distinct ctions, such as the chain, grid, star, ring,
complete or random structure (see graphs c,d, e, f, respectively, in Fig[]1). From now on, we will
refer to the formal data structure by using the term ‘grajpind use the term ‘network’ to denote the
topological relationship on each graph.

Formally, each network topology € {a,b,c,d,e f}, can be generally described by a weighted
undirected grapis, = (NX,EY,w") where:

¢ Ny isthe set of nodes, such that each npde N, i=1, ..., 6, is characterized by a valdg¢p;) € A

(with A being a set of attributes of some kind);

o EV C {(pi,pj) | P, pj € N{} is the set of (undirected) edges between nodes;
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(a) chain (b) grid (c) star

Figure 1. Network topologies.

e W :EY — RT is the weight function associating a cost to each edge.

In the case of metapopulations, the set of nddgscoincides with the set of patches, the attribute
of a node represents the area of the patch, the edges chizegtbich patches are directly reachable
from any patch (self-edges might exist as well but will notdoasidered in this work), and the weight
wi‘fj of an edg€(p;, p;) represents a cost to measure the effort that individuale twaface when moving
from patchp; to pj. Given a network topology, we denote byAdj(p;)” the set of nodes that are
directly connected to any noda, that is, Adj(pi)" = {p; € N{ | 3 (pi,p;) € EY}. We also denote
by degp;i)¥ the degree of patch;, that is, the number of patches directly connectegyt@ormally,
degpi)” = card(Adj(pi)”)). We outline that, in what follows, we will assume that: (&); = 1 for
each(pi, pj) € EV and eachv € {a,b,c,d,e, f}, that is, all edges have the same cost;§@);) = 1 for
eachp € NS and eachlv € {a,b,c,d,e, f}, that is, all patches have the same dimension. The rational
behind this is that, in this paper, we focus our attentionh@nimfluence that different topologies of the
habitat network can have on the local and global dynamicsethpopulations, regardless of the local
features of each patch, or of the distances between patdiese features might be naturally added
in further works related to this model, where real data candsl to define a specific model of some
metapopulation systems.

In addition to the chosen network topology, this model ofapepulations also considers the pres-
ence of species individuals, which locally interact acamydo a chosen dynamics, and give rise to global
dynamics thanks to the dispersal processes. To this pyrpotes paper we assume that each patch is
characterized by the Lotka-Volterra (LV) model describihg interaction between the individuals of two
populations, namely preys and predators. Inside each,pghhV model is described by the following
set of internal rules:

ri: AX— XX
r,:. XY—=YY
rg: Y—=A

whereX denotes the prey¥, denotes the predators, denotes the sustenance resources /gl the
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empty symbol. Rules; andr, model the growth of preys and predators, respectively, evhilers
models the death of predators. Each rule is also charaetielly a stochastic constants (expressed in
time™1), that is used — together with the current amounts of indiaigl occurring in the patch —to evaluate
its application probability step by step, according to e leaping algorithm (seé [10,111, 8] for more
details). All the simulations shown hereafter have beecuesl using the following values of stochastic
constants and of initial amount of preys, predators, antesaace resources;=0.1, ¢,=0.01,c3=10,
Xo=Yp=1000,Ap=200 (the value of is fixed for the entire duration of each simulation). The datians
have been performed with the software BioSimWare [5], thatléements different stochastic simulation
algorithms for both single and multivolume systems. Thdveafe is available for free download at
http://bimib.disco.unimib.it/index.php/Software.

In Fig. [2 we show the oscillating dynamics (left side) of mend predators in the single patch,
obtained with this choice of parameters, and the correspgrghase space (right side). These figures
can be considered as reference to compare and discuss #mmidgrobtained in the multi-patch model,
as described in Sectidn 3.
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Figure 2: The Lotka-Volterra dynamics in the single patcétikations in preysX, and predators (left
side), and corresponding phase space (right side).

The single patch model is then extended to a multi-patch ineldere, inside each patqhy of each
network topologyv, we add as many communication rules as the number of patcmsected top;
(that is, a total ofdeg ;)Y rules inside each patch). These rules are needed to movéapopundi-
viduals among the various patches of the network, thus ailpto analyze the effects of migration and
colonization in the metapopulation. This is done by attagla destination target to each communication
rule, specifying the destination patch, as it is usuallyedonP systems. Formally, in each patghof
networkv, we add the so-calledispersal rules

gy, =Y — (Y,target(p;)),

for eachp; € Adj(pi)¥. Similarly to the local rules,,rz,r3, the probability of applying each dispersal
rule is determined by using its stochastic constagju; whose values will be given in the next section to
consider different migration rates.
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3 The influence of network topologies on metapopulation dymaics

In this section we analyze how the topological structureaitip-to-patch connections, and the rate of
individual dispersal between connected patches, infludreéocal and global dynamics of a metapop-
ulation. In particular, in Section_3.1 we consider how a gitvepology and a fixed dispersal rate can
influence the prey-predators dynamics, while in SedtioivBZXocus on the capability of colonization
of empty patches, starting from the dispersal of predateirsyl in a few patches which occupy peculiar
positions in the given network topology.

3.1 Network topologies and migration

In this section, we analyze the role of migration and comiaeesix network topologies with respect to
four different conditions for the dispersal rules. Namelg assume that each patch of each topology is
initialized with a complete LV model as given in Sectlon] 2aere the value of the stochastic constant
Cdp, for the dispersal of predators, in each papcke Ny, can assume one of the following values:

1. Ca, =1, for eachp; € Adj(pi)";

2. Ca, =10, for eachp; € Adj(pi)Y;

3. Ca, =20, for eachp; € Adj(pi)";

4. Cdpj:ﬁopi), for eachp; € Adj(pi)".
By considering the first condition as reference, the powetiggersal in the second (third) condition is
ten-fold (twenty-fold) the first one, irrespective of thesjimn that patchp; occupies in the considered
network. In other terms, the flux of dispersal from each paichthe first three conditions, results
amplified by the number of connections that each patch hds netpect to the other patches in the
network. On the contrary, the fourth condition correspotadthe situation when, for each pateh <
Adj(pi)Y, the sum of the values of constants of dispersal rulgs is always equal to 10, but the rate
of dispersal along each edge frgmto p; depends on the degree pf For instance, in the network
topology a (Fig. [), the value obdpj in patchespy and ps is equal to 10, while the value @apj in
patchespy, ..., p4 is equal to 5; in the network topology(Fig.[1), the value otdpj in patchpg is equal
to 2, while the value oty in all other patches is equal to 10, and so on. So doing, we eagivihe
dispersal of predators according to the position of eacbhpit the network, and simulate a situation
where the flux of dispersal from each patch towards its adjguatches is uniform throughout the whole
network.

For space limits, in Fig[]3 we present the phase spaces ok#ilonk topologies, obtained from
simulations of the fourth condition only. For each netwankparticular, we show the phase space of the
local dynamics of each patch. The graphics show that, indke of the chain graph (phase space (a)), the
patches having different degrees are characterized ®reliff dynamics: in fact, patches and ps show
a different behavior with respect to the other patches. thtiah to the role of patch degree, we can see
that also the position of patches in the graph plays a cemriel despite the fact that patchps, p2, ps
and p4 have all the same degree, the dynamics ingigand p4 differs from that of patcheg, and ps.
This is due to the different power of dispersal rules of ttwi neighbors, namelgzdpj = 10 in patches
Po, Ps, wWhile ¢q, = 5 in patchesp,, ps, which cause a larger flux of predators dispersal towardshpat
p1 andp4. The global effect is the presence of three different dywartone inpg, ps, another one iy,
ps, and a third one iy, p3), all of which are characterized by oscillationsXrandY with no regular
amplitudes (compare these phase spaces with the standapthid3é space in the single patch model
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Figure 3: The power of migration: LV dynamics in the phasecspat each network topology.
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given in Fig.[2, right side, and also with the phase spacesgn3; graphics (d) and (e)). Furthermore,
we can evidence that these oscillations are characterizad itial wider amplitude, which is reduced
during time.

Similarly, the dynamics of the patches in the grid graph §eghspace (b)) is influenced only by the
number of edges; in this phase space, we can identify twerdifit types of dynamics: one for the patches
with three edgesp:, p4) and another one for those with two connections.

In the star graph (phase space (c)), the LV dynamics endur@spatches apart fromg, where the
number of preysX collapses to an attractor in zero, and no oscillations agegrto the LV dynamics
in both X andY can be established. In this patch, the number of predatatuéites in a certain range,
because of their dispersal from/to the other patches. Blsit this condition patchpg, that represents
the center of the star, becomes a local area of the habitatvamty dispersal occurs.

The simulations for the ring and complete graphs (phaseesp@d, (e)) show very similar results:
in both cases, all patches in each graph have the same déagoem the first configuration and five in
the second one), leading to regular oscillationX iandY with almost constant amplitude.

The results concerning the last configuration, the rand@plg(phase space (f)), show a combination
of the effects described above. In particular, the dynawiidke patches differ each other depending on
the degree of the patches themselves; moreovey,iwhich is characterized by the highest degree, the
high number of incoming predators (migrating from the fodjaaent patches) leads to the extinction of
preys (similarly to what happens in patph of the star graph).

We also tested, for each network topology, the other threelitons listed above. In these cases,
the results have shown that the amplification of the powersdedsal with respect to the patch degree
gives rise to a balance between the incoming and migratidigiduals, which leads to comparable LV
dynamics for all networks, with regular oscillations insigach patch (data not shown).

3.2 Network topologies and colonization

In this section, we compare the six network topologies wétpect to the capability of colonizing the
empty patches that each network contains, starting fronpalbehes that contain a complete LV model
and that occupy a peculiar position in that network . We teabat in this work we are considering only
the migration of predators, hence the empty patches arbyassumed to contain no predators but only
an initial amount of preys. In each netwarkthe set of patches initialized with the complete LV model
will be denoted a}\,. To test the feature of colonization, we consider four défe initial conditions,
hereby denoted as KCk=1,...,4, whereYy=0 and:

1. IC1is characterized bgapj =1 andXy=10;
2. IC2is characterized bgepj =1 andXp=100;
3. IC3is characterized bgapj =10 andXy=10;
4. 1C4 is characterized bgapj =10 andXy=100.

In each given network, all empty patches are initializechwlie same chosen conditiond®esides the
patches in the sqt}\, that are initialized with a standard LV model, having the commication constant
Cq,, €qual to the one given in the choserkj@nd all other parameters as given in Sedtion 2.2.

With this type of analysis, we expect to determine whichuesg of the network topologies are more
relevant with respect to the colonization of empty patcheser a given initial condition. All conditions
have been tested for each network and, for each fixed iniiadliion, different sets ofy), have been
considered. In the following, for space limits, we presemlysome results of these simulations, and
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briefly discuss the results obtained in the other analyzewdliions. In each of the following graph,
preys K) are represented with solid lines, while predatdfsdre represented with dashed lines.

We start by considering the network= a, that is, the chain graph. In this case, we present the
results obtained in all the initial conditions IC1, IC2, |G&4, considering three sets of LV patches,
namely pd,={po, ps}, PA,={P2} and p{,={po}. In the first case,={po, ps}, shown in Fig.[ 4) we
can see that, when the power of dispersal is low (IC1, IC2) tithe required by the predators to reach
the patcheg, and p3, which are at the highest distance frgaand ps, allows an initial uncontrolled
growth of the preys im, and ps, which subsequently undergo extinction as soon as the forsdanter
the patch. Such “delay” in the local establishment of a pafpoh of predators is the effect that prevent
the formation of the LV dynamics; this effect, as shown hitezais a common aspect of all network
topologies. Concerning the chain network, this is more@with condition IC2, where the initial amount
of preys inside the empty patches is higher than IC1: in thgecthe LV dynamics can be established
only in four of the six patches. On the other hand, with théahiconditions IC3 and IC4, the power
of dispersal is sufficient to colonize all of the patchesgdpectively of the numbers of preys that are
initially present in the empty patches and of the positiothef LV complete patch. Similar results for
the chain network have been obtained in the second analyzed(s\,={p.}, shown in Fig.[b) and in
the third case§\,={po}, data not shown).
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Figure 4: Colonization in the chain topology, wit,={ po, ps } and initial conditions IC1 (top left), IC2
(top right), 1IC3 (bottom left), IC4 (bottom right).
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Figure 5: Colonization in the chain topology, wii,={p2} and initial conditions IC1 (top left), IC2
(top right), IC3 (bottom left), IC4 (bottom right).

For the network topology = b, that is, the grid graph, we show the results obtained indsesIC1,
whenp?,={po} (Fig.[8, left side) ang®,={p1} (Fig.[8, right side). According to the position of the LV
complete patches in this network topology, we can see th#gi first case, the predators are capable to
colonize patchep; and ps, that are directly connected m, and patchp,, that is directly connected to
both p; and p3. However, patchep, and ps cannot be colonized. In the second case, the higher degree
of the LV complete patclp;, allows the colonization of all patches. With the initiaincition 1C2 (data
not shown), in the other tested caﬁ§:{ po} and pEV:{ p1}, only the patches directly connectedg
andpz, respectively, are colonized by the predators.

For the network topology = c, that is, the star graph, we show the results obtained indakesc
IC1, whenpf,={p1} (Fig.[q, left side) andgf,={p1, ps} (Fig. [, right side). According to the position
of the LV complete patches in this network topology, we cam that, in the first case, no patches are
colonized because of the high degreepgf(which is the only patch connected @) that spreads the
predators over the other patches, thus preventing the fanmef the LV dynamics. In the second case,
the combined effect of migration fropy and ps allows the colonization of patchg, which is directly
connected with both of them. We then performed other sinmuratstarting with conditions IC3 and
IC4: in these cases, the higher valuec.g)f allows the colonization of every patch (except from pgigh
independently from the initial position of the LV completatph (data not shown). On the contrary, when
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Figure 6: Colonization in the grid topology, with initial kdition IC1 andpf,={po} (left), p?,={p1}
(right).
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Figure 7: Colonization in the star topology, with initialradition IC1 andpfy,,={p1} (left), pf,={p1, ps}
(right).
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Figure 8: Colonization in the ring topology, wittf\,:{po} and initial condition IC1 (left) and IC2
(right).
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we assumepf,={po}, that is, the center of the star, then all patches are fullgrived, independently
from the considered initial condition.

For the network topology = d, that is, the circular graph, we show the results obtaingddrcases
IClandIC2, wherpEV:{po} (Fig.[8, left and right sides, respectively). Starting wiik initial condition
IC2, the predators are capable of colonizing only the patdirectly connected to the LV complete patch
Po, while in the case IC1, also patgh (being at distance 2 from the LV complete patch) is colonized
These results highlight, in particular, another aspedtilaa more marginal in the other simulations: the
stochastic nature of the communication process and of thetlyrof preys, which leads to the extinction
of preys in patchpy, while in patchp; it drives the local behavior to an oscillatory dynamics.

For the network topology = e, that is, the complete graph, we show the results obtaindttinases
IC1, whenpf,={po} (Fig. S, left side) and,={po, ps} (Fig. [d, right side). While in the second case
— where the LV dynamics is initially placed in two patches e predators can colonize all patches, in
the first case the colonization of all empty patches failscémore, this is an effect of the stochastic
noise combined with the low amounts of predators, which tsiin caused by the fact that the higher the
number of adjacent patches, the lower the number of pregititat persist inside each patch. In all other
simulations performed with initial conditions IC3 and IGH| patches have always been colonized, as
the higher values of dispersal rules assure a more uniforeadmf predators throughout the network,
and thus flattens the influence of migration delay (data nowah

For the network topology = f, that is, the random graph, we show the results obtaineckindabes
IC1, Whenp[\,:{ po} (Fig. [10, left side) ancp[vz{pz} (Fig. (10, right side). According to the position
of the LV complete patches in this network topology, we cam tbat, in the first case, all patches are
colonized by predators (similar results are obtained bgiptathe LV complete model in patghy — data
not shown). Inthe second case, papshis not colonized because there is only one path of length 2twhi
connects it to the initial complete LV patgi; the same holds for patgbs, which has distance from,
equal to 3. For similar reasons, considering the case ddlicibndition IC1, with the LV complete model
in patchps, the only patch that is not colonized by predatorgsi¢data not shown). In all the simulations
performed with the initial condition 1IC2, some of the patsh@ve not been colonized because of the high
amount of preys initially occurring in the patches. On theeothand, with the initial conditions IC3, IC4,
the power of dispersal allows the colonization of all pagcfdata not shown).
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Figure 9: Colonization in the complete topology, with iaiticondition IC1 andpf,={po} (left),
piv=1{po, ps} (right).
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Figure 10: Colonization in the random topology, with initeondition IC1 andp[vz{po} (left),
pLv={ P2} (right).

4 Discussion

The fragmented habitats of real metapopulations are yscladiracterized by complex network topolo-
gies. In this paper, we have analyzed six small topologiasdhn be considered representative of local
areas in a structured habitat, and we have investigatechluemce that the degree and the position of
each patch in the topology can have on the migration of iddids, as well as on the capability of col-
onizing empty patches. Our analysis suggests that, wiflect$o the power of migration (Sectibn 8.1),
we can identify different behaviours that depend on two attaristics of the topology: on a first level,
the local behaviour inside each patch is influenced by itsadedrhis is especially evident if we compare
the network topology described by the circular or completpbs, with the topology described by the
star graph: while in the first case (where all nodes have tme skegree) all patches are characterized by
a similar (regular) oscillating dynamics, in the seconcedhg most critical node is the center of the star
(which has a much higher degree than all other nodes in the gaaph). In the latter case, this patch is
likely to undergo a local modification of its initial dynamsicdue to a more higher incoming migration
of individuals from all other adjacent patches. On a secerdl] assuming in this case that the degree
of nodes is equal, then also the position of each patch ingpeldagy matters: for instance, we have
seen that in the network topology described by the chainhgrawhere all nodes, besides the ones at
the extremes of the chain, have the same degree — the loa@idysis also influenced by the dynamics
of the adjacent patches in the graph. Therefore, in hypotidiabitats where there exist many patches
connected in a linear way, our results suggest that theHesfghe chain might have a negative role in
the establishment and in the maintenance of local dynamics.

Considering the feature of colonization (Sectionl 3.2), veeehevidenced that, in most network
topologies, the lack of colonization can be due to the defayigrating predators with respect to the
(uncontrolled) local growth of prey, which then leads to &éxtinction of preys and the prevention of
the LV dynamics. To effectively measure how strong is the grouf the delay, it would be interesting
to understand whether the local growth of preys can be diedrby inducing their death and thus po-
tentially allowing the establishment of oscillations. Bles this aspect deserving further investigations,
our analysis have evidenced that the colonization of ematghgs occurs more easily in those patches
that are adjacent to the patch(es) initialized with the Lyhptete model. Once more, this highlights the
relevance of the position of the patch(es) where standaitiat®ns in preys and predators are already
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settled at the beginning of the simulation. Indeed, the pafeolonization is stronger in the circular
and complete networks — where the position of the LV cometeh is irrelevant (as the spread of mi-
grating individuals throughout the network results uniidrand it is weaker in the star network — where
the position of the LV complete patch is of primary importar{es the spread of migrating individuals
throughout the network strongly depends on whether thépatalaced at the center or at the tips of the
star).

In addition to the investigations that we have presentedimwork, further types of analysis that
we plan to perform on metapopulation systems concern, sairce, the study of the aspects considered
in this paper (migration, colonization, network topolagietc.) by assuming other local and global
dynamics, e.g., the population growth according to theskigfunction. Moreover, an interesting issue
that might be investigated is the synchronization of loagydation dynamics (e.g. by considering the
establishment and decay of oscillations in preys and poesladuring migration through a given network
topology, or in the process of colonization.

Concerning the use of graphs, other relevant questionsddga analysis of the dynamics with
respect to graph properties, such as different measureahitbh connectivity (centrality indexes) [13,
26]. In this context, for example, the star graph can reseriiitd notion of hub (a node with high degree)
in a typical scale-free network, a structure that is knowhdaobust to random disturbances but highly
vulnerable to deliberate attacks on the huibs[32, 3].

Another topic of interest concerns the fact that variousutettipns can coexist in a common habitat,
but have distinct (inter)species dynamics or differenpeisal capabilities in that habitat [9]. In cases
like this, it would be interesting to construct and analyi#feent metapopulation models, one for each
target species, according to both the patch-to-patch ations and to the specific population dynamics.
By comparing and intersecting the results obtained on thndi network topologies of the common
habitat derived in this way, it would be possible to deterniine locations of the habitat that are most
important for each species, and thus aid the design of naesarve systems where we can have the
most appropriate solution for all species in terms of the imakimprovement of dispersal (reduction
of species isolation) and the minimal spread of disturbaifdeseases, pathogens, invasive species, etc.)
[36].

We believe that our modeling approach opens interestirgppetives and can represent an useful tool
for the investigation of a wide range of properties in mefapation systems. We expect that applications
of this model to real cases — characterized by complex halstavorks (where each patch possesses its
own features of quality, occupancy, connectivity) andetght population dynamics — will aid in the
achievement of important results and new perspective ihoggo
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