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We propose PALPS, a Process Algebra with Locations for Raijonl Systems. PALPS allows us to
produce spatially-explicit, individual-based models émdeason about their behavior. Our calculus
has two levels: at the first level we may define the behavionahdividual of a population while,
at the second level, we may specify a system as the colleofiondividuals of various species
located in space, moving through their life cycle while aoffiagy their location, if they so wish, and
interacting with each other in various ways such as preyimgarh other. Furthermore, we propose
a probabilistic temporal logic for reasoning about the lvareof PALPS processes. We illustrate
our framework via models of dispersal in metapopulations.

1 Introduction

During the last decade we have witnessed an increasing tioeraatds the use of formal frameworks for
reasoning about biological as well as ecological systemisiding process algebras [31,/30/ 9| 24|, 14],
Membrane Systems [29,11] and cellular automata [17]. Reoakgebras, first proposed|in[25] 20] to aid
the understanding and reasoning about communication amtuoency, provide a number of features
that make them suitable for capturing biological proceskeparticular, process algebras are especially
suited towards the so-called “individual-based” approaicmodeling populations, as they enable one to
describe the evolution of each individual of the populatsra process and, subsequently, to compose a
set of individuals (as well as their environment) into a ctetgecological system. Features such as time,
probability and stochastic behavior, which have been aitely studied within the context of process
algebras, can be exploited to provide more accurate moskike associated analysis tools can be used
to analyze and predict their behavior.

In this work, our aim is to introduce a process-algebraimfravork to enable spatially-explicit mod-
eling of ecological systems. Such modeling![15, 3] has béspecial interest to conservation scientists
and practitioners who have employed it in order to prediet Bpecies will respond to specific manage-
ment schemes and guide the selection of reservation siteseartroduction efforts, e.gl_[19, 28]. The
use of spatially-explicit, individual-based modeling u@gs the description of the environment and the
individuals residing in it, including a description of eaicllividual's interaction with other individuals
as well as with the environment. As far as the environmenbingerned, these models typically involve
the use ofpatchesor alattice to represent the habitat. Individuals are then placed oaifspécations
of the modeled landscape and their behavior, includingtev&ich as birth, mortality, and dispersal, is
simulated at the individual or the population level and predl.

In order to capture this type of behavior our process algeBfd PS, associates processes with
information about their location and their species. Thethals defined as a graph consisting of a set
of locations and a neighborhood relation. Movement of ledatrocesses is then modeled as the change
in the location of a process, with the restriction that thigioating and the destination locations are
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neighboring locations. In addition to moving between lana, located processes may communicate
with each other by exchanging messages upon channels. Cacation may take place only between
processes which reside at the same location while spec@ahets allow processes to engage in preying
and reproduction. Furthermore, PALPS may model probdbilessents, with the aid of a probabilistic
choice operator, and uses a discrete treatment of timell\siimePALPS, each location may be associated
with a set of attributes capturing relevant informationtsas the capacity or the quality of the location.
These attributes form the basis of a set of expressionséfatto the state of the environment and are
employed within models to enable the enunciation of locatlependent behavior.

The operational semantics of our calculus is given in terfreslabeled transition system on which
we may check properties expressed in an instantiation oPtEL temporal logic. We illustrate the
expressiveness of PALPS by constructing spatially-exphdividual-based models for metapopulation
dispersal.

There exists a variety of previous proposals which intrediacations or compartments into formal
frameworks, e.g.[12, 10, 13, P7,122,[4, 7], while work has besmied out to employ these frameworks
for modeling and analyzing population systerns [5]. PALPSats from these works in that it is the
first process-algebraic framework developed specificaliyéasoning about ecological models as well
as in its treatment of a state and its capability of exprgssiate-dependent behavior. In particular,
it can be considered as an extension of WSCCS$ df [31] withtilmes and location attributes, while it
shares a similar treatment of locations with process algetheveloped for reasoning about mobile ad hoc
networks, e.g.[[23, 18]. As such, PALPS considers a two-dsimmal space where locations and their
interconnections are modeled as a graph upon which indilsdmay move as computation proceeds.
The main feature that distinguishes PALPS from existingrframeworks is the fact that it associates
locations with a set of attributes that model special chiaratics of locations which may be of interest
when modeling a system and the ability to express behaviamdifiduals that is conditional on the
values of these attributes. Examples of attributes thatbeaobserved by individuals is the number of
individuals a location can support as well the current nuneibedividuals present at a location.

In the remainder of the paper we present the syntax and thergi@s of PALPS in Sectidd 2, while
in Sectior B we provide models of metapopulation dispetsahectior 4 we conclude with a discussion
on future work.

2 The Process Calculus

In our calculus, PALPS (Process Algebra with Locations fopifation Systems), we consider a system
as a set of individuals operating in space, each possessipgcées and a location identifier. Movement
in the calculus is modeled via a specialized action whoszei to change the location of an individual,
with the restriction that the originating and the destimatiocations are neighboring locations. The
notion of neighborhood is implemented via a relatldh where (¢,¢') € Nb exactly when locationg
and/’ are neighbors. We also ubb as a function and writdlb(¢) for the set of all neighbors df

2.1 The Syntax

We continue to formalize the syntax of PALPS. We begin by diesg the basic entities of the calculus.

e We assume a set of special lab8lsorresponding to the species under consideration, rangad o
bys, s.
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e Furthermore, we assume a set of chanfiisranged over by lower-case strings. This set contains
the special channeleps and prey, s € S, which are channels used to model reproduction of
speciess and preying on species

e Finally, we assume a set of locatiohec ranged over by, ¢'. Locations can be associated with
a set of attributes that model special characteristics a#tions of interest within a system. We
write ( for attributes andp, for the value of attributey at locationt.

Our calculus also employs two sets of expressions: logigalessions ranged over lgyand arith-
metic expressions, ranged overlyOne of our main aims being to facilitate reasoning aboutiapa
dependent behavior, these expressions are intended wreagrivironmental (location-relevant) situa-
tions which may affect the behavior of individuals. Expiess e andw, are constructed as follows:

e = true|-e|eAe|wxic
w o= c| Y@ | s@f | @ | opy(W) | opp(wi,W2)

wherec is a real numberx<e {=,<,>} and/* € LocU {myloc}. Let us informally consider the intro-
duced expressions. To begin with, logical expressions a@iteusing the propositional calculus connec-
tives as well as comparisons between an arithmetic expressand a constant, i,e. w c. Moving

on to arithmetic expressions, these include three speqessions interpreted as follows: Expression
Y@r* is equal to the value of attributg at location¢*. Expression(s@¢*) is equal to the number of
individuals of species at location/* and expression @ denotes the total number of individuals of all
species at locatiost*. As specified above;” can be an arbitrary location or the special locatioyloc.
This label is employed to bestow individuals the ability xpress conditions on the status of their current
location no matter where that might be as computation pasce®pecificallymyloc refers to the actual
location of the individual in which the expression appeard @is instantiated to this location when the
condition needs to be evaluated (see rder{d) in Table[3).

Thus, arithmetic expressions are the set of all expres$mwnsed by arbitrary constants quantities
Y@+, s@r+, @¢*and the usual unary and binary arithmetic operatiapg éndop,) on the real num-
bers. Logical expressions and arithmetic expressionsvaleated within a system environment. The
precise definition of the evaluation function is postporeddables 1l and]2.

We may now move on to the syntax of PALPS which is given at tleegls: (1) the individual level,
ranged over by, (2) the species level, ranged over Ryand (3) the system level, ranged over dy
Their syntax is defined via the following BNF’s:

P = 0|n.P| Zwi:P. | cond (e1>Py,...,en>Py) | C
le

R = lrepP

S = 0| P[s(] [R]s] | [ | S\L

wherea € Ch, L C Ch, C ranges over a set of process consté&fiteach with an associated definition of

the formC def P, where the nod® may contain occurrences Gf as well as other constants, and

n:=alajgol|/.

Beginning with theindividual level P, proces<0 represents the inactive individual, that is, an indi-
vidual who has ceased to exigf..P describes the individual who first engages in activjtyand then
behaves aP. Activity n can be an input action on a chanmelwritten simply asa, a complementary
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output action on a channa] written asg, a movement action with destinatiéngo?, or the time-passing
action, /. Actions of the forma, anda, a € Ch, are used to model arbitrary activities performed by an
individual e.g. eating, preying, observing the environtresiwell as reproduction. Thus, for example,
the actionsprey, and prey; are executed, respectively, by a prey of populas@nd a predator who is
preying on individuals of populatioa The tick action,/ measures a tick on a global clock and is used
to separate the phases/rounds of an individual's behakissentially, the intention is that in any given
time unit all individuals perform their available actionsssibly synchronizing as necessary until they
synchronize on their nexy action and proceed to their next round.

Yiel Wi : B represents the probabilistic choice between proce3ses |. Each alternative is asso-
ciated with a probability of appearance, which is the vatuevhich the expressiom; evaluates. The
conditional proceseond (ey > Py, ...,e,>P,) presents the conditional choice between a set of processes:
it behaves a®), wherei is the smallest integer for whial evaluates tarue. Finally, process constants
provide a mechanism for including recursion in the calculus

Moving on to the action of reproduction, to capture the ¢omabf new individuals, we employ the
specialspeciesprocesseR. R, defined asrep.P, are replicated processes which may continuously re-
ceive input through channetp and create new instances of procBssvhereP is a new individual of
speciesR. Such inputs will be provided by individuals in the phaseegroduction via the complemen-
tary actionrep.

Finally, population systems are built by composing in gafdbcated individualsP:[[s, /], wheres
and/ are the species and the location of the individual, and spé&X|s]], wheres is the name of the
species. FinallyS\L models the restriction of the use of channels inLsefthin S.

As an example, we consider the model described in [8] wheet afsndividuals live on am x n
lattice of resource sites and go through phases of reproduand dispersal. Specifically, the studied
model considers a population where individuals dispersgpace while competing for a location site
during their reproduction phase. They produce an offspoimy if they have exclusive use of a location.

After reproduction the offspring disperse and continueefimitely with the same behavior. In PALPS,

we may model the described speci;a:st:ef! rep.P, where

1
p df z i : gol./.cond (s@myloc = 11> Py; true > +/.P)

¢eNeigh(myloc)
def S

P = p:rep/.Pi+(1—p):Teprep./.P

We point out that the conditional construct allows us to aeiee the exclusive use of a location by an
individual. The special labehyloc is used to illustrate that the location of interest is theialctocation

of an individual once the individual is placed in a contexthivi a system definition. Furthermore, note
that P, models the probabilistic production of one or two offsperaf the species. During the dispersal
phase, an individual moves to a neighboring location whicthiosen probabilistically among the four
neighboring locations on the lattice of the individual. Mresystem containing of two individuals at a
location/ and one in locatior’ can be modeled as

Systent< (P:[[¢,s]|P:[¢, 8] |P:([¢', s]|(‘rep.P):[S])\ {rep}.

To model a competing specigswhich preys ors, we may define the proceﬁéd:ef! rep.Q, where
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Q = cond (s@myloc > 11> Preys./.Q1, true > +/.Qo2)
Qi = rep.v/.Q
Q2 = cond (s@myloc > 11> Preys./.Qu, true > +/.0)

An individual of this species looks for a prey. If it succeéu¥ocating one, then it produces an offspring.
If it fails for two consecutive time units it dies.

2.2 The Semantics

The semantics of PALPS is defined in terms of a structural aijperal semantics given at the level
of configurations of the forr{E,S), whereE is anenvironmentand S is a population system. The
environmentE is an entity which captures how the various locations of ystesn are populated. More
precisely,E C Loc x Sx N, where each paif andsis represented i& at most once and whefé, s, m) €

E denotes the existence wfindividuals of speciesat location/. The environmenkE plays a central role
in defining the semantics of the calculus and, in particditarevaluating expressions. The satisfaction
relation for logical expressioris is defined inductively on the structure of a logical expresssis shown

in Table[1.

Table 1:The satisfaction relation for logical expressions

El=true always

E | -e ifand only if —(E =€)
EEene ifandonlyif EEeAEEe
EE=wxe ifandonlyif val (E;w)e

The relationl= is straightforward and depends on the evaluation functiorafithmetic expressions
val (E,w) defined in Tabl€]2.

Table 2:The evaluation relation for arithmetic expressions

val (E,c) = cC

val (E, p@Y) = Y

val (E,s@¢) = num(E,Z,s)

val (E, @7) = num’(E,{)

val (E,Opl(W)) = opy(val (E,w))

val (E,op,(wi,wWp)) = opy(val (E,wy),val (E,w»))

The auxiliary functionsium(E, ¢,s) andnum’(E, ¢) compute the number of individuals at locatién
in environmentE of a specific species(num(E, ¢, s)) or for all species{um’(E,¢)) and are defined by
num(E,¢,s) = nwhere(¢,s,n) € E andnum/(E,¢) = S s.snum(E,s,¢).

Before we proceed to the semantics we define some additipeahtions on environments that we
will use in the sequel:
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Definition 1. Consider environment E locatiodhand species.
e E® (s, ¢) increases the count of individuals of specieg location in environment E byt

Ed(sl) = E'u{(,ssm+1)} ifE=EU{(¢sm)}for somem
| BEU{(4s 1)} otherwise

e Eo (s /) decreases the count of individuals of spec@aslocation? in environment E byt:

E'u{(¢,ssm—1)} ifE=EU{(/sm}m>1
Eo(sl)=1 F fE=EU{({s1)}
1 otherwise

We may now define the semantics of PALPS, presented in Tlaldedd, and given in terms of two
transition relations, the nondeterministic relatier, and the probabilistic relation— . A transition of

the form(E,S) L, (E',S) signifies that configuratio(E, S) may execute actiop and becoméE’, S)

whereas a transition of the for(i, S) l>p (E’,S) signifies that configuratio(E,S) may evolve into
configuration(E’, S) with probability w. Whenever the type of the transition is irrelevant to thetexin
we write (E,S) -+ (E/,S) to denote that eithefE,S) —, (E/,S) or (E,S) —, (E/,S). Action

appearing in the nondeterministic relation may have onbefdllowing forms:

e a@/ anda@/ denote the execution of actioasanda respectively at locatiof.

e T denotes the internal action. This may arise when two comgeany actions take place at the
same location or when a move or a prey action take place. Wadrimterested in the precise
location of internal actions, thus, this information is matluded.

e ./ denotes the time passing action.

The rules of Tablel3 prescribe the semantics of located imhais in isolation. The first four axioms
define nondeterministic transitions, the fifth axiom defiagsrobabilistic transition, and the last two
rules refer to both the nondeterministic and the probdigilisase. All rules are concerned with the
evolution of the individual in question and the effect ofstlevolution to the system’s environment. A
key issue in the enunciation of the rules is to preserve timepatibility of P andE as transitions are
executed. We consider each of the rules separately. AXibik) specifies that a/-prefixed process
will execute the time consuming actioff and then proceed @& The state of the new environment
depends on the state Bf if P = 0 then the individual has terminated its computation andgefloee, it
is removed fronE (see the definition oEP) whereas, ifP # 0 then, obviouslyE remains unchanged.
Axiom (Act) specifies that).P executes action @¢ and evolves td. Note that the action is decorated
by the location of the individual executing the transitianenable synchronization of the action with
complementary actions taking place at the same locati@r(de Par2), Table 4). This axiom excludes
the case of = go/ which is treated separately in the next axiom. Specificalbgording to Axiom
(Go), an individual may change its location. This gives rise tdomct and has the expected effect
on the environmenE. Moving on to Axiom (Prey), this describes that any individual can become
the victim of a preying action. This may happen at any poinirdguthe lifetime of the individual
giving rise to the actiorpreyy@¢ and causing the individual to terminate with the approprigtanges
to the state of the environment. RyleSum) expresses the semantics of probabilistic choice: once the
probability expressions are evaluated within the envirentnthe probabilistic action is taken leading to
the appropriate continuation: if the resulting state of itt@ividual, namelyR, is equal to0, then the
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Table 3:Transition rules for individuals

(Tick)  (E,+/.P:[s.4]) ~Lon (EP,P:[s.])

(Act)  (E,n.P:[s.e] "%, (EP,P:[s.4]) n +got’
(Go) (E,gol . P:[[s.0]) —=n (E© (s,0)) @ (s.0),P:[s,2']) (¢,0') € Nb

(Prey)  (E.P:[s.0]) "2 (B (s.0).0:s.4])

(Psum) (E,3iqwi: Refs ) ™ =5, (R Ris )

(Const) (E,P:[s¢
s

)
)

(Cond) (E:RPSA) = ELR:[sC]).EaLE el lj<i
d(e;>Py,....en>B)) — (B, P:[[s,7])

Eo(sl) ifP=0

P_
whereE _{ E otherwise

individual is removed from the environmeBt Note that we writew | ¢ for the expressionv with all
occurrences ofyloc substituted by locatiof: w| ¢ = w[¢/myloc]|. Next(Const) express the semantics
of process constants in the expected way. Finally, {Gend) stipulates that a conditional process may
perform an action of continuatio® assuming thag | ¢ evaluates to true and & |/, j < i evaluate to
false. Similarly tow| /¢, e] ¢ is the expressioe with all occurrences ofyloc substituted by locatioA.

We may now move on to Taklé 4 which defines the semantics dfrsykevel operators. The first rule
defines the semantics for the replication operator, thefivextules define the semantics of the parallel
composition operator, and the last rule deals with theiotisin relation.

Thus, according to axiorfRep), a species process may execute aat@m@/ for any location? and
create a new individudP of speciess at location?. Next, rules(Parl) - (Par4) specify how the actions
of the components of a parallel composition may be combingdte that the symmetric versions of
these rules are omitted. According(tearl), if a component may execute a nondeterministic transition
and no probabilistic transition is enabled by the other comemt (denoted byE,S;) /=), then the
transition may take place. If the parallel components macete complementary actions, then they
may synchronize with each other producing actiorule (Par2)). If both components may execute
probabilistic transitions then they may proceed togethiéin probability the product of the two distinct
probabilities (rule(Par3)) and, finally, if exactly one of them enables a probabilistémsition then this
transition takes precedence over any nondeterministisitians of the other component (rulBar4)).
Note that in case that the components proceed simultanethesh the environment of the resulting
configuration should take into account the changes apptidmbih of the constituent transitions (rules
(Par2) and(Par4). This is implemented bf ® (Ej, E2) as follows:

E® (E1,Ex) ={({,sm+i1+i2) | (¢,sm) € E,(¢,s;m+1i1) € Eq, ({,S;m+i3) € Ep,i1,i2 € Z}
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Table 4:Transition rules for systems

R=!reps.P:[9], ¢ € Loc
(E,R) "B, (Ea (s0),P[s IR

(Rep)

(Parl) (E,Sl) L>n (E;,S_|_)7(E,Sz)7L>p
(E,S11S2) —n (E',S1|S)

Par) (ES) & (EnS). (E,S) 2% (E2,S)
(E,Si|S) ——n (E® (EL,E2),S)|S))

(Par3) (E’S'L) ﬂ>p\g\’E%\;g.l.)v (E,Sz) E)p (Ez,SZ)
(E,S1IS2) =5 (E® (E1.E2), S)|S))

(par4) (Easl) l>D (Evilvgl)a (/E752)7L>p

(Time) (E:S) — (El,SL)J(E,Sz) s (2,
(E.S1|S) —=n (E.S)[S)

(E,S % (E,9),a ¢ {a@¢,a@/|ac L}
(E,S\L) -% (E/,S)\L

(Res)

Next, rule(Time) defines that parallel processes must synchronizg’ aetions, thus allowing one tick
of time to pass and all processes to proceed to their nextrdeinally, rule(Res) defines the semantics
of the restriction operator in the usual way.

Based on this machinery, the semantics of a systesnobtained by applying the semantical rules
to the initial configuration. The initial configuratiori,S), is such that¢,s,m) € E if and only if S
contains exactlyn individuals of species located at!. In general, we say tha is compatiblewith
Swhenever(¢,s,m) € E if any only if Scontains exactlyn individuals of species located at/. It is
possible to prove the following lemma by structural indoctonS|1].

Lemma 1. WhenevefE,S) — (E/,S) and E is compatible with S, ther! i also compatible with’S

2.3 Model Checking PALPS

Model-checking of PALPS processes may be implemented viasaantiation of the PCTL logic _[6].
The instantiation involves the adoption of PALPS logicgbmssions as the atomic propositions of the
logic. Specifically, the syntax of the PCTL instantiatioratttwe consider, is given by the following
grammar whera&b and@ range over PCTL state and path formulas, respectiyedy/0, 1] andk € N.

® = true | e | =® | DAY | Pple]
Qp = X0 | oU*P | P UP
In the syntax above, we distinguish between state formlasd path formulag, which are eval-

uated over states and paths, respectively. A state forraaiit over PALPS logical expressions and
the construcP.p[@]. Intuitively, a configuratiors satisfies propert..,[¢] if for any possible execution
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beginning at the configuration, the probability of takingadtpthat satisfies the path formujesatisfies

the condition p. Path formulas include thé (next), U (bounded until) and) (until) operators, which
are standard in temporal logics. IntuitiveKsb is satisfied in a path if the next state satisfies path formula
®, UKD, is satisfied in a path @b, is satisfied continuously on the path uriiy becomes true within

k time units (where time units are measuredgyevents in PALPS) an@1U®, is satisfied ifd; is
satisfied at some point in the future athg holds up until then.

For example, consider a populatism danger of extinction. A property that one might want toahe
for such a population is that the probability of extinctidrite population in the next ten years is less than
a certain thresholghe. This can be expressed in PCTL by the propé’rgbe[trueulozgdoc s@/ = 0].
Alternatively, one might express that a certain centraaiion ¢ will be reinhabited with at least some
probability p, by: s@¢ = 0 — P~ [trueU(s@¢ > 0)]. Similarly, it would be possible to study the
relation within a model between the size of the initial p@pigin and the probability of extinction of
the population, by checking properties of the fos@¢ > m — P [trueU(s@¢ = 0)] or explore the
dynamics between two (or more) competing populati®asds’ by, for example, expressing that within
the next 20 years with some high probability, members of tyufations will outnumber the members
of populations’: P p[trueU(S jcioc S@C < 5 jeLoc S@F)].

The semantics of PCTL are defined over Markov Decision Peas=e@VIDPS), a type of transition
systems that combine probabilistic and nondeterminigtalior. It is not difficult to see that the opera-
tional semantics of PALPS gives rise to transition systdmatdan easily be translated to MDP5s [1]. For
the details of the semantics and the model checking algonitie refer the reader to [1L6].

As a final note we observe that in order to check the satisiacif PCTL properties by PALPS pro-
cesses it is sufficient to restrict our attention to Bheomponent of each configuratigg, S). This is due
to the fact thak is the only information required in order decide the satisfm of logical expressions
by configurations (see Tablek 1 did 2).

3 Examples

During the last few decades, the theory of metapopulati@ssbieen an active field of research in Ecol-
ogy and it has been extensively studied by conservatiomtssie and landscape ecologists to analyze
the behavior of interacting populations and to determing tiee topology of fragmented habitats may
influence various aspects of these systems such as locall@al gopulation persistence and species
evolution. The notion of a metapopulation refers to a groligistinct populations of the same species
residing on a fragmented habitat or, a so-called set of pat@nd cycle in relative independence through
their life cycle while interacting with other populationsdacolonizing previously unoccupied locations
through dispersal. It has been observed that while populatof a metapopulation may go extinct
as a consequence of demographic stochasticity, the metiapop as a whole is often stable because
immigrants from another population are likely to re-colmnhabitat which has been left open by the
extinction of another population or because immigratioa small population may rescue that popula-
tion from extinction. Indeed the process of dispersal isit@af ¥mportance in metapopulations. It affects
the long-term persistence of populations, the coexistenspecies and genetic differentiation between
subpopulations and understanding this process is eddentidbtaining a good understanding of the be-
havior of metapopulations. The evolution of dispersal le®ived much attention by scientists and it
has been studied in connection to various parameters suble asnnectivity of the habitat on which a
metapopulation exists, patch quality and local dynamics.

In this section, we describe two examples relating to metaladion dispersal through which we
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Figure 1: The sequence of events in the lifetime of a dispgrspecies

illustrate how our calculus can be used to construct moddtiophenomenon.

Example 1. The first example we consider is motivated by the spatiaffyleit, individual-based model

of [32]. In this work the authors construct a fairly simple deb of metapopulation dispersal which
departs from previous works in that, unlike previous moaélsetapopulation dispersal which tended
to be deterministic and at the level of population densities model constructed is both stochastic and
individual-based.

According to this study, a set of genotypes co-exist withiirahitat which differ only in their propen-
sity to disperse. The metapopulation is composed »i subpopulations inhabiting a set of patches
arranged on a square lattice with cyclic boundaries, soitidiatiduals leaving the “top” or “right-side”
of the world reappear on the “bottom” or “left-side” respeely and vice versa. Each patch is associated
with a so-called patch quality related to the capacity ofghteh. The behavior of an individual of the
genotypes under study is illustrated diagrammatically igufe[1. According to this model, an adult
individual initially producest offsprings. Subsequently, a phase of competition takes@atween the
juveniles of the population of which a fraction survives.ciaurviving offspring may disperse accord-
ing to a probability of dispersal distinct to its genotyp& dase it disperses, the neighboring patch it
moves to is selected with equal probability among all neighbThis sequence of events in the behavior
of an individual is presented diagrammatically in Figuré\fe point out that the percentage of offspring
surviving juvenile competition at patahis given byy, = (1+ a, - Ny)?, wherea, is the measure of the
patch quality,N, is the number of individuals residing at patéland 3 is a constant that relates to the
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degree of competition.

This metapopulation can be modeled in PALPS as follows. Wasider the set of of locations, j),
1 <i, j <n,where two locationsi, j) and(k,|) are neighbors if they are adjacent on the grid. Finally, let
us consider the location attribute as a measure of the quality of the patclf.aThen, genotypé with
some constant probability of dispergalandA = 3 can be defined as the species prodgss!rep.J;,
where

A = Tep.rep.rep.0 Adult Individual

3 L g:is+(1-qg):0 Juvenile

g & P Di+(1-p): VA Surviving Juvenile
Dj %ef Y teNeighmyloc) 7:000./.A Dispersing Juvenile

andg; the probability of survival of juvenile competition is givédy g = (1+ a, - @¢)P. Then a system
can be modeled as the composition of the various genotypeslhas the individuals of the initial
population under study:

Systen® [(R:[1] | ... Re[K] | A0, 1] | .. )\{repy,...repd.

1<i<m

Analysis in this model may focus on the effect that the disglerates, the degree of competition
and/or patch quality may have on the degree of populatigredésls.

Example 2. As another more complex example, let us consider a model odvwibrush dispersal,
initially proposed in[[33] and expanded upon [in][26]. Thisdabconsiders three types of birds: adult
breeders, adult floaters, and juveniles which are birdseir thist year of life. According to this model,
adult breeders produce an offspring at a rate dictated hgussystem parameters such as clutch size,
nest predation and paratisism rates which we denotg.asollowing reproduction, each individual
has a probability of dying before the next time step whichighér in juveniles and adult floaters in
comparison to adult breeders. We witfg g; andqs for the mortality rates of breeders, juveniles and
floaters, respectively. If following mortality a habitattpl has more birds than its capacity allows,
then dispersal will occur according to a probability detered by the size of the patch and the distance
between neighboring patches. This probability is highdtaaters and juveniles in comparison to adult
breeders who exhibit a high site fidelity. We wripg, p; and ps for the dispersion rates of breeders,
juveniles and floaters, respectively. If a bird reaches ahpafith available capacity then it will settle.
If not, then it will either attempt to disperse to anothergbaor it will become a floater depending
on whether it has reached its maximum number of dispersaitevénce dispersal has occurred, the
juveniles become adults and the model begins another clhls.sequence of events in the behavior of
the populations is presented diagrammatically in Figlre 2.

This metapopulation can be modeled in PALPS as follows. Wisider the set of of locations and an
associated predefined neighbor function as well as a disfanction that may be instantiated according
to the modeler’s preference to capture Euclidean distans®me other function of interest [26]. We
also assume the existence of a set of probabiliigs }i jcLoc Wherep; ; represents the probability of
dispersal from patch to patchj. Finally, we introduce the location attributg as a measure of the
capacity of patctf. Then, wood thrush species can be modeled by the prétedsep.Juy, where the
behavior of a juvenile individual; is described by the following equations:
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Breeders Floaters
A
Reproduction
Juveniles
\4 Y
Mortalit
Breeders v Floaters
Surviving Breeders
Juveniles and Floaters
No need for dispersal—— ‘
Surviving Juveniles No need for dispersal -
| AndBreeders Surviving Floaters —_

Need for dispersal

Non-dispersing

juveniles and breeders Dispersing

and floaters

A

Dispersal

No need for dispersal -
Surviving Juveniles

/ And Breeders
Need for dispersal

/

Non-dispersing Dispersing
juveniles and breeders
and floaters

Dispersal

No need for dispersal -
Surviving Juveniles

/ And Breeders

Need for dispersal

I

/\

juveniles, breeders

Non-dispersing

floaters \

No need for dispersal -

Surviving Floaters

Non-dispersing

juveniles, breeders floaters \

No need for dispersal -
Surviving Floaters

\

Breeders Juveniles and Floaters

-]

Figure 2: A cycle in the lifetime of the metapopulation
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Jw £ q:IG+(1-qj):0 Juvenile survival
JG % cond (@myloc > Cryioc > JDo, true > /.AB) Check patch capacity
D, % pj: JAL+(1—pj): /.AB Decide whether to disperse
wn « Y teNeighmyloc) Pmyloc,¢ : 90¢€.JCy Dispersal attempt 1
JC %" cond (@myloc > Cryioc > JD1, true > /.AB) Check patch capacity
o, & pj:JA+(1—pj):/.AB Decide whether to disperse
i & Y teNeighmyloc) Pmyloc,¢ : 90£.JC; Dispersal attempt 2
o £ cond (@myloc > Cryioc > v/-Fl, true > /.AB) Become floater or adult
AB £ 1, :15.BS+ (1-rb):BS Breeder reproduction
Bs & Op:BC+(1—p): 0 Breeder survival
BG % ond (@myloc > Cryloc > BDp, true > /.AB) Check patch capacity
BDp & pp:BA+ (1—pp) :/.AB Decide whether to disperse
BA & Y teNeighmyloc) Pmyloc.¢ 1 90¢.BCy Dispersal attempt 1
BC %" cond (@myloc > Cryioc > BDy, true > /.AB) Check patch capacity
BD; & pp:BA+ (1—pp):+/.AB Decide whether to disperse
BA, & Y teNeighmyloc) Pmyloc,¢ - 90¢.BCy Dispersal attempt 2
BG; & cond (@myloc > Cryloc > v/-Fl, true > /.AB) Floater or adult
FI % gr :FCo+(1—0qs): 0 Floater survival
FCo % cond (@myloc > Cryioc > FDo, true > /.Fl) Check patch capacity
FDo &' pr:FA+ (1—ps):+/.Fl Decide whether to disperse
FA, & Y teNeighmyloc) Pmyloc,¢ : 90¢.FCy Dispersal attempt 1
F&; %' cond (@myloc > Cryloc > FD1,true > /.FI) Check patch capacity
FD, & priFAo+ (1—pt):+/.Fl Decide whether to disperse
FA, & 3 teNeighmyloc) Pmyloc,¢ : 90L.+/.Fl Dispersal attempt 2

As before, the system can be modeled as the composition spttées as well as the various individuals

that form the study:

def

Systen= [(R:[[1] | |_| AB:[[¢1,1] || |_| Juv[[¢1,1] | |_| Fl:[1,1]..)\{reps,...rep}.

Varying the model parameters, e.g. the habitat topologghpguality and dispersal distance, may allow

1<i<ng 1<i<n} 1<i<nt

an analysis of the effects of the parameters on patch ancomikation persistence.

4 Concluding remarks

This paper reports on work towards the development of a psacelculus framework for the spatially-
explicit and individual-based modeling of ecological gyst. In related work 1] we have also imple-
mented a prototype tool and conducted simulations for tagafy-explicit model of [8]. In future work
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we intend to provide optimizations for our tool via an impkemation of a spatial extension of the Gille-
spie simulation algorithm_[12, 21] and by taking advantafjeomcepts developed in process-algebraic
frameworks for state-space reduction such as confluencenanichization according to equivalence re-
lations. At the same time it is our intention to enhance thdasy of PALPS to enable a more succinct
presentation of systems especially in terms of the mutiigliof individuals. Other possible directions
for future work include the adoption of continuous time adl e the use of dynamic attributes to allow
exploring the system while patch quality degrades, tentpes increase, etc.
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