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Lotka-Volterra: neutral oscillations
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MacArthur-Wilson: approach to dynamic equilibrium
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May-Leonard: cyclic dominance
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9: T VX LBETHIOEY T HNastE, MOBEMMEERE 0/ SC/d PREL R ZI1ZY, TXTOR
EEOFEMP AR 2R T 5, May DLEMSMD T2RER TERL, AR A4 XOBESE
BRCIEIRZoDPRER LTHRAZZ D5, FRANTA—R: J = —dl+ A, d =10, C = 0.25,
S € {10, 20, 35,50,70,90}, o =0.05,0.10,...,0.55, 7% (S,0) T 12 WDITANEEN, Ay =0, IERHHRT IXHE
R C T N(0,0°%), ZhLINZ 0, #ililE ovVSC/d, S =45833.. .,
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Chap. 3 RREEHIE

3.1 Kermack—McKendrick SIR €5 /L

R SIR £ 7 WE, B&M#H S, RE I, [FIEE R 0=>0XHEHZ M5 [15],

SIR EFI)L

S=-3SI, I=pBSI—-~I, R=~l.

[SL:RAN: 7
FI=oXErET L

S+I+R=0
DT, AH

N=S+IT+R

FRIFEE NS, BYIEIC LA TRHAERZ AN VWU EMDOETLTH S, IEOFHHED S H
3z, S\ I,RIZEICESN,
EPIIENCIE S ~ Sy L R E2DT

I~ (8Sy—)I

THb, LIlehio TRREDHEZ 5%

850
Y

THbd, A% 1ITHILL, FIINCIZIZEENEZN L 6, BEARRAERT

1

Ry~
5
THDY, Ro> 1 2WATHBORMEICZ 5,
FITOE—2131=0256
y
S =L
5
TR %, 2F ) EPEERT, BZUEEL T2 ETHAFT 2, 72
dI__ R
a5~ '1ss

ZHEDTH L
I+S5—- %logS:const.

RSN, CHERFIFHETE I(co) = 0 105 L IREY £ XA EANS, SIR EFLOEE
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mlX, FIERIEIE BST W2 XD, ALV OEZMMIERL NV OBMERREZEL 2 TH 5,

Zal—>ayvhl
SIR epidemic curve
1.0 A
0.8 -
505- —_—
E — |
& 0.4 — R
0.2 -
—_—
0.0 -
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
time

B 10: SIR E7 A DOIATHIF. FIHNCIIEZEE S DT DZ2 VWD EEE [ DR 25, RITHiED L
S WY, S =v/8 ZFEo/E AT I BRPANIEL 2, [FEE R ZHFNHEZ 5, EBANIX—4:
B =0.30, v=0.10, #HAE (S(0),1(0), R(0)) = (0.99,0.01,0.0), KFMEHEH 0 <t < 120,

3.2 SEIR EFJL

SEIR E 7/, SIR ET7/WICERIIE L ZBERAZRTXEE Z2MAZETLTDH S [16], BEFEL
TW3D, FRBRMEZROBRE L LTIRIR2BEDO R VWEREZIHRINICANS 2D, 4 71T
Y, FE, COVID-19 O & 5 BRI DR C 2 R WEEYED RN ET L E LT fEbN %,
SEIR €T/l

ANO% LI, S+E+I+R=1 2755, F#EN% SEIR €7 W

S =—BSI, E =pB3SI—oE, I =0E —~I, R=~I

THbd, /o FFEIBRME, 1/y FEIBREHBZ RS,

B B R AT
ooz E3 e
S+E+I+R=0

BDT, MAORRGFEENS, SIR ETLERUL, HAE - FCEZANRVEAUZEFTH S,
72, IEOFIHEAMED & HFET 2 L FXEZEICR 520,
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TATRIHNCIE S~ Sy ERE 2, E 1 RZFITERHLTHRIBILT 2 &

d —0 ﬁS() E
e\ o -]\
B, ZDITHDEFED—DOMIEIC K 5551

BSo >~
ThHb, LIDo THHIIRIZEENFZER S, BEIX

R0=§>1

gl
THb, BRYPOEX 1/0 &, ZOHHZ SEIR 7L TIREAREEERZDD DEEZ RV,
TWATONS LD EEY =R ZEZ %,
FRE, PIHBEMEREE AT 5L
A+ o) AN+7v) =085

273, o SV, OF HERPRHARVWE, BRE I OBINEENTEN S, BEEHD
V=213 I1=0556
=11
g

Ti#EZ 2%, SIRETNATIE S = v/8 D=2 5&MHE 5753, SEIR TIHEREDOERERETHS E
ME—TDRAIVITHEEAT 5,
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SEIR epidemic curve with a latent class
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time

11: SEIR 7L O THR, BRXE E 2z, P UERTERERZFEOXE T 25X %,
SIR Y [l CIEMEHEMIE 2 0 n3, BBEH O RENER I TOEMAN Y -2 2BAINT LT, EANS
X—=4&: B3 =045 o = 0.20, v = 0.10, FIHAE (S(0), E(0),I(0), R(0)) = (0.99,0.005,0.005,0.0), MK
0<t<160,
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Chap. 4 ZEREETFTILENZ— DR

4.1 Fisher-KPP equation

0P RT 4 v 7RI 2SRRI 2 72 ROSILEN G FENTH D, Fisher OHFERT D ZEMIERE
& KPP OEITIRMNICHRS % [17, 18],
Fisher—-KPP equation

o pTt 1oLy,

ot Ox2 K
o bl
Up = Uge + u(l — u)
2B,
(G =RA: 2

COFBRERIE, PR T 4y VIR INZ RO B ETFALTH B, K TH T uw 2HX
sfbl, W%z 1/r, 2¢#% /D/r THlZ &

Up = Ugy + u(l — u)

W25, RSB Z AU uw=0 3L E, vw=1ZETH 5,
RAEZFARZ 72012

u(z,t) =U(2), z=x—ct

B, Tk
U'+cU' +U(1—-U)=0

YW T ODE 1272 %, BUAYA) 2 0%
U(—x) =1, U(+o0) =0

Ziizz U, eSS HIREI LT 222 AIREANE T,

FEDORIHTIZ U ~0 DT, U~e M 2BLE
N —eA+1=0
2135, HIICRET 25\ HFET 2 1 3HREIEETRIINIER S T,

c>2
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DRETH 5, TLOXILTIE
Cmin = 2V Dr

L35, BittDEEDHIER »r AR D ORPETIRE 5 2 8 h, ZDETFAOFULHIRE
RTH 2o,

Fisher-KPP: traveling invasion front

70 4

60

50 +

40 +

time

30

20 A

10 A

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
space X

12: Fisher- KPP HBERO—XTHBRESS I 2L —Ya v, Al EHEIRE « ~ 1 BEHIOZZHIREE
u~ 0 N, ATHRIZIE—ERETHED 2D, KIEETEAOME TR LU THIRTE %, FR/INTX—4A:
D=1.0, r =10, ZZEXM™ 0 <z <120, Az = 0.5, At = 0.08, L T = 80, FHIZMIZ » < 16 T
u=1, ZRYHTu=0, 2L 16 <z < 20 IZIRIE 0.02 O—FRELBIREN Z N 2 7o BEFHIAHIZETICT K 2
£ u iR,

4.2 Turing reaction—diffusion model

Turing DIERETERE T IVIE, RFTRIGTE T 72 & &E % —HRIREEDS, $iEZ A5 Z & CZEMICR
HENTDENSEZTDH S (19,

— W RIS SR

ou 2 ov 2
Frie fu,v) + Dy Vu, prie g(u,v) + D, V-v.

—HEPE (vt v*) T B,

S kAN: 2
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— B (ur,0*) BRISE T TRER LT %, RIHDY LT V%

9u  Gu (

eELE, RIBZZT DREFRMIEZRITRIE R DOFRHESAF

u* )

trA <0, det A >0

TH 5,
ZefiEEh e 7 — ) ZE—F

e)\telkx

TRZ L, V2 k2 ZHENT 2EHICIR 2, L7203 CTIEL E OiEENT
g; i N D, 0 i
tls 0 D, 5

Turing AZEME L, k=0 TREZELDIC, 5 k>0 TEREMHEOEIIPIECKRE ZLTHS,
TR R O BRI

THh% %,

Dy fu+ Dyg, > 0,
(vau + Dugv)2 - 4DuDv(fugv - fvgu) >0

ThH2, EEANCIX, BFRNIBEEZERZNZS £ 3250, OO TOIECEENKEES &,
REDHEREDOERIZES - UMNAMIEINS, ZHUT XD, —HERHEEE» SR ERPHED X5 otk —
UIEFEMICEHNS,
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X grid

R 13: R0 ICIEECR OBUER], —FREEEIc NS v XA o8B E 52 5, RIBETROEZ 5133 D%
MRS &2, EEREDEVIC X > TREDKRE THIIEX N, EKEROZER X — 22585, ER/INT X—2:
X Gray-Scott B EHEAL us = DyAu —uv? + F(1 —u), v = DyAv+uv? — (F+k)v Ofl, T 128 x 128,
JAREER, Az =1.0, At=1.0, 6000 A7 v 7, D, =0.16, D, =0.08, F=0.060, k= 0.062, FIHAZHFIZ
FFu=10=0, FHRD 32 x 32 fBIHT v =0.50,v = 0.25, X 5[TIEHERFZE 0.01 DIEMEEESZINZ 7=,

4.3 Keller—Segel chemotaxis model

LTI, MIEEEM Y E OB > THREIL, (L¥EIMc X > TEEEXR S, &
&R T HEL PDE 2% Keller-Segel €7V T®H % [20]o

Keller-Segel €7 )L

% _ pvp—xV - (pV0),
ot

Oc 9

yn =D Vec+ap— A

LAY 2
FEHRTHEBHEAD LW e g s 2 &, MERORR

/p(x, t)dx

BREFESN S, B—ROWHIE DV?p BZEEEAZLRSTEHE 28>, — /T

—xV - (pVe)
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i, LFEWE ¢ a0 AN BEI T 2K e RS,

—FRIRRERZ 2 2 2, MDD TRICZWIEITIE ¢ BELMESBNS, T2 L EFEDOMIENZ D
FINEED, X512 ¢ MR D, TDOIEDT 4 — KNy ZEEUCHEO Y, —HRIREEN R ZEEICTR
D, MO BER NS,

COETFTNDOERLL, BRIILEZ SIEEZIXHEZA 2 DI, BN D 2 IR 722 EIE X
NHIZZTH3, “XTOFEKHRITIE, RWEELDIEFELZEZ 5 L ARKETER T2
PHISNTWS, EVFEINCE, MEOESCHMIEER OB Mt EE X 2720 DRAKRETILT
»Hb,

Keller-Segel: chemotactic aggregation
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B 14: —2Tt Keller—Segel € 7L ORI, MIIEE DD T H R AE—0, (LFWEARICIH S BENC X -
THE L & DICHFAI N D, HE AR —EZ2 72630, EHE R —H2EIES 2, ERANFX—4%: %
MXEE L =40, #7528 n, = 220, Az =40/220, At=0.002, B&RZ T =4.0, D=0.08, D.=0.5,
x =055, a=1.0, A=1.0, FAER, OHIZMHE p=140.05cos(2rz /L) +0.026, ¢=1+0.02n, & n 13
HETERIELEL
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Chap. 5 ##E - HER

5.1 Lapicque / leaky integrate-and-fire model
Leaky integrate-and-fire model (&, FEFENZHE ODE THEZ L, BEISELZH6A 4 7 )ty
N ANDETNTH %, Lapicque D 1907 FDHED integrate-and-fire BIE 7L DEH A &
LTHfbh s 21, 22],

LIF €7

dv

e —(V = EL)+ RI(t).

Tm

MIfESEe VY b
V>Viw = spike, V=V,

ELTMA %,

LAy 2
ANERB—E 1(t) =1, D &, REMIZEME

Voo = B + RI

NEBINTES < o IS
V(t) = Vo + (V(0) = Vio)e /™

ThHb, WIVHE —(V - Ep) SEEBMNEZEIEEN EL WRTEEXTHD, 7, 32 OBENKMTH 5,

KB B720121F, VEy MRICHADLSE Ve BREZBIZ TWRTRERS RV, L

3o T
Voo > ‘/th

DFEKFEMNTH 2, V-t MENV, 25 RIEF TORRMIX

T:Tmbg”
T, FKRIZ 1T 1285, dLNIEHZ ANSRS, FEKRIE /(T + Thet) TH 5,
ZDETIMIANRL ZOFERFIAL RV, Z84 7 3EIEZ B2 B O S e LTikbird, L
ML, ANEBREFEKROER, EH =2 —n BTN, 281 ZHOE 2 2 5 1203IFEICH
HT®H 3, #EiH7% ODE LB Y £y bEHABGDE D, N1 7V v RIIERORNM
R -oTWVWB,
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Leaky integrate-and-fire: threshold and reset

_50 -

_52 -
5 —54
C
o]
o —56 A
o
S —58-
©
€ —60 -
(0]
E _62

_64 -
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time

15: —E A1 %3} % leaky integrate-and-fire €7 /b, JREAIIEIEE 2 SRR LA L, BEISES
LY ANRA 7 LTCRESREN, 7225120ty F&Eb, SEEIROIEFIX, ODE I X 27 LB Y £ v b
DMAEDLEELRT, ERAINTA—4: 7=120, E=—-65.0, R=1.0, Iy =18.0, Vi, = —50.0, Vi = —65.0,
V(0) = V;, At=0.05, AR T = 220,

5.2 Hodgkin—Huxley E7 /L

A4 HERMROTEHEN Z, EAKEFEA A > F v 2L D7 — PRI K o Tadid L 725l &R £
TILTH5 (23]

Hodgkin—Huxley EF /L
CrnV = Iext — gnam3h(V — Ena) — gxn*(V — Ex) — g1.(V — Ep),

t=0a,(V)1—2)—B:(V)z, x=m,h,n.

LAy
7= MEBORIZ
t=a,(V)(1—2)— B (V)x

THD,

i o R e R  Eoew 4
LEHEIF B, 0%, BV BEESATHIUE, 7 — PEBUIEEE 2o (V) KREERK (V) T
o<,
RN DX TIE, Na B
gnam>h(V — Exa)
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§Kn4(V — EK)

DEETH %, Na G m 13ELZS EDD, REMOBIHZ S 51580 2 EREZES, —
73, Na NEMAE b & KIEMHE n 1B TH E, REMZRTAMEZES,

FHRTIE 2 = 20o(V) DD LD, FFILFEEMIIEERITIDE S RE L TR 5, HMHT
BMEHEPT L, ZOFBBROREENED oD, KIRWD R84 ZPERBHNT-D T 5,
Hodgkin-Huxley & 7 /L OFERLRYEEMEE, THEIEM ZHRARFEAHERITIER LS, AERTRER A 4
VI IERRIE ODE 22 53H L 72 52 5,

al— 34

\I

\':
1]

Hodgkin-Huxley: action potentials under a current pulse

—40 1

—60 1

_80 T T T T T I
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time (ms)

K 16: Hodgkin-Huxley :ETJI/LfEﬂ:;EE(JIV\ﬂ/X T AT, BEBBALDSBMERNCILD L3 D ) KERIGEIE
feRELLDE, Hok- @Mz ETiEEMLANR S, LIF CR2igD, 24 ZJREZDH DH
A X VERPBEL TV, ﬁﬁﬁ/\vx R: C = 1.0, gna = 120.0, gk = 36.0, gr = 0.3, Ena = 50.0,
Ex = —77.0, Er = —54.387, #IHAEEN V(0) = —65.0, ¥'— FEBUZ V = —65.0 TOEHE, SEERE
5 <t <35 T Iexy = 10.0, ZHOLIHT 0, REREIHEIF 0 < ¢ < 50,

5.3 FitzHugh-Nagumo €7 /L
Hodgkin-Huxley €7 VOB EMEOARE % 2 ZHICHENI LIZET LV TH 5 24, 250

FitzHugh—-Nagumo €7 /L

3
@zv—%—w—kl, w=¢e(v+a—bw), D<ex 1.

i B 7 R AT
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PAEETR 2, v DXILZ T4 iF

3
w:v—v——i-l

3
T, NFROMETH 5, w DXVT T4 F
v+a
w =
b

THEMRTH S, FHEIZZDO oD EHY LTHRE 5,
ST (vF, w*) ICBF B Yar T ik

THb, ~KLRTIIET
trJ =1— (v*)? — &b, det J = {1 — b[1 — (v*)?]}

ZH2%, trJ =0 2D detJ >0 T Hopf 7IEANE Z 2 &I 72 %,

0<e<1DlDH, viFHEL, wiXBV, PUEIXELS NFIXLT T4 UANEDE, FORIZIH->T
Wwo K DENE, i D (BETRICHORAY ¥ > 735, ZOEESHHICE D, BEFER LS
ARAIREN DI N BT = 5, FitzHugh-Nagumo €7 /L&, Hodgkin-Huxley Daffl% Hll -
T, BE%ROMNMHFIMEZ 2R L2ET L TDH S,

’y
1

al— 364

FitzZHugh-Nagumo: relaxation oscillation
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17: FitzHugh-Nagumo € 7 /L DEFRE), HOE v BRI S LD, BOWEEZER « »ENTH
25 Z 2 THRKZICRER T, Hodgkin-Huxley €7V & DERIOLES, B MEOHENA R TV, FH
INTR=H:=0.08, a=0.7, b=0.8, =028, FHIHE (v(0),w(0)) = (—1.2,-0.4), FFREIHIPH 0 < ¢ < 180,
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Chap. 6 #&®) - FHA - {LERS

6.1 Goodwin oscillator

DT 4 — KNy 7 R EOBIETHE - BESERSREHL S 2 2 L 2 RTElEFALTHS [20],

Goodwin oscillator

. a b
T1= 77 0171
1+ zh ’

T; = ki1 — bix;, t=2,...,n.

(iGl=RAN 3y
ZDETIVTIE, 2, DREWVIEY 2y OEEPINZ NS, LidoTeke LT

Ty —> Tg —> - — X, 127

EWHHEDT 4 — KN I )L—Fi>oTW5B, IEOHIAED S HFE T, SEBNIEFE L 7iE
DY B WTIEDOHFH ISR 5,

FERTIX

bi(1+ (7))

ThHb, OF D) FZEFEDFLEEIZRTEE? SIEICRE D, REIC z, Dz ZIMMZZ2EHTHL %,
BDT7 4 — XNy 213 E@EITEET 2, LrL, B n D2V EIERDRE % FTIZEMN R EN
AT, Hill (R DR EVWEIIHINARICI S, 2D O+ 3imne, s h Hopf 571 TA
TEL, BERY I M ATZADREL S B, Goodwin EFLDHFNL, ALERENCIT TAEF
=, B, TROWIEREN) PEEFE WS 22 TH 5,

Ty = b‘xi—la Ty =
2
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Goodwin oscillator: delayed negative feedback

i

18: Goodwin oscillator DEER, BD T 4 — RN 73R ZENMLZFSICRZ 20, BEEW
BAGEIC X 2 EMEER E Zilk7z Hill MEADH 2, BEIVHEZTS LTRET 2, RIS X—
A HillfRE b = 12.0, KEAFE o = 8.0, 77fFEE by = by = by = 1.0, BHHE ky = ks = 1.0, FIHAE
(w1, 22, 3) = (0.2,0.1,0.1), WM 0 <t < 80,

6.2 Sel’kov glycolytic oscillator

fRFERIREN O ET L e LTHIBN S A ODE TH % [27],
Sel’kov ETJL

&= —z+ ay + 7y, y=b—ay — x?y, a,b> 0.

[l =RAN: 2y
F R RO BT R DRT WV, 2 +9=b—x RDT, FHETIX

¥ =b
Thsd, ZhzHE_RNATEL
. b
y a4+ b2
2135,
Yavr 7y ik

1422y a+a?
J =
—2zy  —(a+2?%)
2

2% ,
tI’J:—l—f—m—(a'f—b)

THYH, FHRT
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Cb, ZRILRBEDT, trJ & detJ O ESDRMEENEZRD B, RTRX—REEZT trJ M
0 ZREYID | detJ > 0 MRS 3 & Hopf I DIEFIC 2 5,

RE ORI H O 7 o2y THTH %, o DX 2 L RIOHHEA, XS5 ¢ X 203, HE ¢ »
W2 e RIOBIEE D, 20% y DI N THORILPME S, 20 [HEiE) & B oaE
HOEDEPERIRFI O R/ IMEEER L TWD,

IalL—>3
Sel'kov glycolytic oscillator
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19: Sel’kov EF/VOBER], HOMBRIZHEEICED o PEZ 2 L HE y BHESIR, y DS L RIG
MEED, B y HEET S, COMIELMBORD IR L PEERIREBOR/IMETH 5, ERANFX—4:
a=0.08, b=0.7, FIHAHE (x(0),y(0)) = (0.4,1.2), K& 0 <t < 90,

6.3 Belousov—Zhabotinsky % i ¥ Oregonator
Belousov-Zhabotinsky KIS, {LFEE BN EHIICIRE 3 2 REMN L IERELERIGT D

%, BIET N E LTI Field KérosNoyes Y, Z O TH 2 Oregonator DEMERNTH %
128, 29, 30],

ZZ¥ Oregonator DXFRH

u—q
u+q’

T 2T w FENEMER, v FBVEEZERE Rze 5,

et =u(l —u) — fou v=u—w, 0<ex 1.

[fGL==RAN: iy
Oregonator (& BZ IS DFEM 72 2R GZ KRIEICHERI L, BOTEHEEER v L BWEEZER v DA
VER e LCTIREIZEER T2, 0<e<1 20T, F—RD v I3HE KD v T H#LHL,

31



XNVT 74 2%
u(l —u)(u+q)
flu—2q)

v = U, v =

TH5b, EDOFHETIX v* =u* T,

(1 =u")(u"+q) = f(u" —q)

Ziie S, FHREObhOYary i

-1 2 —1 ru—
S € [1 —2u—fvi(u+cf])2} — e
1 —1

THYH, Z“JOCRZDT trJ =0, det J > 0 A5 Hopf DI DRI %,

BAEANE, HUBIZELS v XVTZ T4 UAFD, 2o T o< DA, Hituthsi b fhk
TRIZHIDEAE S, ZHUd FitzHugh-Nagumo B DFEHIIRE) & & < BlTW3, BZ KIGIZEWET
LVZEDSDTELWD, BERE, LA, RIMEEOSZ — v 223 ZORERBRRTH D, K
HAYF DR K — VTERE 7 VORI SO,

Zal—=>3 bl
Oregonator: BZ chemical oscillation
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20: Oregonator DBUEG, HNEMHCEL u B3PV —27 216D, BWER v 2EEERZHE S, BZ KIG
DEZCRALARENZ, D &5 BRIEERISGEEDHAGDENPLHRTE 5, ERANTXA—X: ¢ =0.02,
q=0.002, f=1.2, #HME (u(0),v(0)) = (0.08,0.15), KMEHIFH 0 <t <60, WWHFER L LT Radau {ETH
U7z
6.4 Winfree T /L
APV X LM%, (AHZGOREIREIF L LTS HHINET LV TH 5 [31],
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Winfree €7 /L
i K 1
HZIOJZ—FNQ(QI);P(HJ), izl,...,N.

2T P RMOIRE 7R T 20V, Q MV EHIRTH B,

FSE kAN 2y
Winfree € 7L T, FIREITOFH LWIRIEZIET, (iMH 0, 7202803 %, 24U, f4 OIRE)
FTOBRERY Iy bIA 7V 2HD, RIESHDOITNPEIHEZAZEEZLALUTHS, K =0 7%
5 ZRE 1
éi = W

e > THINIZ[A B,
Wand e, REITF j PHE 0, WKIGUT VR PO;) 2FL, REITF i XEZOMHEIIGT 7
BN Q9;,) TEDANZERZIT 5, LiedioT, fHHE

K

NQ(@»?P(@J»)
&, TWORIBZ 20T 2002 K o THHOEA T BES ] TeZ2RL TV,
ZDETNOMNTIE, FIHIKEE, JEFEBVRE, HoRPREDOZENEZHFANS, T TORE T
MEICHAMIGED K EITH D, MHMNESIXS R SIEFRIATH 5, Winfree 7ML, LV
at, RERAOFN, FEFEKZE %, MHEINEIRE SOV AAEE TS 2 AR %,
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Winfree oscillators: emergence of phase coherence

o °© o
w B U
1 1 1
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time

21: Winfree B EIRENFORRFERL r(t)o BANIMMHIE OIS TS, "V RS L MHIEEIC L 5T
L OMEDIEDTENCZE S S0 v = 0 WFIEFH, r PREVIZEFEBDROZ E2RT, FRANTA—%: R
B8 N =80, fiATHE K =0.7, P(0) =1+cosh, Q) =sind, w; ~ N(1.0,0.06%), 6;(0) ~ U(0,27),
At =0.02, =R T = 80,

6.5 Kuramoto ®F )L
Winfree B D AHMER 2 & HICHFL L 72, FERETRPIOEEE T L TH S [32, 33),

Kuramoto €5 /L

) e
0; = w; + N;Sin(ej — (9@)

MR 228 % N
rel¥ = % Z el
7j=1
LERT D
(iGN
PR 2258
iy 1 & i0,
re'” = N jz::le J

25y, IRTOMBMEHAZEEGe LTEeohs, EE 70U
éz‘ =w; + Kr Sin(?/i — 91)

YET D, r = 0 XNMEIES XS RIEREIREE, » = 1 X EEMNERICE UMW B IREE,
0<r< 1 XEDREEAZES,
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EIAAE E —HEICE 2 R T RS b, EEIREIED NG WIRE 713
|w7; — Q| < Kr

ZiiZe 3 EMNMHBEE XN 2, —77, EEREEARE HNTIREFIZFRIENIICT A 0T,
AAHDIE D BT %o

EREORE 22 X, EEREBUMG ZEEK g(w) & 32 &, JEREHRED S FHIREIET 2
FR SRS B0
2

K. =
7g(0)
THb, FEEVPTTOEEL DY X LI 51D, WEEPHEZEZ % & BHNREF %L
RN D, 2D Kuramoto BTV OHULIZEHIEER TH 5,

oZalL—o3>fl

Kuramoto model: synchronization transition
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0.8 A
2
QE) 0.6 -
© - weak coupling
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20.4-
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°
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K 22: Kuramoto 7NV DRIAIER, BEXHVERFELEIIEVE EED, BEar TR0 EZL0D
WREFOEEREANTI EAEN, r(t) A 1 ISEWVENER T 2, EFRANSX—4: REIFH N = 160,
wi ~ N(0,0.45%), 6;(0) ~U(0,21), At=0.02, FA&KFFL T =60, LB LB EREITIK =04 8 K =18,

6.6 Vicsek model

Vicsek model &, Z8 D HCCHEK. FORFINCAE 2 Z A X 57200 T, RZReRke Uy EE) %
R ZRULEBAERR-ZETIVLTH S [46], FLRAORN, MK, MEHELREZEZ S
CXICEER TRFMEEER O KIBBRFESET 2 Ewo Bl E, OO THMZHEAITERL
TW3,
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Vicsek model

2 XA OIS TEHEEEE Z %5, KT i OBELAEZZhAZH
Ccz(t) € [07L)27 ez(t) € [0)277)

Y2, SRTFIE—EEE v, THE, B ¢ TER R LMW B EER T OFE I 2
A9 .
&@+1%=Am( > é%@)+n&u%
Jile;(t)

—2i(t)|per <R

(COS 0:(t + 1))
wi(t + 1) = wl(t) —+ Vo (mod L)
sin6;(t + 1)

22T &) WE—kka A, BIZIE [—1/2,1/2] LM REBTHD, n ik 4 EETH %,

(iGN 3y

Vicsek model (& ODE Tl37% < Bl R DEIANR — X ET NV TH 5, FNTOE—HIX, FhTDRE
BZ0bDTIERL, EH2ERORENENTZTFZEL-o TV I R2 2 TH 5, HANLRIKF
2RI

N

g |2

T2X Ot

Z e19 (t)

] 1

TEHEREIND, IXRTOMFHFECHAZAFIE® ~1 THY, MENISHIXS%5FENFTHIHE
FoTd~01C72%,

JARX p BREVE, FHAAIZZAIMREIDS T VX LALBAEDORESL TPML D, FHFD
MZZEHIEHICR5, ZOLE o) INXWMEDET DD IS &, —H, n IVNEL, BEH+
JIZENE, SEBENTOVE N E DR 2RI D, R 7255 23588 U T RIS 72 8
T ET 2, ZOE & o) IFRERMEICEIL,

COETNVOEERL, HEro HENR2ROETHR) 252 T0WEWI e TH S, FTI3a6E
DT 2 TN 2I2H20b 563, BEOHHED BFRERICEN T, EHAREH?D 277 HAN
BEM S, Lo T Viesek model 1, REENWIHE, BEAUEES), BOMMI(L, SEPHEAHERR 2 k5
WETLE LTUED T O,
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Vicsek model: local alignment of self-propelled particles
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o ~= /’ oy
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t =220 alignment order parameter
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\ \ 9]
r Wil soe]
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time step

23: Vicsek model DY 2 2 L — 3 ¥, Z/PRKNIWIHAKEE, @&H, RIECKEOR FOMNELAEEZRL, A
NIMERRF R (1) ORFRZLE RS, /A AT/ FEESIDHEEE L, o) DDREL KD, E
AN A—=2: R8N =240, fY A4 X L =10, FHER, HE v = 0.06, HEEHAFE R = 1.0, K
%A At = 1, 27 v 78220, FIHANIEX [0, L)% O—HEELE, #IHAARER [—n,7) O—REEEL 7 1 X
n&i(t), n=0.35, &(t) ~U[-1/2,1/2]c FRKEZZ t = 0,80, 220,
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Chap. 7 B=FHE - #Mi2ALE - SHEYF

7.1 Griffith genetic switch model
BIRFRBICETZ 4 — RNy 272 A5 &, #fH7ZR AT L TRAA v FRRNEERERET
2 % [34]o

BHEEEER 1 v FORINE

9'c:a0+aKn+xn —dx.
L SRAN: 2
—XJL ODE 72 DT, MHTIZA R e DREMOZRZ RS 2 L ITRE 5, LHEHE
xn
P(x) :a0+aK"~|—x”
eELQ L, PRI
P(z) =z

DIRFTH 5,
n=1®0DKIWEENRIEOPIRIGE, REFEE—2TH5, LHL n>1 THIlBEN TR
Wic7e 2, SFRIOAFERIR Y BN =[ARH2 2 edd 5, — Rt ODE TIXEE V- ¥ NEZE
SEEI R FACIHN A DT, = ODRAGHAINC TZE, NEE, HiEl i3,

TDY KB Y BRIIRENE S 5 BEICKRD, BIZH DAL EFHEH L 2 WHIZK S,
NERMTCZDOLEWEZBRZ 2, BRIREANTIDEDD, 2z LURELTHITITREL RV
BGand b, TUDBLATVIRATHD, BInTFAAL v FHlE b BN RN 5,
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Griffith-type switch: multiple intersections

307 — production
- degradation
2.5 A

2.0 A

rate

1.5 A

1.0 A

0.5 A

0.0 A

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
expression level x

24: HOEMWLR A v FOEFEMIRE DRERR, SN TH D, ZOoDR NN H 2 L RFEH - EHH
D_ODEENREL, ZOBOARRERLEWMENEL 2, EHINTXA—4: a9 =005, a=24, K =1.0,
Hill 3% n=4.0, § =1.0, FR&PH 0 < z < 3.0,

7.2 Tyson / Novak-Tyson BUHiIfEIHAETIL

HRE AR 2, 4 20 VEEE X F—EEECDIFRE 7 4 — IRy 2 LT T 2T
HTH 5 [35, 36

HRBIEHA R 1 v F DEHIAZ

C =ky—kyXC,

P FC(1—-X) kX
L4 1-X L+ X

TITCERYAZYVE, X FERbEh: MEBHGERTFOE& %2R TEHNERTH 3,

LAy
DI T, C BW- WEET I A7V VE, X 32U Ebs M HIGERT0E N
2FET, H-R

C=ky—kqyXC

&, YA 27V U —ERETELN, X BEVETEIHELIRE I 2RT,

F AT, X OFEH e NEEEIEAMEOIETE INT WS, Ji, o /NI Ve, THHDK
JIMFBIRIZH D, X DXNVT A4 R SFAENC L, $2LEUL C HLTERY X 2EW X D
TODEEIREDBTFIEL D b,
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C o< DR 2L, RIFK X OLERICH > THED, HIBETZORINEAS L, X IFA
KEWIREEAY v 732, 20k, BV X IED Chafah, BoBETE X IREANR S,
ZDEIRBOERMEENT DX OMAGDED, MIEHORSE AT & RPN E RS,
DI TR 2 &, B - R R & AIRE A HLIC R 2,

FEIEOMALEIAE T L TIE, 427V V0% S APC/C 72 &2 IRINCII X 7z =28 Lo
ODE £ LTEL 2 DBV, ZOEEIE, C OFME, X 028G, HRKT OEN TG
PAC7-EDT7 4 —KNw 22D, RIBIREIZAET %,

’y
1

al— 360

Tyson/Novak-Tyson-type cell-cycle oscillator

c 0.7
%0.6—
SOA- ((‘(Uf(¢‘ﬁff(1‘4ﬁft('Fffft‘UVV[
.4;*0.3-

2o2] [VUVSVSVSUSTRTR RO IO
019 —— cyclinC  —— MPFM —— APCA
0 50 100 150 200

time

25: Tyson/Novak-Tyson D 7 1+ — KNy ZR§EE Z A TR LU EUER, B4 2V > C 25 MPF M %1
(L L, MPF 25 APC A ZIEMILL, APCOH A 2 ) V2T 25, BOLEMHESEHD 7 4 —RANw 712D,
R S U WRIBIREINAE T %, ERINTA—HF: v, =015, kg = 0.8, kn = 1.2, dmn = 0.25, kq = 1.2,
do = 025, K. = 0.50, K, = 0.30, Hill fRE n = 8.0, #JHI{E (C(0), M (0), A(0)) = (0.40,0.05,0.05), K¢fH
HiPH 0 <t < 220,

7.3 Repressilator

=D DOEFHNHIK F 2 BRICHEF 2 HH 3 2 N\ TEETFRIRGTDH D, SREMFEORENITDH S
375

=Z# Repressilator

oy 7 L HAR S Fi A,

i B 7 AT
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FEOHMED & KT 2 2, & o (MEEEDIEATHMIED —z; O TIEORBICEN2, K
PRl R TOREDF CME 2+ 122D,

a
14 (%)

T =

73,
HIBEEE f(r) =a/(1+2") T 5, FmEbHD THRELT 5
n=-n+ f'(z")Pn

Y15, PRESOERE YT S TITHTH 2, f(a*) <0 BDT a=—f(z*) >0 £BL
&, IRENCEEMR T 2 HREHEOFZERIX

a
I
+2

%%, LEkhBoT
a=2

73 Hopf 7T DIEMTH %,

Z ORERIE, W25V e AN LET, BHEBETZ—EENRS Z e 2EBKT %, RENCE, +
RIS, K E R HilLRE, H2W0IE mRNA & XY T EEDT S 28I & 3 FERNIRE
NDNELTH %, Repressilator 1%, Z DEHGEHZFHIEDO NTIEMLFHIEEE UTHEEL R THEYE
HNCEETDH 5,

Repressilator: phase-shifted gene-expression oscillations

SZE A
VA AAAAVIAY

time

[X] 26: Repressilator O =Z ODE OFUER], =D DBEFEVBEWVICHFILE S 729, ¥— 7 MIEFICH
N5, EVMAHSTH - FEBEIRED, BRRKE T 4 — AN JORETH 5, ERINTA—4R: o =600, Hil
FRE n = 3.0, DIRRIEEZRT 1, PHIE (21(0), 22(0), 3(0)) = (0.1,1.5,2.0), FEEIH 0 <t < 80,
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7.4 Gardner—Collins genetic toggle switch

TODBETHEVEMNGIT 2 22T, ZOo0REREZFEONTELEFHEKTH S 38,

genetic toggle switch

. aq . ()
U=——73—1U, =] —
1+08 14w
5 B A R AT
XNVT7 74 %
a1 (5]
U = —— v =
1408’ 1+uY

ThHb, EHLHHFORRMIEZ 2 BN 5, A 080 OMIRETH %5, HEMHIDTHTNES,
TARDANVT T4 NE—ERETIRDY, B—DREEENET B,

WHI2EE L, HIRE B,y BDREVE, LT T4 VIZARBIIRD, ZO0D0REEROIEEH S,
HAIPNZE, u DAE L v DRV L, v DAE L u DRV L E T, Z DM DI H 8 HIC
25,

S DRESHIRL, —ODREIREDIRR, Thbboitthificis, IRENZDHERDOESL S
BIcdH 22T, BEINCED SDBLETHHEET 2000 E S, AT T—RIIC—H oMl %2
FH 5 e, HUENEREZEZ, 24 v FRUIDEDLS, ZODBLETFREIC X ZEEZETFOREARR
BTh 3,

42



Chap. 8 #E{b¥ —L

8.1 Replicator equation

XA THAE x; 25, FEHEICE XD @EOMEROPIC X > TS 2E7 L TH S [39, 40]

replicator equation

= (fil@-J@), @)=Y @

T— LTI A ZHWS &

fi(x) = (Az);, f=a"Ax.

I R 7 A AT
ESE I XN

A:{w:xiZO, inzl}

DAETH 2D 2l 5. FEEE,

d _ _
azxizzxi(fi*f):f*fzo
ThH2, £l ;=055 4, =0 BDT, —EEELZWEA FIFZERBNL W,
“HROSE, » ZHIE 1 OHEE 5L
= z(1 - 2)(fi(x) — fa(z))

£i5%, Bift =01 3HIHERTH D, WECFE

fi(x) = fa(x)
THE %, S 1 OFESEDEEE 2 X D EWIEETE ¢ 3 X, EOEETIEIR S,

7 — DATHIDSNRRT, HWISED fi = (Az); THRAHN25E, WEEEIX TN TOMHF OIS
FUEIGEZRORTH 5, ELNLEHNE, v > 298, RFTZERIXERICERT 55, 5%
PIEFE UBEETlE 7w, replicator equation DEE I, EAKZD D D TlE L SHEDZELEE
52T, EROGMZRAFINCHEAR ETHRHONS[HTH B,
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Replicator equation: rock-paper-scissors cycling

TR

time

27: —HEM& rock—paper—scissors 14" — A @ replicator dynamics, #5HKIEDOSEE I EIK FIR7=40, B0 728K
W2 & & I ANE DS, FHEORFMIIFEIC 1 THY, RENIMEEKTIZR S HERLEDIREITH 5, R
INT A=A FIET5] A= ((0,-1,1),(1,0,—1),(—1,1,0)), FHASEE (21(0), 22(0),23(0)) = (0.55,0.30,0.15),
IRFFEIEERE 0 < ¢ < 80,
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Chap. 9 5£MHE(E - PFOATE

ZZETOEZL DETNME, FEHNRZE(L R E Oy A TR L, 2L T, AR
HHOBEENFE), RiEoimg, SEEEOH MBI TIE, BRBESCEEN—-IETILELT
DL EHARICKR B, ZOEDETIVIE ODE ZD3dDTIERWD, BHEYFORLEHXZ 3
I AT LT WV,

9.1 Wright—Fisher E5 /L

Wright-Fisher €7 V&, GRENNICE T 2 BINEFEHZiA T 2 BIHROERET L TH S
[41, 42], MEREEMIOPEME TV TIRBHEDE S5 ICLED 208, FREHTREXIMRIZ L DfERD
FRETDLOMRICE T, TUVNBHED T VX LIHS <,

neutral Wright—Fisher model

EHY 4 X% N, 7V ADEEE X, €{0,1,...,N} £ 3§ 3, HIiLDHH,
XtH\Xt—inin(N,];).

7VNVHHER P, = X;/N £ BHE, P, €{0,1/N,...,1} TH 5,

(iGN 3y
H137 Wright-Fisher €7 /LD d KUIZMHHEIZ, 7V IVHEOHHENZDLRWI TH S, &

P S HIRMEZ GRS 5 &
E[P | Pr=pl=p

Yib, Lo T, BRI EIMNIE IR & LAy, Lr LTI = ES
WK BHENA S 72, HHEEZT VXL ETRNT 5,
AT E BT

p(1 —p)
N

Var (Pry1 | Pr=p) =

THb, N DWNEWIE—MRB-DDESLENKEWV, T2 p 30 1 1iFWVWE, 5 EFi3h
LB, AU, W FEEEEINIFHER L7 I, 2R ERELSFHEIZL WAL TH S,
BRP=0r P=113RIRETHZ, —F X, =0122UET VL A FHEL, —F X, =N
WRAUREE S 2, LD E, WIHASEEED po 75 & FEEERIX

P(fixation) = po

Thd, 2T TAME»SEET 51 DTIRZRL, TRACZVWECBABES LTV W0
BIENEFHOEAFEHZTDH 2,
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=R D2
Wright-Fisher drift: absorbing boundaries at 0 and 1
1.0
a1 1 f
i f
_ 081 i A | e
e 1’!'11 il
[} L ' i} } rlI.I‘L]J 4
2 061 et U i T
(0] l 1‘ M l [ll r 1
«= R[] l-l LI‘iI.JIH I i
Toa{ [MCRIANE ol 5T il
o Wﬂkwiq%q N
0.2 - lia) -"n:}l‘ hll i | _.‘i:ll['“l‘-h R “ll
T 7! 1‘-| |.H-:‘l -LnLl»“L."ll
TRk 1':"!" ._!Iﬁ- It i
e Y, L, b
0'0 I I -: I I I I
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
generation

28: I3 Wright-Fisher E 7LD 7 VOVEEHE, YO 23 FE CHEBEE D ST 20, GREMOH
BHFEIC K o TC, MRS LICERIHEANES, 0 & 1 ZRIURERTH 3, ERAINS A—4A: haploid MY A
A N =100, FIHBEE po = 0.35, WK 120, KIE SR 25, FILET IV Xeq1 ~ Bin(V, X /N),

9.2 Moran 5/l

Moran EF WL, AREFOHFT—EDA R b2 —EERIHEL, —ERIFELE T 2 MR
FETH % [43]c Wright-Fisher 7 L5 TEREROEZHZ | 2F 2 2 DITH L, Moran €7 /LI
—fEkFoDANEDY | 2EZ 2,

Moran process

HB(EHYA X% N, 7UVADEBE i 55, 7V ADHMNELER r, D5—H%Z 1L
T2y, —EDA XY NT i DR 2 HERIT

ri  N-—i N—i i
T = T =
‘' ri+N—-i N’ Y i+ N—-iN
L7h3oT
i —i+1 with probability 7;", i—i—1 with probability 7} .
(iGN 3y

T TA RSB LCRIZN, JE A BRI 2 BRTHZ, T ZZOWTHZ, r> 1
%o ADEYE LTORIWRTENELRD, TP BT KhKE BRIV,

B i=0% i=NRZRIVRETH S, HVZOEGE r=1121F

i N—i
ﬁzﬂ:ﬁzv
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DT, WA ZAMAERSAAENARD IEHR WV, 20 ZEEMEFRIE Wright-Fisher €7 L & [E U <

_'l
pz—N

"C‘\%éo
BIRDD 256 r £ 1121%, BEEERIZ

1—p?
pi = 1_,-N

b, r>17R5 p>i/NTHY, BME7Z VMVIFILOEE I DEEINLTV, 7 LER
EMDT, EAE7VNLTHEABERTZZ21EH 5, Moran ETINVDEELIZ, #IR L EIEM
T I U RO TR R TS 5 2 2 T 5.

Moran process with weak selection

0.8 -

e
(9]
1

allele-A frequency
©
S
1

o
N
1

0.0 A

0 10 20 30 40 50
scaled event time (events / N)

B 29: §59\W\IEDERZ3Z1) %5 Moran RO 7 V ABHERLE, —FO A X2 M THEL 1/N 722 2505
, FRIEBEDSRV, v > 1 BROTEAFFANDRDEH 275, AREFOHES FI2X > THART 2HED
%, /NS X—4A: haploid £FY 4 X N =100, FIHMEE i = 35, HXLEIGE r = 1.04, KA XY b
#5000, X events/N, K18 X 2H 16,

9.3 Branching process

DROERRE, RN VXL BBOTFERL, ZOFRELMICTFERT L WO HERBAETH 5,
PDMEEEEICHR 3 % Galton Watson EFENHETH D, EIREEOMIRE, BRI RGE L,
HHRCREE, ZERER 7 v — > OFGER ¥ THN S [44, 45,
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Galton—Watson branching process

0 on MROMEREE Z, £ T5, BEEPIHIICTFOR E 2FoL &,
Zn
Zn+1 - Z gn,kv
k=1
772U & R U ARIHE 5 AL R JE L B EEERZ R TH 5, I HRE%Z

m = E[¢]

&L

G kAN: 2
WIRHEIER ICBICEIRE T & 5, RN EHIRMEZ VS &

E[Zyy1 | Zn) =mZ,

RDT, IEME Zy 1oL T
E[Z,] = Zom™

TH2, L7hoTm<1 ZoFEEEREIZIRD, m>1 2o FIEARBIZIER %,
L2 LOBOERDOAER, FEPHEA 258 THHBEIEID 5 2 KICH 5, HliERz

q = P(eventual extinction | Zy = 1)

9%, FORMDHERREKZ

eEC L, MR

Ziti7e T /NOIFERTDH 5,

FHCm <1785 q=1THH, FAINUITMERITHILS 2, m>172856 ¢<1 &Y, IEOMER
THEBRICTFEME T %o Poisson TEGEFETIE G(s) = exp(m(s — 1)) RDT, HMaJRIERIZ

q = exp(m(q — 1))

DEMETIRE 2, BIYEDIIERFE T, m BHEAEEBIITHIEL, m > 1 THHHARSRIMEARN
Z BHERDIE S Z e ZEHHT 2,
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Galton-Watson branching process: extinction depends on mean offspring
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30: Poisson ! Galton—-Watson DFGEFRICE T 2 IHEREIE. m < 1 TEHESLIIHEIKL, m =1 TH R
AN 5. m > 1 TE—HOREPIEEH S, FR/INTA—2: #HIHHEERE 20 = 1, FO
¢ ~ Poisson(m), m = 0.8,1.0,1.2, X% 25, % m &2 = X1E 4000, FHE LD LR Znax = 20000,
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