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METAPOPULATION MODELS: THE RESCUE EFFECT, THE
PROPAGULE RAIN, AND THE CORE-SATELLITE HYPOTHESIS

Metapopulation models are important tools for understanding distribution and
abundance of organisms on large spatial scales (Levins 1969a; Hanski 1989).
These models integrate local population dynamics with immigration and extinc-
tion events occurring between population sites (Levins 1969a, 1970; den Boer
1981; Hanski 1982, 1989). In this sense, they form a bridge between the tradition-
ally separate domains of population ecology (local abundance) and biogeography
(regional occurrence) (Andrewartha and Birch 1954; Hanski 1982).

Metapopulation models provide a useful framework for understanding both
correlative (Gill 1978; Hanski and Ranta 1983; Harrison et al. 1988) and experi-
mental (Bengtsson 1989) data on distribution and abundance of natural popula-
tions. Extensions to the optimal design of subdivided nature reserves are also
promising (Quinn and Hastings 1987).

Levins (19694, 1970) introduced an important class of metapopulation models
of the following form:

dp/dt = immigration rate — extinction rate, (D

in which p is the fraction of occupied population sites in a homogeneous habitat.
Thus, 0 = p = 1. If p = 1, all population sites are occupied and if p = 0, regional
extinction has occurred. The immigration rate is the number of successfully colo-
nized empty sites/time and the extinction rate is the number of extinctions in
occupied sites/time. This type of mode! is analogous to population models in
which the rate of change of abundance is expressed as the difference between
birth and death rates (Hutchinson 1978). In Levins’s initial model:

dp/dt = ip(1 — p) — ep, )

in which i and e are the probabilities of local immigration and extinction, respec-
tively. At equilibrium:

p=1-celi. 3)

Thus, if i exceeds e, there is a single, internal equilibrium for p. Levins (1970)
also considered a stochastic version of equation (3) in which e is not a constant
but a random variable. If i > ¢ + o2, the model predicts a unimodal distribution
with a peak atp = 1 — (¢ + o?)/i.

Hanski (1982) objected to Levins’s model on the grounds that the probability
of local extinction (¢) was independent of regional occurrence (p). Hanski formu-
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EXTINCTION RATE
IMMIGRATION RATE

Fic. 1.—A, Extinction rates in Levins’s (ep) and Hanski’s [ep(1 — p)] models; p is the
fraction of sites occupied. The difference between these two curves (shaded region) consti-
tutes the rescue effect. B, Immigration rates in Levins’s and Hanski’s models [ip(1 — p)]
and in eqq. (5) and (7) [i(1 — p)]. The difference between these two curves constitutes the
propagule rain.

lated an alternative model:
dp/dt = ip(1 — p) — ep(1 — p). 4)

Hanski’s model incorporates the ‘‘rescue effect,”” the idea that emigrants from
surrounding population sites may reduce the probability of local extinction
(Brown and Kodric-Brown 1977). Hanski suggested that the extinction rate [ep
(1 — p)]is a quadratic function: when p is small, the extinction rate increases as
more sites are occupied, but when p is large (p > .5), the extinction rate decreases
as a result of the rescue effect. In Levins’s model, the extinction rate (ep) always
increases as more population sites are occupied. Thus, the rescue effect decreases
the extinction rate by the quantity ep? and is most important at large values of p
(fig. la).

In contrast to Levins’s model (eq. [2]), the deterministic version of Hanski’s
model (eq. [4]) is unstable. If i > e, p goes to 1, and if i < e, p goes to 0.
The stochastic version of equation (2) behaves similarly: if variation in rates of
colonization and/or extinction is sufficiently large, the model predicts a bimodal
distribution of species occurrence, with a species’ being either widespread (p ~
1) or sparse (p ~ 0) and occurring rarely at intermediate frequencies. Hanski’s
dynamic model thus predicts a bimodal distributional pattern, which he terms the
core-satellite hypothesis. Other ecological models, such as Raunkiaer’s (1934) .
habitat adaptation hypothesis and Williams’s (1950, 1964) random sampling hy-
pothesis also predict bimodal distributions (Gotelli and Simberloff 1987).

Hanski makes one additional assumption (which is not critical to the model):
the probability of local extinction is a function of local population size (MacArthur
and Wilson 1967; Leigh 1981). This assumption, combined with the rescue effect,
leads to the prediction of a positive correlation between distribution (p) and
average local population size (Bock and Ricklefs 1983). Because Levins’s model
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EXTINCTION RATE

(rescue effect)

D |

w dp/dt = ip(1-p) - ep(1-p) dp/dt = ip(1-p) - ep
5 D (Hanski 1982) (Levins 1969a)
(ZD equation(4) equation(2)
%
c (propagule rain)
9] dp/dt = i(1-p) - ep(1-p) dp/dt =i(1-p) - ep
= |
=

equation(7) equation(5)

FiG. 2.—A dichotomy of metapopulation models. These models can be categorized ac-
cording to whether immigration and extinction rates are dependent (D) or independent (/) of
regional occurrence. If the immigration rate is independent of regional occurrence, the model
incorporates a propagule rain. If the extinction rate is dependent on regional occurrence, the
model incorporates a rescue effect. Equation numbers refer to the text.

does not incorporate the rescue effect, it does not predict a correlation between
distribution and abundance.

In a nutshell, Hanski’s model assumes a quadratic function for both immigra-
tion and extinction rates. It predicts a bimodal frequency distribution and a posi-
tive correlation between distribution and abundance. Levins’s model assumes a
quadratic function for the immigration rate and a linear function for the extinction
rate. It predicts a unimodal distribution and no correlation between distribution
and abundance (Gotelli and Simberloff 1987).

It is interesting that both Hanski and Levins implicitly assume a quadratic
function for the immigration rate [ip(1 — p)]. When p is large, the immigration
rate is low because there are very few unoccupied sites. But the immigration rate
is also low when p is small, because there are very few population sites from
which colonists can originate (fig. 1b).

In this analysis, I begin with a simpler assumption: the immigration rate is
linear and does not depend on regional occurrence (MacArthur and Wilson 1967).
Thus, four different metapopulation models are possible, depending on whether
or not immigration and extinction rates are a function of regional occurrence (fig.
2). Hanski and Levins have modeled two of the possibilities, and here I present
the two alternative models in which immigration is uncoupled from regional oc-
currence. These models lead to new quantitative predictions about p and reveal
the importance of the rescue effect to patterns of regional occurrence. Finally,
these models provide insight into the origins of bimodality in Hanski’s model.

THE PROPAGULE RAIN

Assume that the immigration of individuals to new population sites does not
depend on regional occurrence. Instead, the immigration rate depends only on
the number of unoccupied sites (1 — p). Such a scenario amounts to a constant
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“‘propagule rain’’ (cf. Harper 1977; Rabinowitz and Rapp 1980). At the commu-
nity level, this assumption of external species immigration is an important compo-
nent of MacArthur and Wilson’s (1967) equilibrium model. A propagule rain may
also arise from a long-lived seed bank or some comparable internal storage mech-
anism (Warner and Chesson 1985). The propagule rain increases the immigration
rate by the amount i(1 — p)? and is most important when p is small (fig. 1b).

If the extinction rate is also independent of regional occurrence, the dynamics
are described by

dp/dt = i(1 — p) — ep, &)
with an equilibrium point at
p=1il(i + e). ©6)

An alternative model incorporates both the propagule rain and the rescue
effect:

dp/dt = i(1 — p) — ep(1 — p), @)

with an equilibrium point at

p =ile. ®)

Figure 3 shows the equilibrium values of p (bounded by 0 and 1) for equations
(2), (5), and (7) and illustrates the importance of the rescue effect and the propa-
gule rain on regional occurrence. For example, if i equals ¢, and both i and ¢ > 0,
Levins’s model (eq. [2], no propagule rain and no rescue effect) predicts regional
extinction, equation (5) (propagule rain, no rescue effect) predicts a 50% occu-
pancy of available sites, and equation (7) (propagule rain and rescue effect) pre-
dicts 100% occupancy.

I have not presented an analysis of the stochastic versions of equations (5) and
(7). Instead, I assume that, if the deterministic model yields a single, internal
equilibrium point, the corresponding stochastic model yields a unimodal distribu-
tion of occupied sites for most parameter values (see also Levins 1969b; May
1974). Numerical simulations of the stochastic versions of equations (5) and (7)
suggest that this is usually true. The only exception is the stochastic version of
equation (5), which shows evidence of bimodality when the variances of i and e
are large. However, the bimodality is weak compared to that predicted by
Hanski’s model (eq. [4]) for the same parameter values.

Quantifying the Rescue Effect and the Propagule Rain

Unlike Hanski’s model (eq. [4]), equations (2), (5), and (7) predict a single
equilibrium point for all possible values of i and e. Therefore, by comparing these
equations, it is possible to quantify the change in equilibrium due to the rescue
effect and the propagule rain. For example, equation (7) includes the rescue
effect, but equation (5) does not. So the increase in p is given by the difference
between their equilibrium values (eq. [8] — eq. [6]):

Ap = i*lle(i + e)]. 9
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Fic. 3.—Values of p, the fraction of sites occupied for three metapopulation models at
equilibrium; i and e are the probabilities of local immigration and extinction, respectively.
A, Equilibrium for eq. (2) (Levins 1969a). This model includes neither the rescue effect nor
the propagule rain. B, Equilibrium for eq. (5). This model incorporates the propagule rain.
C, Equilibrium for eq. (7). This model incorporates both the rescue effect and the propagule
rain.



