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A two-din ensional an all-w orld type netw ork, sub fct to spatial prisoners’ dilem m a dynam ics and
containing an in uential node de ned as a special node with a nite density of directed random
links to the other nodes In the network, is num erically Investigated. It is shown that the degree
of cooperation does not rem ain at a steady state levelbut displays a punctuated equilbrium type

behavior m anifested by the existence of sudden breakdowns of cooperation.

The breakdown of

cooperation is linked to an im itation ofa successfiilsel sh strategy of the in uentialnode. It is also
found that while the breakdown of cooperation occurs suddenly, the recovery of it requires longer
tin e. T his recovery tin e m ay, depending on the degree of steady state cooperation, either increase
or decrease w ith an increasing num ber of long range connections.

PACS numbers: 8723K g, 84.35+ 1, 8723Ge, 02.50Le

I. NTRODUCTION

Ever sihce it's introduction ierated P risoners’
D ilemm a gam es has been central in understanding the
conditions for cooperation am ong populations of sel sh
Individuals. [L ] A pplications has ranged from RNA virus
interactions [2*] to W estemization in central A frica ﬁ],
and consequently a variety of generalizations has been
studied. The present work takes the spatial P risoners’
Dilemma of Nowak et al EI] as its starting-point. E]
Here the players are situated on a two-din ensional lat—
tice, Interacting only w ith their neighbors. R ather than
exam Ining the stability of strategiesbased on m em ory of
the opponent’sbehavior, as in the ordinary iterated P ris—
oners’ D ilemm a, the spatial P risoners’ D ilemm a serves
to answer questions such as under what conditions co—
operation can be stabl in (social) space. ﬁ] Follow iIng
Refs. [4 the interactions can be chosen as sinplk as oI
Iows: The payo is sinultaneously calculated for every
node (player). T he contribution to the gain from an en—
ocounter is illustrated in F jg.-'g.' @); the sum ofthe encoun-—
ters from each neighbor gives the gain fora certain node.
In the next m ove each node ollow s the m ost successfil
neighbor. (T his is a feature of successfiil strategies such
as tit-ortat {i] orw in-stay Joseshift 1] ofthe two-player
Prisoners’ D ilemm a.) De ned in this way, the dynam ics
may eg.re ectthat ofgroupsofindividualsw ith m utual
trust and cooperation Interacting with social regions of
unrest. To add the elem ent ofoccasional irrationalm oves
by individuals, and get a way from a purely determ inistic
dynam ics, one can allow for hutations’: a random strat—
egy O orC is chosen random ly) is assigned to a player
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FIG.1l: (@) The encounter payo : W hen two cooperators
(C) encounter, both score unity. W hen a cooperator m eets a
defector (D) the defector score b and the cooperator 0. An
encounter between two defectors results in 0 for both nodes.
() The network: A two-din ensional square lattice w ith eight
nearest neighbors and long range \short-cuts" are random ly
added (red linesw ithout arrow s). The In uentialnode (start—

ing point for lines w ith arrow s) e ects the network over long
ranges through unidirectionalconnections (linesw ith arrow s).
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Im portant features of socialnetw orks such ashigh clus—
tering and short characteristic path-length can be m od-
eled by the W atts and Strogatz W S) m odel E_i,:é‘i], where
the links of a regular network are random ly rew ired to
Introduce long-range \short—cuts". O n a one-din ensional
gn allkw orld netw ork the presence of long-range connec—
tions has been found to increase the density of defec—
tors flO] To get closer to the orighal work by Nowak
et al. we start from a two-dim ensionalW S m odel net—
work. In society, m assn edialpersonsm ay In uence oth—
ersm uch stronger than the average individual, still these
In uential persons are coupled back to their social sur-
roundings. O ne concrete exam plk along this general line
is sm oking am ong adolescents, a behavior sourred by
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FIG .2: The averaged cooperator density in a reqular netw ork
with an In uential node versus tem ptation b. For 7=8 < b <
8=5wehave 0< h i< 1. The two cases we study the tine
evolution forisb= 13 and b= 1:45.

both the indiridual’s social surroundings and rolem odels
ofthem edia. [_i]_:] Tom odelthis situation we et one node
have additional directed links random ly distrdbuted out—
w ards to the rest of the network. In thisway we hope to
catch som e generale ects that such an In uential node
m ight have on the dynam ical behavior of a social net—
work.

II. THE MODEL

The starting point isa L. L square grid W ih pe-
riodic boundary conditions) where each node has eight
neighbors reachable by a chess king’s m ove. Long range
bidirectional links are added w ith a probability p m aking
the average number of short-cuts Np N = L?). One
node is random ly chosen as the in uential node and in
addition to its Jocal bidirectional connections, this node
is unidirectionally connected to arbitrary nodes of the
network w ith a probability ps. T hese additional links are
directed so that nodes unidirectionally connected to the
specialnode sees the specialnode as one of its neighbors,
but not vice versa. The In uential node only gets feed—
back from its Jocalm utualconnections. (SeeF ig. -'!4' ©).)

In our sin ulations we use a typical lattice size isL =
32, with the num ber of additional directed connections
to the in uential node given by N ps with ps typically
02, the mutation rate p, typically 0.001, the shortcut
density p from 0 to 0.1, and O (100) netw ork realizations.
T he gain of the certain node (In our version of prisoners’
dilemm a gam e) is calculated as the average score of the
individual encounters: the sum of the encounters from
each neighbor is divided by the num ber of the neighbors.
T his nom alization is done to avoid an additional bias
from the higher degree of som e nodes, and thus keep the
gam e closer Now ak and M ay’s original spatial prisoners’
dilemm a gam e.
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FIG . 3: The tin e evolution of cooperator density. W ithout
(@) and with (o) \In uential node" node. T he tem ptation is
b= 13.
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FIG.4: The jump structure ob"cajned from the average over
about thousand jumps in Fig. :_3 T he sharp decrease of co-
operator density ¢ is ollowed by a gradual recovery to the
equilbrium value. Inset: T he long-tim e recovery behavior is
well descrbed by an exponential j ¢ hcij/ exp( =)
w ith the recovery tin e 44.

ITII. SIM ULATION RESULTS

In order to analyze the dynam icsofthism odelwe start
by calculating the average densiy of cooperators . as
a function of the pay-o b between defector D and co—
operator C (see Fjg.:!.'(a)). As seen In Fjg.rg ¢ has
a step structure. These steps re ect the Interply be-
tween the underlying spatial structure and the PD dy-—
nam ics g]: Each lkevel is characterized by the condition
that n C’swins overm D'’s and consequently the step
condition given by n = km and the sequence of steps
discemble in Fig.d is 7/8, 1, 8/7, 1/6, 6/5, 5/4, 4/3,
7/5,3/2,8/5 corresponding to the case when ps = 0 and
the additional steps at 8/9, 9/8 due to the additional
coupling for nodes attached to the in uentialnode. For
b > 8=5 there is no cooperation keft and = 0 and Por
b< 7=8 cooperation winsand .= 1.

In the Pllow ng we will ocuson b= 13 which is as-
sociated with a plateau In the middle with ¢ 0:76.



Fig.d @) show s the tin e evolution orb= 13 and ps = 0
ie. the case when there is no in uential node. In this
case the level of cooperation rem ains stable with rela-
tively sm all uctuations around the average value. T his
feature is dram atically changed when we Introduce the
specialin uentialnode asshown in Fjg.:j o) Porps = 02.
The equilbrium is now punctuated by sudden drops of
cooperation. In Fjg.:_4: we display the average drop (cb—
tained by averaging over about thousand sudden drops).
T he typical feature is a very dram atic sudden jimp oI
lowed by a slow er recovering back to the steady state si—
uation. T his recovery back to steady state is exponential
as dem onstrated in the inset ofFjg.-'_4.

Asa rststep we investigate w hat exactly triggers the
sudden drop of cooperation: The basic m echanisn s is
that a situation arises where the in uential node as a
defector gets a very high score. T he successfiil defector
strategy of the in uential node is then rapidly spread
through the directed links from thisnode ie.the sudden
drop In cooperation is triggered by an in itation ofa suc—
cessfiil sel sh behavior of the in uentialnode. F jgure:ﬁ
show s a typicalexam ple ofhow the triggering high score
situation is built up in the environm ent of the In uen-—
tialnode. The gure shows four consecutive tin e steps
for the same run as In FJg:_f% In the second tim estep
Fi. :_5 (b)) the in uential node is surrounded by seven
cooperators and hence gets the high score 70=8. This
high score causes an instability since it causes the de—
fector strategy to be im itated both by the inm ediate
surrounding and by the rest of the netw ork through the
directed links from the in uential nodes CE‘jg.zd(c)). In
the next step J'g.-r_S (d)) the defector strategy soreads to
the nodes in the vicinity of the nodes connected to the
In uentialnode.

How often does such a breakdown occur? Figure :§
show s the average probability distrlbution for the wai—
Ing tin e between two breakdowns. T he waiting tim e dis-
trbbution Py, (&, ) is clearly exponential for large t, . In
addition it has som e structure as discussed below .

In order to gain som e further insight we investigate
how the recovery tim e and waiing tin e depends on the
param eters of the m odel. The waiting tin e distribution
does not change qualitatively when a rew iring probabil-
ity is ntroduced. T he only change isa an allquantitative
decrease In the average recovery tin e. This is in accord
w ith the ntuiive idea that m ore long range connection
w il in general speed up the tim e evolution. In our par-
ticular m odel i m eans that the triggering type situation
(shown in Fjg.-'_S (©)) willarisem ore frequently when long
range connections are present. T he structure ofthe wai-—
Ing tim e distrdbution consists to good approxin ation of
tw o exponential decays as shown In in Fjg.:§ @). This
structure ofthe waiting tim e distrdbution is caused by an
Interplay between the spatial lattice and the PD pay-o .

Figure g(b) show s how the recovery tine  depends
on the rew iring probability p. T he strking thing here is
that orb= 13 and . 0:76the recovery tin e ncreases
w ith Increasing p so that actually m ore connections be—

tween di erent parts of the network will slow down the
recovery. However forb= 145and . 0:6 the recovery
tin e Instead decreasesw ith Increasing p asalso shown in
Fjg.:_d(b) Consequently the change in the recovery tim e
w ith p dependson the relative proportion ofdefectorsand
collaborators in the steady state situation: If the cooper-
ator density is lJarge enough then an additional short—cut
w illm ore often connect a defector to a cooperator w hich
prom otes the defector strategy and slow s down the re—
covery. If the cooperator density is an aller the situation
changes and an increase in the num ber of Iong range con—
nections w ill speed up the recovery towards the steady
state level. It is Interesting to note that an increase of
the recovery tin e w ith Increasing p is som ew hat contrary
to the ntuitive idea that m ore connections w ill speed up
the tim e evolution.

The dependence on the mutation probabiliy p, is
m ore trivial: The only e ect that the m utation probabilk-
ity seem s to have is to speed up the tim e evolution. T his
m eans that, in the lin i of smallp, , the recovery tin e

and the waiing tin e distrbution P (t, ) approaches -
nie valies. At p, = 0:001 this lin it is basically reached
for our Jattice size L = 32. Theonly e ectofa nitep,
In this lim it is to prevent the system from getting stuck
In a purely determ inistic cycle.

Finally we investigate the case when the in uential
node is always defecting. This corresponds to the case
when an In uential person does not take any feedback
from the environm ent nor does m ake any spontaneous
change In is strategy. T his does in fact not change any
qualitative features in the behavior of ourm odel.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have investigated the spatial P risoners’ D ilemm a
gam e or the case with one in uential node. The m ost
strkking feature of this m odel is the existence of sudden
breakdow ns of cooperation. [_1;5] This is caused by m &
tation of a successfiil scoring by the defector strategy of
the In uential node. These breakdowns are associated
w ith two distinct tin e scales. O ne tim e scale is the re—
covery tine  associated w ith the recovery back to the
steady state cooperation levelafter a sudden breakdown.
T he m ost interesting feature w ith this recovery is that it
som etin es becom es slower w ith increasing sm all world
rew iring. Thus, contrary to the ntuitive feeling that
m ore connections should jist soeed up the evolution, i
is also possble that the long range connections instead
slow s down the tin e it takes to get back to the equi-
IHbrim level. This slow ng down of the recovery occurs
when the steady state cooperation level is large enough.
TIfthe equilbrium cooperation level is sm allenough then
the recovery tim e gets shorterw ith an increasing num ber
of long range connections.

T he second characteristic tim e is the tim e betw een the
sudden breakdow ns of cooperation. It is associated w ith
how often iIn the steady state situation an event when the
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FIG .5: Com plkte network con guration at the four consecutive tim e steps of the run illustrated in F ig. l§:: In (@) the gain ofthe
Jleader node (that is a defector) scores 5b=8, In () the score ofthe lrader node increases to 7b=8 and in (c) the defecting strategy
soreads through the directed links, and fiirther on to the surrounding of the end nodes of the directed links (d). \Linked to"
in the legend m eans \having a directed link from the leader node."
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FIG.6: (a) Averaged probability distrbbution P, (&, ) of the
waiting tine t, (time between breakdowns) for b = 13,
p= 01 and pn = 0:001. This distrdbbution to good approx—
in ation consists of two exponential parts / exp( x= ) with
the tine scales 1 = 890 01, , = 993 7, respectively.
W ithout short cuts (o= 0) thetine scalksare ;1 = 79 01,

2 = 1945 4. Thus the e ect of adding short cuts basi-
cally just speeds up the timn e evolution. (o) The recovery
tin e (see F1ig. :li) versus sn all world rew iring probability
p at two di erent_tenptations: b= 13 and b= 145. The
recovery tin e decreases w ith increasing num ber of long-range
connections in case of b = 1:33 and increases for b = 145.
C onsequently, Jong range connection can e ect the recovering
back to steady state in opposite ways depending on the steady
state proportion between defectors and cooperators.

In uentialnode scores highly w ith the defecting strategy

occurs. Thism ay happen very rarely but when it hap—
pens the tendency of the social network to in itate the
In uentialnode causes a dram atic breakdown of the co—
operation level. The m odel also contains a random mu-—
tation rate. However this only speeds up the evolution
w ithout changing the qualitative behavior.

Ourm odel gives a crude sin ulation of real social be—
havior. H owever, i does catch a few features ofpotential
Interest. O ne feature is the instability which an im ftat-
Ing behavior can lead to In the presence ofan In uential
node be i a chariam atic leader, a popularm edia person
or som e such thing. T he other is that the restoration of
equilbriim can som etin esbe ocbstructed by the presence
of long range social connections.

One may note that although the present m odel of
asymm etric In uence is quite di erent in m echanism and
spirit from the recent m odelby R iolo, Cohen and A xel-
rod 'E:] both display dynam ic instabilities in the cooper—
ation level.
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