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A two-dim ensionalsm all-world typenetwork,subjectto spatialprisoners’dilem m a dynam icsand
containing an in
uentialnode de�ned as a specialnode with a �nite density ofdirected random
links to the other nodes in the network,is num erically investigated. It is shown that the degree
ofcooperation does notrem ain ata steady state levelbutdisplaysa punctuated equilibrium type
behavior m anifested by the existence of sudden breakdowns of cooperation. The breakdown of
cooperation islinked to an im itation ofa successfulsel�sh strategy ofthein
uentialnode.Itisalso
found that while the breakdown ofcooperation occurs suddenly,the recovery ofit requires longer
tim e.Thisrecovery tim e m ay,depending on the degree ofsteady state cooperation,eitherincrease
ordecrease with an increasing num beroflong range connections.

PACS num bers:87.23.K g,84.35.+ i,87.23.G e,02.50.Le

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Ever since it’s introduction iterated Prisoners’

Dilem m a gam es has been centralin understanding the

conditions for cooperation am ong populations ofsel�sh

individuals.[1]Applicationshasranged from RNA virus

interactions [2]to W esternization in centralAfrica [3],

and consequently a variety ofgeneralizations has been

studied. The present work takes the spatialPrisoners’

Dilem m a of Nowak et al. [4] as its starting-point. [5]

Here the playersare situated on a two-dim ensionallat-

tice,interacting only with theirneighbors. Ratherthan

exam ining thestability ofstrategiesbased on m em ory of

theopponent’sbehavior,asin theordinary iterated Pris-

oners’Dilem m a,the spatialPrisoners’Dilem m a serves

to answer questions such as under what conditions co-

operation can be stable in (social) space.[6]Following

Refs.[4]the interactionscan be chosen assim ple asfol-

lows: The payo� is sim ultaneously calculated for every

node (player).The contribution to the gain from an en-

counterisillustrated in Fig.1(a);thesum oftheencoun-

tersfrom each neighborgivesthegain fora certain node.

In the nextm ove each node followsthe m ostsuccessful

neighbor.(Thisisa feature ofsuccessfulstrategiessuch

astit-for-tat[1]orwin-staylose-shift[7]ofthetwo-player

Prisoners’Dilem m a.) De�ned in thisway,the dynam ics

m ay e.g.re
ectthatofgroupsofindividualswith m utual

trust and cooperation interacting with socialregionsof

unrest.Toadd theelem entofoccasionalirrationalm oves

by individuals,and getaway from apurely determ inistic

dynam ics,onecan allow for‘m utations’:a random strat-

egy (D orC ischosen random ly)isassigned to a player
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FIG .1: (a) The encounter payo�: W hen two cooperators
(C)encounter,both score unity.W hen a cooperatorm eetsa
defector (D ) the defector score b and the cooperator 0. An
encounterbetween two defectors resultsin 0 forboth nodes.
(b)Thenetwork:A two-dim ensionalsquarelatticewith eight
nearest neighbors and long range \short-cuts" are random ly
added (red lineswithoutarrows).Thein
uentialnode(start-
ing pointforlineswith arrows)e�ectsthe network overlong
rangesthrough unidirectionalconnections(lineswith arrows).

with probability pm .

Im portantfeaturesofsocialnetworkssuch ashigh clus-

tering and shortcharacteristic path-length can be m od-

eled by theW attsand Strogatz(W S)m odel[8,9],where

the links ofa regular network are random ly rewired to

introducelong-range\short-cuts".O n aone-dim ensional

sm all-world network the presence oflong-range connec-

tions has been found to increase the density of defec-

tors [10]. To get closer to the originalwork by Nowak

etal. we start from a two-dim ensionalW S m odelnet-

work.In society,m assm edialpersonsm ay in
uence oth-

ersm uch strongerthan theaverageindividual,stillthese

in
uentialpersons are coupled back to their socialsur-

roundings.O neconcreteexam ple along thisgeneralline

is sm oking am ong adolescents, a behavior spurred by
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FIG .2:Theaveraged cooperatordensity in a regularnetwork
with an in
uentialnode versustem ptation b. For7=8 < b<

8=5 we have 0 < h�ci< 1. The two cases we study the tim e
evolution forisb= 1:3 and b= 1:45.

both theindividual’ssocialsurroundingsand rolem odels

ofthem edia.[11]Tom odelthissituation weletonenode

haveadditionaldirected linksrandom ly distributed out-

wardsto therestofthenetwork.In thisway wehopeto

catch som e generale�ects thatsuch an in
uentialnode

m ight have on the dynam icalbehavior ofa socialnet-

work.

II. T H E M O D EL

The starting point is a L � L square grid (with pe-

riodic boundary conditions) where each node has eight

neighborsreachableby a chessking’sm ove.Long range

bidirectionallinksareadded with a probability p m aking

the average num ber ofshort-cuts N p (N = L2). O ne

node is random ly chosen as the in
uentialnode and in

addition to itslocalbidirectionalconnections,thisnode

is unidirectionally connected to arbitrary nodes ofthe

network with a probability ps.Theseadditionallinksare

directed so thatnodesunidirectionally connected to the

specialnodeseesthespecialnodeasoneofitsneighbors,

butnotvice versa. The in
uentialnode only getsfeed-

back from itslocalm utualconnections.(SeeFig.1(b).)

In oursim ulationswe use a typicallattice size isL =

32,with the num ber ofadditionaldirected connections

to the in
uentialnode given by N ps with ps typically

0.2,the m utation rate pm typically 0.001,the shortcut

density p from 0 to 0.1,and O (100)network realizations.

Thegain ofthecertain node(in ourversion ofprisoners’

dilem m a gam e)iscalculated asthe averagescore ofthe

individualencounters: the sum ofthe encounters from

each neighborisdivided by thenum beroftheneighbors.

This norm alization is done to avoid an additionalbias

from thehigherdegreeofsom enodes,and thuskeep the

gam ecloserNowak and M ay’soriginalspatialprisoners’

dilem m a gam e.
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FIG .3: The tim e evolution ofcooperator density. W ithout
(a)and with (b)\in
uentialnode" node. The tem ptation is
b= 1:3.
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FIG .4: The jum p structure obtained from the average over
about thousand jum ps in Fig.3. The sharp decrease ofco-
operator density �C isfollowed by a gradualrecovery to the
equilibrium value. Inset: The long-tim e recovery behavioris
welldescribed by an exponentialj�C � h�C ij / exp(� t=�)
with the recovery tim e � � 4:4.

III. SIM U LA T IO N R ESU LT S

In ordertoanalyzethedynam icsofthism odelwestart

by calculating the average density ofcooperators�C as

a function ofthe pay-o� b between defector D and co-

operator C (see Fig.1(a)). As seen in Fig.2 �C has

a step structure. These steps re
ect the interplay be-

tween the underlying spatialstructure and the PD dy-

nam ics[4]: Each levelis characterized by the condition

that n C’s wins over m D’s and consequently the step

condition given by n = bm and the sequence ofsteps

discernible in Fig.2 is 7/8,1,8/7,7/6,6/5,5/4,4/3,

7/5,3/2,8/5 corresponding to thecasewhen ps = 0 and

the additionalsteps at 8/9,9/8 due to the additional

coupling fornodesattached to the in
uentialnode. For

b> 8=5 there isno cooperation leftand �C = 0 and for

b< 7=8 cooperation winsand �c = 1.

In the following we willfocuson b = 1:3 which isas-

sociated with a plateau in the m iddle with �C � 0:76.
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Fig.3(a)showsthetim eevolution forb= 1:3 and ps = 0

i.e.the case when there is no in
uentialnode. In this

case the levelofcooperation rem ains stable with rela-

tively sm all
uctuationsaround the averagevalue.This

feature is dram atically changed when we introduce the

specialin
uentialnodeasshown in Fig.3(b)forps = 0:2.

The equilibrium is now punctuated by sudden drops of

cooperation. In Fig.4 we display the averagedrop (ob-

tained by averaging overaboutthousand sudden drops).

The typicalfeature isa very dram atic sudden jum p fol-

lowed by a slowerrecoveringback to thesteady statesit-

uation.Thisrecovery back to steady stateisexponential

asdem onstrated in the insetofFig.4.

Asa �rststep weinvestigatewhatexactly triggersthe

sudden drop ofcooperation: The basic m echanism s is

that a situation arises where the in
uentialnode as a

defectorgets a very high score. The successfuldefector

strategy of the in
uentialnode is then rapidly spread

through thedirected linksfrom thisnodei.e.thesudden

drop in cooperation istriggered by an im itation ofa suc-

cessfulsel�sh behaviorofthe in
uentialnode. Figure 5

showsa typicalexam pleofhow thetriggering high score

situation is built up in the environm ent ofthe in
uen-

tialnode. The �gure showsfourconsecutive tim e steps

for the sam e run as in Fig.3. In the second tim estep

(Fig.5(b)) the in
uentialnode is surrounded by seven

cooperators and hence gets the high score 7b=8. This

high score causes an instability since it causes the de-

fector strategy to be im itated both by the im m ediate

surrounding and by the restofthe network through the

directed links from the in
uentialnodes (Fig.5(c)). In

thenextstep (Fig.5(d))thedefectorstrategy spreadsto

the nodes in the vicinity ofthe nodes connected to the

in
uentialnode.

How often does such a breakdown occur? Figure 6

showsthe average probability distribution for the wait-

ing tim ebetween two breakdowns.Thewaiting tim edis-

tribution Pw (tw ) is clearly exponentialfor large tw . In

addition ithassom estructureasdiscussed below.

In order to gain som e further insight we investigate

how the recovery tim e and waiting tim e dependson the

param etersofthe m odel. The waiting tim e distribution

doesnotchange qualitatively when a rewiring probabil-

ity isintroduced.Theonly changeisasm allquantitative

decrease in the averagerecovery tim e. Thisisin accord

with the intuitive idea thatm ore long range connection

willin generalspeed up the tim e evolution. In ourpar-

ticularm odelitm eansthatthetriggering typesituation

(shown in Fig.5(b))willarisem orefrequently when long

rangeconnectionsarepresent.Thestructureofthewait-

ing tim e distribution consiststo good approxim ation of

two exponentialdecays as shown in in Fig.6 (a). This

structureofthewaiting tim edistribution iscaused by an

interplay between thespatiallatticeand thePD pay-o�.

Figure 6(b) shows how the recovery tim e � depends

on the rewiring probability p.The striking thing here is

thatforb= 1:3and �c � 0:76therecoverytim eincreases

with increasing p so thatactually m ore connectionsbe-

tween di�erentparts ofthe network willslow down the

recovery.Howeverforb= 1:45 and �c � 0:6 therecovery

tim einstead decreaseswith increasing p asalso shown in

Fig.6(b)Consequently the change in the recovery tim e

with pdependsontherelativeproportionofdefectorsand

collaboratorsin thesteady statesituation:Ifthecooper-

atordensity islargeenough then an additionalshort-cut

willm oreoften connecta defectorto a cooperatorwhich

prom otes the defector strategy and slows down the re-

covery.Ifthe cooperatordensity issm allerthesituation

changesand an increasein thenum beroflongrangecon-

nections willspeed up the recovery towards the steady

state level. It is interesting to note that an increase of

therecoverytim ewith increasingpissom ewhatcontrary

to theintuitiveidea thatm oreconnectionswillspeed up

the tim e evolution.

The dependence on the m utation probability pm is

m oretrivial:Theonly e�ectthatthem utation probabil-

ity seem sto haveisto speed up thetim eevolution.This

m eansthat,in the lim it ofsm allpm ,the recovery tim e

� and thewaiting tim edistribution P (tw )approaches�-

nitevalues.Atpm = 0:001 thislim itisbasically reached

forourlattice sizeL = 32.Theonly e�ectofa �nitepm
in thislim itisto preventthe 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
uentialperson does not take any feedback

from the environm ent nor does m ake any spontaneous

change in itsstrategy.Thisdoesin factnotchange any

qualitativefeaturesin the behaviorofourm odel.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have investigated the spatialPrisoners’Dilem m a

gam e for the case with one in
uentialnode. The m ost

striking feature ofthism odelisthe existence ofsudden

breakdowns ofcooperation.[12]This is caused by im i-

tation ofa successfulscoring by the defectorstrategy of

the in
uentialnode. These breakdowns are associated

with two distinct tim e scales. O ne tim e scale is the re-

covery tim e � associated with the recovery back to the

steady statecooperation levelaftera sudden breakdown.

Them ostinteresting featurewith thisrecovery isthatit

som etim es becom es slower with increasing sm allworld

rewiring. Thus, contrary to the intuitive feeling that

m ore connectionsshould justspeed up the evolution,it

is also possible that the long range connections instead

slows down the tim e it takes to get back to the equi-

librium level. Thisslowing down ofthe recovery occurs

when the steady state cooperation levelislargeenough.

Iftheequilibrium cooperation levelissm allenough then

therecoverytim egetsshorterwith an increasingnum ber

oflong rangeconnections.

Thesecond characteristictim eisthetim ebetween the

sudden breakdownsofcooperation.Itisassociated with

how often in thesteady statesituation an eventwhen the
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(d) t = 2028

D C D Clinked to leader node: leader node:

(a) t = 2025 (b) t = 2026 (c) t = 2027

not linked to leader node:

FIG .5:Com pletenetwork con�guration atthefourconsecutivetim estepsoftherun illustrated in Fig.3:In (a)thegain ofthe
leadernode(thatisa defector)scores5b=8,in (b)thescoreoftheleadernodeincreasesto 7b=8 and in (c)thedefecting strategy
spreadsthrough the directed links,and furtheron to the surrounding ofthe end nodesofthe directed links(d). \Linked to"
in the legend m eans\having a directed link from the leadernode."

FIG .6: (a) Averaged probability distribution Pw (tw ) ofthe
waiting tim e tw (tim e between breakdowns) for b = 1:3,
p = 0:1 and pm = 0:001. This distribution to good approx-
im ation consists oftwo exponentialparts/ exp(� x=
)with
the tim e scales 
1 = 8:0 � 0:1, 
2 = 993 � 7,respectively.
W ithoutshortcuts(p = 0)thetim escalesare
1 = 7:9� 0:1,

2 = 1945 � 4. Thus the e�ect of adding short cuts basi-
cally just speeds up the tim e evolution. (b) The recovery
tim e � (see Fig.4) versus sm allworld rewiring probability
p at two di�erent tem ptations: b = 1:3 and b = 1:45. The
recovery tim edecreaseswith increasing num beroflong-range
connections in case of b = 1:3 and increases for b = 1:45.
Consequently,long rangeconnection can e�ecttherecovering
back tosteady statein oppositewaysdependingon thesteady
state proportion between defectorsand cooperators.

in
uentialnodescoreshighly with thedefecting strategy

occurs. This m ay happen very rarely but when it hap-

pens the tendency ofthe socialnetwork to im itate the

in
uentialnode causesa dram atic breakdown ofthe co-

operation level. The m odelalso containsa random m u-

tation rate. However this only speeds up the evolution

withoutchanging the qualitativebehavior.

O urm odelgivesa crude sim ulation ofrealsocialbe-

havior.However,itdoescatch afew featuresofpotential

interest. O ne feature isthe instability which an im itat-

ing behaviorcan lead to in thepresenceofan in
uential

node be ita charism atic leader,a popularm edia person

orsom e such thing.The otheristhatthe restoration of

equilibrium can som etim esbeobstructed by thepresence

oflong rangesocialconnections.

O ne m ay note that although the present m odel of

asym m etricin
uenceisquitedi�erentin m echanism and

spiritfrom the recentm odelby Riolo,Cohen and Axel-

rod [1]both display dynam ic instabilitiesin the cooper-

ation level.
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