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C o—evolutionary gam es on netw orks
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W e study agents on a network playing an ierated P risoner’s dilemm a against their neighbors.
The resulting spatially extended co-evolutionary gam e exhibits stationary states which are Nash
equilbria. A fter perturbation of these equilbria, avalanches of m utations reestablish a stationary
state. Scale-free avalanche distributions are observed that are In accordance w ith calculations from
the Nash equilbria and a con ned branching process. The transition from subcritical to critical
avalanche dynam ics can be traced to a change in the degeneracy of the cooperative m acrostate and

is observed for m any variants of this gam e.

PACS num bers: 02.50Le,87.23K g,89.75H¢,89.75D a

I. NTRODUCTION

M uch research has been devoted to the statistical
physics of com plex system s wih gam e theoretic inter—
actions recently. O ne m otivation are econom ic system s
com posed of a large num ber of agents wih sinple lo—
cal Interactions gJVJng rise to com plex global structures
and dynam ics E.I] In particular, the problem of stabil-
iy and unigueness of equilbria in econom ic system s has
been readdressed in the context of the aggregate behav—
jor of individualagents [Z G am e theory B and the the—
ory of evolutionary gam es E4'] provide a su cient fram e-
work for m odeling individual interactions whereas spa—
tial structures has to be taken into account to tackle co—
evolutionary dynam ics of realw orld system s [_E;, :_6, -r_’Z].

Here, we will consider random networks of agents
which face a socialdilem m a or, In physicaltem s, a frus—
trated interaction. In agine a situation where each player
can take two actions, say cooperating or defecting. The
optin al global outcom e would be achieved by all play—
ers cooperating. But an individualplayer can gain m uch
m ore w hen exploiting the cooperatorsby defecting. Such
a situation iscalled a socialdilem m a ora frustrated nter-
action. T he central question is how socialorder is possi-
bl and how cooperative behavior can em erge. E xam ples
for such spatially extended dilem m as are biological net—
w orks, w here connected plantsm ay orm ay not decide to
share resources [8], the analysis of ntemet congestion H],
m odels for econom ic com m unication [10], and, of course,
m any socibologicalproblem s from con ict research to pub—
lic transportation [_1-1:,:_i2_i]

A sinple model system is given by the iterated P ris-
oner'sdilemma (IPD) [_i]_:, :_IZ_%] w ith co-evolutionary dy-—
nam ics. The P risoner’s dilemm a gam e is probably the
m ost prom Inent exam ple of a basic m odel for the em er—
gence of cooperative behavior n social, econom ic, and
biological system s. It provides a frustrated two-particle
Interaction and has been extensively studied by physi-
cists, econom ists, biologists, and m athem aticians.

A spatially extended Prisoner’s dilemma was rst
proposed by A xelrod who concluded that ten::tonahty
strongly in uences the evolution of cooperation ﬂll-] Ex-
tensive work on the spatial P risoner’s dilemm a started
In 1992 when Nowak and M ay explored a cellular au-—
tom aton based on this gam e on regular lattices. They
and others found com plex spatiotem poraldynam ics and
em ergence of cooperation for strategy spaces con ned to
the strategies defecting and cooperating [_ié, :_l-§‘, :_l-é,:_ﬁ,:_i@',
'f§ For the P risoner’s dilem m a on lattices and strategy
spaces con ned to only cooperating and defecting (and
T iForTat in 0]), methods from theoretical physics,
asM onteC arlo sin ulations, percolation theory, the the-
ory of (monequilbriim ) phase transitions, and the con-
cept of selforganized criticality, w ere used to understand
w hy cooperators or defectors dom nate or coexist in the
sy stem f_Z-C_i, :_2-1:, :_2-2:, 2-1_’;, éé_i, :_ig;] Lindgren and Nordahl
Introduced players which act erroneously som etim es, al-
Jow Ing a com plex evolution of strategies in an unbounded
strategy space P6]. O thers found that the lin itation ofa
player's m em ory to the last encounter, which transltes
to a bounded strategy space, does not _pJ:OVJde a signi —
cant drawback for the players R7, 28, 29]. Evolitionary
gam es on netw orks, again w ith only two strategies, have
been studied to ask questions how spatial organization
in uences the transition from defecting to cooperating
t_3(_)'] and how the players them selves m ay In uence the
netw ork topology t_3-]_:] In the follow ing, we will study
the P risoner’s dilemm a on a network w ih a larger but
bounded strategy space and co-evolutionary dynam ics
that lead to Nash equilbria as stationary states. It will
be shown both num erically and theoretically that pay—
o matrix, strategy space, and topology are crucial to
answ er the question which equilbria w ill occur and how
stable they are. In particular, critical avalanches ofm u—
tations are observed for such gam esand w illbe explained
in detail.

This paper is organized as Pllows. In Section IT,
the spatially extended iterated P risoner’sdilemm a is de-
scribed as well as its co-evolutionary dynam ics. This
is followed iIn Section :11_1 by num erical investigations of
avalanche dynam ics show ing three distinct regin es due
to changes in payo m atrix and topology. T he observed


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208273v1
mailto:ebel@theo-physik.uni-kiel.de

Nash equilbria are described and explained in Section
-IV- which enables us to understand the critical value of
the control param eter of the payo matrix. A con ned
branching process is introduced in Section V| clarifying
the relaxation m echanisn and theem ergence ofsca]e—ftee
behavior. Conclisions are drawn In Section W I

II. A COEVOLUTIONARY SPATIALLY
EXTENDED IPD

W e startw ith anetwork w th N playersasnodesw here
each player plys an iterated P risoner’s dilemm a gam e
against each of its neighbors. The P risoner’s dilemm a
is a two-person gam e w ith two possible actions in each
encounter. The payo m atrix of the rst player for the
two strategies cooperating and defecting (denoted by $;
and $,) is given by

A= g (l) = @ij)i;92 £1;297 1)
w ith the entries ajjy = /\1 (Si;éj). /\1 (Si;éj) is the rayo
ofplayerl ifplayer 1 plays strategy $; and player 2 plays
85. The gam e is symm etric, ie. 71 (61785) = "2 (85;51)-
T herefore, the corresponding payo m atrix of the sec—
ond player is the transpose of the rst player’s m atrix.
T he P risoner’sdilem m a gam e in generalisde ned by the
relations

ajp < agy < app < app and ajp + az; < 2aiq: )

Hence, in one encounter of the P risoner’s dilemm a, de—
fecting is the strategy that yields the best payo regard—
less of the opponent’s strategy. T his isno longer the case
In the iterated gam e where m utual cooperation is m ore
favorable than both players defecting or sw itching be—
tw een defecting and cooperating. T hat is the reason why
this system is a frustrated system . In each encounter,
defecting would m axin ize a player’'s payo . But In the
long run, when playersw ill anticipate each other’saction,
cooperation will in generaldo m uch better.

A . IPD with m em ory on a network

Let us further specify the strategy space and payo
function of the spatial game. A strategy is viewed as
a m apping of an agent’s \know ledge" to an \action".
\K now ledge" of an agent is given by the previousm oves
the agent can take into account to decide which action
i will take next. W e de ne the mem ory length m ofa
player as the num ber of these previous m oves and con—

ne the mem ory of the agentstom = 1, ie. an agent
rem em bers only is opponent player’s last action. If one
player encounters another player it has to decide on is
rst m ove w ithout any inform ation about the opponent.
A coordingly, the opening m ove is part of the strategy,

| H istory |Actjor1|
0 1
1 1

|Fjrstmove| 1 |

TABLE I: Representation of the strategy of one agent w ith
memory m = 1 (0: defection, 1: cooperation). The agent
determm ined by the above strategy is an unconditioned coop-—
erator. It cooperates no m atter whether is opponent has
cooperated or defected in the last m ove.

too, which can be represented as a lookup table or a bi-
nary string (Tab. :'I) . The nite number ofm oves of one
encounter is not known by any agent. In the course of
the gam e, one playerhasto play against each of tsneigh—
bors on the network. Thereafter, is payo is given by
the average payo perm ove and neighbor.

T he strategy space of a player i consists of up to 8
pure strategies S; £0;1;2;3;4;5;6;7g (ct. Tab:_i:I for
de niion of the strategies). The purestrategy space
of the game is S = " S; wih the set of the players

I

I= £0;1;

i :S ! R does not depend on the whole pure strategy
pro kes= (s1; ) et only on the strategies of the
neighboringnodes ;= ;(sij;neigh (1)) and, ofcourse, on
the payo m atrix ofthe P risoner'sdilemm a gam e. Here,
the set of the neighbors of a node i is denoted neigh (i) .
Wih ()= (1(); n () the above de ned gam e
(S;I; ) isa nie nonnalﬁmn gam e. Such _gam es n
general have at least one Nash equilibrium BZ] Here,
only pure strategiesw illbe considered neglecting possible
m xed-strategy equilbria. In this setting, sp = (O;
and srrr = (65
matrix A cbeying (@) and fora su ciently high num ber
ofm oves, which can be easily veri ed. T he form er equi-
Ibrim consists of players always defecting, whereas In
the latter state each player repeats its opponent’s last
m ove (T itFor-Tat) with a cooperative openingm ove (cf.

Tab.If).

B . Co-evolutionary dynam ics

Let usnow Introduce m utations of a player’s strategy.
T he lookup table determm ining the strategy isviewed asa
bit string oflength 2" + 1, wherem isthem em ory length
as de ned above. This bit-string w ill then be m utated
during the iteration ofthe gam e.

Atthebegihning, a random network w ith a given m ean
degree hki is generated t_4-14'] T he strategies are assigned
random Iy, too. A1l agents play against each of their
neighbors iniially to update their payo s. Thereafter,
the ollow ing steps are iterated: (i) One agent i is cho—
sen random ly and is strategy is mutated from s; to a
strategy s 2 S; picked out at random . (i) T he m utated
agent plays again against its neighbors and its payo is

;ng. The (ure strategy) payo function

70)

;6) are Nash equilbria for any payo



|No | Strategy A cronym |B it String
0 always defect D 000
1 |suspicious antiT itForTat| sATFT 001
2 suspicious T ForTat STFT 010
3 suspicious cooperate C 011
4 generous defect gD 100
5 | generous antiT itForTat | gQATFT 101
6 generous T it-ForTat gTFT 110
7 always cooperate gC 111

TABLE II: T he strategy space ofeach player consists ofup to
8 di erent pure strategies com prehending all possible strate—
gies for a m em ory of onem ove. The rst lower case letter of
the acronym describes the rstm ove: \s" for defecting (sus—
picious) and \g" for cooperating (generous). If the strategy
is coded as a bit string the assigned num bers corresoond to
the respective binary num bers.
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=
b
T
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FIG . 1: Probability distrbbution P M ) of avalanche size M
for the subcritical case. T he avalanche size M  is given by the
num berofm utation eventsnecessary to reestablish an equilb-
rium . W ih the tem ptation to defect in the range 3 < az: 4,
only an all avalanches are necessary to reestablish the coop-
erative equilbrium . The open diam onds show data obtained
for the spatially extended P risoner’s dilem m a averaged over
50 random networks N = 200, hki = 2, az1 = 3:5). The
m echanism of relaxation is a branching process con ned to
the sam e topology (dashed curve, = 0235, cf. Sect':) .

com pared to the form er result. Them utation is acoepted
In the case of a higherpayo ,

j(s17525::5855:58y ) , and the payo s of all neigh—
bors are also updated. T his corresoonds to the assum p—
tionsthat acogpting any m utation is com bined w ith som e
costs to the player and that m utations occur on a time
scale slower than the tin e scale of the gam e. Tteration
of this process lads to a stationary state with a xed
strategy distribution. In the stationary state, no agent
can In prove is payo by changing its strategy whereas
the other plyers’ strategies rem ain unchanged. This
state corresponds to the gam e theoretic N ash equilbrium

ﬁ_32_i,:_3§]. N ote that, for its decisions, no m ore inform ation
than a player'sown payo is required.

ITII. PERTURBATIONS AND AVALANCHES

O ne essential property of evolutionary gam es is given
by the equilbria or the evolutionarily stable states. A1l
stationary states of the gam e are Nash equilbria. An
Interesting question is the stability of these equilbria
against perturbations. In the follow ing, we w ill study
the dynam ics of avalanches of m utation events follow —
Ing a perturbation of the Nash equilbrium . A fter the
system has reached a stationary state, a new strategy
is assigned to a random player. The insertion of a sub—
optin al strategy o0 ers new opportunities for m utations
to the perturbed player itself and to its neighbors. Since
players are updated random ly, a perturbation leadsto an
avalanche ofm utationsuntila stationary state is reached
again. O ne quantity of interest is the avalanche size M
given by the num ber ofm utationsnecessary to reestablish
the equilbrium and its dependence on the payo m atrix
A .Wewill rstdiscussthe num erical results for the case
ofplayerson a random network. T he second part of this
section dealsw ith a P risoner’sdilemm a on a ring, w hich
w illbe the starting point for the theoretical treatm ent in
the next two sections.

In the case of sparsely connected random netw orks, one
observes three distinct regim es of the avalanche dynam —
ics, w ith the tem ptation to defect ay; as control param —
eter. For an all tem ptations, 3 < az; 4, a subcritical
regin e occurs w here lJarge avalanches are suppressed ex—
ponentially CFjg.:}') . Foray; > 4, criticalbehavior occurs
w ith avalanche sizes distributed according to a pow er law
PM)/ M w ith the scaling exponent = 1:39 0:10
CE‘jg.rQ) and a cuto scaling linearly w ith system sizeN .
T his critical regin e is ollowed by a supercritical regin e
for4:70 33 < 6 with an enhanced probability of very
large events F ig. ::J!) .

T hus, above a critical value of the tem ptation to de-
fect af; = 4, small perturbations of the system Jlead
to long lasting avalanches that a ect all players of the
whole system w ith a m ean avalanche size that diverges in
the them odynam ic lim it. T he transition from a regine
w ith an all avalanches to a critical one w ith system -w ide
avalanches is robust in case of m oderate changes of the
strategy space S and the m ean degree hki. It also oc—
curs for am aller strategy spaces S; w ith card (S;) 5and
£0;6;7g Si. T he qualitative behavior rem ains even for
Inde nitely iterated gam es orw ith a very di erent payo
m atrix [_ZIQ], which is som etim es used in the context of
the P risoner’'sdilemm a

|
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W ith S;= £0;7g and X but quite di erent evolutionary
dynam ics, Lin , Chem , and Jayaprakash found cr:ii'j_cal
avalanches on a two-din ensional square lattice, too @5]

The di erent regin es of relaxation dynam ics can be
explained by a closer look on the structure of the Nash
equilbria involed (Sec. :_1\2:) aswell as on the relaxation
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FIG . 2: Probability distrdbution P M ) of avalanche size M
(num ber of m utations events) for the critical case on a ran—
dom network. The subcritical regin e is ollowed by critical
behavior with 4 < az; < 4:70. The distrbution (open di-
am onds, average over 50 networks with N = 200, hki = 2,
and az1 = 435) can be well approxin ated by a power law
PM)/ M with = 139 0:10 over three orders ofm ag-
nitude (solid line). T he scale-free behavior can be explained
by a con ned branching process (dashed curve, = 0315, cf.
Sec.tf:).

m echanian which is given by a con ned branching pro—
cess (Sec. y-') . Before we start these considerations in
the next two sections, we brie y discuss the case ofa co—
evolutionary P risoner’sdilem m a on a ring, ie.on the reg—
ular netw ork w here each player’'sdegree isexactly k; = 2.
A though this isnot a very reasonablem odel for real spa—
tially extended system s, i will give som e usefiil Insights
and w illallow us to calculate som e properties of the spa-
tially extended gam e analytically.

Like for random netw orks, subcritical, critical, and su—
percritical regin es occur, w ith subcritical avalanche dis-
tributions in the range of 3 < ay; 4 and supercritical
behavior for 4:12 31 < 6. However, this tin e the
critical avalanche distribbution has a scaling exponent of

= 1:04 0:05which signi cantly di erslftom the expo—
nent obtained for random networks jg.-_d) .

IVv. NASH EQUILIBRIA AND THEIR
DEPENDENCE ON THE PAYOFF M ATR IX

The set of possbl stationary states of the co—
evolutionary P risoner’s dilemm a is the set of Nash equi-
lbria which, as has been shown above, contains for all
az1 2 (3;6) the defective equilbrium sp = (0;:::;0) and

also consider the m acrostates of the system correspond-—
Ing to the aggregated behavior of the agents. Identifying
cooperative m oves w ith \soin up" and defecting m oves
with \spin down" the m acroscopic behavior at one In—
stant of tin e is the m agnetization of the system . Thus,
the strategy pro ke sp of all agents playing strategy 0
corresponds to the m inin al m agnetization 1 whereas
the T itForTat equilbrium srgr leads to the m axim al
m agnetization + 1.

Q\O\
1072 %
| \O<><>
10 F \\<><><><>
— R
= B W X
= ; RS
L rF T e
- SRR
10-% | N
- Qbo\\
1010 >
| | | | | | | | |

—

0 102 10° 10t 10° 10 107 10%
M

FIG . 3: Probability distrdoution P M ) of avalanche size M
(num ber of m utation events) in the supercritical regin e on a
random network. Forhigh valies of the tem ptation to defect,
47 21 < 6, a supercritical distrbution of the avalanche
size is observed (open diam onds, average over 50 networks,
N = 200, hki = 2, az1 = 4:{7). Again, a con ned branch—
ing process appears to m atch the_relaxation dynam ics well
(dashed curve, = 0:390, cf. Sec{_/:) .
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FIG . 4: P robability distrbbution P M ) of avalanche size M
(num ber of m utation events) on a ring in the critical regin e.
In the range 4:01 21 4:1, critical behavior in tem s of
the avalanche distribution is also observed for the P risoner’s
dilemma on a ring N = 200, az; = 4:). The scale-free dis-
tribution P M ) / M has an exponent of = 104 0:05
which is signi cantly sm aller than the scaling exponent ob—
served for the sam e gam e on a random netw ork w ith identical
m ean degree hki. T he experim entaldata agree very wellw ith
the behaviorofa branching process con ned to a ring (dashed
curve, = 0512, cf. Sec. i_/:) .

A . Equilibria on rings and random netw orks

Starting with the experimental ndings for a ring
topology, one cbserves three regin es in term s of adopted
equilbria which are exactly m atched by the three dif-
ferent regin es of avalanche dynam ics. In the subcritical
regin e, the stationary states are a m ixture of the strate-
gies 6 and 7, ie.generousT tForTatplayersand uncon—
ditioned cooperators, respectively (Tab. :ﬁp . Only gener—
ous T t—ForTat prevails in the critical regimn e. W ith the
onset of supercritical behavior, the defective equilibrium
sp tums up. Iks fraction of the equilbria reached by the
gam e grow s very fast w ith further increasing tem ptation



to defect. The rst transition can be explained by a sim —
plk calculation of the Nash equilbria. W ith aj; 4,
the cooperative m acrostate is degenerated in m any N ash
equilbria since unconditioned cooperators are stabilized
by neighbors w ith the strategy gTF T . C onsider a player
iwih is neighbors playing s;j 1 = 7 (ie. generous co—
operate orgC) and si+1 = 6 (@TFT).Then playerihas
to nd a strategy being a com prom ise betw een exploiting
the cooperatorati 1 and m aintaining cooperation w ith
isotherneighbor, the an arter T t—ForTatplayerat i+ 1.
H owever, for as; 4, there is no such strategy yielding
a betterpayo than gTFT oreven gC . T his stabilization
of the credulously cooperating agents gives rise to a de—
generacy ofthe cooperative m acrostate in m any di erent
strategy pro lesthat areN ash equilbria, diverging faster
than 2%V =3 w ith the size of the ring. O n the other hand,
ifay; > 4 there always exists such a com prom ise strat-
egy and the degeneracy vanishes. T hatm eansthat below
the critical valie a§; = 4 the m acrostate w ith m agneti-
zation + 1 is strongly degenerated in m any N ash equilib—
ria whhereas above a3, there is only one N ash equilbbrium
w ith m axin alm agnetization left regardlessofsystem size
(strT ). The other m acrostate w th m inin alm agnetiza—
tion is never degenerated since sp is the only Nash equi-
Iorium that leadsto such a defective m acrostate. In case
of regqular lattices w ith di erent num bers of next neigh—
bors k, the critical value a3, is given by

2k+ 1
k+ 3°

as; k)= 4 )
For exam ple, in the case of a two-din ensional lattice
w ith periodic boundary conditions and a von-Neum ann
neighborhood, we nd subcritical, critical, and supercri—
icalbehavior, w ith a$; 5:14 and a critical exponent of

=13 02.0 foourse, for every payo matrix A sat—
isfying @) exists a nie value for the num ber of next
neighbors k above which the cooperative m acrostate is
always degenerated. However, a;; and ap; can be ad—
Justed to increase this border to arbitrarily large val-
ues. Nonetheless, there is a reason why, for every pay—
o m atrix, true critical behavior can only take place in
sparsely connected networks which will be discussed in
the next section. W hy are only cooperative equilbria
observed in both the subcritical and the critical range of
a1 ? Looking closer at the way to the equilbrium , there
are (2( + 1)( 1))=2 transition probabilities or a
plyer i changing its strategy, wih = card(S;). W hen
Increasing the team ptation to defect az;, som e of these
rules change from 0 to a nite value and the respective
Inverse rule vice versa. At the transition to the supercrit—
icalregin e, w here the defective equilbrium is reached for
the rsttin e, exactly those ruleschangew hich govem the
stability ofthe border between cooperative and defective
dom ains. Below that threshold, the cooperative dom ains
grow and above it defecting strategies can spread.

T he situation is slightly di erent on a random network.
Since there are alvays som e nodes w ith a degree higher
than the m ean degree hki, a an all degeneracy of the co—

operative m acrostate can exist even for az; > aj; (ki).
M oreover, disconnected com pounds m ay be in di erent
equilbria at the sam e tin e. The highly connected nodes
stabilize the cooperative equilbriim so that even for
az < 6 cooperatihg strategies predom inate. Yet these
degeneracy does not com pensate for the loss of coopera—
tive equilbbriim pro les for tem ptations larger than a$;
which is the reason for the transition from subcritical to
criticalbehavior. T he supercritical phase is again caused
by the change of transition rules lading to increasing
defective dom ains w ith their grow th hindered by highly
connected cooperative nodes.

B . N ash equilibria and ESS

A swearedealing w ith an evolutionary gam g, the ques—
tion arises if any of the N ash equilbria is also evolution—
arily stable. A strategy pro Je is called an evolutionarily
stable state ESS) if it is stable against the insertion of
a smallbut nite fraction ofmutants playing a di erent
strategy [34,35]. Therefore, an ESS is a strict N ash equi-
Ibrium or a non-strict N ash equilbrium w ih the addi-
tionalcondition that otherbest repliesplay worse against
them selves than the ESS strategy against them . Note
that this concept is form ulated for two-person gam es
w here two players encounter each other by chance. In
this sense, both Nash equilbria sp = (0; ;0)
srrr = (65 ;6) arenoESSf5r$0;1;2;3;4;5;6;7g
since other best replies score equally well as the equilib—
rum strategy (strategies 2 and 7, respectively). W ith
respect to strategy spaces reduced by 2 or 7, the respec—
tive (how strict) Nash equilbrium becom esan ESS.But
does this concept of stability apply to spatially extended
gam es? M any approaches to evolutionary stability lead
to the equivalence of ESS and strict Nash equilbria. So
onem ay con gcturethat inagamew ih S; = £0;1;5;6;7g
the pro ke sp should be an ESS since it is a strict Nash
equilbrim . Yet, as the experin ents show , a an all per—
turbation can cause the system to change from the strict
N ash equilbrium sp to the non-strict cooperative equi-
Ibrium srgpr . Thus, when applying the notion of evolu—
tionary stability to gpatially extended system s, one has
to keep n m Ind that thingsm ay be di erent here since it
is the Iocal surrounding that decides w hether an invader
w illoverthrow the Incum bent strategy orw ill il instead.

V. BRANCHING PROCESSESASA MODEL OF
THE RELAXATION PROCESS

H aving understood the structure ofthe N ash equilbria
and their connection to the transition between di erent
regin es ofavalanche dynam ics, the question rem ainshow
to explain the distinct form of the probability distridou—
tionsP M ) and in particularthe scaling exponents ofthe
criticalregin es. In fact, the relaxation process can be de—
scribed by a type of branching process which very well

and



predicts the scaling exponents for the di erent topolo—
gies aswellas the subcritical and supercritical avalanche
distrbutions.

A . The G alton-W atson process

T he starting point is a sin ple branching process, also
known as G alon-W atson process, which will be refor-
mulated In tem s ofm utated agents giving rise to fiture
m utations of other players. Let Z, be the number of
m utated players in the n-th generation. Each mutated
player can cause otherm utations in the next generation,
w ith the probability p, that itsm utation is sucoeeded by
m mutations in the next generation. T he stochastic pro-
cess (Zn )n2n, Iscalled a branching process ofthe G alton—
W atson type. N ote that the num ber of generations con—
stitutes a tin e scale com pletely di erent from the tine
scale ofthe gam e w here at each Instant oftin e one player
is chosen to m utate its strategy. W ith the Emiual condi-
tion Zyg = 1 and the total progeny Z = ieoZis the
quantity of interest is the distrbution P (Z = r) of to—
tal progeny or, in other words, the avalanche size. So
far there is no spatial constraint to this process, ie. Z;
is not bounded by the system size, and m utations inde—
pendently give birth to new m utations. T he probability
Pn that a mutation of a player w ith k neighbors w illbe
followed by m m utations in the next generation is given
by

k+ 1
m

Pn = SO S ()
being the sin plest choice if a player’sm utation can only
a ect is nejghk_)orhood Including iself. U sing generat-
ing functions {_36] we caltulate P (Z = r) for this special
G alonW atson processw ith the sam ek; = k orallplay—
ers to

r
1 k+1

kk *

P@Z=ror-= r 3=

k 2 k a ¥ k+ 1)k+1

Tt isusefulto ntroduce the m ean num ber ofa m utation’s

\chidren"m = (+ 1)= E Z, and approxin ate {_6) or
m <1
PE=x=Cr’ e, )
w ith
k+ 1 1 ®)
r: ;
0 2k @1 mP¥
and a constant
r
m k 1 k+1
C = H (9)
km 2 k

If the expectation of the numbers of descendants ap-—
proaches one, iem " 1, the exponential cuto diverges

O O Z=1

O O Z,=2

O 7=2

. ‘ O_ Zn +1= 3

FIG .5: The branching process on a ring. Each node (circle)
is occupied by a player w ith the circle lled if the player’s
strategy has m utated in the respective generation. @A) The
initially m utated player causes its neighbors and iself to m u—
tate in the next generation w ith probability (arrows). No
m ore players are a ected since only its neighborhood and the
player itself can experience a di erent payo due to the mu-
tation. B) The progenies of m utated players In general are
not independent of each other. Two m utations can in uence
the sam e site m aking the analytical treatm ent di cult.

o
—O

with I  m)?. The process becomes critical with a
scale—free avalanche distrbution P @ = r) / r 32 . If
m > 1, the probability is nite that Z does not converge
atall E]‘] T he branching process described above, w hich
has no spatial constraints, is characterized by a subcriti-
cal, critical, and supercritical regin e of its avalanche dy-
nam ics. A though this is very sim ilar to the IPD on a
random network, n the case of a ring i yields a wrong
scaling exponent of = 3=2. Such behavior could be
gained equally well from a random walk of the num ber
of m utated sites w ith drift to a re ecting boundary. In
the follow Ing, we w ill show that it is the restriction of
the branching process to the netw ork topology that com —
pktely explains the dynam ics and leads to the correct
scaling exponents.

B. Con ned branching processes

T he con nem ent ofthe branching process leads to two
e ects. First, Z , willbe bounded by the system size N ;
second, the m utation events caused by m utated players
are no longer stochastically independent. W e w ill denote
abranching processas con ned or restricted to a netw ork
(i) if there exists a oneto-one m apping of players and
nodes and (i) ifa m utated player can only give birth to
m utations in its neighborhood including itself jg.:fn A).
T his corresponds to the fact that if a player changes is
strategy only the payo sofitsneighborsand oftheplayer
tself will be a ected. W e assum e that each neighbor
and the mutated site itself has the sam e probability
of mutation In the next generation. W ih the random



Dynamics| mﬂ| mf2| |
subcritical |0290|0234|0235

critical |0:340(0:306|0:315
supercritical] 0:320|0:308|0:390

TABLE III: The branching param eter , detem ined with
m ean— eld approaches. The param eter , obtained for the
experin ental d]StI]but]Ol’lS of the di erent regim es on a ran—
dom network (Figs. -L, -2., d), is com pared to m ean- eld resuls
using a random neighborhood and absorbing stable equilib—
rium states ( n ) Or averaged over realizations of the gam e
(mne).

variable x being 1 ifthe player at node ismutated
In generation n and 0 otherw ise, the con ned process
@92, isde ned by

R
zl=  x®: (10)
=1

T he probability ofa m utation at site in generation n is
Px®=1=1 a ); an
w ih

= x e, (12)
2neigh( )[f g

The con ned branching process (Zr?) can now be used
to calculate the avalanche distributions of the spatially
extended P risoner’sdilem m a num erically. A pplying it to
random netw orks, both the subcritical and supercritical
distrbutions are m atched well (dashed curves In Fig. :].
and F i. -3) T he distrbution of the con ned brand’ung
process agrees even better w ith the exper:m entaldata in
the critical regim e (dashed curves In Fig. -2) The same
is true for the P risoner’'s dilemm a on a ring Fi. -4)
both critical cases, the branching process show s the cor-
rect nite-size scaling ofthe cuto which is proportional
to the system size. N ote that the critical regin es of the
gam e have di erent scaling exponents due to network
topology which are both correctly obtained by the con—

ned branching process. T he critical exponents depend
only on the topology rather than on the param eter of
the process. T herefore, the relaxation m echanisn of the
spatially extended co-evolutionary P risoner’sdilemm a is
a con ned branching process.

M ean- eld approaches can be applied successfully to
explain the param eter of the con ned brand’ung pro—
cess In the subcritical and critical regin e (Tab. n]I[) To
calculate a m ean— eld approxin ation , f ofthe branch-
Ing param eter, the transition probabilities of a m utated
agent’s neighbors are determ ined using a random neigh—
borhood forboth the playerand itsneighbors. T he struc—
ture of the gam e is taken into account only by assum ing
that the stable strategies are absorbing states. A second
approach is to average the transition probabilities over

gam e realizations num erically, yielding , . Both val-
ues, pa and ppg,agreewellw ith the parameter ob-
tained from the avalanche distributions of the subcritical
and critical regin e. T his corresponds to the explanation
that this transition occurs sokly because of the change
In the degeneracy of the cooperative m acrostate at the
critical value a3, . The supercritical case is not m atched
by the m ean— eld approaches which m ay be due to the
fact that here the dynam ics are govemed by locale ects,
ie. the com petitive growth at the boundaries between
cooperative and defective dom ains. The dynam ics on a
ring topology can be explained by a sin ilar m ean—- eld
approach, too, if one assum es that the e ective m axi-
m al num ber of a player’s descendants is approxin ately
two and not three. This reduction of potential progeny
is caused by the strong overlap of the neighborhoods in
this reqular lattice Fig.0 B).

A though the de nition ofthe con ned G alton-W atson
process is quite intuitive and sin ple, its analytical treat—
m ent isnot. The reason is that m utation events has be-
com e dependent on each other. Twom utationscan a ect
the sam e site In the next generation CE‘J'g.E B) leading to
dependent recursive equations @-]_], :_igi) for the m utation
probability. W ith the sim pli cation that the Z ° m utated
sites of generation n are random ly distributed over the
netw ork, one can shed som e light on the critical behav—
jor of the con ned branching process. The conditional
expectations of the num ber of m utated players are w ith
this assum ption

@ FD=mz) @+ ) 13)

w ih

1 k+1
1 0

0
H R 2
N k+1 N

m==
N

= m
14)

If 1l andm 1 the con ned process approxin ately is
am artihgak orallvalies of Z 2 and should show critical
behavior. Form 1 the avalanche dynam ics are sub—
critical as the process becom es a supem artingale. W ith
m 1 obviously resulting In supercriticaldynam ics, the
rem aining case of interest ism 1. In theeventofhighly
connected netw orks w ith hki 1 the correction is of
the order 1 suppressing large avalanches. T hus critical
avalanche dynam ics are expected only for sparsely con—
nected netw orks, for too strong dependencies ofm utation
events lead to either subcritical or supercritical distribu-—
tions of avalanche sizes.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have introduced a spatially extended
P risoner’'s dilem m a gam e w ith co-evolutionary dynam ics
that lead to N ash equilbria as stationary states. W e have
show n that criticalavalanche dynam ics are characteristic



for a broad range of these gam es. T he observed Interm it—
tent evolution w ith sudden avalanches ofactivity is rem i-
niscent of selff-organized criticality {_3@,:_3?_5] D epending on
the payo m atrix, subcritical, critical, and supercritical
regin es can be observed. C alculating the N ash equilbria
and introducing a con ned branching process, we were
ablk to quantitatively explain the critical valie of the
control param eter, ie. the tem ptation to defect, and the
avalanche distrbutions. T herefore, investigations on the
spatially extended P risoner’sdilem m a, w hich hasbecom e
a widely used toy m odel for the em ergence of coopera-
tion, have to take into acoount the stability of possible
equilbria depending on chosen payo m atrix, strategy
space, and topology. Com plex behavior should only be
found for subcritical or critical dynam ics w hereas in the
supercritical regin e an all perturbations w ill totally m ix
up the whole system preventing the evolution of local

structures. T he results on the stability ofthe N ash equi-
Ibria and their connection to evolutionarily stable states
indicate that the concept ofequillbbrium , originating from
classicalm echanics and brought into the elds of gam e
theory and evolution {_5(_5], has to be further speci ed to
take Into account co-evolution on netw orksand other spa—
tial structures.
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