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A bstract: W e discuss the longrun behavior of stochastic dynam ics of m any interacting players in
spatial evolutionary gam es. In particular, we nvestigate the e ect of the number of players and
the noise Jevel on the stochastic stability of Nash equilbria. W e discuss sim ilarities and di erences
between system s of Interacting players m axin izing their individual payo s and particles m Inin izing
their Interaction energy. W e use concepts and technigues of statistical m echanics to study gam e-
theoretic m odels. In order to obtain results In the case of the socalled potential gam es, we analyze

the them odynam ic lim it of the appropriate m odels of Interacting particles.
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1. Introduction

M any socio-econom ic system s and biological populations can be m odeled as system s of Interacting
individuals EL'{::S]. Here we w ill consider gam e-theoretic m odels of m any interacting players Eﬁ{@]. In
such m odels, individuals have at their disposal certain strategies and their payo s In a gam e depend
on strategies chosen both by them and by their opponents. In spatial gam es, players are located on
vertices of certain graphs and they Interact only w ith their neighbors EZ.,E&I {-'_Zl.-j]. T he central concept
in gam e theory is that ofa Nash equilibrium . It is an assignm ent of strategies to players such that no
plyer, or xed strategies of his opponents, has an Incentive to deviate from his curent strategy; the
change can only din inish hispayo .

The notion of a Nash equilbrium (called a Nash con guration in spatial gam es) is sim ilar to the
notion of a ground-state con guration in classical latticegas m odels of interacting particles. W e w il1
discuss sin ilarities and di erences between system s of interacting players m axin izing their ndividual
payo s and particles m inin izing their interaction energy.

O ne ofthe findam entalproblem s in gam e theory is the equilbrium selection in gam esw ith muliple
N ash equilbria. O ne of the selection m ethods is to construct an appropriate dynam ical system where
in the long run only one equilbrium isplayed w ith a high frequency. H ere we w illdiscuss a stochastic
adaptation dynam ics of a population w ith a xed num ber of players. In discrete m om ents of tim es,
players adapt to their neighbors by choosing w ith a high probability the strategy which is the best
response, ie. the one which m axin izes the sum ofthe payo s obtained from individualgam es. W ith
a am all probability, representing the noise of the system , they m ake m istakes. To descrbe the long—
run behavior of such stochastic dynam ics, Foster and Young t_l-g] Introduced a concept of stochastic
stability. A con guration of the system (an assignm ent of strategies to lattice sites In spatial gam es)
is stochastically stablk if it has a positive probability in the stationary state of the above dynam ics in
the zero-noise lim i, that is zero probability of m istakes. It m eans that in the long run we cbserve it
w ith a positive frequency. However, or any arbitrarily low but xed noise, if the number of players
is big enough, the probability of any individual con guration is practically zero. It m eans that fora
large num ber of players, to cbserve a stochastically stable con guration we m ust assum e that players
m ake m istakes w ith extrem ely an all probabilities. O n the other hand, Et m ay happen that in the long
run, for a Iow but xed noise and su ciently big number of players, the stationary state is highly
concentrated on an ensam bl consisting of one Nash con guration and its sm all perturbations, ie.
con gurations, where m ost players play the sam e strategy. W e w ill call such con gurations ensem ble
stablke. W e w ill show that these two stability conospts do not necessarily coincide.
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In the socalled potential gam es, for any given con guration, payo sofallplayers are the sam e [;L-Q:]
Such systam s are therefore analogous to those of interacting particles, w here instead of m axin izing
payo s, particlesm inim ize their Interaction energy. Stationary states of the stochastic dynam icsw ith
the Boltzm ann-type updating are then nitevolum e G bbs distributions describing an equilibbriuim
behavior of corresponding system s of Interacting particles in the grand-canonical ensemble. W e use
techniques and resuls of statistical m echanics to describe the long-run behavior of potential gam es.
W e Investigate a them odynam ic lin i, ie. the lin it of the In nite num ber of players.

W ew illpresent exam ples of spatialgam esw ith three strategies w here concepts of stochastic stability
and ensem ble stability do not coincide. In particular, wem ay have the situation, w here a stochastically
stable strategy is played In the long run w ith an arbitrarily low frequency.

W e will also discuss brie y nonpotential gam es. Stationary states of such gam es cannot be ex-—
plicitly constructed as before. W e must therefore resort to di erent m ethods. W e will use a tree
h].

In Section 2, we Introduce spatial gam es w ith local interactions. In Section 3, we present stochastic

T=a

characterization of stationary states '_Q-Q,:_Z-

dynam ics and the concept of stochastic stability of Nash con gurations. In Section 4, we introduce
our concept of ensemble stability and present exam ples of gam es w here stochastically stable N ash
con gurations are played in the long run w ith arbirarily sm all probabilities if the noise level is low
and the num ber ofplayers isbig enough. W e w illalso discuss an e ect ofadding a dom inated strategy
to a gam e w ith tw o strategies. In particular, the presence of such a strategy m ay cause a stochastically
stable strategy to be cbserved in the long run w ith a frequency close to zero. In Section 5, we discuss

the long—un behavior of a certain exam pl of a nonpotential gam e. D iscussion follow s in Section 6.

2. Spatial Gamesw ith Local Interactions

In order to characterize a gam e-theoretic m odel, one has to specify the set of players, strategies
they have at their digposal and payo s they receive. Here we w ill discuss only twoplayer gam es w ith
two or three pure strategies. In addition, players m ay use m ixed strategies. A m ixed strategy is a
probability distribution on the set of pure strategies. W e begin w ith gam es w ith two pure strategies

and two symm etric N ash equilbria. A generic payo m atrix is given by
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Example 1
A B
A a b
U =
B c d,

w here the ijentry, i;j= A ;B , isthepayo ofthe rst (row) playerwhen heplaysthe strategy iand
the second (colum n) player plays the strategy j. W e assum e that both players are the sam e and hence
payo softhe colum n player are given by them atrix transposed to U ; such gam es are called sym m etric.
Let x;1 x) beam ixed strategy, where x is the probability ofplaying A and 1 x ofplayingB . W e
then assum e that the payo received by a player using a m ixed strategy (X;1 x) against a player
using (v;1 y) isthe average (expected) payo given by xly+ bl  y)J+ @ x)[lcy+ dld )l

An assignm ent of strategies to both players is a Nash equilibrium , if for each player, for a xed
strategy of his opponent, changing the current strategy w ill not increase hispayo .

W e will discuss gam es w ith multiple Nash equilbria. Ifa > c and d > b, then both @A ;A) and
B ;B ) areNash equilbria. Ifa+ b< c+ d, then the strategy B has a higher expected payo againsta
player playing both strategies w ith the probability 1=2. W e say that B risk dom inates the strategy A
(the notion ofthe risk-dom inance w as introduced and thoroughly studied by H arsanyiand Selten P2)).
Ifat the sam e tine a > d, then we have a selection problem of choosing betw een the payo -dom inant
(P aretoe cient) equilbbrium @A ;A ) and the risk-dom nant B ;B ).

W e will study populationsw ith a nite num ber of ndividuals playing twoplayer gam es. In spatial
gam es, players occupy sites of certain lattices and interact only w ith their neighbors.

Let bea nie subset of the simple lattice Z 2 (Bor sin plicity of presentation we assum e periodic
boundary condiions, ie. we place players on a two-din ensional torus). Every site of is occupied
by one player who has at his digposal one of k di erent pure strategies (player do not use m ixed
strategies) . Let S be the set of pure strategies, then = S isthe set ofallcon gurationsofplayers,
that is all possible assignm ents of strategies to individualplayers. Forevery 12 , X ; is the strategy
of the i th player in the con guration X 2 and X ; denotes strategies of all rem aining players;
X therefore can be represented as the pair X ;X ). Let U :S S ! R be amatrix of payo s
of our gam e. Every player interacts only w ith his neighbors and his payo is the sum of the payo s
resulting from individualgam es. W e assum e that he has to use the sam e strategy for all neighbors.
Let N ; denote the neighborhood of the i th player. For the nearestneighbor interaction we have

Ni= £f3;7 1ij= lg,where i Jjjisthe distance between iand j. ForX 2 we denote by ;X))



STATISTICAL MECHANICS OF SPATIAL EVOLUTIONARY GAMES 5

the payo ofthe i th player in the con guration X :

X
1K) = U X ;X 5) 21)
J2N 5
De nition 1. X 2 is a Nash ocon guration if for every i 2 and Y; 2 S; XX 4)

13X ).

In Exam plk 1, there are two hom ogeneous Nash con gurations, X » and X B, in which all players
play the sam e strategy, A or B respectively.

Let us notice that the notion of a Nash con guration is sim ilar to the notion of a ground-state
con guration In classical Jatticegas m odels of Interacting particlkes. W e have to identify agents w ith
particles, strategies w ith types of particles and instead of m axim izing payo s we should m inin ize
interaction energies. T here are how ever profound di erences. F irst of all, ground-state con gurations
can be de ned only for sym m etric m atrices; an Interaction energy is assigned to a pair of particlks,
payo s are assigned to individual players. It m ay happen that if a player sw itches a strategy to
increase his payo , the payo of his opponent and of the entire population decreases. M oreover,
ground-state con gurations are stable w ith respect to all local changes, not just one-site changes lke
Nash con gurations. Tt m eans that for the sam e sym m etricm atrix U , there m ay exist a con guration
which isa Nash con guration but not a ground-state con guration for the interaction marix U . The
sin plest exam ple is given by Exampl 1 with a = 2;b= c= 0,andd= 1. X® and X® are Nash
con gurationsbut only X ? is a ground-state con guration for U:

For any classical latticegas m odel there exists at last one ground-state con guration. It may
happen that a gam e w ith a nonsym m etric payo m atrix m ay not posess a Nash con guration. The

classical exam ple is that of the R ock-ScissorsP aper gam e given by the llow Ing m atrix.

Example 2
R S P
R 2 0
U = s 0 1 2

T his twoplayer gam e does not have a Nash equilbbrium in pure strategies. It has a unigque m ixed
Nash equilbrium in which both players use a m ixed strategy, playing all three pure strategies w ith
the probability 1=3. O nem ay show that the gam e does not have any N ash con gurationson Z and Z 2

w ith nearestneighbor interactions but i hasmultiple Nash con gurations on the triangular lattice.
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In short, ground-state con gurationsm inim ize the total energy of a particle system , Nash con gu-

rations do not necessarily m axin ize the totalpayo ofa population of agents.

3. Stochastic Stability

W e describbe now the determ inistic dynam ics of the bestresponse ruk. Nam ely, at each discrete
moment oftime t= 1;2;::;, a random ly chosen player m ay update his strategy. He sin ply adopts the
strategy, X it, which gives hin the m axim altotalpayo ;& it;X til) for given X til, a con guration
of strategies of rem aining playersat tinet 1.

Now we allow players to m ake m istakes with a am all probability, that is to say they m ay not
choose the best response. A probability ofm aking a m istake m ay depend on the state ofthe system (a
con guration of strategies ofneighboring players). W e w illassum e that this probability is a decreasing
function of the payo lost as a result of a m istake @:]. In the Bolzm ann-type updating (called a log—
Iinear ruk in the econom ics/gam e theory literature), the probability of chosing by the i th player the
strategy X | at tin e t is given by the ©llow ing conditional probability :

Q=) s i )

T ta, t 1y _ .
pi KiX ;)= 7p e(]-:T)i(XiiXtil), 31)
X 28
where T > 0 m easures the noise level.
Let us dbserve that if T ! 0, pg converges to the bestresponse rule. O ur stochastic dynam ics
is an exam plk of an ergodic M arkov chain with $ Jjstates. Therefore, i has a unique stationary
distrbution (a stationary state) which we denoteby 7 :

T he Hllow ing de nition was rst introduced by Foster and Young [L8].
De nition 2. X 2 is stochastically stable iflimt,; g T (X )> O:

IfX is stochastically stable, then the frequency of visiting X converges to a positive num ber along
any tin e tractory alm ost surely. It m eans that in the long run we cbserve X wih a positive
frequency. In exam ples below , we consider gam es w ith sym m etric N ash equilbria and hom ogeneous
N ash con gurations. By a stochastic stability ofa strategy ora N ash equilbbriim wem ean a stochastic
stability of the corresponding N ash con guration.

The notion of a stochastically stable Nash con guration is analogous to the notion of a low—
tem perature stable ground-state con gurations, ie. the one which gives rise to a low -tem perature
equilbrium phase.

Stationary distribbutions of the B olzm ann dynam ics can be explicitly constructed for the so-called

potentialgam es. A gam e is called a potential gam e if fspayo m atrix can be changed to a sym m etric
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one by adding payo s to its colum ns. Such a payo transform ation does not change the strategic
character of the gam e, In particular it does not change the set of its equilbria and their stochastic
stability. M ore form ally, it m eans that there exists a symm etric m atrix V called a potential of the

gam e such that for any three strategiesA;B;C 2 S
U@;C) U@;C)=VvV@;C) VE;C): 32)

It is easy to see that every gam e with two strategies has a potentialV with V A;A) = a g
VB;B)=d b andV @A;B)=V B;A)= 0:IfV isa potential of the stage game, then V X ) =

@iz v X 1;X 4) isa potential of a con guration X in the corresponding spatialgam e. T he unique

stationary state ofa potentialgam e w ith the B oltzm ann dynam ics is given by the ollow Ing form ula @]:

P
1=T)

e Wz vV &iX3)

TX)=p

33)

N e<1=T>D e VEiZ) "
T is a socalled nievolime G bbs state — a probability distrbution descrbing an equilbrim
behavior of a systam of particles with a twobody Ham itonian V and the tem perature T. The
Jini ling, o T is a ground-state m easure supported by ground-state con gurations, that is Nash
con gurationsw ith the biggest V . It follow s from (3.3) that stochastically stable Nash con gurations
are those w ith the biggest potential. In particular, in spatialgam es w ith two strategies and two N ash
equilbria, the risk-dom inant con guration X * is stochastically stable.
In Section 4, using statistical m echanics m ethods, we w ill study the behavior of T in the lim it
of the In nite number of players, ie. In the them odynam ic lim i, for various two-player gam es w ith

three pure strategies.

4. Ensemble Stability

T he concept of stochastic stability Involves Individual con gurations of players. In the zeronoise
lim it, a stationary state is usually concentrated on one or at m ost few con gurations. H owever, for a
low but xed noise and for a big num ber of players, the probability of any individual con guration of
players is practically zero. T he stationary state, however, m ay be highly concentrated on an ensemble
consisting of one Nash con guration and is gan all perturbations, ie. con gurations, where m ost
players use the sam e strategy. Such con gurations have relatively high probability in the stationary

state. W e call such con gurations ensem ble stabl.

De nition 3.X 2 is -ensem ble stable if T (¥ 2 ;Y;6 X;)<  franyi2 if (T)

for some (T).
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De nition 4. X 2 is low noise ensem ble stable if orevery > 0 there exists T ( ) such that

ifT < T (),then X is -ensemblk stabk.

IfX is -ensamble stablewih close to zero, then the ensam bl consisting ofX and con gurations
whith are di erent from X at at most few sies has the probability close to one In the stationary
state. It does not follow , however, that X is necessarily low -noise ensem ble or stochastically stable as

it happens in exam ples presented below .
Exam ple 3

P layers are ocated on a nite subset of Z ¢ (with periodic boundary conditions) and interact w ith
their four nearest neighbors. They have at their digposal three pure strategies: A;B; and C. The

payo s are given by the follow ing sym m etric m atrix:

Ourgam e hasthree Nash equilbbria, A ;A); B ;B ), and (C;C ), and the corresponding spatialgam e
has three hom ogeneous N ash con gurations: X ;X B, and X © . Let us notice that X 2 and X © have
them axin alpayo in every nite volum e and therefore they are ground-state con gurations for U
and X #* isnot.

T he unique stationary state of the Boltzm ann dynam ics (3.1) is a nitewvolim e G bbs state and

P
isgiven by (33) with V replaced by U . @92 U (X]f;X]j‘) 359)2 U (¥;Y5) > 0, orevery ¥ 6

P
XPandX ©,k=B;C,and  , UXI;x%)= UKS;X§):elowsthatling, o © ®X*)=

1=2, k= B;C s0X® and X are stochastically stable. Let us investigate the long-run behavior of

132

our systam for large , that is for a big number of players. Observe that Iim |, 32 T®)= 0fr
every X 2 =S Z*  Hence for large and T > 0 wemay only cbserve, w ith reasonable positive
frequencies, ensam bles of con gurations and not particular con gurations. W e w ill be Interested in
ensam bles which oconsist of a Nash con guration and its am all perturbations, that is con gurations,
where m ost players use the sam e strategy. W e perform  rstthe linit ! 2 ? and obtain a so-called

in nitevolum e G bbs state In the tem perature T;

T= 1m 7 @21)
1 72

Tt describes, In the them odynam ic lim it, the equilbrium behavior of a system of interacting par-

ticles. Equilbrium behavior of such system results from the com petition between its energy U and
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entropy S, ie. them Inin ization oftheir reeenergy F = U TS .W ewillshow that it is the entropy
which is responsible for the ensamble stability of som e Nash con gurations (ground-state con gura—
tions) In the lim it of the in nite num ber of players (lattice sites). T he phase transition of the rst
kind ism anifested by the existence ofm ultiple G bbs states for a given H am itonian and tem perature.

In order to Investigate the stationary state of our exam pl, we w ill apply a technique developed
by Brian ont and Slawny [_2-3,:_2-51]. They studied low -tem perature stability of the socalled dom inant

ground-state con gurations. It ollow s from their results that

Txi=cCc)>1 (T) 42)

forany i2 Z?and (T)! OasT ! O.
W ewill recall n Appendix A their proof adapted to ourm odel. T he follow ing theorem isa sinpl

consequence of 42).
Theorem 1.X°C is bw-noise ensem bk stabk.

W e see that for any low but xed T, if the num ber of players is big enough, then in the long run,
alm ost allplayers use C strategy. O n the other hand, if for any xed number of players, T is lowered
substantially, then all three strategies appear w ith frequencies close to 1=2.

Let us sketch brie vy the reason of such a behavior. W hik i is true that both X B and X ¢ have the
sam e potentialw hich is the half ofthe payo ofthewhol system (it plays the role of the total energy
of a system of mteractihg particks), the X © Nash con guration has m ore lowest-cost excitations.
N am ely, one player can change its strategy and sw itch to either A or B and the total payo will
decrease by 8 units. P layers in the X 2 Nash con guration have only one possibility, that is to sw itch
to C; switching to A decreases the totalpayo by 16. Now , the probability of the occurrence of any
con guration In the G bbs state Wwhich is the stationary state of our stochastic dynam ics) depends on
the totalpayo In an exponentialway. O ne can prove that the probability of the ensam ble consisting
ofthe X © Nash con guration and con gurationswhich are di erent from i at few sites only ismuch
bigger than the probability of the analogous X B -ensemble. Tt liows from the fact that the X © -
ensamble hasm any m ore con gurations than the X B -ensemble. On the other hand, con gurations
which are outside X B and X © -ensem bles appearw ith exponentially sm allprobabilities. Ft m eans that
for large enough system s (@nd sm allbut not extrem ely an allT ) we cbserve In the stationary state the
X ¢ Nash con guration w ith perhaps few di erent strategies. T he above argum ent was m ade Into a
rigorous proof for an In nite system of the closely related latticegas m odel (the B um e€ apelm odel)

of interacting particles by B rian ont and Slawny in 2_3]
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In the above exam ple, X B and X © have the sam e totalpayo but X ¢ hasm ore low est-cost excita—
tions and therefre it is low noise ensemble stable. W e willnow discuss the situation, where X © has
a an aller total payo but nevertheless in the long run C is played w ith a frequency close to 1 if the
noise level is Jow but not extram ely low . W e w ill consider a fam ily of gam es w ith the follow ing payo

m atrix:
Example 4
A B C
A 15 O 1
U = B 0 2+ 1

where > 0 soB isboth payo and pairw ise risk-dom inant.
W e are Interested in the long—run behavior of our system for smallpositive and low T.Onemay

m odify the proofof Theorem 1 (see Appendix B) and obtain the follow ing theorem .

Theorem 2. For every > 0, there exist () and T ( ) such that for every 0 < < (), there
exists T () suchthat ©r T ( ) < T < T ( ), X® is -ensemblk stabk, and or0< T < T ( ), XB is

-ensam bl stabk.

Observethat ©Hr = 0,both X B and X ¢ are stochastically stable (they appearw ith the frequency
1=2 in the lin it of zero noise) but X © is low noise ensemble stabke. For small > 0, X B is both
stochastically (it appears wih the frequency 1 in the lim it of zero noise) and low noise ensamble
stable. However, or mtem ediate noise T ( ) < T < T ( ), if the number of players is big enough,
then in the long run, aln ost all players use the strategy C —X © is ensemble stablk). Ifwe Iower T
below T ( ), then alm ost allplayers start to usethe strategy B . T = T ( ) isthe line ofthe rstorder
phase transition. In the therm odynam ic Ilim i, there exist two G bbs state (equilbrium states) on this
lne. Wemay say that at T = T ( ), the society of players undergoes a phase transition from C to

B -behavior.

Now we will consider gam es w ith a dom nated strategy and two symm etric Nash equilbria. W e
say that a given strategy is is dom inated if it gives a player the lowest payo regardless of a strategy
chosen by an opponent. It is easy to see that dom inated strategies cannot be present n any N ash
equilbrium . T herefore such strategies should not be used by players and consequently wem ight think
that their presence should not have any in pact on the long-run behavior of the system . W e w ill show

in the follow ing exam ple that thism ay not be necessarily true.
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Example 5

where > 0.

W e see that strategy A is dom inated by B and C hence X * isnot a Nash equilbbrium . X B and
X ¢ are both Nash equilbria but only X B is a ground-state con guration or U:In the absence of
A, B isboth payo and risk-dom inant and therefore is stochastically stable and low noise ensemble
stable. Adding the strategy A does not change dom inance relations; B is still payo and paimw ise
risk dom fnant. However, we m ay m odify slightly the proof of Theorem 2 to show that X ¢ is -
ensam ble stable at intermm ediate noise levels. The m ere presence of the dom inated strategy A changes
the Iong—run behavior of the system . Sin ibr results were already discussed In adaptive gam es of
M yatt and W allace t_Z-S] In their gam es, at every discrete m om ent of tin e, one of the agents laves the
population and is replaced by another one w ho plays the best response. H e calculates hisbest response
w ith respect to hisown payo m atrix which is the m atrix of a comm on average payo disturbed by
a realization of som e random variable w ith the zero m ean. T he noise does not appear in the gam e
as a result of players’ m istakes but is the e ect of their diosyncratic preferences. T he authors then
show that the presence of a dom inated strategy m ay change the stochastic stability of equilbria.
H owever, the reason for such a behavior is di erent in their and in our m odels. In our m odel, it is
relatively easy to get out of X © and thism akes X © -ensamble stable. M ayatt and W allace introduce
a dom Inated strategy in such a way that it is relhtively easy to m ake a transition to i from a risk
and payo -dom inant con guration and then w ith a high probability the system m oves to a third N ash
con guration which results in its stochastic stability.

A Though In above m odels, the num ber of players was very large, their strategic interactions were
decom posed Into a sum of two-player gam es. Stochastic and ensem ble stability of threeplayer gam es
were Investigated in 2-6]

5. Stochastic Stability in Non—potential G ames

Letusnow considergam esw ith three strategies and three sym m etricN ash equilbria: A;A); B ;B),

and (C;C). Generically, such gam es do not have a potential and therefore their stationary states
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cannot be explicitly constructed. To nd them , we must resort to di erent m ethods. W e willuse a
tree representation of the stationary distribution of M arkov chains £4,21] (see also Appendix C).

To illustrate this technique we w ill discuss a follow Ing tw o-player gam e w ith three strategies.
Exam ple 6

P layers are located on a nie subsest ofZ (W ih periodic boundary conditions) and interact w ith
their two nearest neighbors. They have at their digposal three pure strategies: A;B; and C. The

payo s are given by the follow ng m atrix:

C
2
0

(@

Il
Q w W
o N W
o v o W

3

Our gam e has three Nash equilbria, @;A); B;B), and (C;C). Let us note that in paimw ise
com parisons, B risk dom inates A, C dom inates B and A dom lnates B . The corresponding spatial
gam e has three hom ogeneous Nash con gurations: X 2 ;X B, and X © . They are the only absorbing
states of the noise—free bestresponse dynam ics. W hen we start w ith any state di erent from X 2 ,X B,
and X ©, then after a nite number of steps we arrive at either X #, X or X ¢ and then stay there
forever. Tt follow s from the tree representation of stationary states (see Appendix C) that any state
dierent from X *,X B, and X ¢, has zero probability in the stationary distrbution i the zero-noise
lim it. M oreover, In order to study the zeronoise lin it of the stationary distribution, it is enough to

consider probabilities of transitions between absorbing states.
Theorem 3. X B is stochastically stabk

P roof: The Pllow Ing are m axin alA -tree, B -tree, and C -tree:

Let us observe that

Pricia=0(@k “T); G1)
Pciars =0k “T); 52)
Paisic=0k ) 53)

where Im 1 0O X)=x= 1:
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T he theoram follow s from the tree characterization of stationary states as descrbed in A ppendix

X B is stochastically stable because it ism uch m ore probablk (rlw T) to escape from X * and X ©
than from X B . The relative payo s of Nash con gurations are not relevant here (n fact X B hasthe
an allest payo ). Let us recallE xam ple 3 of a potential gam e, w here an ensem ble-stable con guration
has m ore lowest-cost excitations. It is easier to escape from an ensemblestabl con guration than
from other Nash con gurations.

Stochatic stability concems single con gurations in the zero-noise Ilim it; ensem ble stability concems
fam ilies of con gurations in the lin it of the In nie number of players. It is very im portant to
Investigate and com parethese two conoepts of stability in nonpotential gam es.

N onpotential spatial gam es cannot be directly presented as system s of interacting particles. T hey
constiute a lJarge fam ily of Interacting cb cts not thoroughly studied so far by m ethods statistical
physics. Som e partial results conceming stochastic stability ofN ash equilbria In nonpotential spatial
gam es were obtained in [${i1L,26,27].

Onemay wish to say that A risk dom inates the other two strategies if i risk dom inates them in
pairw ise com parisons. In Exam pl 6, that B dom inates A, C dom inates B, and nally A dom inates
C . But even ifwe do not have such a cyclic relation of dom inance, a strategy which is pairw ise risk—
dom inant m ay not be stochastically stable LZ-:I] A m ore relevant notion seam s to be that of a global
risk dom inance [_2-33] W e say that A isglobally risk dom nant if it isa best regponse to am ixed strategy
which assigns probability 1=2 to A . It was shown in t_l-g,:}-}'] that a global risk-dom inant strategy is
stochastically stable in som e spatial gam es w ith local interactions.

A di erent criterion for stochastic stability wasdeveloped by B lum e [EI]. He showed (using techniques
of statisticalm echanics) that in a gam e w ith k strategies A ; and k sym m etric N ash equilbria @ i;A 1),

i= 1;::5k and k pure sym m etric Nash equlbria, A, is stochastically stable if
m>J'Ill(U A1;A1) U @AnAL) > mflii(U AniAn) U @1An): 54)
n n

W em ay observe that if A, satis es the above condition, then it is pairw ise risk dom inant.

6. D iscussion

W e discussed e ects of the number of players and the noise level on the long—run behavior in
the stochastic dynam ics of spatial gam es. In the so-called potential gam es w ith the B oltzm ann-type
updating, stationary states are G bbs distributions of corresponding lattice-gasm odels. W e used ideas

and techniques of statistical m echanics to analyze such gam es.
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In particular, we were concemed w ith two lim itsofourm odels. In the rstone, fora xed numberof
players, one considers an arbitrarily low level ofnoise. T hen the relevant concept is that of stochastic
stability of single con gurations. For a xed lvel of noise, in the lm it of the In nite number of
players, longrun behavior is described by the stability of certain ensembles of con gurations. W e
show in several exam ples that the long—run behaviorm ay be di erent in these two lin iting cases.

In non-potential gam es, stationary states cannot be explicitly constructed as before. In order to
study their zero-noise 1lim its, one m ay use their tree representation. W e illustrated this technigque on a
sin ple exam ple. Constructing stationary states in non-potential spatial gam es is an in portant open
problem .

A cknow ledgm ents: I thank Christian M aes and Joseph Slawny for useful conversations. F inancial
support by the Polish C om m ittee for Scienti c R esearch underthe grant KBN 5P 03A 025 20 iskindly
acknow ledged.

Appendix A.
Here we provide a proof of 42). W e follow [_2-_3] very closely. W e begin by de ning fom ally
restricted ensem bles. Let
= fA;B ;CgZZ
be the con guration space of ourm odel.
E =fX 2 ;X ;= B;C foralli2 Zzandiji= C;thenX =B if i jj= lg;
§= fX 2 ; ifX j=AorB;thenXy=C if i Jj= 1g
are the restricted ensembles of con gurations of the lowest-cost excitations of X B and X © Nash

con gurations. O bserve that X © hasm any m ore low est-cost excitations than X B .

W e de nepartition fiinctions of restricted ensem blesw ith boundary condiionsY 2 ﬁ; <;k=B;C

as

Zr (X)) = et &), @ 1)

k C

where the sum isover X 2 ; which areequaltoY on ©,

X
U K)= U X ;X 5); A 2)
fi;jg\ 6
and = 1=T. It isa standard resul in rigorous statisticalm echanics that a follow ing 1imn it exists
. Zr ()
R( k)= Im log——=— @ 3)

122 J7
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and hasa convergent expansion. g ( k) iscalled a them odynam icpotential ofa gasofnoninteracting

low est—cost excitations. W em ay w rite
bgZg (¥)=33 r( K +ok )] Fk=B;C; @ 4)

w here

4

r(B)=2+e? +0E€?); @ 5)

R(T)=2+2% +0E®): @ 6)

and is the boundary of

WedeneretX )by ret® );=B ifX;=C andX3=B forji Jj= 1,ret® );=C ifX;= A;B
andX y= C forji jj= 1,and retX ); = X ; otherw ise. T herefore, in retX ) we rem ove all low est-cost
excitations of X but not excitations of a higher cost. IfX 2 7 ( 5), then retX) = X® ®K©).
Let us de ne the boundary of X as the set of pairs (i;]) such that ret(X ); 6 ret® )y A smallscale
contour ofa con guration X isapair = ([ [;jX[;);where [ ]isthem axim al connected subset of

the union ofthe boundary of X and pairs of sttes (i;]j) such that X ;= X y= A:Thecostof is

X
U()= @ U KX

32

Now we de ne largescal contours. Let L ( ) = e® 2 :W e cover Z 2 with squares
B ({d)=B @+ A=2)Li;i2 z%;

where B (0) is the square of side L ( ) centered at the origih and containing € lattice sites. W e call

B (i) a regularbox ofX ifXp ) 2 %,B @ and it is irregular otherw ise. T here are tw o types of irreqular

boxes of X :
typel ifXp g 2 E;B W7
ype 2 if a an allscale contour of X intersects B (i):

A largescale contour isa connected fam ily of irreqular squares. Let Jj Jjbe the num ber of squares

In and j jthenumberoflattice sitesin ; [ ]= [ g2 B :Forany function £ on
X e Pfi;jg\ 6; U KiX3y)

P (E¥x)= fX) Z (%) ; @ .7
where the sum isover X 2 which areequaltoY on “:For [ ] , P (¥)=P ( ¥X),
w here X )= 1if isa contourofX and zero otherw ise. T herefore

P (¥)= M, @ 8)

z(X¥)
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w here

X
Z(3;Y)= el &), @ 9)

where the sum isover X 2 which areequaltoY on ©and contain . P ( ¥ ) is called a G bbs

measure In  with boundary conditions Y . Now we are ready to form ulate ourm ain proposition.

P roposition 1. Forbigenough there exists csuch that forall nite % 2, allboundary conditions

Y 2 . and all contours contained in

C
R;

P () e © 3T 3

P roof: First we condition on strategiesin [ ],

P (X)= P (¥;2)p @ZX): @ 10)

Then we get

’ R z ([1¥;2) '
X X
Z([13;Y;2)= Z (L1 %:0:Y:2); @ 12)

2 !

where the rst summ ation is over all possbl fam ilies 2

of type2 squares of and the second
over fam ilies ! of am allscale contours in [ ] such that for each square of 2 there is a contour of !
intersecting the square. Let

(1] Bl=TlaMai l1=1 2101

be the decom position of [ ] [! ] into connected com ponents. Now we have

F 1 1
z2(0 %ivizy=¢6 203k U0 Lzp MaKa); @ 13)

w here

u )= U(); @ 14)

Jj Jjisthe numberofpairsin and X, isthe con guration on M.
A fter nserting A 13) nto A 12) and @A 12) nto A J11) we have to estin ate the ratio

( aZR (M ajia)) ( aZR (M ajia)).
Z([1¥;z2) Zr ([ 1¥;2)

w here in the dom inator we used the lower bound

@ 15)

z2(01¥;z2) zwr([1¥Xi2): @ .16)
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W e w rite the volum e term s of A 15) as

P P .
e ¢ aMadr (k@) JIr(F) e € +0@®) Lx@ec Mad @ 17)
e W=23tE P _ o =23 '3 ;
where ! = 2: W e also have to estin ate boundary tem s. The fam ily of boundaries of M,

oconsist of two subfam ilies: one contained in [! ] and ancother contained In [ ], on which we have the
sam e boundary conditions, Y and Z , In the num erator and the denom inator of @ 15). Since these
boundary conditions are the sam e, contributions to the boundary temm cancel each other. Finally

using U ( ) > j jwe obtain that A 15) isbounded by

e =207 T+ R @ 18)
T herefore
2.0 Wy .
Z([13 °:ts¥;2) e UM w23, @ 19)
Ze ([1¥:2) ’
w here
0= Fe @ 20)
W e obtain that
1=2)4 15 X % (!
P (jf;Z) e 1=2)37 ~J® e (); (A.21)

where the sum over the fam ilies ! of an all scale-contours is restricted by the condition that for each

B 2 thereexistsat lkastonecontour 2 ! with [ ]\ B 6 ;:W eget

X ' X 3B oP .
e VO L( @) e =~ UY @ 22)
! m 1 1755 m
X *B .
2 2( @=mh( e TiHmy;
m 1

w here the superscript B Indicates summ ation over contours with [ ]\ B 6 ;
Now becauseU () Jj jandU () 6, orbig weget
xB

0

e T POy 6o B, @ 23)
From @A 22) and @A 23) we get
€ Dy e I @ 24)

W e conclude the proofby using the above estim ate In @A 21).

Now the follow Ing proposition is a consequence of P roposition 1
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P roposition 2. There exist two positive constants, cand & such thatP (J §j> ¢j j¥) e ¢ 3 3

for big enough and for all nite z?, in ,and allboundary conditionsY 2  ©.

P roof: W e change boundary condiions from an arbitrary ¥ to C . W e have
P (¥) é7 % (%) @ 25)

W e connect disconnected parts of through and from P roposition 1 we get

P (@i>ci 3¥) e 37 @ 26)
which nishes our proof.
P roofof (4.2):
By Proposition 2 wem ay assum e that covers a an allpart of . Indeed, w ith high probability we
have

ji= e’ §9 oEe’)j F @ 27)
In the com plem ent of [ ] we have the gas of noninteracting low est-cost excitations of X € which are
very rare if is large enough so the noise level T = 1= is low enough. T his proves that there is the

unique lmi lim | ;2P ( ¥ ) which isequalto T &n (4.1) and (42) is established.

Appendix B.

The payo of X B in Example 5 is bigger than that of X © : However, or snall , X © has again

larger them odynam ic potential. T hem odynam ic potentials of low est-cost excitations have follow ing

expansions:
R(BY=2+ +ei) L0 )y, B 1)
rR(L)=2+2* +0E?): B 2)
I < ie?,then
1 4
(r () R(:B))>5e : B 3)

Now to prove Theoram 2 wem ay repeat the proofof Theoram 1.

Appendix C.

T he follow ing tree representation of stationary states ofM arkov chains was proposed by Freidlin and
W entzell (1970 and 1984). Let ( ;P ) be an irreducbl M arkov chain with a state space and
transition probabilities given by P : ! D;1]. It has a unigue stationary probability distribution
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(called also a stationary state). ForX 2 , an X -tree isa directed graph on  such that from every
Y & X there isa unigue path to X and there are no outcom Ing edges out ofX . Denote by T X ) the

st of all X trees and ket

X Y
qX )= P (Y;Y9; Cc Q)

d2T X ) (¥;¥ 92d

w here the product is w ith respect to alledges of d. Now one can show that

oy= o3& C2)

v 2 q(y)
forallX 2

In our case, P isgiven by (3.1). A state is an absorbing one if it attracts nearby states In the
noise-free bestresponse dynam ics. Let us assum e that after a nite num ber of steps of the noise-free
dynam icswe arrive at one of the absorbing states (there are no other recurrence classes) and stay there
forever. Then i ollows from the above tree representation that any state di erent from absorbing
states has zero probability In the stationary distribution in the zeronoise lin i. M oreover, in order
to study the zeronoise lin it of the stationary state, it is enough to consider paths between absorbing
states. M ore precisely, we construct X -trees w ith absorbing states as vertices; the fam ily of such

X +trees isdenoted by T'X ). Let

Y
G X)=maxg, .y, P (Y;Y %; €3

Yy 92d
where P (Y;Y?) = maxQ @ 0P 0 ;W 9, where the product is taken along any path Pining Y
with Y? and the maxinum is taken with respect to all such paths. Now we may cbserve that if
Iim | ooy ¥ )= X ) = 0; orany ¥ 6 X, then X is stochastically stabl. Therefore we have to

com pare trees w ith the biggest products In (C 3); such treeswe callm axim al.
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