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A bstract: W e discuss the long-run behavior ofstochastic dynam ics ofm any interacting players in

spatialevolutionary gam es. In particular, we investigate the e�ect of the num ber of players and

the noise levelon the stochastic stability ofNash equilibria. W e discuss sim ilarities and di�erences

between system sofinteracting players m axim izing theirindividualpayo�s and particles m inim izing

their interaction energy. W e use concepts and techniques ofstatisticalm echanics to study gam e-

theoretic m odels. In orderto obtain resultsin the case ofthe so-called potentialgam es,we analyze

thetherm odynam iclim itoftheappropriate m odelsofinteracting particles.
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1. Introduction

M any socio-econom ic system sand biologicalpopulationscan bem odeled assystem sofinteracting

individuals[1{5]. Here we willconsidergam e-theoretic m odelsofm any interacting players[6{8]. In

such m odels,individualshave attheirdisposalcertain strategiesand theirpayo�sin a gam e depend

on strategies chosen both by them and by theiropponents. In spatialgam es,playersare located on

vertices ofcertain graphsand they interact only with theirneighbors[2,9{17]. The centralconcept

in gam etheory isthatofa Nash equilibrium .Itisan assignm entofstrategiesto playerssuch thatno

player,for�xed strategiesofhisopponents,hasan incentive to deviate from hiscurentstrategy;the

change can only dim inish hispayo�.

The notion ofa Nash equilibrium (called a Nash con�guration in spatialgam es) is sim ilar to the

notion ofa ground-state con�guration in classicallattice-gas m odelsofinteracting particles.W e will

discusssim ilaritiesand di�erencesbetween system sofinteracting playersm axim izing theirindividual

payo�sand particlesm inim izing theirinteraction energy.

O neofthefundam entalproblem sin gam etheory istheequilibrium selection in gam eswith m ultiple

Nash equilibria.O neoftheselection m ethodsisto constructan appropriatedynam icalsystem where

in thelong run only oneequilibrium isplayed with a high frequency.Herewewilldiscussa stochastic

adaptation dynam icsofa population with a �xed num berofplayers. In discrete m om entsoftim es,

players adapt to their neighbors by choosing with a high probability the strategy which is the best

response,i.e.theone which m axim izesthesum ofthe payo�sobtained from individualgam es.W ith

a sm allprobability,representing the noise ofthe system ,they m ake m istakes. To describe the long-

run behaviorofsuch stochastic dynam ics,Foster and Young [18]introduced a conceptofstochastic

stability.A con�guration ofthe system (an assignm entofstrategiesto lattice sitesin spatialgam es)

isstochastically stable ifithasa positive probability in thestationary state ofthe above dynam icsin

the zero-noise lim it,thatiszero probability ofm istakes. Itm eansthatin the long run we observe it

with a positive frequency. However,forany arbitrarily low but�xed noise,ifthe num berofplayers

isbig enough,the probability ofany individualcon�guration ispractically zero. Itm eansthatfora

large num berofplayers,to observea stochastically stablecon�guration wem ustassum ethatplayers

m akem istakeswith extrem ely sm allprobabilities.O n theotherhand,itm ay happen thatin thelong

run,for a low but �xed noise and su�ciently big num ber ofplayers,the stationary state is highly

concentrated on an ensem ble consisting ofone Nash con�guration and its sm allperturbations,i.e.

con�gurations,wherem ostplayersplay the sam e strategy.W e willcallsuch con�gurationsensem ble

stable.W e willshow thatthese two stability conceptsdo notnecessarily coincide.



STATISTICA L M ECH A N ICS O F SPATIA L EVO LU TIO N A RY G A M ES 3

In theso-called potentialgam es,forany given con�guration,payo�sofallplayersarethesam e[19].

Such system s are therefore analogous to those ofinteracting particles,where instead ofm axim izing

payo�s,particlesm inim izetheirinteraction energy.Stationary statesofthestochasticdynam icswith

the Boltzm ann-type updating are then �nite-volum e G ibbs distributions describing an equilibrium

behavior ofcorresponding system s ofinteracting particles in the grand-canonicalensem ble. W e use

techniquesand resultsofstatisticalm echanics to describe the long-run behaviorofpotentialgam es.

W e investigate a therm odynam iclim it,i.e.the lim itofthein�nitenum berofplayers.

W ewillpresentexam plesofspatialgam eswith threestrategieswhereconceptsofstochasticstability

and ensem blestability donotcoincide.In particular,wem ay havethesituation,whereastochastically

stable strategy isplayed in the long run with an arbitrarily low frequency.

W e willalso discuss brie
y nonpotentialgam es. Stationary states ofsuch gam es cannot be ex-

plicitly constructed as before. W e m ust therefore resort to di�erent m ethods. W e willuse a tree

characterization ofstationary states[20,21].

In Section 2,weintroducespatialgam eswith localinteractions.In Section 3,wepresentstochastic

dynam icsand the conceptofstochastic stability ofNash con�gurations. In Section 4,we introduce

our concept ofensem ble stability and present exam ples ofgam es where stochastically stable Nash

con�gurationsare played in the long run with arbitrarily sm allprobabilities ifthe noise levelis low

and thenum berofplayersisbig enough.W ewillalso discussan e�ectofaddinga dom inated strategy

toagam ewith two strategies.In particular,thepresenceofsuch astrategy m ay causeastochastically

stablestrategy to beobserved in thelong run with a frequency close to zero.In Section 5,wediscuss

thelong-run behaviorofa certain exam ple ofa nonpotentialgam e.Discussion followsin Section 6.

2. Spatial G ames w ith Local Interactions

In order to characterize a gam e-theoretic m odel,one has to specify the set ofplayers,strategies

they have attheirdisposaland payo�sthey receive.Herewe willdiscussonly two-playergam eswith

two or three pure strategies. In addition,players m ay use m ixed strategies. A m ixed strategy is a

probability distribution on the setofpure strategies. W e begin with gam eswith two pure strategies

and two sym m etric Nash equilibria.A generic payo� m atrix isgiven by
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Exam ple 1

A B

A a b

U =

B c d,

wheretheijentry,i;j= A;B ,isthepayo�ofthe�rst(row)playerwhen heplaysthestrategy iand

thesecond (colum n)playerplaysthestrategy j.W eassum ethatboth playersarethesam eand hence

payo�softhecolum n playeraregiven by them atrix transposed toU ;such gam esarecalled sym m etric.

Let(x;1� x)bea m ixed strategy,wherex istheprobability ofplaying A and 1� x ofplaying B .W e

then assum e that the payo� received by a player using a m ixed strategy (x;1� x)against a player

using (y;1� y)istheaverage (expected)payo� given by x[ay+ b(1� y)]+ (1� x)[(cy+ d(1� y)].

An assignm ent ofstrategies to both players is a Nash equilibrium ,iffor each player,for a �xed

strategy ofhisopponent,changing thecurrentstrategy willnotincrease hispayo�.

W e willdiscuss gam es with m ultiple Nash equilibria. Ifa > c and d > b,then both (A;A) and

(B ;B )areNash equilibria.Ifa+ b< c+ d,then thestrategy B hasa higherexpected payo� againsta

playerplaying both strategieswith theprobability 1=2.W esay thatB risk dom inatesthestrategy A

(thenotion oftherisk-dom inancewasintroduced and thoroughly studied by Hars�anyiand Selten [22]).

Ifatthesam etim ea > d,then wehavea selection problem ofchoosing between thepayo�-dom inant

(Pareto-e�cient)equilibrium (A;A)and the risk-dom inant(B ;B ).

W e willstudy populationswith a �nitenum berofindividualsplaying two-playergam es.In spatial

gam es,playersoccupy sitesofcertain latticesand interactonly with theirneighbors.

Let� bea �nite subsetofthe sim ple lattice Z 2 (forsim plicity ofpresentation we assum e periodic

boundary conditions,i.e. we place players on a two-dim ensionaltorus). Every site of� is occupied

by one player who has at his disposalone ofk di�erent pure strategies (player do not use m ixed

strategies).LetS bethesetofpurestrategies,then 
� = S� isthesetofallcon�gurationsofplayers,

thatisallpossibleassignm entsofstrategiesto individualplayers.Forevery i2 �,X i isthestrategy

ofthe i� th player in the con�guration X 2 
 � and X � i denotesstrategies ofallrem aining players;

X therefore can be represented as the pair (X i;X � i). Let U :S � S ! R be a m atrix ofpayo�s

ofourgam e. Every playerinteracts only with hisneighborsand hispayo� isthe sum ofthe payo�s

resulting from individualgam es. W e assum e thathe hasto use the sam e strategy forallneighbors.

Let N i denote the neighborhood ofthe i� th player. For the nearest-neighbor interaction we have

N i= fj;jj� ij= 1g,where ji� jjisthe distance between iand j. ForX 2 
� we denote by �i(X )
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thepayo� ofthei� th playerin thecon�guration X :

�i(X )=
X

j2N i

U (X i;X j) (2.1)

D e�nition 1. X 2 
� is a Nash con�guration if for every i 2 � and Y i 2 S; �i(X i;X � i) �

�i(Yi;X � i).

In Exam ple 1,there are two hom ogeneousNash con�gurations,X A and X B ,in which allplayers

play thesam e strategy,A orB respectively.

Let us notice that the notion ofa Nash con�guration is sim ilar to the notion ofa ground-state

con�guration in classicallattice-gas m odelsofinteracting particles. W e have to identify agents with

particles,strategies with types ofparticles and instead ofm axim izing payo�s we should m inim ize

interaction energies.Therearehoweverprofound di�erences.Firstofall,ground-statecon�gurations

can be de�ned only for sym m etric m atrices;an interaction energy is assigned to a pair ofparticles,

payo�s are assigned to individualplayers. It m ay happen that if a player switches a strategy to

increase his payo�, the payo� ofhis opponent and ofthe entire population decreases. M oreover,

ground-state con�gurationsare stable with respectto alllocalchanges,notjustone-site changeslike

Nash con�gurations.Itm eansthatforthesam esym m etricm atrix U ,therem ay exista con�guration

which isa Nash con�guration butnota ground-statecon�guration fortheinteraction m arix � U .The

sim plest exam ple is given by Exam ple 1 with a = 2;b = c = 0,and d = 1. X A and X B are Nash

con�gurationsbutonly X A isa ground-state con�guration for� U:

For any classicallattice-gas m odelthere exists at least one ground-state con�guration. It m ay

happen thata gam e with a nonsym m etric payo� m atrix m ay notposessa Nash con�guration. The

classicalexam ple isthatofthe Rock-Scissors-Papergam e given by the following m atrix.

Exam ple 2

R S P

R 1 2 0

U = S 0 1 2

P 2 0 1

Thistwo-player gam e doesnothave a Nash equilibrium in pure strategies. Ithasa unique m ixed

Nash equilibrium in which both players use a m ixed strategy,playing allthree pure strategies with

theprobability 1=3.O nem ay show thatthegam edoesnothaveany Nash con�gurationson Z and Z 2

with nearest-neighborinteractionsbutithasm ultiple Nash con�gurationson thetriangularlattice.
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In short,ground-statecon�gurationsm inim izethetotalenergy ofa particle system ,Nash con�gu-

rationsdo notnecessarily m axim ize the totalpayo� ofa population ofagents.

3. Stochastic Stability

W e describe now the determ inistic dynam ics ofthe best-response rule. Nam ely,at each discrete

m om entoftim et= 1;2;:::,a random ly chosen playerm ay updatehisstrategy.Hesim ply adoptsthe

strategy,X t
i,which giveshim the m axim altotalpayo� �i(X

t
i;X

t� 1
� i )forgiven X

t� 1
� i ,a con�guration

ofstrategiesofrem aining playersattim e t� 1.

Now we allow players to m ake m istakes with a sm allprobability, that is to say they m ay not

choosethebestresponse.A probability ofm aking a m istakem ay depend on thestateofthesystem (a

con�guration ofstrategiesofneighboringplayers).W ewillassum ethatthisprobability isadecreasing

function ofthe payo� lostasa resultofa m istake [9].In the Boltzm ann-type updating (called a log-

linearrulein theeconom ics/gam etheory literature),theprobability ofchosing by thei� th playerthe

strategy X t
i attim e tisgiven by the following conditionalprobability:

p
T
i(X

t
ijX

t� 1
� i )=

e
(1=T)�i(X

t
i
;X

t� 1

� i
)

P

X i2S
e
(1=T)�i(X i;X

t� 1

� i
)
; (3.1)

whereT > 0 m easuresthenoise level.

Let us observe that ifT ! 0,pTi converges to the best-response rule. O ur stochastic dynam ics

is an exam ple ofan ergodic M arkov chain with jS�jstates. Therefore,it has a unique stationary

distribution (a stationary state)which we denote by �T
�
:

Thefollowing de�nition was�rstintroduced by Fosterand Young [18].

D e�nition 2. X 2 
� isstochastically stable iflim T! 0�
T
�
(X )> 0:

IfX isstochastically stable,then thefrequency ofvisiting X convergesto a positivenum beralong

any tim e trajectory alm ost surely. It m eans that in the long run we observe X with a positive

frequency. In exam plesbelow,we considergam eswith sym m etric Nash equilibria and hom ogeneous

Nash con�gurations.By astochasticstability ofastrategy oraNash equilibrium wem ean astochastic

stability ofthe corresponding Nash 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,i.e. the one which gives rise to a low-tem perature

equilibrium phase.

Stationary distributionsofthe Boltzm ann dynam icscan beexplicitly constructed forthe so-called

potentialgam es.A gam eiscalled a potentialgam eifitspayo� m atrix can bechanged 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 ofthe gam e,in particular it does not change the set ofits equilibria and their stochastic

stability. M ore form ally,it m eans that there exists a sym m etric m atrix V called a potentialofthe

gam e such thatforany three strategiesA;B ;C 2 S

U (A;C )� U (B ;C )= V (A;C )� V (B ;C ): (3.2)

It is easy to see that every gam e with two strategies has a potentialV with V (A;A) = a � c,

V (B ;B )= d� b,and V (A;B )= V (B ;A)= 0:IfV is a potentialofthe stage gam e,then V (X )=

P

(i;j)2� V (X i;X j)isa potentialofa con�guration X in thecorresponding spatialgam e.Theunique

stationary stateofapotentialgam ewith theBoltzm ann dynam icsisgiven by thefollowingform ula[2]:

�
T
�(X )=

e
(1=T)

P

(i;j)2 � V (X i;X j)

P

Z 2
 �
e
(1=T)

P

(i;j)2 � V (Zi;Zj)
: (3.3)

�T
�
is a so-called �nite-volum e G ibbs state -a probability distribution describing an equilibrium

behavior ofa system ofparticles with a two-body Ham iltonian � V and the tem perature T. The

lim it lim T! 0�
T
�
is a ground-state m easure supported by ground-state con�gurations,that is Nash

con�gurationswith thebiggestV .Itfollowsfrom (3.3)thatstochastically stableNash con�gurations

arethosewith thebiggestpotential.In particular,in spatialgam eswith two strategiesand two Nash

equilibria,therisk-dom inantcon�guration X A isstochastically stable.

In Section 4,using statisticalm echanics m ethods,we willstudy the behavior of�T
�
in the lim it

ofthe in�nite num berofplayers,i.e. in the therm odynam ic lim it,forvarioustwo-player gam eswith

threepurestrategies.

4. Ensemble Stability

The concept ofstochastic stability involves individualcon�gurationsofplayers. In the zero-noise

lim it,a stationary state isusually concentrated on oneoratm ostfew con�gurations.However,fora

low but�xed noiseand fora big num berofplayers,theprobability ofany individualcon�guration of

playersispractically zero.Thestationary state,however,m ay behighly concentrated on an ensem ble

consisting of one Nash con�guration and its sm allperturbations,i.e. con�gurations, where m ost

playersuse the sam e strategy. Such con�gurationshave relatively high probability in the stationary

state.W e callsuch con�gurationsensem ble stable.

D e�nition 3. X 2 
� is�-ensem ble stable if�T
�
(Y 2 
�;Yi6= X i)< � for any i2 � if�� �(T)

for som e �(T).
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D e�nition 4. X 2 
� islow -noise ensem ble stable iffor every � > 0 there existsT(�)such that

ifT < T(�),then X is�-ensem ble stable.

IfX is�-ensem blestablewith � closeto zero,then theensem bleconsisting ofX and con�gurations

which are di�erent from X at at m ost few sites has the probability close to one in the stationary

state.Itdoesnotfollow,however,thatX isnecessarily low-noiseensem bleorstochastically stableas

ithappensin exam plespresented below.

Exam ple 3

Playersare located on a �nite subset� ofZ 2 (with periodic boundary conditions)and interactwith

their four nearest neighbors. They have at their disposalthree pure strategies: A;B ;and C . The

payo�sare given by thefollowing sym m etric m atrix:

A B C

A 1.5 0 1

U = B 0 2 1

C 1 1 2

O urgam ehasthreeNash equilibria,(A;A);(B ;B ),and (C;C ),and thecorrespondingspatialgam e

hasthree hom ogeneousNash con�gurations:X A ;X B ,and X C .Letusnotice thatX B and X C have

the m axim alpayo� in every �nite volum e and therefore they are ground-state con�gurationsfor� U

and X A isnot.

The unique stationary state ofthe Boltzm ann dynam ics (3.1) is a �nite-volum e G ibbs state and

isgiven by (3.3)with V replaced by U .
P

(i;j)2� U (X
k
i;X

k
j)�

P

(i;j)2� U (Yi;Yj)> 0,forevery Y 6=

X B andX C ,k = B ;C ,and
P

(i;j)2� U (X
B
i ;X

B
j )=

P

(i;j)2� U (X
C
i ;X

C
j ):Itfollowsthatlim T! 0�

T
�
(X k)=

1=2,k = B ;C so X B and X C are stochastically stable. Letusinvestigate the long-run behavior of

our system for large �,that is for a big num ber ofplayers. O bserve that lim �! Z
2 �T

�
(X ) = 0 for

every X 2 
 = S Z
2

. Hence for large � and T > 0 we m ay only observe,with reasonable positive

frequencies,ensem bles ofcon�gurations and not particular con�gurations. W e willbe interested in

ensem bles which consist ofa Nash con�guration and its sm allperturbations,that is con�gurations,

where m ostplayersuse the sam e strategy. W e perform �rstthe lim it� ! Z 2 and obtain a so-called

in�nite-volum e G ibbsstate in thetem peratureT;

�
T = lim

�! Z
2

�
T
�: (4.1)

Itdescribes,in the therm odynam ic lim it,the equilibrium behaviorofa system ofinteracting par-

ticles. Equilibrium behavior ofsuch system results from the com petition between its energy U and
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entropy S,i.e.them inim ization oftheirfreeenergy F = U � TS.W ewillshow thatitistheentropy

which is responsible for the ensem ble stability ofsom e Nash con�gurations (ground-state con�gura-

tions) in the lim it ofthe in�nite num ber ofplayers (lattice sites). The phase transition ofthe �rst

kind ism anifested by theexistenceofm ultipleG ibbsstatesfora given Ham iltonian and tem perature.

In order to investigate the stationary state ofour exam ple,we willapply a technique developed

by Bricm ont and Slawny [23,24]. They studied low-tem perature stability ofthe so-called dom inant

ground-state con�gurations.Itfollowsfrom theirresultsthat

�
T(X i= C )> 1� �(T) (4.2)

forany i2 Z2 and �(T)! 0 asT ! 0.

W e willrecallin Appendix A theirproofadapted to ourm odel.Thefollowing theorem isa sim ple

consequence of(4.2).

T heorem 1. X C islow-noise ensem ble stable.

W e see thatforany low but�xed T,ifthe num berofplayersisbig enough,then in the long run,

alm ostallplayersuseC strategy.O n theotherhand,ifforany �xed num berofplayers,T islowered

substantially,then allthree strategiesappearwith frequenciesclose to 1=2.

Letussketch brie
y thereason ofsuch a behavior.W hileitistruethatboth X B and X C havethe

sam epotentialwhich isthehalfofthepayo� ofthewholesystem (itplaystheroleofthetotalenergy

ofa system ofinteracting particles),the X C Nash con�guration has m ore lowest-cost excitations.

Nam ely,one player can change its strategy and switch to either A or B and the totalpayo� will

decreaseby 8 units.Playersin theX B Nash con�guration haveonly onepossibility,thatisto switch

to C ;switching to A decreasesthe totalpayo� by 16. Now,the probability ofthe occurrence ofany

con�guration in theG ibbsstate(which isthestationary stateofourstochasticdynam ics)dependson

thetotalpayo� in an exponentialway.O necan provethattheprobability oftheensem bleconsisting

oftheX C Nash con�guration and con�gurationswhich aredi�erentfrom itatfew sitesonly ism uch

bigger than the probability ofthe analogous X B -ensem ble. It follows from the fact that the X C -

ensem ble has m any m ore con�gurations than the X B -ensem ble. O n the other hand,con�gurations

which areoutsideX B and X C -ensem blesappearwith exponentially sm allprobabilities.Itm eansthat

forlargeenough system s(and sm allbutnotextrem ely sm allT)weobservein thestationary statethe

X C Nash con�guration with perhapsfew di�erentstrategies. The above argum entwasm ade into a

rigorousproofforan in�nitesystem oftheclosely related lattice-gasm odel(theBlum e-Capelm odel)

ofinteracting particlesby Bricm ontand Slawny in [23].
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In theaboveexam ple,X B and X C havethesam etotalpayo� butX C hasm orelowest-costexcita-

tionsand therefore itislow-noise ensem ble stable.W e willnow discussthe situation,where X C has

a sm allertotalpayo� butneverthelessin the long run C isplayed with a frequency close to 1 ifthe

noiselevelislow butnotextrem ely low.W e willconsidera fam ily ofgam eswith thefollowing payo�

m atrix:

Exam ple 4

A B C

A 1.5 0 1

U = B 0 2+ � 1

C 1 1 2,

where� > 0 so B isboth payo� and pairwiserisk-dom inant.

W e areinterested in the long-run behaviorofoursystem forsm allpositive � and low T.O nem ay

m odify the proofofTheorem 1 (see Appendix B)and obtain thefollowing theorem .

T heorem 2. For every � > 0, there exist �(�) and T(�) such that for every 0 < � < �(�), there

exists T(�) such thatfor T(�)< T < T(�),XC is �-ensem ble stable,and for 0 < T < T(�),XB is

�-ensem ble stable.

O bservethatfor� = 0,both X B and X C arestochastically stable(they appearwith thefrequency

1=2 in the lim it ofzero noise) but X C is low-noise ensem ble stable. For sm all� > 0,X B is both

stochastically (it appears with the frequency 1 in the lim it ofzero noise) and low-noise ensem ble

stable. However,for interm ediate noise T(�) < T < T(�),ifthe num ber ofplayers is big enough,

then in the long run,alm ost allplayers use the strategy C -X C isensem ble stable). Ifwe lower T

below T(�),then alm ostallplayersstartto usethestrategy B .T = T(�)isthelineofthe�rst-order

phasetransition.In thetherm odynam iclim it,thereexisttwo G ibbsstate(equilibrium states)on this

line. W e m ay say that at T = T(�),the society ofplayers undergoesa phase transition from C to

B -behavior.

Now we willconsider gam es with a dom inated strategy and two sym m etric Nash equilibria. W e

say thata given strategy isisdom inated ifitgivesa playerthe lowestpayo� regardlessofa strategy

chosen by an opponent. It is easy to see that dom inated strategies cannot be present in any Nash

equilibrium .Thereforesuch strategiesshould notbeused by playersand consequently wem ightthink

thattheirpresenceshould nothaveany im pacton thelong-run behaviorofthesystem .W ewillshow

in thefollowing exam ple thatthism ay notbenecessarily true.
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Exam ple 5

A B C

A 0 0.1 1

U = B 0.1 2+ � 1

C 1 1 2,

where� > 0.

W e see that strategy A is dom inated by B and C hence X A is nota Nash equilibrium . X B and

X C are both Nash equilibria butonly X B isa ground-state con�guration for� U:In the absence of

A,B isboth payo� and risk-dom inantand therefore isstochastically stable and low-noise ensem ble

stable. Adding the strategy A does not change dom inance relations;B is stillpayo� and pairwise

risk dom inant. However, we m ay m odify slightly the proofof Theorem 2 to show that X C is �-

ensem blestableatinterm ediatenoiselevels.Them erepresenceofthedom inated strategy A changes

the long-run behavior ofthe system . Sim ilar results were already discussed in adaptive gam es of

M yattand W allace[25].In theirgam es,atevery discretem om entoftim e,oneoftheagentsleavesthe

population and isreplaced by anotheronewhoplaysthebestresponse.Hecalculateshisbestresponse

with respectto hisown payo� m atrix which isthe m atrix ofa com m on average payo� disturbed by

a realization ofsom e random variable with the zero m ean. The noise does not appear in the gam e

asa resultofplayers’m istakes butisthe e�ect oftheiridiosyncratic preferences. The authorsthen

show that the presence ofa dom inated strategy m ay change the stochastic stability ofequilibria.

However,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 getoutofX C and thism akesX C -ensem ble stable. M ayattand W allace introduce

a dom inated strategy in such a way that it is relatively easy to m ake a transition to it from a risk

and payo�-dom inantcon�guration and then with a high probability thesystem m ovesto a third Nash

con�guration which resultsin itsstochastic stability.

Although in above m odels,the num berofplayerswasvery large,theirstrategic interactions were

decom posed into a sum oftwo-playergam es.Stochastic and ensem ble stability ofthree-playergam es

were investigated in [26].

5. Stochastic Stability in N on-potential G ames

Letusnow considergam eswith threestrategiesand threesym m etricNash equilibria:(A;A);(B ;B ),

and (C;C ). G enerically,such gam es do not have a potentialand therefore their stationary states
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cannotbe explicitly constructed. To �nd them ,we m ustresortto di�erentm ethods. W e willuse a

tree representation ofthestationary distribution ofM arkov chains[20,21](see also Appendix C).

To illustrate thistechnique we willdiscussa following two-playergam e with three strategies.

Exam ple 6

Players are located on a �nite subset� ofZ (with periodic boundary conditions) and interact with

their two nearest neighbors. They have at their disposalthree pure strategies: A;B ;and C . The

payo�sare given by thefollowing m atrix:

A B C

A 3 0 2

U = B 2 2 0

C 0 0 3

O ur gam e has three Nash equilibria, (A;A);(B ;B ), and (C;C ). Let us note that in pairwise

com parisons,B risk dom inates A,C dom inates B and A dom inates B . The corresponding spatial

gam e has three hom ogeneous Nash con�gurations: X A ;X B ,and X C . They are the only absorbing

statesofthenoise-freebest-responsedynam ics.W hen westartwith any statedi�erentfrom X A ,X B ,

and X C ,then aftera �nite num berofstepswe arrive ateitherX A ,X B orX C and then stay there

forever. Itfollowsfrom the tree representation ofstationary states (see Appendix C)thatany state

di�erentfrom X A ,X B ,and X C ,haszero probability in the stationary distribution in the zero-noise

lim it. M oreover,in orderto study the zero-noise lim itofthe stationary distribution,itisenough to

considerprobabilitiesoftransitionsbetween absorbing states.

T heorem 3. X B isstochastically stable

P roof:Thefollowing arem axim alA-tree,B-tree,and C-tree:

B ! C ! A; C ! A ! B ; A ! B ! C:

Letusobserve that

PB ! C ! A = O (e� 6=T); (5.1)

PC ! A ! B = O (e� 4=T); (5.2)

PA ! B ! C = O (e� 6=T); (5.3)

wherelim x! 0O (x)=x = 1:
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The theorem follows from the tree characterization ofstationary states as described in Appendix

C.

X B isstochastically stablebecauseitism uch m oreprobable(forlow T)toescapefrom X A and X C

than from X B .Therelative payo�sofNash con�gurationsare notrelevanthere (in factX B hasthe

sm allestpayo�).LetusrecallExam ple3 ofa potentialgam e,wherean ensem ble-stablecon�guration

has m ore lowest-cost excitations. It is easier to escape from an ensem ble-stable con�guration than

from otherNash con�gurations.

Stochaticstability concernssinglecon�gurationsin thezero-noiselim it;ensem blestability concerns

fam ilies of con�gurations in the lim it of the in�nite num ber of players. It is very im portant to

investigate and com parethese two conceptsofstability in nonpotentialgam es.

Nonpotentialspatialgam escannotbe directly presented assystem sofinteracting particles. They

constitute a large fam ily ofinteracting objects not thoroughly studied so far by m ethods statistical

physics.Som epartialresultsconcerning stochasticstability ofNash equilibria in nonpotentialspatial

gam eswere obtained in [9{11,26,27].

O ne m ay wish to say that A risk dom inates the other two strategies ifit risk dom inates them in

pairwise com parisons. In Exam ple 6,thatB dom inatesA,C dom inatesB ,and �nally A dom inates

C .Buteven ifwe do nothave such a cyclic relation ofdom inance,a strategy which ispairwise risk-

dom inantm ay notbe stochastically stable [27]. A m ore relevantnotion seem sto be thatofa global

risk dom inance[28].W esay thatA isglobally risk dom inantifitisabestresponsetoam ixed strategy

which assigns probability 1=2 to A. It was shown in [10,11]thata globalrisk-dom inantstrategy is

stochastically stable in som e spatialgam eswith localinteractions.

A di�erentcriterion forstochasticstability wasdeveloped byBlum e[9].Heshowed (usingtechniques

ofstatisticalm echanics)thatin a gam ewith k strategiesA iand k sym m etricNash equilibria (A i;A i),

i= 1;:::;k and k puresym m etric Nash equlibria,A 1 isstochastically stable if

m in
n> 1

(U (A 1;A 1)� U (A n;A 1))> m ax
n> 1

(U (A n;A n)� U (A 1;A n)): (5.4)

W e m ay observe thatifA 1 satis�esthe above condition,then itispairwiserisk dom inant.

6. D iscussion

W e discussed e�ects of the num ber of players and the noise level on the long-run behavior in

the stochastic dynam icsofspatialgam es. In the so-called potentialgam eswith the Boltzm ann-type

updating,stationary statesareG ibbsdistributionsofcorrespondinglattice-gasm odels.W eused ideas

and techniquesofstatisticalm echanicsto analyze such gam es.
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In particular,wewereconcerned with twolim itsofourm odels.In the�rstone,fora�xed num berof

players,oneconsidersan arbitrarily low levelofnoise.Then therelevantconceptisthatofstochastic

stability ofsingle con�gurations. For a �xed levelofnoise,in the lim it ofthe in�nite num ber of

players,long-run behavior is described by the stability ofcertain ensem bles ofcon�gurations. W e

show in severalexam plesthatthelong-run behaviorm ay bedi�erentin these two lim iting cases.

In non-potentialgam es,stationary states cannot be explicitly constructed as before. In order to

study theirzero-noiselim its,onem ay usetheirtreerepresentation.W eillustrated thistechniqueon a

sim ple exam ple. Constructing stationary statesin non-potentialspatialgam esisan im portantopen

problem .
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A ppendix A.

Here we provide a proof of (4.2). W e follow [23]very closely. W e begin by de�ning form ally

restricted ensem bles.Let


= fA;B ;C gZ 2

bethe con�guration space ofourm odel.


B
R = fX 2 
;X i= B ;C foralli2 Z

2
and if X i= C;then X j = B if ji� jj= 1g;


C
R = fX 2 
; ifX i= A orB ;then X j = C if ji� jj= 1g

are the restricted ensem bles of con�gurations of the lowest-cost excitations of X B and X C Nash

con�gurations.O bservethatX C hasm any m ore lowest-costexcitationsthan X B .

W ede�nepartition functionsofrestricted ensem bleswith boundaryconditionsY 2 
 k
R ;� c;k = B ;C

as

ZR (�jY )=
X

e
�U � (X )

; (A.1)

wherethesum isoverX 2 
k
R
which are equalto Y on �c,

U�(X )=
X

fi;jg\�6= ;

U (X i;X j); (A.2)

and � = 1=T.Itisa standard resultin rigorousstatisticalm echanicsthata following lim itexists

 R (�jk)= lim
�! Z 2

log
ZR (�jY )

j�j�
(A.3)
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and hasaconvergentexpansion. R (�jk)iscalled atherm odynam icpotentialofagasofnoninteracting

lowest-costexcitations.W e m ay write

logZR (�jY )= j�j� R (�jk)+ o(e� 4�)j��j;k = B ;C; (A.4)

where

� R (�jB )= 2+ e
� 4� + O (e� 8�); (A.5)

� R (�jC )= 2+ 2e� 4� + O (e� 8�): (A.6)

and �� isthe boundary of�.

W e de�neret(X )by ret(X )i= B ifX i= C and X j = B forji� jj= 1,ret(X )i= C ifX i= A;B

and X j = C forji� jj= 1,and ret(X )i= X iotherwise.Therefore,in ret(X )werem ovealllowest-cost

excitations ofX but not excitations ofa higher cost. IfX 2 
B
R
(
C

R
),then ret(X ) = X B (X C ).

Letusde�ne the boundary ofX asthe setofpairs(i;j)such thatret(X )i 6= ret(X )j A sm allscale

contour
 ofa con�guration X isa pair
 = ([
];X[
]);where[
]isthe m axim alconnected subsetof

theunion ofthe boundary ofX and pairsofsites(i;j)such thatX i= X j = A:Thecostof
 is

U (
)=
X

(i;j)2


(2� U (X i;X j))

Now we de�nelarge-scale contours.LetL(�)= e5�=2:W e coverZ 2 with squares

B (i)= B (o)+ (1=2)Li;i2 Z
2
;

where B (o)isthe square ofside L(�)centered atthe origin and containing e5� lattice sites.W e call

B (i)aregularbox ofX ifX B (i) 2 
C
R ;B (i)

and itisirregularotherwise.Therearetwotypesofirregular

boxesofX :

type 1 ifX B (i) 2 
B
R ;B (i)

;

type 2 ifa sm all-scale contourofX intersectsB (i):

A large-scalecontour�isaconnected fam ily ofirregularsquares.Letjj�jjbethenum berofsquares

in � and j�jthe num beroflattice sitesin �;[�]= [ B 2�B :Forany function f on 


P�(fjY )=
X

f(X )
e
�
P

fi;jg\ � 6= ; U (X i;X j)

Z(�jY )
; (A.7)

where the sum is over X 2 
 which are equalto Y on � c:For [�]� �,let P �(�jY ) = P �(��jY ),

where��(X )= 1 if� isa contourofX and zero otherwise.Therefore

P�(�jY )=
Z(�j�;Y )

Z(�jY )
; (A.8)
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where

Z(�j�;Y )=
X

e
�U � (X )

; (A.9)

where the sum isover X 2 
 which are equalto Y on � c and contain �. P �(� jY )iscalled a G ibbs

m easurein � with boundary conditionsY .Now weare ready to form ulate ourm ain proposition.

P roposition 1. Forbigenough � thereexistscsuch thatforall�nite�� Z 2,allboundary conditions

Y 2 
C
R ;� c and allcontours � contained in �

P�(�jY )� e� c�jj�jj:

P roof:Firstwe condition on strategiesin �[�],

P�(�jY )=
X

Z

P�(�jY;Z)P �(ZjY ): (A.10)

Then we get

P�(�jY;Z)= P [�](�jY;Z)=
Z([�]j�;Y;Z)

Z([�]jY;Z)
; (A.11)

Z([�]j�;Y;Z)=
X

�2

X

!

Z([�]j� 2
;!;Y;Z); (A.12)

where the �rst sum m ation is over allpossible fam ilies �2 of type-2 squares of � and the second

over fam ilies ! ofsm all-scale contours in [�]such thatforeach square of� 2 there isa contourof!

intersecting thesquare.Let

[�]� [!]= [ aM a;[!]= [
2![
]

bethe decom position of[�]� [!]into connected com ponents.Now we have

Z([�]j� 2
;!;Y;Z)= e

2�
P


2 ! j
je
� �U (!)� aZR (M ajX a); (A.13)

where

U (!)=
X


2!

U (
); (A.14)

j
jisthe num berofpairsin 
 and Xa isthe con�guration on �M a.

Afterinserting (A.13)into (A.12)and (A.12)into (A.11)we have to estim ate the ratio

(� aZR (M ajX a))

Z([�]jY;Z)
�
(� aZR (M ajX a))

ZR ([�]jY;Z)
; (A.15)

wherein thedom inatorwe used the lowerbound

Z([�]jY;Z)� Z R ([�]jY;Z): (A.16)
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W e write thevolum e term sof(A.15)as

e
�(
P

a
jM aj R (�jk(a))� j�j R (�jC )) � e

� (e� 4� + O (e� 8�))
P

a:k(a)6= C
jM aj (A.17)

� e
� (1=2)j�1je� 4�

= e
� (1=2)jj�1jje�

;

where �1 = � � � 2:W e also have to estim ate boundary term s. The fam ily ofboundaries of�M a

consistoftwo subfam ilies:one contained in [!]and anothercontained in �[�],on which we have the

sam e boundary conditions,Y and Z,in the num erator and the denom inator of(A.15). Since these

boundary conditions are the sam e,contributions to the boundary term canceleach other. Finally

using U (
)> j
jweobtain that(A.15)isbounded by

e
� (1=2)jj�1jje�+ c0j!je� 4�

(A.18)

Therefore

Z([�]j� 2;!;Y;Z)

ZR ([�]jY;Z)
� e

� �0U (!)� (1=2)jj�1jje�
; (A.19)

where

�
0= � � c

0
e
� 4�

: (A.20)

W e obtain that

P�(�jY;Z)� e
� (1=2)jj�1jje�

X

!

e
� �0U (!)

; (A.21)

where the sum overthe fam ilies! ofsm allscale-contoursisrestricted by the condition thatforeach

B 2 � thereexistsatleastonecontour
 2 ! with [
]\ B 6= ;:W e get

X

!

e
� �0U (!) � � B 2�2(

X

m � 1

(1=m !)

BX


1;:::;
m

e
� �0

P

j U (
j) (A.22)

� � B 2�2(
X

m � 1

(1=m !)(

BX




e
� �0U (
))m );

wherethesuperscriptB indicatessum m ation overcontours
 with [
]\ B 6= ;

Now because U (
)� j
jand U (
)� 6,forbig � we get

BX




e
� �0U (
) � c

00jB je� 6�
0

= c
00
e
� �
: (A.23)

From (A.22)and (A.23)we get

(ec
00e� �

� 1)jj�2jj� (c000e� �)jj�
2

: (A.24)

W e conclude the proofby using the above estim ate in (A.21).

Now the following proposition isa consequence ofProposition 1
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P roposition 2. Thereexisttwo positiveconstants,cand c0,such thatP�(jj�jj> cj��jjY )� e� c
0�j��j

for big enough � and for all�nite � � Z 2,� in �,and allboundary conditions Y 2 
 c
�
.

P roof:W e change boundary conditionsfrom an arbitrary Y to C .W e have

P�(� jY )� e
4�j��j

P�(� jC ): (A.25)

W e connectdisconnected partsof� through �� and from Proposition 1 we get

P�(jj�jj> cj��jjC )� e
� c0�j��j (A.26)

which �nishesourproof.

P roofof(4.2):

By Proposition 2 wem ay assum ethat� coversa sm allpartof�.Indeed,with high probability we

have

j�j= e
5�jj�jj� O (e5�)j��j: (A.27)

In thecom plem entof[�]wehavethegasofnoninteracting lowest-costexcitationsofX C which are

very rare if� islarge enough so the noise levelT = 1=� islow enough.Thisprovesthatthere isthe

uniquelim itlim �! Z 2 P�(� jY )which isequalto �
T in (4.1)and (4.2)isestablished.

A ppendix B.

The payo� ofX B in Exam ple 5 is bigger than that ofX C :However,for sm all�,X C has again

largertherm odynam icpotential.Therm odynam icpotentialsoflowest-costexcitationshave following

expansions:

� R (�jB )= 2+ � + e
� 4(1+ �)� + O (e� 8(1+ �)� ): (B.1)

� R (�jC )= 2+ 2e� 4� + O (e� 8�): (B.2)

If� < 1

2
e� 4�,then

�( R (�jC )�  R (�jB ))>
1

2
e
� 4�

: (B.3)

Now to prove Theorem 2 wem ay repeatthe proofofTheorem 1.

A ppendix C.

Thefollowing treerepresentation ofstationary statesofM arkov chainswasproposed by Freidlin and

W entzell (1970 and 1984). Let (
;P ) be an irreducible M arkov chain with a state space 
 and

transition probabilitiesgiven by P :
� 
! [0;1].Ithasa uniquestationary probability distribution
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� (called also a stationary state).ForX 2 
,an X -treeisa directed graph on 
 such thatfrom every

Y 6= X thereisa uniquepath to X and thereareno outcom ing edgesoutofX .Denoteby T(X )the

setofallX -treesand let

q(X )=
X

d2T(X )

Y

(Y;Y 0)2d

P (Y;Y 0); (C.1)

wheretheproductiswith respectto alledgesofd.Now one can show that

�(X )=
q(X )

P

Y 2
 q(Y )
(C.2)

forallX 2 
:

In our case,P is given by (3.1). A state is an absorbing one ifit attracts nearby states in the

noise-free best-responsedynam ics.Letusassum e thataftera �nite num berofstepsofthe noise-free

dynam icswearriveatoneoftheabsorbingstates(therearenootherrecurrenceclasses)and stay there

forever. Then it follows from the above tree representation that any state di�erent from absorbing

states has zero probability in the stationary distribution in the zero-noise lim it. M oreover,in order

to study thezero-noise lim itofthestationary state,itisenough to considerpathsbetween absorbing

states. M ore precisely,we construct X -trees with absorbing states as vertices; the fam ily ofsuch

X -treesisdenoted by ~T(X ).Let

qm (X )= m ax
d2 ~T(X )

Y

(Y;Y 0)2d

~P (Y;Y 0); (C.3)

where ~P (Y;Y 0) = m ax
Q

(W ;W 0)
P (W ;W 0), where the product is taken along any path joining Y

with Y 0 and the m axim um is taken with respect to allsuch paths. Now we m ay observe that if

lim �! 0qm (Y )=qm (X ) = 0;for any Y 6= X ,then X is stochastically stable. Therefore we have to

com pare treeswith thebiggestproductsin (C.3);such treeswe callm axim al.

R eferences

[1] The Econom y as an Evolving Com plex System II,ArthurW B,D urlaufS N,and Lane D A,eds.1997 (Addison-

W esley,Reading M A)

[2] Young P H 1998 IndividualStrategy and SocialStructure: An Evolutionary Theory ofInstitutions (Princeton Uni-

versity Press,Princeton)

[3] SocialDynam ics,D urlaufS N and Young P H,eds.1998 (M IT Press,Cam bridge M A)

[4] Nowak M A and Sigm und K 2004 Science 303 793

[5] Econophysicsbulletin on www.unifr.ch/econophysics

[6] W eibullJ 1995 Evolutionary G am e Theory (M IT Press,Cam bridge,M A)

[7] Hofbauer J and Sigm und K 1998 Evolutionary G am es and Population Dynam ics (Cam bridge University Press,

Cam bridge)

[8] HofbauerJ and Sigm und K 2003 Bulletin AM S 40 479

[9] Blum e L E 1993 G am es Econ.Behav.5 387

[10] Ellison G 1993 Econom etrica 61 1047

[11] Ellison G 2000 Review ofEconom ic Studies67 17

[12] Nowak M A and M ay R M 1993 Int.J.Bifurcation and Chaos3 35

[13] Nowak M A,Bonhoe�erS,and M ay R M 1994 Int.J.Bifurcation and Chaos4 33

[14] Lindgren K and NordahlM G 1994 Physica D 75 292



STATISTICA L M ECH A N ICS O F SPATIA L EVO LU TIO N A RY G A M ES 20

[15] BrauchliK ,K illingback T,and D oebeliM 1999 J.Theor.Biol.200:405

[16] Szab�o G ,AntalT,Szab�o P,and D roz M 2000 Phys.Rev.E 62 1095

[17] HauertCh 2002 Int.J.Bifurcation and Chaos12 1531

[18] FosterD and Young P H TheoreticalPopulation Biology 38 219

[19] M ondererD and Shapley L S 1996 G am es Econ.Behav.14 124

[20] Freidlin M and W entzellA 1970 Russian M ath.Surveys25 1

[21] Freidlin M and W entzellA 1984 Random Perturbations ofDynam icalSystem s(SpringerVerlag,New York).

[22] Hars�anyiJ and Selten R 1988 A G eneralTheory ofEquilibrium Selection in G am es(M IT Press,Cam bridge)

[23] Bricm ont J and Slawny J 1986 Firstorder phase transitions and perturbation theory in StatisticalM echanics and

Field Theory: M athem aticalAspects (Lecture Notesin Physics257.Springer-Verlag

[24] Bricm ontJ and Slawny J 1989 J.Stat.Phys.54 89

[25] M yattD P and W allace C 2003 J.Econ.Theory 113 286

[26] M i�ekisz J 2004 Stochastic stability of spatial three-player gam es. W arsaw University preprint,

www.m im uw.edu.pl/� m iekisz/physica.ps,to appearin Physica A

[27] M i�ekisz J 2004. Stochastic stability in spatial gam es. W arsaw University preprint,

www.m im uw.edu.pl/� m iekisz/statphys.ps,to appearin J.Stat.Phys.

[28] M aruta T 1997 G am es Econ.Behav.19 2211


