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A bstract

W e investigate the spatialdistribution and the globalfrequency ofagents who can either

cooperateordefect.Theagentinteraction isdescribed byadeterm inistic,non-iterated prisoner’s

dilem m a gam e,furthereach agentonly locally interactswith hisneighbors.Based on a detailed

analysisofthelocalpayo� structureswederivecriticalconditionsfortheinvasion orthespatial

coexistence ofcooperatorsand defectors.These resultsare concluded in a phase diagram that

allows to identify �ve regim es,each characterized by a distinct spatiotem poraldynam ics and

a corresponding �nalspatialstructure.In addition to the com plete invasion ofdefectors,we

�nd coexistence regim es with either a m ajority of cooperators in large spatialdom ains,or

a m inority ofcooperatorsorganized in sm allnon-stationary dom ainsorin sm allclusters.The

analysisfurtherallowed a veri�cation ofcom putersim ulation resultsby Nowak and M ay (1993).

Eventually,wepresentsim ulation resultsofa true5-person gam eon a lattice.Thism odi�cation

leadsto non-uniform spatialinteractionsthatm ay even enhancethe e�ectofcooperation.

Keywords:Prisoner’sdilem m a;cooperation;spatial5-person gam e

1 Introduction

The evolution ofcooperation has been extensively studied in a biological,socialand ecological

context [2,4,9{11,15,16,18,25,36,40,41,44].In order to obtain a generaltheory for this,

in particular the so called Prisoner’s Dilem m a (PD) (see also Sect.2.2) -an evolutionary gam e

introduced by Rapoportand Cham m ah [37](seealso [38]){ hasbeen widely investigated [7,8,13,

14,17,20,22,26,28,30,34,43].Based on PD investigations,in hissem inalwork Axelrod [3]has
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shown that cooperation can em erge as a norm in a society com prised ofindividuals with sel�sh

m otives{ fora review ofthisdevelopm entin thelasttwenty yearssee e.g.[19].

The Prisoner’s Dilem m a is based on the precondition that it pays o� to be not cooperative,i.e.

to defect in a cooperative environm ent,this way taking a \free ride" at the costs ofthose how

are cooperating,e.g.for a com m ong good.Thistype ofproblem has been also recognized as the

\tragedy ofthecom m ons" [18].M any investigationsofthePrisoner’sDilem m a considera so-called

iterated gam e [2,6,9,14,21,22,27,35],where the playersinteractconsecutively a given num ber

oftim es,ng � 2.It m akes sense only ifthe players can rem em ber the previous choices oftheir

opponents,i.e.ifthey have a m em ory ofnm � ng � 1 steps.Then,they m ay be able to develop

di�erentstrategies { such asthe fam ous\titfortat" [3,5]{ based on theirpastexperienceswith

theiropponents.

In this paper,we are only interested in a non-iterated PD gam e,ng = 1,which is also called a

\one-shot" gam e.In this case the players -or the agents as we callthem here -do not develop

strategies,they can ratherchoosebetween two di�erentactions,to cooperate (C)and to defect(D).

Itcan be shown (see also Sect.2.2) thatin the one-shot gam e defection is the only evolutionary

stable strategy (ESS) [42]if each player interacts with any other player.Such a population is

called panm ictic,and theirdynam icscan be predicted within a m ean-�eld analysis.Interestingly,

this picture changes ifa spatialstructure ofthe population is considered,i.e.ifthe interaction

between agents is locally restricted to their neighbors [17,20,24,31,32,35,45].Then,a stable

spatialcoexistence between cooperators and defectors becom es possible under certain conditions

[32,33,35].

Thecurrentpaperfocuseson thespatialinteraction ofcooperatorsand defectorsboth analytically

and by m eansofcom putersim ulations.W econsideran agentpopulation placed on a squarelattice

and sim ulate the dynam ics ofthe population by m eans ofa cellular autom ata de�ned in Sect.

2.1.The interaction between the agents is m odeled as a n-person gam e,i.e.n agents interact

sim ultaneously.In this paper,a 5-person gam e is considered de�ned by the spatialstructure of

each agent’sfournearestneighbors.Itisalready known thatm ulti-person gam esproducea rather

com plex collectivedynam ics[1,11]which becom eseven m oredi�cultin thespatialcase.Therefore,

in Sects.3 and 4,we derive analytically criticalconditions for the invasion or the coexistence of

cooperating and defecting agents.In particular,weverify analytically thecriticalparam etersfound

by Nowak and M ay [32]by m eansofcom putersim ulations.A very detailed investigation leadsus

to a phasediagram thatallowsto distinguish between �vedi�erentdynam icregim esforthespatial

evolution.Exam ples for these are dem onstrated in Sect.4 by m eans ofcom puter sim ulations.In

Sect.5 wepresenta m odi�cation ofthem odel,thatto ourknowledgeforthe�rsttim einvestigates

a true 5-person gam e on the lattice.The resultsindicate thatthese m odi�cationsm ay lead to an

increase ofcooperation in the spatialpopulation.
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2 M odelofC ooperation

2.1 D e�ning the cellular autom aton

W e considera m odeloftwo typesofagents,cooperators(C )and defectors(D ).The disctinction

ism ade by m eansofa variable � 2 f0;1g,where 1 refersto cooperation and 0 refersto defection.

W hetheran individualagentibelongsto the subpopulation ofC orD isindicated by a variable,

�i2 �.Thetotalnum berofagentsisconstant,thustheglobalfrequency f� isde�ned as:

N =
X

�

N � = N 0 + N 1 = const:

f� =
N �

N
; f � f1 = 1� f0 (1)

In thefollowing,the variable f shallreferto the globalfrequency ofthe cooperating agents.

Forthespatialdistribution oftheagentsletusconsideratwo-dim ensionalcellularautom aton (CA)

(ora two-dim ensionalsquarelattice)consisting ofN cells.Sincethecellscan benum bered consec-

utively,each cellisidenti�ed by the index i2 N ,thatalso refersto itsspatialposition.W e note

thatin m osttwo-dim ensionalCA theposition ofthecellsareidenti�ed by ij coordinatesreferring

to thetwo dim ensions,howeverin orderto de�neneighborhoodsand to sim plify thenotations,we

willuseonly index iforthespatialposition.Thisim pliesthatthedescription presented below m ay

also apply to one-dim ensionalCA provided theneighborhoodsare de�ned accordingly.

Each cellshallbeoccupied byoneagent,thuseach cellischaracterized byadiscretevalue�i2 f0;1g

indicating whetheritisoccupied by a cooperatorora defector.Thespatiotem poraldistribution of

the agentsisthen described by

�= f� 1;�2;:::;�N g (2)

Note thatthestate space 
 ofallpossiblecon�gurationsisofthe order2 N .

Forthespatialevolution of� described in thefollowing,wehaveto considertheoccupation distri-

bution ofthelocalneighborhood thatsurroundseach celli.Letusde�nethesizeofa neighborhood

by n (that also includes celli),then the di�erent neighbors ofi are characterized by a second

index j= 1;:::;n� 1,wherethenum bering startswith thenearestneighbors(cf.Fig.1).Notethat

�i � �i0 (i.e j = 0).The num berofnearestneighbors ofcellishallbe denoted asm ,whereasthe

num berofonly thesecond nearestneighborsisdenoted asr.O bviously,n = m + r+ 1.Forfurther

use,we de�nethelocaloccupation �i ofthe nearestneighborhood (withoutcelli)as:

�i= f�i1;�i2;:::;�im g (3)
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Figure 1:Sketch ofthe two-dim ensionalcellularautom aton.Itshowsa neighborhood ofsize n of

celliwhere the neighbors are labeled by a second index j = 1;:::;n � 1.The value �ij 2 f0;1g

indicateswhetherthecellisoccupied eitherby a defectorora cooperator.Them nearestneighbors

are shown in darkergray,ther second nearestneighborsin lightergray.

2.2 R ules ofthe G am e

In orderto specify theinteraction between theagents,weadopta wellknown prototypefrom gam e

theory.Itassum esthateach agentihastwo optionsto actin a given situation,to cooperate (C ),

�i= 1,orto defect (D ),�i= 0.Playing with agentj,the outcom e ofthisinteraction dependson

the action chosen by agent i,i.e.C or D ,withoutknowing the action chosen by the other agent

participating in a particulargam e.Itisdescribed by a payo� m atrix,which forthe2-person gam e

hasthe following form :

D 0 T P

C 1 R S

1 0

C D

�j
�i

(4)

Suppose,agentihaschosen to cooperate,then itspayo� isR iftheotheragentjhasalso chosen to

cooperate (withoutknowing aboutthe decision ofagenti),butS ifagentj defects.O n the other

hand,ifagentihaschosen notto cooperate,then itwillreceivethepayo� T ifagentj cooperates,

butP ifagentj defects,too.
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In a specialclassofgam es,the so-called Prisoner’s Dilem m a (PD),the payo�shave to ful�llthe

following two inequalities:

T > R > P > S (5)

2R > S + T (6)

The known standard values are T = 5,R = 3,P = 1,S = 0.This m eans in a cooperating

environm ent,a defector willget the highestpayo�.From this,the abbreviations forthe di�erent

payo�sbecom e clear:T m eans(T)em ptation payo� fordefecting in a cooperative environm ent,S

m eans (S)ucker’payo� for cooperating in a defecting environm ent,R m eans(R)eward payo� for

cooperating in a likewiseenvironm ent,and P m eans(P)unishm entpayo� fordefecting in alikewise

environm ent.

In any one round (or\one-shot") gam e,choosing action D isunbeatable,because itrewardsthe

higherpayo� foragentiwhetherthe opponentchoosesC orD .Atthe sam e tim e,the payo� for

both agentsiand j ism axim ized when both cooperate.

A sim ple analysis shows that defection is a so-called evolutionary stable strategy (ESS)in a one-

shot PD.Ifany two agents are able to interact and the num ber ofcooperators and defectors in

thepopulation isgiven by N 1 and N 0 = N � N 1 respectively,then theexpected average payo� for

cooperatorswillbe�a1 = (R � N 1+ S � N 0)=N .Sim ilarly theexpected average payo� fordefectors

willbe �a0 = (T � N 1 + P � N 0)=N .Since T > R and P > S,�a0 is always larger than �a1 for a

given num berN 1,and pure defection would be optim alin a one-shotgam e.Even one defector is

su�cientto invade thecom plete population ofN � 1 cooperators.

Thisconclusion holdsfora so called panm ictic population whereeach agentinteractswith allother

N � 1 agents.Butin this paper,we are m ainly interested in the spatiale�ects ofthe PD gam e.

Therefore,letus assum e thateach agent iinteracts only with the m agents ofits neighborhood,

eq.(3).In evolutionary gam e theory thisiscalled a n-person gam e,where n = m + 1 = 5 in the

given case.Each gam e isplayed between n playerssim ultaneously,and the payo� foreach player

dependson the num berofcooperatorsin itsgroup,s � n.Then the payo� m atrix,eq.(4)hasto

be extended according to the num berofplayers,butitstillhasto full�llthe following conditions

according to the Prisoner’sDilem m a rationale [46]:

1. G iven a �xed num bers ofcooperatorsin the group,defection paysalwaysm ore than coop-

eration:

a
s
0 > a

s
1 ; s= 0;1;2;:::;n � 1 (7)

where as0 is the payo� foreach defector in the group ofsize n and as1 isthe payo� foreach

cooperator.
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2. The payo� increases for both cooperators and defectors,as num bers ofcooperators in the

group increases:

a
s
1 > a

s� 1
1

; a
s
0 > a

s� 1
0

; s= 1;2;:::;n � 1 (8)

3. Theaverage payo� ofthe group increaseswith an increasing num berofcooperators:

a
s
1s+ a

s
0(n � s)> a

s� 1
1

(s� 1)+ a
s� 1
0

(n � s+ 1) (9)

Therearevariouswaysto ful�lltheconditions(7)-(9).O nesim plem ethod usestheconceptofthe

2-person gam e described above to calculate the payo� ofan agentin the n-person gam e from the

accum ulated payo�s of(n � 1) 2-person gam es.I.e.for a neighborhood of5,the 5-person gam e

is decom posed into 2-person gam es,that m ay occur independently,butsim ultaneously [23].This

m ethod willbealso used in the currentpaper.

W ith respect to the spatialinteraction in the neighborhood,we willfurther assum e that each

agent interacts only with the m nearest neighbors [32].In Sect.5,we willalso shortly discuss

the case where each agent in the neighborhood ofsize n interacts with every other agent in this

neighborhood (which som etim esalso involvesinteraction with second nearestneighbors,asFig.1

indicates).These assuptions willallow us to further use the payo� m atrix ofthe 2-person gam e,

eq.(4),and to reducetheinteraction in theneighborhood ofsizen to n � 1 sim ultaneous2-person

gam esplayed by agenti.

In orderto introducea tim e scale,wede�nea generation G to bethetim ein which each agenthas

interacted with itsm nearestneighborsa given num beroftim es,denotesasng.In ourcaseng = 1

(which iscalled a one-shot gam e),thusthe totalnum berofinteraction during each generation is

roughly N m =2.W enoteherethatng > 1can play an im portantrolefortheinvasion ofcooperation

into a heterogeneouspopulation,[6,14].

W e assum e thatduring each generation the state �i ofan agent isnotchanged while itinteracts

with itsneighborssim ultaneously.Butaftera generation iscom pleted,�ican bechanged based on

thefollowing considerations:From theinteraction with itsneighbors,each agentireceivesa payo�

ai that depends both on its current state �i,i.e.whether agent ihas cooperated or not,and on

the�ij ofitsneighbors.Thefraction ofcooperatorsand defectorsin theneighborhood ofagentiis

given by:

z
�
i =

1

m

mX

j= 1

���ij
; z

(1� �)

i
= 1� z

�
i (� 2 f0;1g) (10)

where �xy m eansthe K roneckerdelta,which is1 only forx = y and zero otherwise.According to

the payo� m atrix ofeq.(4),the payo� ofagentiisthen de�ned as:

ai(�i)= �1�i

h

z
1
i R + z

0
i S

i

+ �0�i

h

z
1
i T + z

0
i P

i

(11)
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Notethattheadditivecalculation ofthepayo�accordingtoeqs.(10),(11)isbased on theassum tion

ofthem sim ultaneous,butindependent2-person gam esplayed by agenti.

The payo� ai is then com pared to the payo�s aij ofallneighboring agents,in order to �nd the

m axim um payo� within the localneighborhood during that generation,m axfai;aijg.Ifagent i

hasreceived the highestpayo�,then itwillkeep its�i,i.e.itwillcontinue to eithercooperate or

to defect.Butifone ofitsneighborsj hasreceived the higherpayo�,then agentiwilladoptthe

behavior ofthe respective agent.This also im plies that it m ay keep its previous behavior ifthe

m ore successfulagenthasthesam e �j.If

j
? = argm axj= 0;:::;m aij (12)

de�nesthe position ofthe agentthatreceived the highestpayo� in the neighborhood,the update

ruleofthegam e can beconcluded asfollows:

�i(G + 1)= �ij?(G ) (13)

which m eansspeci�cally:

�i(G + 1)=

(

�i(G ) if�i(G )= �ij?(G )

1� �i(G ) otherwise
(14)

W e notethattheevolution ofthesystem described by eq.(14)iscom pletely determ inistic,results

forstochastic CA have been discussed in [12,29,39].

2.3 First insights from the C A sim ulations

Eventually,to givean im pression ofthespatialdynam icsthatarisesfrom thegam edesribed above,

we have conducted a com puter sim ulation ofthe CA,using periodic boundary conditions and a

sim ultaneous update.The globalfrequency ofcooperators was initially set to f(0) = 0:5.The

resultsare shown in thetim e seriesofFig.2 and thetim e dependenceoff(G )in Fig.3.

From the com puter sim ulations,we notice the following interesting features ofthe spatialgam e:

Starting with an initialrandom distribution ofcooperatorsand defectors,weobservetheform ation

ofspatialdom ainsdom inated by either cooperators or defectors.In the very early stages ofevo-

lution,the cooperatorsconcentrate in only a few sm allclustersthatare like islandsin the sea of

defectors.Butthen these cooperating clustersincrease in size,i.e.the cooperatorsinvade into the

dom ainsofdefectors,untilin thelong run they aretheglobalm ajority.Atalltim es,weobserve a

spatialcoexistence between cooperators and defectors in di�erentdom ains,instead ofa com plete

spatialseparation into two dom ains.W e further notice that in the long run the spatialpattern

becom esstationary (with very sm allperiodicchangesthatcan bealso noticed in Fig.3).

In orderto generalize theabove resultsthathave been obtained from only a singlerun oftheCA,

we need to answerthe following questions:
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(0) (1) (2) (3)

(4) (5) (10) (20)

Figure2:Tim eseriesofthespatialdistribution ofcooperators(grey)and defectors(black)on aCA

ofsizeN = 40� 40.Thetim eisgiven by thenum bersofgenerationsin brackets.Initialcondition:

f(0) = 0:5,random spatialdistribution ofcooperators and defectors.Param eters for the payo�

m atrix,eq.(4):fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A,see Sect.4.1).

0 10 20 30 40

G

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

f

Figure 3:G lobalfrequency ofcooperators,f,eq.(1),vs.tim e (num berofgenerations).The data

have been obtained from thetim e seriesofFig.2.

� Underwhatconditionswillthere be a spatialcoexistence ofcooperatorsand defectors,and

when willwe observe the extinction ofeithercooperatorsordefectors?

� W hatdoesthe variety and the size ofthespatialdom ainsdepend on?

� W illthe dynam ics always lead to stationary patterns,or willthere be also non-stationary

patternsin thelong run?

� How does the dynam ics changes ifa larger localneighborhood is considered in the update

rule(i.e.ifthe second nearestneighborsare included,too)?
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Thesequestionswillbeinvestigated in detailin thefollowing sections.In particular,wewillderive

analyticalresultsforthe conditionsthatneed to be ful�lled by the payo� m atrix,eq.(4)in order

to �nd certain spatialpatterns.

3 Invasion vs.coexistence ofcooperating and defecting agents

3.1 Payo�s for localcon�gurations

Aspointed outin the previoussection,the change ofagenti’s\behavior",�i! (1� �i),depends

on the payo� ofthe agents in the im m ediate neighborhood,which in turn depends on the local

occupation,�i,eq.(3).In order to derive analyticalconditions for the transition of�i,we thus

have to look m ore closely at the possible localoccupation patters that shallin the following be

described by a term K s
�
.Here,� 2 f0;1g describeswhetherthe centercellisoccupied by eithera

defectorora cooperator,and s2 f0;1;2;3;4g givesthetotalnum berofcooperators in thenearest

neighborhood.Exam plesforpossiblecon�gurationsin theneighborhood ofa defector areshown in

eq.(15):

C

C D C

C

K 4
0

C

C D D

C

K 3
0

D

C D D

C

K 2
0

D

D D D

C

K 1
0

D

D D D

D

K 0
0

(15)

O fcourse,forany given num bers2 f1;2;3g,therearedi�erentlocaloccupation patternspossible

thatm ay resultfrom exchanging thepositionsoftheagentsin theneighborhood.But,aswe have

seen from eq.(11),itis notreally the position ofagents thatm atters here,butonly the num ber

ofcooperatorsand defectorsin the localneighborhood,eq.(10).Therefore,K s
0
providessu�cient

inform ation aboutthe localcon�guration.The possible con�gurationsforK s
1,where a cooperator

occupiesthecentercellare analogousto eq.(15).

For each possible realization ofK s
�
,the respective payo� ofthe agent in the center,as

�
can be

calculated according to eq.(11).The results are given by eq.(16) for cooperators and defectors

both in term sofan analyticalexpression and fora particularrealization ofthe payo� m atrix,eq.
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(4),fR;S;T;P g = f3;0;5;1g (which are the \classical" values):

cooperator

a41 = R = 3:0

a31 =
3R + S

4
= 2:25

a21 =
2R + 2S

4
= 1:5

a11 =
R + 3S

4
= 0:75

a0
1
= S = 0:0

defector

a40 = T = 5:0

a30 =
3T + P

4
= 4:0

a20 =
2T + 2P

4
= 3:0

a1
0
= T + 3P

4
= 2:0

a00 = P = 1:0

(16)

From eq.(16),we notice that the payo� as
�
increases with the num ber ofcooperators s in the

neighborhood,i.e.fora particular�

a
s
� > a

s� 1

�
(s2 f1;:::;4g) (17)

yields.Further,taking the relationsofeqs.(5),(6)into account,itisobviousthatalways

a
4
0 = m axfas0;a

s
1g

a
0
1 = m infas0;a

s
1g (18)

a
s
0 > a

s
1 (s2 f0;1;:::;4g)

Com paring eqs.(17),(18) with the conditions (7)-(9),we can also verify that the payo�s in the

currentform ful�llthe generalrequirem em entsforthe n-person PD.Based on these generalcon-

siderations,in thefollowing wediscussthedi�erentconditionsthatarisein the spatialcase forthe

invasion orthe coexistence ofcooperatorsand defectors.

3.2 C onditions for invasion and coexistence

Basically,the update rule ofeq.(14) determ ineswhethera cellis\invaded" by a particular sub-

population (i.e.whetherthe agentadoptsthe respective behavior).Itdependson the localpayo�

received in com parison with the payo�s ofthe neighboring sites.In order to �nd the conditions

forinvasion and coexistence,we need to concentrate on the border region between the dom ainsof

cooperatorsand defectorsthatissketched in Fig.4.K 4
1 describesthelocalcon�guration inside the

dom ain ofcooperators,while K 0
0 describesthe localcon�guration inside the dom ain ofdefectors.

Further,the possible con�gurations that can be found only in the border region are given.The

localcon�gurationsK 1
1 and K 0

1 are notlisted there because they are com pletely unstable.These

con�gurationsreceivethelowestpayo� and therefore,ifthey initially exist,vanish within thenext

generation and do notneed to betaken into accountforthe discussion ofthe furtherevolution.

In orderto elucidatethedynam icsattheborder,wewillseparately discussthetwo possiblecases:

(i)invasion ofcon�gurationsK s
0 \owned" by defectors into neighboringcon�gurationsK

s
1 \owned"
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K 4
1

K 3
1

K 2
1

K 4
0

K 3
0

K 2
0

K 1
0

K 0
0

Figure 4:Sketch ofthe possibleneighboring con�gurationsin a borderregion between dom ainsof

cooperators(K 4
1
)and defectors(K 0

0
).

by cooperators,and (ii) the reverse case.Note that the cooperator (1) and the defector (0) are

alwayson adjacentsites.Theinvasion process,i.e.theoccupation ofthecentercellby an agentof

theopposite subpopulation shallbeindicated by an arrow ) .Theresultsforcase (i)arelisted in

Table 1 and areexplained below.

Table 1:Invasion ofcon�gurations K s
0
\owned" by defectors into con�gurations K s

1
\owned" by

cooperatorsin the borderregion,Fig.4.

con�guration necessary conditions stationary state

K 1
0
) K 2

1
a1
0
> a4

1
com plete invasion

K 1
0 ) K 3

1

K 2
0 ) K 2

1 a20 > a41 unstable

K 2
0
) K 3

1
a4
1
> a1

0
coexistence (d)

K 3
0
) K 2

1
a3
0
> a4

1

K 3
0 ) K 3

1 a20 < a31 coexistence (b)

a10 < a21

The defective behavior can invade the whole spatialpopulation without any exception (in a de-

term inistic case),ifthe lowest possible payo� fordefectors,a10,islarger than the highest possible

payo� for collaborators,a41.Actually,the payo� a00 does not m atter here,because in the respec-

tive con�guration K 0
0
,there isno cooperator leftto adoptthe defective strategy.Because always

a40 > a30 > a20 > a10,eq.(17),this leads to the necessary condition for the com plete invasion of

defectorsinto the dom ain ofcooperators:

a
1
0 > a

4
1 (19)

11/34



Frank Schweitzer,Laxm idharBehera,Heinz M �uhlenbein:

Evolution ofCooperation in a SpatialPrisoner’sD ilem m a

Advances in Com plex System s,vol.5,no.2-3,pp.269-299

Thetwo rem aining casesthatlead to coexistence willbeexplained togetherwith thenexttable,as

wellasthe specialcase ofK 4
0.

For the case (ii),invasion ofcon�gurations K s
1 \owned" by cooperators into con�gurations K s

0

\owned" by defectors,theresultsforthepossiblecasesarelisted in Table2.First,wenoticethata

Table2:Invasion ofcon�gurationsK s
1 \owned" by cooperatorsinto con�gurationsK

s
0 \owned" by

defectorsin the borderregion,Fig.4.

con�guration necessary conditions stationary state

K 2
1
) K 1

0
a2
1
> a1

0
coexistence (a)

K 3
1 ) K 1

0 a31 > a20 C m ajority

K 3
1
) K 2

0
a4
1
> a3

0
stationary dom ains

K 2
1
) K 1

0
a2
1
> a1

0
coexistence (b)

K 3
1 ) K 1

0 a31 > a20 C m inority

K 3
1 ) K 2

0 a41 < a30 spatialchaos

a20 > a31 > a10 coexistence (c)

K 3
1
) K 1

0
a3
0
> a4

1
> a2

0
C m inority

sm allclusters

K 2
1 ) K 2

0

K 2
1 ) K 3

0 notpossible

K 2
1
) K 4

0

K 3
1 ) K 3

0

K 3
1
) K 4

0

com plete invasion ofcooperatorsinto the whole population isnotpossible,because the necessary

condition a11 > a40,i.e.thelowestpossiblepayo� forcooperatorsislarger than thehighestpossible

payo� fordefectors,isneverful�lled.Further,from eq.(18)werealizethatcon�guration K s
0
cannot

be invaded by K s
1 because the form erpayo� isalways higher.Butcon�guration K s

1 could always

invade a neighboring con�guration K
s� 1
0

if thecondition

a
s
1 > a

s� 1
0

(s2 f2;3;4g) (20)

would be satis�ed.Aseq.(16)shows,thisisnotalways the case,butprovided suitable values of

T and P ,itcan bepossible.Thus,K 2
1
could invadea neighboring con�guration K 1

0
,and K 3

1
could

invadeboth K 2
0 and K

1
0.However,werecallthatK

3
1 and K

2
1 cannotinvadeK

3
0 becauseofeq.(18).

Thism eansthattheinvasion ofcooperation necessarily stopsatsom e point.

O n theotherhand,K 3
0 and could invadeK

3
1 and K

2
1 becauseofeq.(18).Butthiskind ofinvasion

doesnothappen ifeq.(20)issatis�ed.Thiscan beexplained by looking atFig.5 wherethepayo�s
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in theborderregion areshown undertheassum ption thateq.(20)isvalid.In theexam pleshown,

thepayo� ofcon�guration K 3
0 ishigherthan K

2
1 orK

3
1 becauseofeq.(18).Butbecauseofeq.(20),

a4
1
> a3

0
,thusthe invasion ofK 3

0
cannottake place,i.e.the borderrem ainsatitscurrentposition.

A sim ilarexplanation holdsfortherem aining case K 2
0.

a41

a2
1
ora3

1

a3
0

a0
0

p
a
y
o
�

Figure5:Payo�sin theborderregion between dom ainsofcooperators(K 4
1)and defectors(K

0
0)with

theassum ption thateq.(20)isvalid.Itexplainsthatcon�guration K 3
0
cannotinvadeneighboring

con�gurationsK 2
1 orK

3
1 becauseofthehigherpayo� ofcon�guration K

4
1 that\backs" them from

the otherside.

In conclusion,one (strong) condition for coexistence is given by eq.(20).For s 2 f2;3;4g this

m eansbasically threedi�erentinequalities.Ifallofthem aresatis�ed,thecooperatorsbecom ethe

globalm ajority,because they are always allowed to invade K 1
0
,K 2

0
,whereasdefectorsin K 3

0
who

could possibly invade the cooperation dom ain are stopped,as explained above.W e could relax

the condition ofeq.(20) that causes this stop.So,let us assum e the case that only two ofthe

coexistence inequalitiesare satis�ed,i.e.

a
s
1 > a

s� 1
0

(s2 f2;3g); a
4
1 < a

3
0 (21)

Then,the defector con�guration K 3
0
can invade the cooperation con�gurations K 2

1
,K 3

1
,which

eventually leadsto thedom ination ofdefectors,i.e.thecooperatorsbecom e a globalm inority.W e

note thatin thiscase we willnot�nd stable coexisting dom ains,buta nonstationary pattern that

appearsto bespatialchaos,asalso shown in thenextsection.

Ifthe strong condition forcoexistence,eq.(20)isnotsatis�ed,a weakercondition forcoexistence

could stillhold true:

a
s� 1
0

> a
s
1 > a

s� 2
0

(s2 f3;4g) (22)

Thiscondition would lead toan even greaterdom ination ofdefectors,becauseonlythecon�guration

K 1
0
can beinvaded by cooperators,whileallotheronesareprotected from this.In thiscase,aswe

willalso show by m eansofcom putersim ulations,the cooperators willonly survive in very sm all

clusters.
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A very specialcase arises ifnone ofthe above coexistence inequalities are satis�ed,but instead

eitheroneofthe following conditionsholds:

a
1
0 < a

4
1 < a

2
0 (23)

a
2
0 < a

4
1 ; a

3
1 < a

1
0 (24)

a
3
0 < a

4
1 ; a

2
1 < a

1
0 < a

3
1 (25)

In this case,if we start from the specialinitialcondition ofonly two dom ains separated by a

planarinterface,we�nd thatthisisalso a stablecon�guration.Butany deviation from thisinitial

condition willeventually lead to an invasion ofdefectors.In particular,ifwe startfrom a random

initialdistribution ofcooperatorsand defectors,invasion ofdefectorswillalwaystake placeunder

one ofthe conditions de�nded by eqs.(23)-(25). Therefore,this case has been nam ed unstable

coexistence (d)in Table1.Itdenotesthetransition from thecaseofcom pleteinvasion ofdefectors

to the case ofstable coexistence between cooperatorsand defectors.

The only rem aining case to be explained is K 4
0 in the border region,which arises ifcooperation

invadesintothedom ain ofdefection from di�erentsides.Then,itcan happen thatasingledefecting

agent is trapped within the dom ain ofcooperators.Because ofa40 > a41,defection willinvade all

neighboring sitesduring thenextgeneration,thisway leading to a con�guration K 0
0
in theborder

region. This could lead to a growth of the dom ain of defectors if the conditions for com plete

invasion,eq.(19)issatis�ed (see also Table 1).Butifthese conditionsare notsatis�ed,there are

variouspossibilitiesdependenton whetherthree,two orone oftheinequalitiesforcoexistence are

satis�ed (see also Table 2).K 0
0 issurrounded by othercon�gurationsK

1
0,K

2
0 orK 3

0 in the larger

neighborhood.Ifeq.(20) isvalid and only K 1
0,K

2
0 are present,then in the nextgeneration they

willbe occupied by cooperators,asexplained above,leaving the defectorin the centralcellin its

trapped situation,again.So,a cycleofK 4
0 and K

0
0 alternating iscreated.IfK

3
0 ispresent,thiswill

create a stable borderbetween thespatialdom ainsofcooperators,thisway leading to coexistence

asexplained above,too.Ifeq.(21)isvalid and K 3
0
ispresent,thiswilllead to the split-up ofthe

dom ains ofcooperators.Ifeq.(22) is valid and K 3
0 is present,this willlead to a growth ofthe

defectordom ain.

In the following section,we willapply the analyticalconditionsderived forthe invasion and coex-

istence ofcooperatorsand defectorsto �nd outcriticalvaluesofthe payo� m atrix thatm ay lead

to the predicted spatialpatterns.

4 C riticalpayo� values for invasion and coexistence

4.1 D erivation ofa phase diagram

Theinvestigationsoftheprevioussection haveprovided uswith a setofinequalitiesforthepayo�s

as
�
,in orderto �nd certain patternsofinvasion and coexistence ofcooperatorsand defectors.The
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possible payo�s as
�
,eq.(16) depend on the set ofvariables fR;S;T;P g ofthe payo� m atrix,eq.

(4).In thefollowing,we�x thevaluesforR = 3 and S = 0,i.e.thepayo�sfora cooperating agent

i,to the standard values,and thisway derive the criticalconditionsforthe payo�sfora defecting

agent,T and P .W ith the known payo�s as
�
,eq.(16),we �nd from the di�erentinequalities (20)

the following setofconditions:

(a) a
4
1 7 a

3
0 ) 3T + P = 12

(b) a
3
1 7 a

2
0 ) 2T + 2P = 9

(c) a
2
1 7 a

1
0 ) T + 3P = 6 (26)

(d) a
4
1 7 a

2
0 ) 2T + 2P = 12

(e) a
3
1 7 a

1
0 ) T + 3P = 9

(f) a
4
1 7 a

1
0 ) T + 3P = 12

Additionally,we alwayshave

3 � T � 6; 0� P � 3 (27)

because ofthe ineqs.(5),(6).W ith these restrictions,we are able to plota phase diagram in the

fP;Tg param eter space,Fig.6 where the conditions (26) m ark the di�erent boundariesbetween

the phases.The labels A -E in Fig.6 denote the param eter regions associated with the di�erent

stationary patternsand shallbeexplained in detailin the following.

4.2 C om plete invasion ofdefectors (region E)

Forthe com plete invasion ofdefectorsinto the dom ain ofcooperators,the necessary condition of

eq.(19)applies,i.e.

T + 3P

4
> R (28)

W ith the�xed valuesforR and P and eq.(27)we �nd

12� 3P < T < 6 if 2 < P < 3 (29)

Thiscondition de�nesregion E in the param eterspace shown in Fig.6.Thus,forthe appropriate

fT;P g valuesthe stationary state isalways entirely dom inated by the defectors regardlessofthe

initialconditions,therefore no furthercom putersim ulationsare presented here.

4.3 C oexistence w ith a m ajority ofcooperators (region A )

Coexistence between cooperatorsand defectorsbecom espossibleifeq.(20)isful�lled.Aswehave

shown in Sect.3,thisleadsto di�erentcasesdependenton how m any inequalities ofeq.(20)are
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a

bc

d

e f

A

B

C

D E

1 2 3

3

4

5

6

P

T

Figure 6:Phase diagram in thefT;P g param eterspace for�xed valuesofR = 3 and S = 0 ofthe

payo� m atrix,eq.(4).Thedi�erentlinesresultfrom eq.(26)(a� f)and eq.(27).TheareasA � E

(in di�erentgray scales)indicate param eterregionsthatlead to particularspatialpatternsin the

stationary lim it.For a detailed explanation see text.Note that the \classical" param eter values

fR;S;T;P g = f3;0;5;1g are juston theborderbetween regionsC and D .

satis�ed.Ifallofthem are ful�lled,thisleadsto theconditions:

2R + 2S

4
>
T + 3P

4
;

3R + S

4
>
2T + 2P

4
; R >

3T + P

4
(30)

W ith the�xed valuesforR and S we �nd:

T + 3P < 6; 2T + 2P < 9; 3T + P < 12 (31)

whereadditionally eq.(27)applies.Thesolution isthen given by:

3 < T < 4� P
3

if 0 < P < 0:75

3 < T < 6� 3P if 0:75 < P < 1:0
(32)

16/34



Frank Schweitzer,Laxm idharBehera,Heinz M �uhlenbein:

Evolution ofCooperation in a SpatialPrisoner’sD ilem m a

Advances in Com plex System s,vol.5,no.2-3,pp.269-299

Thesetwo conditionsde�neregion A ofFig.6.Eq.(33)givestherespectivepayo�sas
�
,eq.(16)for

the choosen setofparam eters,fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g.The as
�
can be used to verify the

generalconsiderationsofSect.3.They are printed hereto sim plify the com parison.

a41 a31 a21 a11 a01 a40 a30 a20 a10 a00

3:0 2:25 1:5 0:75 0:0 3:5 2:75 2:0 1:25 0:5

(33)

Note that the as1 are the sam e as in the \classical" case,eq.(16) since they only depend on the

values ofR and S that are not changed.For the appropriate fT;P g values the stationary state

alwaysshowsacoexistencebetween cooperatorsand defectorswherethecooperatorsaream ajority.

Note,thatthisparam eterregion isjustoppositeto theregion E,Fig.6 wherethestationary state

ischaracterized by an extinction ofthe cooperators.

The coexistence between cooperatorsand defectors shallbe also dem onstrated by m eansofcom -

putersim ulations.To elucidate the dynam ics,we have choosen two di�erentinitialconditions for

thesim ulations,shown in Fig.7.TheleftpartofFig.7 showsa regularsituation ofonly onecluster

ofcooperatorsisa sea ofdefectors,i.e.the cooperatorsare the absolute m inority.Forthisinitial

condition,Fig.9 showstheevolution oftheglobalfrequency forthedi�erentparam eterregionsA ,

B and C .TherightpartofFig.7 showsa random initialdistribution ofcooperatorsand defectors

with the sam einitialfrequency,f(0)= 0:5.In orderto study the inuenceofthe initialfrequency

on the long-term dynam ics,we willalso choose random distributionswith di�erentvaluesoff(0).

Figure 7:Initialspatialdistributions ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) on a CA ofsize

N = 40� 40,used forthecom putersim ulations:(left)O neclusterof9 cooperators,f(0)= 0:0056,

(right)random spatialdistribution ofcooperatorsand defectors,shown forf(0)= 0:5.

From thecom putersim ulationsshown in Fig.2 and Figs.8,11,wecan draw thefollowing conclu-

sionsin agreem entwith the generaldiscussion in Sect.3 and the discussion ofFig.2 in Sect.2.2:

W e observe the form ation ofspatialdom ains ofcooperatorsthatare separated by narrow regions

ofdefectors.O nly the specialcase ofa singular initialcluster shown in Fig.8 leads to a regular

stationary �nalpattern wherecooperatorsand defectorsareclearly separated into two dom ains.In

thestationary statewe�nd astablecoexistence between cooperatorsand defectors.Thecooperators

becom e the m ajority (f > 0:5)alm ostindependentoftheirinitialspatialcon�guration and initial
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(5) (10) (20) (30)

Figure 8:Tim e series ofthe spatialdistribution ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) on

a CA ofsize N = 40 � 40.The tim e is given by the num bers ofgenerations in brackets.Initial

condition:O ne cluster of9 cooperators,Fig.7(left).Param eters for the payo� m atrix,eq.(4):

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

G

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

f

C

B

A

Figure 9:G lobalfrequency ofcooperators,f,eq.(1),vs.tim e (num ber ofgenerations).Initial

condition:O ne cluster of 9 cooperators,Fig.7(left),f(0) = 0:0056. Param eters for the payo�

m atrix,eq.(4),fR;S;T;P g:(A) f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A),(B) f3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g (region B),

(C)f3:0;0:0;4:5;1:0g (region C).

frequency asshown in Fig.9A and Fig.11.Thestationary frequency isalm ostconstant(with very

sm allperiodicchanges).

4.4 C oexistence w ith a m inority ofcooperators -spatialchaos (region B )

Ifonly two ofthecoexistence conditionsare satis�ed,i.e.eq.(21)applies,thisleadsto:

2R + 2S

4
>
T + 3P

4
;

3R

4
>
2T + 2P

4
; R <

3T + P

4
(34)

W ith the�xed valuesforR and S,we �nd:

T + 3P < 6; 2T + 2P < 9; 3T + P > 12 (35)
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Figure 10:Final(steady state) spatialdistribution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (black)

on a CA ofsize N = 40 � 40.Initialcondition:random spatialdistribution ofcooperators and

defectors,left:f(0) = 0:5,m iddle:f(0) = 0:75,right:f(0) = 0:9.Param eters:fR;S;T;P g =

f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).
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Figure 11: G lobal frequency of cooperators, f,eq. (1), vs.tim e (num ber of generations). The

data have been obtained from sim ulations with three di�erentinitialfrequencies:(a) f(0)= 0:5,

(b) f(0) = 0:75,(c) f(0) = 0:9.See also Fig.10 for the �nalspatialdistributions.Param eters:

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).

W ith eq.(27),thiseventually resultsin thesolution:

4�
P

3
< T < 4:5� P if 0< P < 0:75 (36)

This condition de�nes region B ofFig.6.Eq.(37) gives the respective payo�s as
�
,eq.(16) for

the choosen setofparam eters,fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g.The as
�
can be used to verify the

generalconsiderationsofSect.3.

a41 a31 a21 a11 a01 a40 a30 a20 a10 a00

3:0 2:25 1:5 0:75 0:0 3:9 3:05 2:2 1:35 0:5

(37)
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FortheappropriatefT;P g values,thereisalwaysanonstationary coexistencebetween cooperators

and defectorswherethecooperatorsarea m inority.Thisisalso shown forthetwo di�erentinitial

conditions,Fig.7 in thecom putersim ulationsofFig.12,Fig.13,Fig.9B and Fig.14.

(5) (10) (20) (30)

Figure 12:Tim e series ofthe spatialdistribution ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) on

a CA ofsize N = 40 � 40.The tim e is given by the num bers ofgenerations in brackets.Initial

condition:O ne cluster of9 cooperators,Fig.7(left).Param eters for the payo� m atrix,eq.(4):

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g (region B).

Figure 13:Spatialdistribution ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) on a CA ofsize N =

40� 40 afterG = 100 generations.Note,thatthereisno stationary pattern asym ptotically.Initial

condition:random spatialdistribution ofcooperatorsand defectors,left:f(0)= 0:5,m iddle:f(0)=

0:75,right:f(0)= 0:9.Param eters:fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g (region B).

Thetim eseriesofFig.12 { thatshould becom pared to Fig.8 forparam eterregion A { showsthat

the initialclusterofcooperators �rstgrows,butthen splitsup into sm allerclusters,which grow,

splitup again and m ay dissappear.Thisleadsto a non-stationary spatialdistribution even in the

long run.In fact,ithasbeen already argued by Nowak [32]thatthisregim e can be characterized

as spatiotem poralchaos.Ifwe look for the tim e dependence ofthe globalfrequency in this case,

Fig.9B and Fig.14,we �nd no convergence to a (quasi)stationary value asin Fig.11,butrather

largevariationsovertim e.Noteworthy,in theaverage theglobalfrequency ofcooperatorsisbelow

0.5,i.e.they areindeed them inority alm ostindependentoftheinitialfrequencies.Further,wenote

thatthecooperatorsstillform largeclusters,asshown Fig.13 thatcan becom pared to Fig.10 for

region A .
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Figure 14: G lobal frequency of cooperators, f,eq. (1), vs.tim e (num ber of generations). The

data have been obtained from sim ulations with three di�erentinitialfrequencies:(a) f(0)= 0:5,

(b) f(0) = 0:75,(c) f(0) = 0:9.See also Fig.13 for the �nalspatialdistributions.Param eters:

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g (region B).

4.5 C oexistence w ith cooperators in sm allclusters (region C )

Eventually,wealso show exam plesforthe weakercoexistence condition,eq.(22).In thiscase,the

conditionsare given as:

2T + 2P

4
>
3R + S

4
>
T + 3P

4
;

3T + P

4
> R >

2T + 2P

4
(38)

W ith R = 3 and S = 0,thisresultsin:

T + 3P < 9 ; 2T + 3P < 12 ; 2T + 2P > 9 ; 3T + P > 12 (39)

whereadditionally eq.(27)applies.Thesolution ofeq.(39)isthen given by:

4� P=3 < T < 9� 3P if 1:5 < P < 1:875

4� P=3 < T < 6� P if 0:75 < P < 1:5

4:5� P < T < 6� P if 0:0 < P < 0:75

(40)

These three conditionsde�ne region C ofFig.6.Eq.(41)givesthe respective payo�sas
�
,eq.(16)

forthe choosen setofparam eters,fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;4:5;1:0g.The as
�
can be used to verify

the generalconsiderationsofSect.3.

a41 a31 a21 a11 a01 a40 a30 a20 a10 a00

3:0 2:25 1:5 0:75 0:0 4:5 3:625 2:75 1:875 1:0

(41)
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Forthe appropriate fT;P g values,the stationary statesare characterized by a stable coexistence

between cooperatorsand defectorswhere the cooperatorssurvive only in sm allclusters,while the

defectors dom inate.This is also shown for the two di�erent initial conditions of Fig.7 in the

com putersim ulation ofFig.15,Fig.16,Fig.9C and Fig.17.

(5) (10) ���

Figure 15:Tim e series ofthe spatialdistribution ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) on

a CA ofsize N = 40 � 40.The tim e is given by the num bers ofgenerations in brackets.Initial

condition:O ne cluster of9 cooperators,Fig.7(left).Param eters for the payo� m atrix,eq.(4):

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;4:5;1:0g (region C).

Figure 16:Final(steady state) spatialdistribution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (black)

on a CA ofsize N = 40 � 40.Initialcondition:random spatialdistribution ofcooperators and

defectors,left:f(0) = 0:5,m iddle:f(0) = 0:75,right:f(0) = 0:9.Param eters:fR;S;T;P g =

f3:0;0:0;4:5;1:0g (region C).

Fig.15 { that should be com pared to Fig.8 for param eter region A and Fig.12 for region B {

indicatesthattheinitialclustergrowsonly very littlein size,i.e.from 9to13 cooperators,and then

rem ainsstableatitsborders.However,iftheinitialcon�guration would havem orethan onecluster,

then notallofthem m ay survive.Iftwo cooperating clustersarevery near,then thecon�guration

K 4
0 m ay appearbetween them ,which leadsto an invasion ofthedefectorsin thenextstep and the

furtherdiscussion ofSect.3.2 applies.Thus,severalsm allclusters m ay only survive ifthere is a

certain distance between them .Thiscan be also seen in Fig.16 thatshowsthe stationary spatial

distributionsforparam eterregion C ,in com parison to Fig.10 forregion A and Fig.13 forregion

B .W e observe only very sm allclustersata certain distance,the num berofwhich furtherdepend

on theinitialfrequency ofcooperators.Theevolution oftheglobalfrequency,Fig.9C and Fig.17,

also clearly showsthatthecooperatorssurviveonly asa sm allm inority,which should becom pared

to Fig.11 and Fig.14.
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Figure 17: G lobal frequency of cooperators, f,eq. (1), vs.tim e (num ber of generations). The

data have been obtained from sim ulations with three di�erentinitialfrequencies:(a) f(0)= 0:5,

(b) f(0) = 0:75,(c) f(0) = 0:9.See also Fig.16 for the �nalspatialdistributions.Param eters:

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;4:5;1:0g (region C).

4.6 Specialcase ofunstable coexistence (region D )

Thelastcaseto bediscussed isthespecialcaseofeq.(23)-(25),which leadsto coexistenceonly for

very specialinitialconditions,asdiscussed in Sect.3.2.From eq.(23),we�nd:

T + 3P

4
< R <

2T + 2P

4
(42)

W ith R = 3,S = 0,we have following conditions:

T < 12� 3P ; T < 6� P (43)

whereadditionally eq.(27)applies.Thisleadsto thesolution:

6� P < T < 6 if 0 < P < 3 (44)

Sim ilarly,the specialcase ofeq.(24)with R = 3,S = 0 and eq.(27)leadsto:

2T + 2P

4
< R ;

3R + S

4
<
T + 3P

4

2T + 2P < 12 ; 9 < T + 3P (45)

with the solution:

3 < T < 6� P if 2 < P < 3 (46)
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whilethe specialcase ofeq.(25)resultsin:

3T + P

4
< R ;

2R + 2S

4
<
T + 3P

4
<
3R + S

4

3T + P < 12 ; 6< T + 3P < 9 (47)

with the solution:

3 < T < 12� P
3

if 1:0 < P < 2:0

6� 3P < T < 12� P
3

if 0:75 < P < 1:0
(48)

The three solutions (44),(46),(48) together de�ne param eter region D ofFig.6.Provided the

appropriatefT;P g values,weobservein thiscase only an unstable coexistence ofcooperatorsand

defectors,i.e.for an random initialdistribution the dynam ics willalways lead to an invasion of

thedefectorsuntila com pleteextinction ofthecooperators{ rathersim ilarto thedynam icsin the

adjacentparam eterregion E.O nly forthe specialcase oftwo dom ainswith a straightborder,the

coexistence rem ainsstable.

Looking at the phase diagram ofFig.6,we notice that region D separates the regions ofstable

coexistence(A -C )from theregion ofcom pleteinvasion ofdefectors(E),i.e.D denotesthetransition

region between thetwo di�erentstationary regim es,and theborderbetween thetwo regionsC and

D just m arks the transition from stability (i.e. stable coexistence) to instability (i.e. unstable

coexistence).W efurthernoticethatthe\classical" param etervaluesfR;S;T;P g = f3;0;5;1g are

just on the border between regions C and D ,i.e.for a random initialdistribution the classical

spatial5-person gam e willalwayslead to the com plete invasion ofdefectorsand the extinction of

cooperators,asalready observed by m eansofcom putersim ulations.

4.7 D ynam ics at the border regions

Sofar,wehavediscussed thedynam icsforthepureparam eterregions,A -E.However,thequestion

ofinterestishow thesystem behavesifwechoosetheparam etersofthepayo� m atrix on theborder

between two such regions.W e havealready m entioned thecaseoftheC jD border,thatm arksthe

transition from (stable) coexistence to invasion.Fig.18 presents results ofcom puter sim ulations

forthe A jB and B jC border.

Aswe see from the tim e evolution ofthe globalfrequencies,the dynam icsin thiscase isbasically

the sam e asforregion B ,i.e.there is no (quasi)stationary regim e asforregions A orC ,and we

m ay expect a spatiotem poralchaos again.Despite this,the average globalfrequency in the long

run isalso decreasing when going from region A to C .In Fig.18(left),i.e.on theborderA jB itis

below the valuesofregion A ,where the cooperatorsappearasa m ajority,Fig.11,butabove the

valuesofregion B ,wherethey already appearasa m inority,Fig.14.Butin Fig.18(right),i.e.on

theborderB jC itisbelow thevaluesofregion B ,butstillabovethevaluesofregion B ,wherethe

cooperatorsappearasa clearm ajority,Fig.17.
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Figure 18:G lobalfrequency ofcooperators,f,eq.(1),vs.tim e (num berofgenerations).Thedata

have been obtained from sim ulations with three di�erent initialfrequencies:(a) f(0) = 0:5,(b)

f(0)= 0:75,(c)f(0)= 0:9.Param etersforfR;S;T;P g:(left)f3:0;0:0;3:833;0:5g (borderbetween

regionsA and B),(right)f3:0;0:0;4:0;0:5g (borderbetween regionsB and C).

4.8 N ow ak’s results revisited

For the param eter region B we already m entioned the existence ofspatiotem poralchaos in the

distribution ofcooperatorsand defectors.Thishasbeen �rstobserved by Nowak [32]by m eansof

com putersim ulations.Based on ourdetailed theoreticalinvestigations above,we are now able to

derive thecriticalparam etervaluesforNowak’ssim ulations.

Di�erentfrom thestandard valuesoftheprisoner’sdilem m a,fR;S;T;P g = f3;0;5;1g,Nowak has

used thefollowing valuesforthepayo� m atrix:

fR;S;T;P g = f1;0;b;0g (49)

i.e.allpayo�s are �xed,while only the payo� for the defecting agent playing with a cooperating

agentisan adjustable value,b.In orderto ful�llthe conditionsforthe payo�,eqs.(5),(6),b can

haveonly valuesof1 < b< 2.Further,wenoticethatthepayo� m atrix given by eq.(49)doesnot

strictly ful�llthe conditionsofthe prisoner’sdilem m a,because ofP = S in thiscase.

W e can now apply the conditionsderived forthe di�erentregionsto the payo� m atrix ofeq.(49).

Theresultsare given in Table 3.

W enoteagain thattheseregionshavebeen found in [32]bym eansofcom putersim ulations,whilewe

havecon�rm ed theresultsbased on an analyticalinvestigation ofthestability conditions.Further,

we wantto pointoutthatthe othertwo dynam icalregim es,i.e.E:com plete invasion ofdefectors

and D :unstable coexistence,do notexistforthe payo� m atrix,eq.(49).
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Table 3:Param eter range ofthe payo� b,eq.(49) to obtain the di�erent spatialpatterns in the

asym totic state.

stationary state condition range ofbvalues

A :coexistence with large dom ainsofcooperators eq.(30) 1.0 < b< 1.33

B :coexistence with spatialchaos eq.(34) 1.33 < b< 1.5

C :coexistence with sm allclustersofcooperators eq.(38) 1.5 < b< 2.0

5 Interactions in a larger neighborhood

In this section,we want to im plem ent the \exact" (or com plete) 5-person gam e for the one-shot

PD gam eon thesquarelattice -which isto ourknowledgenotinvestigated so far.Sincethepayo�

m atrix forthe 5-person gam e hasbeen com puted in thispaperusing the conceptofthe 2-person

gam e,Sect.2.2,wewillcontinueto explain thedynam icsofthe5-person gam ein term sof2-person

gam es.So far,wehaveinvestigated thespatial5-person gam eundertheassum ptionsgiven in Sect.

2.2,nam ely (i)decom position into independent,sim ultaneous2-person gam es,(ii)each agentonly

playswith itsm nearestneighbors.Thishasreduced thegam eto m 2-person gam esplayed by each

agent.

In the following,we wantto discussa di�erentvariantofthe gam e which instead of(ii)assum es

that in a neighborhood ofn = 5 each agent plays a 2-person gam e with every other agent in

this neighborhood.For a given neighborhood,this increases the num ber of 2-person gam es to

m � n=2 = 10.W e further have to take into account that agent i itselfis additionally part of

m di�erent neighborhoods ofsize n = 5 centered around its nearest neighbors at the positions

ij (j = 1;:::;m ).This results in the consideration ofa larger neighborhood ofsize n = 13 that

includesalso the r second nearestneighborsofagenti(see Fig.1).The totalnum berof2-person

gam esplayed independently in thislargerneighborhood isgiven by m n2=2 = 50,butwecan easily

verify thatagentiatposition j= 0 participatesonly in 20 ofthese.Speci�cally,heplays4 gam es

in his \own neighborhood" (j = 0) and 4 tim es 4 gam es in the neighborhoods ofhis neighbors

(j = 1;:::;m ).In these 20 gam es,he m eets always twice (in two di�erent 5-person gam es) both

with hism nearestneighborsand with the neighboring agentsatthe positionsj= 6;8;10;12,but

only once with theagentsatthe second nearestneighborpositionsj= 5;7;9;11 (cf.Fig.1).

This in turn results in a di�erent payo�,dependenton the num ber ofcooperators and defectors

in the larger neighborhood ofagent i.Since the payo� is again calculated from the independent

2-person gam es,we can stilluseeq.(11)forai,butwe have to recalculate the fractionsz
1
i and z

0
i
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according to the m odi�ed gam e.I.e.eq.(10)hasto bereplaced by:

z
�
i =

1

(m + r)

0

@ 2

m + rX

j= 1

���ij
�

X

j25;7;9;11

���ij

1

A ;z
(1� �)

i
= 1� z

�
i (� 2 f0;1g) (50)

Eq.(50) can be interpreted in a way that agent i{ in addition to his nearest neighbors { now

also interacts with his second nearest neighbors,but ifthey are not adjacent to his place (i.e.

j 2 5;7;9;11),this interaction occurs less frequently { or,the payo� is counted with a sm aller

weight,respectively.

W e do notintend to give here a detailed analysisofthism odi�ed case,the e�ectofthe weighted

interaction in thelargerneighborhood shallberatherdem onstrated by som ecom putersim ulations

thatallow a com parison to thepreviousresults.Forthedynam icsofthem odi�ed gam etheupdate

rule,eqs.(13),(14)stillapplies,i.e.agentiadoptstheC orD behaviorfrom theagentthatreceived

the highestpayo� in itsneighborhood ofn = 5.Theparam etersofthepayo� m atrix,eq.(4)have

been choosen in region A ofthe phase diagram ,Fig.6,where we found the spatialcoexistence

defectors(asthem inority)and cooperators(asthem ajority),thepayo� valuesas
�
aregiven by eq.

(33).

Forthe com putersim ulations,we have again used the initialspatialcon�gurationsshown in Fig.

7,i.e.either one sm allcluster ofcooperators,or a random intialdistribution ofcooperators and

defectorswith di�erentintialfrequencies.Fig.19 { thatshallbecom pared to Fig.8 { showsthatin

them odi�edcasethedom ain ofcooperatorsconsiderablyincreases,i.e.itreachesf = 0:95com pared

to f = 0:52.Furtherthedynam icsoccursfaster(com parethesnapshotafter30 generationsin Fig.

8 with the one after20 generations in Fig.19)and the borderbetween the two dom ainsrem ains

planarduring the evolution.

(5) (10) (20) (30)

Figure 19:Tim e series ofthe spatialdistribution ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) for

the m odi�ed gam e,eq.(50).The tim e is given by the num bersofgenerations in brackets.Initial

condition:O ne cluster of9 cooperators,Fig.7(left).Param eters for the payo� m atrix,eq.(4):

fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).

The inuence ofthe larger neighborhood on the evolution ofthe spatialpatterns becom es m ore

visible when we startthe sim ulationsfrom a random initialdistribution,asshown in Fig.20.The

corresponding evolution ofthe globalfrequency f(G )isshown in Fig.21(a).These �guresshould
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(1) (3) (5) (7)

Figure 20:Tim e series ofthe spatialdistribution ofcooperators (grey) and defectors (black) for

the m odi�ed gam e,eq.(50).The tim e is given by the num bersofgenerations in brackets.Initial

condition: f(0) = 0:5, random spatial distribution of cooperators and defectors, Fig. 7(right).

Param eters:fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).W e note thatthe furtherevolution leads

to a �nalspatialdistribution sim ilarto theone shown in Fig.22(left).
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Figure 21:G lobalfrequency ofcooperators,f,eq.(1),vs.tim e (num ber ofgenerations) for the

m odi�ed gam e,eq.(50).Thedata have been obtained from sim ulationswith threedi�erentinitial

frequencies:(a) f(0)= 0:5,(b) f(0)= 0:75,(c) f(0)= 0:9.See also Fig.22 for the �nalspatial

distributions.Param eters:fR;S;T;P g = f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).

Figure 22:Final(steady state) spatialdistribution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (black)

forthe m odi�ed gam e,eq.(50).Initialcondition:random spatialdistribution ofcooperators and

defectors,left:f(0) = 0:5,m iddle:f(0) = 0:75,right:f(0) = 0:9.Param eters:fR;S;T;P g =

f3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).
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be com pared to Fig.2 and Fig.3.Starting with an initialfrequency f(0)= 0:5,we �nd thatthe

cooperators during the �rst three generations alm ost cease to exist,they survive only in a few

rather sm allclusters.But it is worth to be noticed that this situation then changes drastically:

the sm allclusters grow into a few large dom ains that are separated by only tiny bordersform ed

by defectors.Thus,com pared to theprevioussim ulations,we now �nd (i)lessseparated dom ains,

and (ii)a m uch greaterdom ination ofthe cooperatorsin the �nalstate,i.e.f = 0:95 in thiscase.

Interestingly,this dom ination becom es the greater,the less the initalfrequency is (cf.Fig.21) {

buta thesam etim ealso therisk increasesthatcooperatorsdieoutduring the�rstgenerations.If

they survive,their\com eback" isoverwhelm ing.

Fig.22 shows the spatial�naldistributions that correspond to the di�erent frequencies in Fig.

21.W e notice thatthe di�erentinitialfrequenciesf(0)do notonly have a strong im pacton �nal

frequencies,butalso on thenum berofdom ainsform ed during theevolution.Thehighertheinitial

frequency of cooperators,the less is the �nal frequency of cooperators and the m ore they are

splitted into separated dom ains.This e�ect was not so pronounced for the sim ulations shown in

Fig.10 { thus,we m ay conclude that the m odi�ed gam e,i.e.the consideration ofthe spatially

heterogeneous interaction in the largerneighborhood m ay lead to nontrivialdiversi�cation in the

spatialdynam ics,which willbeinvestigated in a forthcom ing paper.

6 C onclusion

In this paper we have investigated the spatialorganization ofcooperating and defecting agents

distributed on a squarelattice.From hisinteraction with otheragents,each agentreceivesa payo�

thatcan be com pared to the payo�softhe otheragents.Based on thisoutcom e the agentcan in

thenextgeneration adoptthem oresuccessfulbehaviour,eitherto cooperate(C)orto defect(D).

Di�erent from a m ean-�eld approach that assum es a panm ictic population where each agent in-

teracts with every other agent,we have considered a spatially restricted case,where each agent

interactsonly with hisneighbors.Thisresultsin a spatial5-person gam e thathasbeen discussed

in two variants:(i)each agentinteractsonly with hisfournearestneighbors,(ii)each agentin the

neighborhood of5 interactswith any otheragentin thisneighborhood.Such a distinction leadsto

a di�erentnum berof2-person gam esplayed sim ultaneously,butindependently by each agentin a

given neighborhood,i.e.4 gam esin the �rstcase and 10 gam esin the second case.

Them ain partofthepaperisdevoted to the�rstcase.Based on theexactcalculation ofthepayo�s

forthepossibleencountersin agiven neighborhood,wehavederived analyticalexpressions(in term s

ofinequalities)to characterizethedi�erentspatialorganizationsofcooperatorsand defectors.The

resultsareconcluded in a phase diagram forthefT;P g param eterspaceofthepossiblepayo�sfor

defectors,Fig.6.W ecould identify �ve di�erentdynam icalregim es(A-E),each characterized by a

distinctspatiotem poraldynam icsand a corresponding �nalspatialdistribution.W efound thatfor
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arbitrary initialconditionsparam eterschoosen from regionsE and D willalwayslead to a spatial

invasion ofthe defectorsand eventually resultsin a com plete extinction ofthe cooperators.This

steady stateagreeswith thesteady stateofthem ean-�eld dynam ics,wheretheinvasion ofdefectors

is the only possible outcom e.I.e.,ifthe values ofthe payo� m atrix are choosen from regions D

and E,then spaceplaysno longera rolein thedeterm ination ofthesteady state,thatisthesam e

regardlessofwhetherthe interaction occursonly between nearestneighborsorbetween allagents

in the system .

In addition to thatwe could also identify param eter regions (A,B,C)characterized by a spatial

coexistence between cooperatorsand defectors.A detailed analysiscould revealtheconditionsunder

which the cooperatorscould survive eitherasa m ajority organized in large spatialdom ains,oras

a m inority organized in sm allnon-stationary dom ainsorin sm allclusters.

The analyticalresultsobtained have been furtherapplied to a spatialgam e introduced by Nowak

and M ay [32].The param eter�ndingsobtained there by m eansofcom putersim ulationscould be

con�rm ed by ouranalyticalapproach.

In the last part ofthe paper,we have focussed on the variant (ii) ofthe 5-person gam e,where

each agent interacts with any other agent in his neighborhood.Ifthis \true" 5-person gam e is

put on a rectangular lattice { as we did here to our knowledge for the �rst tim e { it results

in interesting e�ects.Since each agent is part ofdi�erent spatial5-person gam es (played in his

im m ediate neighborhood) the m odi�cation eventually leads to the consideration ofthe second-

nearestneighbors.W ecould show thattheinteraction in thislargerneighborhood can bedescribed

as a non-uniform spatialgam e,where each agent plays 2-person gam es m ore frequently with his

adjacent neighbors than with his second-nearest neighbors.As the result,we found by m eans of

com puter sim ulations that during the �rststages ofthe evolution the risk considerably increases

thatthe cooperatorsceasesto exist,butifthey survive,they can becom e a m uch largerm ajority

than in the\sim pli�ed" case(i).In turn,itisthedefectorsthatonly survivein thin borders.This

isvery interesting since true 5-person gam esare rathercom plex,and itisknown from m ean-�eld

investigationsthatachieving cooperation becom eseven m oredi�cultin m ulti-person gam es.Thus,

the analyticalinvestigations in thispapershallbe also applied to the true spatial5-person gam e,

in orderto revealitscriticalconditions.

W e can conclude that space indeed plays a de�nite role in the evolution ofcooperation,because

a spatially restricted interaction m ay lead to a globalcooperation,even ifindividualrationality

tiltstoward defection.Even in a one-shotPD gam eitispossibleto �nd a m ajority ofcooperators,

provided a locally restricted interaction isconsidered.
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