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A bstract

W e investigate the spatial distribution and the global frequency of agents who can either
cooperate ordefect. T he agent interaction is describbed by a determ inistic, non-iterated prisoner’s
dilem m a gam e, fiirther each agent only locally interacts w ith his neighbors.Based on a detailed
analysis ofthe localpayo structureswe derive critical conditions for the invasion or the spatial
coexistence of cooperators and defectors. T hese results are concluded in a phase diagram that
allow s to identify ve regim es, each characterized by a distinct spatiotem poral dynam ics and
a corresponding nal spatial structure. In addition to the com plete invasion of defectors, we

nd coexistence regin es with either a m aprity of cooperators In large spatial dom ains, or
a m inority of cooperators organized in an all non-stationary dom ains or in sn all clusters. T he
analysis further allowed a veri cation of com puter sin ulation resultsby Nowak and M ay (1993).
E ventually, we present sin ulation results ofa true 5-person gam e on a lattice. Thism odi cation
leads to non-uniform spatial interactions that m ay even enhance the e ect of cooperation.
K eywords: P risoner’s dilem m a; cooperation; soatial 5-person gam e

1 Introduction

T he evolution of cooperation has been extensively studied In a biological, social and ecological
context R, 4, 9{11, 15, 16, 18, 25, 36, 40, 41, 44]. In order to obtain a general theory for this,
In particular the so called Prisoner’'sDilkemma (PD) (see also Sect. 22) —an evolutionary gam e
Introduced by R apoport and Chamm ah [37] (see also B38]) { hasbeen w idely investigated [7, 8, 13,
14,17, 20, 22, 26, 28, 30, 34, 43].Based on PD investigations, In his sem inalwork A xelrod [3] has
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shown that cooperation can em erge as a nom in a society com prised of individuals with sel sh
m otives { for a review of this developm ent in the last twenty years see eg. [L9].

The Prisoner’s D ilemm a is based on the precondition that it pays o to be not cooperative, ie.
to defect in a cooperative environm ent, this way taking a \free ride" at the costs of those how
are cooperating, eg. or a comm ong good. T his type of problem has been also recognized as the
\tragedy ofthe comm ons" [18].M any Investigations of the P risoner’s D ilem m a consider a so—called
iterated game R, 6, 9, 14, 21, 22, 27, 35], where the players interact consecutively a given num ber
of tim es, ngy 2. Tt m akes sense only if the players can rem em ber the previous choices of their
opponents, ie. if they have a m em ory of n, ng 1 steps. Then, they may be able to develop
di erent strategies { such as the fam ous \tit for tat" [3, 5] { based on their past experiences w ith
their opponents.

In this paper, we are only interested in a non-iterated PD game, ng = 1, which is also called a
\one<hot" gam e. In this case the players — or the agents as we call them here —do not develop
strategies, they can rather choose between two di erent actions, to cooperate (C) and todefect O ).
It can be shown (see also Sect. 22) that in the oneshot gam e defection is the only evolutionary
stable strategy ®SS) [42] if each player interacts with any other player. Such a population is
called panm ictic, and their dynam ics can be predicted w ithin a m ean— eld analysis. Interestingly,
this picture changes if a spatial structure of the population is considered, ie. if the interaction
between agents is ocally restricted to their neighbors [L7, 20, 24, 31, 32, 35, 45]. Then, a stablk
spatial coexistence between cooperators and defectors becom es possble under certain conditions
B2, 33, 35].

T he current paper focuses on the spatial interaction of cooperators and defectors both analytically
and by m eans of com puter sin ulations. W e consider an agent population placed on a square lattice
and sin ulate the dynam ics of the population by m eans of a cellular autom ata de ned in Sect.
21. The interaction between the agents is m odeled as a nperson gam e, ie. n agents interact
sin ultaneously. In this paper, a 5ferson gam e is considered de ned by the spatial structure of
each agent’s four nearest neighbors. It is already known that m ultiperson gam es produce a rather
com plex collective dynam ics [1, 11]w hich becom eseven m ore di cul in the spatialcase. T herefore,
In Sects. 3 and 4, we derive analytically critical conditions for the invasion or the coexistence of
cooperating and defecting agents. In particular, we verify analytically the critical param eters found
by Nowak and M ay [32] by m eans of com puter sin ulations. A very detailed investigation leads us
to a phase diagram that allow s to distinguish between ve di erent dynam ic regim es for the spatial
evolution. E xam ples for these are dem onstrated in Sect. 4 by m eans of com puter sin ulations. In
Sect. 5 we present am odi cation of them odel, that to our know ledge forthe rst tin e investigates
a true 5person gam e on the lattice. T he results indicate that these m odi cations m ay lead to an
Increase of cooperation in the spatial population.

2/34



Frank Schweitzer, Laxm idhar Behera, Heinz M uhlenbein:
Evolution of C ooperation in a Spatial P risoner’s D ilemm a
Advances in Com plkx System s, vol 5, no. 2-3, pp. 269299

2 M odelofC ooperation

2.1 De ning the cellular autom aton

W e consider a m odel of two types of agents, cooperators (C ) and defectors O ). T he disctinction

ism ade by m eans of a variable 2 £0;1g, where 1 refers to cooperation and 0 refers to defection.

W hether an individual agent i belongs to the subpopulation of C orD is indicated by a variable,
;2 .The totalnum ber of agents is constant, thus the global frequency £ is de ned as:

X
N = N = Ngy+ N;= oconst:
N
f = N—; f £5=1 £ @)

In the follow ing, the variabl £ shall refer to the global frequency of the cooperating agents.

For the spatialdistribution ofthe agents let us consider a tw o-dim ensional cellilar autom aton (CA)

(or a two-din ensional square lattice) consisting ofN cells. Since the cells can be num bered consec—
utively, each cell is identi ed by the index 12 N , that also refers to its spatial position. W e note
that in m ost two-din ensional CA the position of the cells are identi ed by ij coordinates referring
to the two din ensions, however in order to de ne neighborhoods and to sin plify the notations, we
willuse only index i for the spatial position. T his in plies that the description presented below m ay
also apply to onedin ensional CA provided the neighborhoods are de ned accordingly.

E ach cellshallbe occupied by one agent, thuseach cell is characterized by a discrete value ; 2 £0;1g
Indicating w hether it is occupied by a cooperator or a defector. T he spatiotem poral distribution of
the agents is then described by

= £ 1; 2;35 N g @)

N ote that the state space ofall possible con gurations is of the order 2V .

For the spatialevolution of described in the ollow ing, we have to consider the occupation distri-
bution ofthe localneighborhood that surroundseach celli. Let usde ne the size of a neighborhood
by n (that also Includes cell i), then the di erent neighbors of i are characterized by a second
Index j= 1;:3n 1, where the num bering starts w ith the nearest neighbors (cf. Fig.1).Note that

i i, (de j= 0).The number of nearest neighbors of cell 1 shallbe denoted asm , whereas the
num ber of only the second nearest neighbors is denoted as r.Obviously, n = m + r+ 1.For further
use, we de ne the local occupation _; of the nearest neighborhood W ithout cell i) as:

=T 4u7 vy 9 3)
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Figure 1: Sketch of the two-din ensional cellilar autom aton. It show s a neighborhood of size n of
cell i where the neighbors are labeled by a second Index j = 1;u3n 1. The valie 4 2 £0;1g
Indicates w hether the cell is occupied either by a defector or a cooperator. Them nearest neighbors
are shown In darker gray, the r second nearest neighbors in lighter gray.

22 Rulesofthe Game

In order to specify the interaction between the agents, we adopt a wellknow n prototype from gam e
theory. It assum es that each agent i has two options to act In a given situation, to cooperate (C),

1= l,ortodefect © ), ;= 0.Playing with agent j, the outcom e of this interaction depends on
the action chosen by agent i, ie. C or D , without knowing the action chosen by the other agent
participating In a particular gam e. It is described by a payo m atrix, which for the 2-person gam e
has the ollow Ing fom :

cC 1| R S

D|lo|T P @)

Suppose, agent i has chosen to cooperate, then itspayo isR ifthe other agent jhasalso chosen to
cooperate (W ithout know ing about the decision of agent i), but S if agent j defects. O n the other
hand, if agent i has chosen not to cooperate, then it w ill receive the payo T ifagent j cooperates,
but P if agent j defects, too.
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In a special class of gam es, the socalled P risoner’s D ilemma (@D ), the payo s have to fl 1l the
follow ing two Inequalities:

T>R>P > S )
2R > S+ T (6)

The known standard valuiesare T = 5, R = 3,P = 1, S = 0.Thismeans in a cooperating
environm ent, a defector w ill get the highest payo . From this, the abbreviations for the di erent
payo sbecom e clear: T m eans (T )am ptation payo for defecting In a cooperative environm ent, S

means (S)ucker’ payo for cooperating In a defecting environm ent, R means R )eward payo for
cooperating In a likew ise environm ent, and P m eans (P )unishm ent payo fordefecting in a likew ise
environm ent.

In any one round (or \one<hot") gam e, choosing action D is unbeatable, because it rew ards the
higher payo for agent i whether the opponent chooses C orD . At the sam e tin ¢, the payo for
both agents i and j ism axim ized when both cooperate.

A sinpl analysis show s that defection is a socalled evolutionary stablk strategy (ESS) in a one-
shot PD . If any two agents are abl to interact and the num ber of cooperators and defectors in
the population isgiven by N1 and Ng= N N resgectively, then the expected average payo for
cooperatorswillbea; = R N1+ S Ng)=N .S ilarly the expected average payo for defectors
willbeag= (I N;+ P Ng)=N .Since T > R and P > S, ag is aways larger than a; Hr a
given number N 1, and pure defection would be optin al In a oneshot gam e. Even one defector is
su cient to invade the com plte population of N 1 cooperators.

T his conclusion holds for a so called panm ictic population where each agent interacts w ith all other
N 1 agents. But In this paper, we are m ainly interested in the spatiale ects of the PD gam e.
T herefore, ket us assum e that each agent i interacts only wih the m agents of its neighborhood,
eg. (3). In evolutionary gam e theory this is called a nperson game, wheren = m + 1 = 5 in the
given case.Each gam e is played between n players sin ultaneously, and the payo for each player
depends on the num ber of cooperators in its group, s n.Then the payo m atrix, eg. (4) has to
be extended according to the num ber of players, but it still has to full 11 the f©llow ing conditions
according to the P risoner’s D ilem m a rationale B6]:

1. Given a xed number s of cooperators in the group, defection pays always m ore than coop-
eration :

ag>aj; s= 0;1;2;u5n 1 (7)

where aj is the payo for each defector in the group of size n and aj is the payo for each
cooperator.
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2. The payo increases for both cooperators and defectors, as num ber s of cooperators in the

group Increases:

aj > ail; ag > agl; s=1;2;u3n 1 (8)

3. The average payo ofthe group Increases w ith an Increasing num ber of cooperators:

s 1

als+ a;m  s)> aj s 1

s +a @ s+ 1) )

T here are various ways to il llthe conditions (7)—(9) . O ne sinm ple m ethod uses the concept of the
2-person gam e described above to calculate the payo of an agent in the n-person gam e from the
accum ulated payo sof m 1) 2-person gam es. Ie. for a neighborhood of 5, the 5person gam e
is decom posed into 2-person gam es, that m ay occur independently, but sim ulaneously R3]. This
m ethod w illbe also used In the current paper.

W ih respect to the spatial nteraction in the neighborhood, we w ill further assum e that each
agent interacts only with the m nearest neighbors B2]. In Sect. 5, we will also shortly discuss
the case where each agent in the neighborhood of size n interacts w ith every other agent in this
neighborhood Which som etim es also Involves Interaction w ith second nearest neighbors, asFig. 1
Indicates). T hese assuptions w ill allow us to further use the payo m atrix of the 2-person gam g,
eq. (4), and to reduce the Interaction in the neighborhood ofsizen ton 1 sinultaneous 2-person
gam es played by agent i.

In order to introduce a tim e scak, we de ne a generation G to be the tin e In which each agent has
Interacted w ith itsm nearest neighbors a given num ber of tim es, denotesasng. In curcase ng = 1
(which is called a one-shot gam e), thus the total num ber of interaction during each generation is
roughly N m =2.W e note here that ny > 1 can play an in portant role for the invasion of cooperation
into a heterogeneous population, [6, 14].

W e assum e that during each generation the state ; of an agent is not changed whilk i interacts
w ith its neighbors sin ultaneously. But after a generation is com plted, ; can be changed based on
the follow Ing considerations: From the interaction w ith its neighbors, each agent i receives a payo
a; that depends both on its current state i, ie. whether agent i has cooperated or not, and on
the j; ofitsneighbors. T he fraction of cooperators and defectors in the neighborhood of agent 1 is
given by:

1 X
Z. = — 2z =1 z ( 2 £0;1q) (10)
m

1
=1
where ., means the K ronecker delta, which is 1 only for x = y and zero otherw ise. A ccording to
the payo m atrix ofeq. (4), the payo ofagent i isthen de ned as:
h i h i
ai(1)= 1, zZiR+2)S + o, zi T+ 2z)P 11)
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N ote that the additive calculation ofthepayo according toegs. (10), (11) isbased on the assum tion
ofthem sinulaneous, but lndependent 2-person gam es played by agent i.

The payo aj is then compared to the payo s aj; of all neighboring agents, In order to nd the
maxinum payo within the local neighborhood during that generation, m ax fa;;a;i; g. If agent i
has received the highest payo , then i willkesp its i, ie. i will continue to either cooperate or
to defect. But if one of its neighbors j has received the higher payo , then agent i w ill adopt the
behavior of the respective agent. This also im plies that it m ay keep its previous behavior if the
m ore successful agent hasthe same 5. If

j? = argm aXj= 0;uym Sy 12)

de nes the position of the agent that received the highest payo in the neighborhood, the update
rule of the gam e can be conclided as ollow s:

which m eans speci cally:
(
iG+ 1) = {6 T16)= 4 G) )
1 iG) otherw ise

W e note that the evolution of the system described by eq. (14) is com pltely determ inistic, resuls
for stochastic CA have been discussed in [12, 29, 39].

2.3 First insights from the CA sim ulations

Eventually, to give an in pression of the spatialdynam ics that arises from the gam e desrbed above,
we have conducted a com puter sin ulation of the CA , using periodic boundary conditions and a
sin ultaneous update. T he global frequency of cooperators was initially sst to £ (0) = 05. The
results are shown In the tim e series of F ig. 2 and the tin e dependence of £ (G ) In Fig. 3.

From the com puter sin ulations, we notice the follow Ing interesting features of the spatial gam e:
Starting w ith an Initial random distribution of cooperators and defectors, we observe the form ation
of spatial dom ains dom nated by either cooperators or defectors. In the very early stages of evo—
lution, the cooperators concentrate n only a few am all clusters that are lke islands in the sea of
defectors. But then these cooperating clusters Increase In size, ie. the cooperators nvade into the
dom ains of defectors, until in the long run they are the globalm a prity. At alltin es, we cbserve a
spatial coexistence between cooperators and defectors in di erent dom ains, Instead of a com plete
spatial ssparation into two dom ains. W e further notice that in the long run the spatial pattem
beoom es stationary W ith very sm all periodic changes that can be also noticed in Fig. 3).

In order to generalize the above resuls that have been obtained from only a single run ofthe CA,
we need to answer the follow ing questions:
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Figure 2:T in e series of the spatial distribution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (plack) on a CA
ofsize N = 40 40.The tim e is given by the num bers of generations in brackets. Initial condition :
£ () = 05, random spatial distribution of cooperators and defectors. Param eters for the payo
m atrix, eq. 4): fR;S;T;Pg= £3:0;0:0;3:5;05g (region A, see Sect.41).

1

0.8 | .

0.6 .

0.4 .

0 10 20 30 40
G

Figure 3: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eq. (1), vs. tin e (num ber of generations). T he data
have been obtained from the tin e series of F 4. 2.

Under what conditions w ill there be a spatial coexistence of cooperators and defectors, and
when w illwe observe the extinction of either cooperators or defectors?
W hat does the variety and the size of the spatial dom ains depend on?

W ill the dynam ics always kad to stationary pattems, or w ill there be also non-stationary
pattems in the long run?

How does the dynam ics changes if a larger local neighborhood is considered in the update
rule (ie. if the second nearest neighbors are included, too)?
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T hese questions w illbe investigated in detail in the f©llow Ing sections. In particular, we w ill derive
analytical results for the conditions that need to be fiil lled by the payo m atrix, eq. (4) in order
to nd certain spatial pattems.

3 Invasion vs. coexistence of cooperating and defecting agents

3.1 Payo s for localcon gurations

A spointed out In the previous section, the change of agent i’s \behavior", ;! (@ i), depends
on the payo of the agents in the inm ediate neighborhood, which In tum depends on the local
occupation, _;, eg. (3). In order to derive analytical conditions for the transition of ;, we thus
have to ook m ore closely at the possbl local occupation patters that shall in the follow Ing be
described by a temm K ®.Here, 2 f0;1g describes whether the center cell is occupied by either a
defector or a cooperator, and s 2 £0;1;2;3;4g gives the total num ber of cooperators in the nearest
neighborhood. E xam ples for possble con gurations in the neighborhood of a defector are shown in
eq. (15):

N Ao
Qg
~ oo
" Qo uU
U oo

4 3 2 1 0

0 0 0 0 0

O foourse, for any given number s 2 £1;2;3qg, there are di erent local occupation pattems possble
that m ay result from exchanging the positions of the agents in the neighborhood.But, as we have
sen from eg. (11), it is not really the position of agents that m atters here, but only the num ber
of cooperators and defectors in the local neighborhood, eq. (10). T herefore, K § provides su clent

Inform ation about the local con guration. The possble con gurations for K §, where a cooperator

occupies the center cell are analogous to eq. (15).

For each possble realization of K °, the respective payo of the agent in the center, a® can be
calculated according to eg. (11). The resuls are given by egq. (16) for cooperators and defectors
both in term s of an analytical expression and for a particular realization of the payo m atrix, eq.

9/34



Frank Schweitzer, Laxm idhar Behera, Heinz M uhlenbein:
Evolution of C ooperation in a Spatial P risoner’s D ilemm a
Advances in Com plkx System s, vol 5, no. 2-3, pp. 269299

(4), fR;S;T;Pg= £3;0;5;1g which are the \classical" values):

cooperator defector
aj = R =30 a5= T =59
a= B|ES _95 aj= LFE -49
a%= 2Rzzs — a(2)= 2T-22P - 39 16)
al= R +438 _ 05 al= I +43P _ o9
al = S =00 ag= P =190

From eg. (16), we notice that the payo a® increases with the number of cooperators s in the
neighborhood, ie. for a particular

a®> a® v (s2 f1;:34q) @7
yields. Further, taking the relations of egs. (5), (6) into account, it is obvious that always

a, = maxfaj;alg
a; = minfaj;alg 18)

a;g > aj (s2 £0;1;::549)

Com paring egs. (17), (18) with the condiions (7)—(9), we can also verify that the payo s in the
current form ful 11 the general requirem em ents for the nperson PD . Based on these general con-—
siderations, in the follow Ing we discuss the di erent conditions that arise in the spatial case for the
nvasion or the coexistence of cooperators and defectors.

3.2 Conditions for invasion and coexistence

Basically, the update rule of eq. (14) determ ines w hether a cell is \iInvaded" by a particular sub—
population (ie.whether the agent adopts the respective behavior) . It depends on the local payo
received in com parison with the payo s of the neighboring sites. In order to nd the conditions
for Invasion and coexistence, we need to concentrate on the border region between the dom ains of
cooperators and defectors that is sketched in Fig.4.K f describes the localcon guration inside the
dom ain of cooperators, while K { describbes the local con guration inside the dom ain of defectors.
Further, the possbl con gurations that can be found only In the border region are given. T he
local con gurations K % and K f are not listed there because they are com plktely unstabl. T hese
con gurations receive the lowest payo and therefore, ifthey initially exist, vanish w ithin the next
generation and do not need to be taken into acoount for the discussion of the further evolution.

In order to elucidate the dynam ics at the border, we w ill separately discuss the two possble cases:
() Ivasion ofcon gurationsK § \owned" by defectors into neighboring con gurationsK § \owned"
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Figure 4: Sketch of the possbl neighboring con gurations in a border region between dom ains of
cooperators K f) and defectors K 8) .

by cooperators, and (i) the reverse case. Note that the cooperator (1) and the defector (0) are
always on adpcent sites. T he Invasion process, ie. the occupation of the center cell by an agent of
the opposite subpopulation shallbe indicated by an arrow ) .The results for case (i) are listed in
Tablk 1 and are explained below .

Tabl 1: Invasion of con gurations K § \owned" by defectors into con gurations K § \owned" by
cooperators in the border region, F ig. 4.

con guration necessary conditions stationary state

Ky) K7 ag > af com plete invasion

Kj) K7

KZ) K7 aZ > af unstable

K&) K7 al > al coexistence (d)

Kg) K7 a; > af

KZ) K7 a2 < a3 coexistence ()
ag < a?

T he defective behavior can invade the whole spatial population w ithout any exocsption (n a de-
termm inistic case), if the bwest possbl payo for defectors, aé, is larger than the highest possble
payo for collaborators, a‘l1 . A ctually, the payo ag does not m atter here, because in the respec—
tive con guration K 8, there is no cooperator left to adopt the defective strategy. Because always
ag > a; > aj > a}, eq. (17), this kads to the necessary condition for the com plkte invasion of
defectors into the dom ain of cooperators:

ag > af 19)
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T he two ram aining cases that lead to coexistence w illbe explained together w ith the next table, as

well as the special case of K g .

For the case (i), invasion of con gurations K § \owned" by cooperators into con gurations K §
\ow ned" by defectors, the results for the possible cases are listed in Table 2. F irst, we notice that a

Table 2: Invasion of con gurationsK § \owned" by cooperators into con gurationsK § \owned" by
defectors in the border region, F ig. 4.

con guration necessary conditions stationary state

K?) K} aj > ag coexistence (a)

K?) K§ aj > ag C m ajprity

K?) K¢ aj > a3 stationary dom ains

K?) K} aj > ag coexistence ()

K?) K} aj > ag C m nority

K?) K¢ aj < a3 spatial chaos
a(z) > aj > a% coexistence ()

K7) K¢ ag > aj > al C m nority

am all clusters

KZ) K¢

KZ) K¢ not possble

K{) Kg

Ki) Kg

Ki) Ko

com pkte invasion of cooperators into the whole population is not possible, because the necessary
condition a% > ag , le. the owest possblk payo for cooperators is larger than the highest possble
payo fordefectors, isnever fl lled.Further, from eq. (18) we realize that con guration K § cannot
be nvaded by K ; because the form er payo is always higher. But con guration K 7 could always
nvade a neighboring con guration K g 1 if the condition

al>a ' (s2 £2;3;49) (20)

would be satis ed.As eq. (16) shows, this is not always the case, but provided suiabl valies of
T and P, it can be possbl. T hus, K 12 could Invade a neighboring con guration K é, and K f could
invadeboth K ¢ and K } .However, we recallthat K ; and K ? cannot invade K § because ofeq. (18).
T hism eans that the invasion of cooperation necessarily stops at som e point.

On the other hand, K § and could nvade K ; and K ? because ofeq. (18).But this kind of invasion
does not happen ifeq. (20) is satis ed. T hiscan be explained by looking at F ig. 5 w here the payo s
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In the border region are shown under the assum ption that eq. (20) is valid. In the exam ple shown,
thepayo ofcon guration K g ishigherthan K 12 orK 13 because ofeq. (18).But because ofeq. (20),
aj > a3, thus the ivasion of K § cannot take place, ie. the border rem ains at its current position.
A sin ilar explanation holds for the rem aiing case K &

aj

3
=)

payo

2 3 0
aj orajy ap

Figure 5:Payo sin theborder region between dom ains of cooperators K f) and defectors K 8) w ith
the assum ption that eg. (20) isvalid. It explains that con guration K g cannot Invade neighboring
con gurations K 12 or K f because of the higher payo of con guration K f that \backs" them from
the other side.

In conclusion, one (strong) condition for coexistence is given by eq. (0). For s 2 £2;3;4g this
m eans basically three di erent inequalities. Ifall of them are satis ed, the cooperators becom e the
globalm aprity, because they are always allowed to nvade K é, K g, w hereas defectors In K g who
could possbly invade the cooperation dom ain are stopped, as explained above. W e could relax
the condition of eq. (20) that causes this stop. So, kt us assum e the case that only two of the
coexistence nequalities are satis ed, ie.

a$>all (s2£2;39; ai< a] @1)

T hen, the defector con guration K g can invade the cooperation con gurations K 12, K 13, which
eventually leads to the dom Ination of defectors, ie. the cooperators becom e a globalm inority. W e
note that in this case we willnot nd stable coexisting dom ains, but a nonstationary pattem that
appears to be gpatial chaos, as also shown in the next section.

If the strong condition for coexistence, eq. (20) is not satis ed, a weaker condition for coexistence
could still hold true:

ag s al > aj 2 (s 2 £3;49) (22)
T hisocondition would Jead to an even greater dom ination ofdefectors, because only the con guration
K é can be invaded by cooperators, while all other ones are protected from this. In this case, aswe
w ill also show by m eans of com puter sin ulations, the cooperators willonly survive in very small
clusters.

13/34



Frank Schweitzer, Laxm idhar Behera, Heinz M uhlenbein:
Evolution of C ooperation in a Spatial P risoner’s D ilemm a
Advances in Com plkx System s, vol 5, no. 2-3, pp. 269299

A very special case arises if none of the above coexistence Inequalities are satis ed, but instead
either one of the follow ing conditions holds:

1 4 2
ap < aj < ag @3)
2 4 3 1
ag< a;; a;< a @4)
a8< af; a§< aé< ai (25)

In this case, if we start from the special nitial condition of only two dom ains separated by a
plnar interface, we nd that this is also a stable con guration.But any deviation from this initial
condiion will eventually lead to an invasion of defectors. In particular, if we start from a random

Initial distribution of cooperators and defectors, invasion of defectors w ill alw ays take place under
one of the conditions de nded by egs. (23)-(25). T herefore, this case has been nam ed unstabke
coexistence (d) In Table 1. It denotes the transition from the case of com plete invasion of defectors
to the case of stable coexistence between cooperators and defectors.

The only ram aining case to be explained is K g in the border region, which arises if cooperation
nvades into the dom ain ofdefection from di erent sides.T hen, it can happen that a single defecting
agent is trapped w ithin the dom ain of cooperators. Because of aé > a‘ll, defection w ill Invade all
neighboring sites during the next generation, thisway lading to a con guration K g In the border
region. This could kad to a growth of the dom ain of defectors if the conditions for com plte
nvasion, eg. (19) is satis ed (see also Tablk 1).But if these conditions are not satis ed, there are
various possibilities dependent on whether three, two or one of the Inequalities for coexistence are
satis ed (see also Tablk 2).K 8 is surrounded by other con gurations K &, K g or K S in the larger
neighborhood. If eq. (20) is valid and only K &, K g are present, then in the next generation they
w il be occupied by cooperators, as explained above, lkaving the defector in the central cell in its
trapped situation, again. So, a cycke ofK g and K g alemating is created. IfK 8 ispresent, thiswill
create a stable border between the spatial dom ains of cooperators, this way lading to coexistence
as explained above, too. Ifeq. (1) is valid and K S is present, this w ill lead to the splitup of the
dom ains of cooperators. If eq. (22) is valid and K 3 is present, this will lead to a growth of the
defector dom ain.

In the follow ng section, we w ill apply the analytical condiions derived for the Invasion and coex—
istence of cooperators and defectors to nd out critical values of the payo m atrix that m ay lead
to the predicted spatial pattems.

4 Critical payo values for invasion and coexistence

4.1 D erivation of a phase diagram

T he investigations of the previous section have provided usw ith a set of Inequalities for the payo s
a®, in order to nd certain pattems of nvasion and coexistence of cooperators and defectors. T he
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possible payo s a®, eq. (16) depend on the set of variables fR ;S ;T ;P g of the payo m atrix, eqg.
(4).In the ollow Ing, we x thevaluesforR = 3 and S = 0, ie. the payo s for a cooperating agent
i, to the standard values, and this way derive the critical conditions for the payo s for a defecting
agent, T and P .W ith the known payo s a®, eg. (16), we nd from the di erent inequalities (20)
the follow ing set of conditions:

4

@ aj7a ) 3T+P =12
©) a;7 a: ) 2T + 2P = 9
© at7a) ) T+3P =6 26)
@ aj7a ) 2T + 2P = 12
© a7a ) T+3 =09
6 ai7ay ) T+3P =12
A dditionally, we always have
3 T 6; 0 P 3 @7)

because of the inegs. (5), (6).W ih these restrictions, we are ablk to plt a phase diagram in the
fP ;T g param eter space, F'ig. 6 where the conditions (26) m ark the di erent boundaries between
the phases. The Iabels A -E In Fig. 6 denote the param eter regions associated w ith the di erent
stationary pattems and shallbe explained in detail in the ollow Ing.

42 Complete invasion of defectors (region E)

For the com plkte invasion of defectors into the dom ain of cooperators, the necessary condition of
eq. (19) apples, ie.

T+ 3P
—— >R (28)
4
W ih the xed values forR and P and eq. 27) we nd
12 3P <T<o6 if 2<P <3 (29)

T his condition de nes region E In the param eter space shown in Fig. 6. Thus, for the appropriate
fT ;P g values the stationary state is always entirely dom inated by the defectors regardless of the
initial conditions, therefore no fiirther com puter sin ulations are presented here.

4.3 Coexistence with a m ajprity of cooperators (region A )

C oexistence betw een cooperators and defectors becom es possibl ifeq. (20) is fiil Iled.A swe have
shown in Sect. 3, this leads to di erent cases dependent on how m any inequalities of eq. (20) are
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Figure 6:Phase diagram in the fT ;P g param eter space for xed valuesofR = 3 and S = 0 ofthe
payo m atrix, eq. (4).Thedi erent lines result from eq. 26) @ f) andeq. 7).TheareasA E
(In di erent gray scales) indicate param eter regions that lead to particular spatial pattems in the
stationary lin it. For a detailed explanation see text. Note that the \classical" param eter values
fR;S;T;Pg= £3;0;5;1g are just on the borderbetween regionsC and D .

satis ed. Ifallofthem are ful lled, this Jeads to the conditions:

2R + 2S T+ 3P 3R+ S 2T + 2P 3T+ P
> ; > ; R> —

30
4 4 7 4 4 ! 4 G0)

W ih the xed values orR and S we nd:
T+3P <6; 2T+2P < 9; 3T+ P < 12 (31)

w here additionally eq. 27) applies. T he solution is then given by:

3 <T< 4 % if 0 <P < 075
3 <T< 6 3P if 075 <P < 190
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These two conditions de ne region A ofFig. 6.Eq. (33) gives the respective payo sa®, eq. (16) for
the choosen set of param eters, fR ;S ;T ;P g= £3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g. The a® can be used to verify the
general considerations of Sect. 3. T hey are printed here to sim plify the com parison.

O O e
30 225 15 0:75 00 35 2775 20 125 05

(33)

Note that the a are the sam e as in the \classical" case, eg. (16) since they only depend on the
values of R and S that are not changed. For the approprate fT ;P g values the stationary state
alw ays show s a coexistence betw een cooperators and defectors w here the cooperators are am a prity.
N ote, that this param eter region is just opposite to the region E , F ig. 6 where the stationary state
is characterized by an extinction of the cooperators.

T he coexistence between cooperators and defectors shall be also dem onstrated by m eans of com —
puter sin ulations. To elucidate the dynam ics, we have choosen two di erent initial conditions for
the sin ulations, shown in Fig.7.T he keft part ofFig. 7 show s a regular situation ofonly one cluster
of cooperators is a sea of defectors, ie. the cooperators are the absolite m inority. For this initial
condition, Fig. 9 show s the evolution of the global frequency for the di erent param eter regions A ,
B and C .The right part ofF ig. 7 show s a random Initial distribbution of cooperators and defectors
w ith the sam e iniial frequency, £ (0) = 05. In order to study the In uence of the initial frequency
on the Iong-tem dynam ics, we w illalso choose random distributions w ith di erent values of £ (0).

Figure 7: Iniial spatial distrdbutions of cooperators (grey) and defectors (plack) on a CA of size
N = 40 40, used forthe com puter sin ulations: (left) O ne cluster of 9 cooperators, £ (0) = 0:0056,
(right) random spatial distrdbution of cooperators and defectors, shown for £ (0) = 05.

From the com puter sin ulations shown In Fig.2 and Figs. 8, 11, we can draw the follow ing conclu—
sions In agreem ent w ith the general discussion in Sect. 3 and the discussion of Fig. 2 in Sect.22:
W e observe the form ation of gpatial dom ains of cooperators that are separated by narrow regions
of defectors. O nly the special case of a singular initial cluster shown in Fig. 8 leads to a regular
stationary nalpattem where cooperators and defectors are clearly separated into two dom ains. In
the stationary statewe nd a stabk coexistence betw een cooperators and defectors. T he cooperators
becom e them aprity (f > 0:5) alm ost independent of their nitial spatial con guration and initial
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P VN
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Figure 8: T in e series of the gspatial distribbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (plack) on
a CA ofsize N = 40 40.The tim e is given by the num bers of generations in brackets. Iniial
condiion: O ne cluster of 9 cooperators, Fig. 7 (left). Param eters for the payo m atrix, eq. 4):
fR;S;T;Pg= £30;0:0;3:5;05g (region A).

©)

1

0.8 |
0.6 |
h A
0.4 t
0.2 |
0 < o]
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Figure 9: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eq. (1), vs. tine (umber of generations). Iniial
condition: O ne cluster of 9 cooperators, Fig. 7 (left), £ (0) = 0:0056. Param eters for the payo
m atrix, eq. (4), fR;S;T;Pg: @A) £3:0;0:0;3:5;05g (region A), B) £3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g (r=gion B),
C) £30;00;45;10g (r=gion C).

frequency as shown in Fig. 9A and Fig.11.The stationary frequency is alm ost constant (w ith very
an all periodic changes).

44 Coexistence with a m inority of cooperators — spatial chaos (region B)

Ifonly two of the coexistence conditions are satis ed, ie.eq. (21) applies, this keads to:

2R + 28 T+ 3P 3R 2T + 2P 3T+ P
> ; DT g T (34)
4 4 4 4 4

W ih the xed values orR and S,we nd:

T+3;P <6; 2T+2P < 9; 3T+ P > 12 (35)
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Figure 10: Final (steady state) spatial distribution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (polack)
on a CA ofsize N = 40 40. Iniial condiion: random spatial distrbbution of cooperators and
defectors, kft: £ (0) = 05, middle: £ (0) 0:75, right: £ (0) = 0:9. Param eters: fR;S;T;Pg =
£30;0:0;35;05g (region A).

]
0.8 :
0.6 :

C
0.4 b ]
a
0.2 | ]
0 I I I
0 10 20 30 40

Figure 11: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eq. (1), vs. tine (number of generations). The
data have been obtained from simulations w ith three di erent initial frequencies: @) £ (0) = 035,
©) £0) = 075, (©) £(0) = 09. See also Fig. 10 for the nal spatial distrbutions. P aram eters:
fR;S;T;Pg= £3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A ).

W ih eg. (27), this eventually resuls In the solution:
P .

4 §<T<4:5 P if 0< P < 0{75 (36)

This condition de nes region B of Fig. 6. Eq. (37) gives the regpective payo s a®, eg. (16) for

the choosen set of param eters, fR ;S;T ;P g= £3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g. The a® can be used to verify the
general considerations of Sect. 3.

aj ay af ap aj 2 a3 a5 ap 2o
30 225 15 075 09 39 305 22 135 05

@7
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For the appropriate fT ;P g values, there is alw ays a nonstationary coexistence betw een cooperators
and defectors w here the cooperators are a m inority. T his is also shown for the two di erent initial
conditions, Fig. 7 iIn the com puter sim ulations ofFig. 12, Fig. 13, Fig. 9B and Fig. 14.

Figure 12: T In e series of the spatial distribbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (plack) on
a CA ofsize N = 40 40. The tine is given by the numbers of generations in brackets. Initial
condiion: O ne cluster of 9 cooperators, Fig. 7 (left). Param eters for the payo m atrix, eq. 4):
fR;S;T;Pg= £30;0:0;3:9;05g (region B).

2 N B

Figure 13: Spatial distrdbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (olack) on a CA of size N =
40 40 after G = 100 generations. N ote, that there is no stationary pattem asym ptotically. Initial
condition : random spatialdistribution of cooperators and defectors, left: £ (0) = 05, m iddle: £ (0) =
0:75, right: £ (0) = 09.Param eters: fR;S;T;Pg= £3:0;0:0;3:9;0:5g (region B).

The tin e serdes of F ig. 12 { that should be com pared to F ig. 8 for param eter region A { show sthat
the Iniial cluster of cooperators rst grow s, but then splits up nto an aller clusters, w hich grow,
split up again and m ay dissappear. T his leads to a non-stationary spatial distrbution even in the
Iong run. In fact, it has been already argued by Nowak [32] that this regin e can be characterized
as gpatiotem poral chaos. If we look for the tim e dependence of the global frequency in this case,
Fig. 9B and Fig. 14, we nd no convergence to a (quasi)stationary value as in Fig. 11, but rather
large vardations over tim e. N otew orthy, In the average the global frequency of cooperators is below
0.5, ie.they are indeed the m inority alm ost independent of the iniial frequencies. Further, we note
that the cooperators still form large clusters, as shown Fig. 13 that can be com pared to Fig. 10 for
region A .
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0 10 20 30 40

Figure 14: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eq. (1), vs. tine (number of generations). The
data have been cbtained from simulations w ith three di erent iniial frequencies: @) £ (0) = 035,
©) £0) = 075, (©) £(0) = 09. See also Fig. 13 for the nal spatial distrbutions. P aram eters:
fR;S;T;Pg= £30;0:0;3:9;05g (region B).

45 Coexistence w ith cooperators in sm all clusters (region C)

Eventually, we also show exam ples for the weaker coexistence condition, eg. (22). In this case, the

conditions are given as:
2T + 2P 3R+ S T + 3P 3T+ P 2T + 2P
> > ; >R > — (38)
4 4 4 4 4

Wih R = 3and S = 0, this resuls In:

T+3P <9; 2T+33P < 12; 2T+ 2P > 9; 3T+ P > 12 (39)
w here additionally eq. (27) applies. T he solution ofeqg. (39) is then given by:

4 P=3 <T< 9 3P if 15 <P < 1875
4 P=3 <T< 6 P if 075 <P < 15 (40)
45 P <T< 6 P if 00 <P < 0:5

T hese three conditions de ne region C of Fig. 6.Eq. (41) gives the respective payo s a®, eg. (16)
for the choosen set of param eters, fR;S;T;Pg= £3:0;0:0;45;1:0g. The a® can be used to verify
the general considerations of Sect. 3.

aj ay aj ap ay 2 a3 a5 ap 2o
30 225 15 095 09 45 3625 25 1875 190

(41)
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For the appropriate fT ;P g values, the stationary states are characterized by a stabk coexistence
between cooperators and defectors w here the cooperators survive only in am all clisters, while the
defectors dom nate. This is also shown for the two di erent iniial conditions of Fig. 7 in the
com puter sin ulation of Fig. 15, Fig. 16, Fig. 9C and Fig.17.

. ) . (10)

Figure 15: T In e serdes of the spatial distrbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (polack) on
a CA ofsize N = 40 40. The tine is given by the numbers of generations in brackets. Initial
condiion: O ne cluster of 9 cooperators, Fig. 7 (left). Param eters for the payo m atrix, eq. 4):
fR;S;T;Pg= £3:0;0:0;4:5;1:0g (region C).

Figure 16: Final (steady state) spatial distrbbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (polack)
on a CA ofsize N = 40 40. Iniial condiion: random spatial distrbbution of cooperators and
defectors, keft: £ (0) = 05, middle: £ (0) = 0:75, right: £ (0) = 09. Param eters: fR;S;T;Pg =
£3:0;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 {
Indicates that the initial cluster grow s only very little in size, ie. from 9 to 13 cooperators, and then
rem ains stable at itsborders. H ow ever, ifthe lnitialcon guration would havem ore than one cluster,
then not allof them m ay survive. If two cooperating clisters are very near, then the con guration
K 51 m ay appear between them , which leads to an Invasion of the defectors In the next step and the
further discussion of Sect. 32 applies. Thus, several am all clusters m ay only suxrvive if there is a
certain distance between them . This can be also seen in Fig. 16 that show s the stationary spatial
distrbutions for param eter region C , in com parison to Fig. 10 for region A and Fig. 13 for region
B .W e dbserve only very am all clusters at a certain distance, the number of which firther depend
on the iniial frequency of cooperators. T he evolution of the global frequency, Fig. 9C and Fig.17,
also clearly show s that the cooperators survive only asa sn allm nority, w hich should be com pared
to Fig.1l and Fig. 14.
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Figure 17: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eg. (1), vs. tine (number of generations). The
data have been cbtained from simulations w ith three di erent iniial frequencies: @) £ (0) = 035,
©) £0) = 075, (©) £(0) = 09. See also Fig. 16 for the nal spatial distrbutions. P aram eters:
fR;S;T;Pg= £30;0:0;4:5;10g (region C).

4.6 Specialcase ofunstable coexistence (region D)

T he last case to be discussed is the special case ofeq. 23)—(25), which leads to coexistence only for
very special initial conditions, as discussed In Sect.32.From egq. (23), we nd:

T + 3P 2T + 2P
— < R < —

42
4 4 “2)
W ith R = 3,S = 0, we have ollow Ing conditions:
T<12 3P ; T< 6 P 43)
w here additionally eq. (27) applies. T his leads to the solution:
6 P<T<6 if 0<P <3 (44)
Sin ilarly, the specialcase ofeq. R4) with R = 3, S = 0 and eg. 7) lads to:
2T + 2P 3R+ S T + 3P
— <R ; <
4 4
2T + 2P < 12 ; 9< T+ 3P 45)
w ith the solution:
3<T<6 P if 2<P <3 (46)
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w hile the special case of eg. (25) results in:

3T+ P 2R + 2S T + 3P 3R + S
— < R 3 < <
4 4 4
3T+ P < 12 ; 6< T+ 3P <9 @7)
w ith the solution:
3 <TK 12 _P if 10 <P < 20
12°p (48)
6 3P < TK B if 075 <P < 190

T he three solutions (44), (46), (48) together de ne param eter region D of Fig. 6. Provided the
approprate fT ;P g values, we cbserve in this case only an unstabk coexistence of cooperators and
defectors, ie. for an random initial distribution the dynam ics will always ¥ad to an invasion of
the defectors until a com plete extinction of the cooperators { rather sim ilar to the dynam ics in the
adpoent param eter region E . O nly for the special case of two dom ains w ith a straight border, the
coexistence ram ains stable.

Looking at the phase diagram of Fig. 6, we notice that region D separates the regions of stable
coexistence A € ) from the region ofcom plete nvasion ofdefectors £ ), ie.D denotesthe transition
region between the two di erent stationary regin es, and the borderbetween the two regionsC and
D Just m arks the transition from stability (ie. stable coexistence) to instability (ie. unstabl
coexistence) . W e further notice that the \classical" param eter values fR ;S;T ;P g= £3;0;5;1g are
Just on the border between regions C and D , ie. for a random initial distrbbution the classical
spatial 5person gam e w ill always lead to the com plete Invasion of defectors and the extinction of
cooperators, as already cbserved by m eans of com puter sim ulations.

4.7 D ynam ics at the border regions

So far, we have discussed the dynam ics for the pure param eter regions, A -E . H ow ever, the question
of interest ishow the system behaves ifwe choose the param eters of the payo m atrix on the border
between two such regions.W e have already m entioned the case ofthe C P border, that m arks the
transition from (stable) coexistence to invasion. Fig. 18 presents results of com puter sin ulations
forthe A B and B £ border.

Aswe e from the tin e evolution of the global frequencies, the dynam ics in this case is basically
the sam e as for region B, ie. there is no (quasi)stationary regin e as for regions A orC , and we
m ay expect a spatiotem poral chaos again. D egpite this, the average global frequency in the long
run is also decreasing w hen going from region A to C .In Fig. 18 (left), ie.on theborderA B it is
below the values of region A , w here the cooperators appear as a m a prity, Fig. 11, but above the
values of region B , where they already appear as a m inority, Fig. 14. But in Fig. 18 (right), ie. on
theborderB 1 it isbelow the values of region B , but still above the values of region B , w here the
cooperators appear as a ckarm a priy, Fig. 17.
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Figure 18: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eq. (1), vs. tin e (hum ber of generations). T he data
have been obtained from simulations with three di erent initial frequencies: @) £ (0) = 05, b)
£f(@©)= 075, (c) £(0)= 09.Param eters for fR ;S;T ;P g: (ft) £3:0;0:0;3:833;05g (pborderbetween
regions A and B), (right) £3:0;0:0;4:0;0:5g (porderbetween regionsB and C).

4.8 N owak’s results revisited

For the param eter region B we already m entioned the existence of spatiotem poral chaos in the
distribbution of cooperators and defectors. Thishasbeen rst ocbserved by Nowak [B2]by m eans of
com puter sin ulations. Based on our detailed theoretical Investigations above, we are now able to
derive the critical param eter values for N ow ak’s sim ulations.

D i erent from the standard values of the prisoner'sdilemm a, fR ;S;T ;P g= £3;0;5;1g, Nowak has
used the ollow Ing values for the payo m atrix:

fR ;S ;T ;P g= £1;0;b;0g (49)

ie.allpayo s are xed, whik only the payo for the defecting agent playing w ith a cooperating
agent is an adjistable value, b. In order to fiil 11 the conditions for the payo , egs. (5), 6), b can
have only values of 1 < b< 2.Further, we notice that the payo m atrix given by eq. (49) does not
strictly il 11the conditions of the prisoner’'s dilemm a, because ofP = S in this case.

W e can now apply the conditions derived for the di erent regions to the payo m atrix ofeq. (49).
The results are given in Tabl 3.

W enote again that these regionshave been found in 32]by m eansofcom puter sin ulations, whilewe
have con m ed the resultsbased on an analytical investigation of the stability conditions. Further,
we want to point out that the other two dynam ical regimn es, ie. E : com plete invasion of defectors
and D :unstable coexistence, do not exist for the payo m atrix, eq. (49).
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Tabl 3: Param eter range of the payo b, eq. (49) to obtain the di erent spatial pattems in the
asym totic state.

stationary state condiion range ofb valies
A : coexistence w ith large dom ains of cooperators eg. (30) 10< b< 133
B : coexistence w ith spatial chaos eqg. (34) 133< b< 15

C : coexistence w ith an all clusters of cooperators eg. (38) 15< b 20

5 1Interactions in a larger neighborhood

In this section, we want to in plem ent the \exact" (or com plte) 5person gam e for the oneshot
PD gam e on the square Jattice —which is to our know Jledge not investigated so far. Since the payo

m atrix for the 5-person gam e has been com puted in this paper using the concept of the 2-person
gam e, Sect. 2 2, we w ill continue to explain the dynam ics of the 5-person gam e in term s of 2-person
gam es. So far, we have Investigated the spatial 5-person gam e under the assum ptions given in Sect.
22, nam ely (i) decom position into ndependent, sin ultaneous 2-person gam es, (i) each agent only
playsw ith itsm nearest neighbors.Thishas reduced the gam e tom 2-person gam es played by each

agent.

In the follow ing, we want to discuss a di erent variant of the gam e which instead of (i) assum es
that In a neighborhood of n = 5 each agent plays a 2-person gam e w ith every other agent in
this neighborhood. For a given neighborhood, this increases the number of 2-person gam es to
m n=2 = 10.W e further have to take into acoount that agent i itself is additionally part of
m di erent neighborhoods of size n = 5 centered around its nearest neighbors at the positions
iy (0= 1;:ym). This results in the consideration of a larger neighborhood of size n = 13 that
Includes also the r second nearest neighbors of agent i (see Fig. 1). T he total num ber of 2-person
gam es played independently in this larger neighborhood is given by m n®=2 = 50, but we can easily
verify that agent i at position j= 0 participates only in 20 of these. Speci cally, he plays 4 gam es
In his \own neighborhood" (j = 0) and 4 tin es 4 gam es in the neighborhoods of his neighbors
(3= 1;:xym ). In these 20 gam es, he m eets always twice (Inh two di erent 5-person gam es) both
w ith hism nearest neighbors and w ith the neighboring agents at the positions j= 6;8;10;12, but
only once w ith the agents at the second nearest neighbor positions j= 5;7;9;11 (cf.Fig.1).

This n tum resuls in a di erent payo , dependent on the num ber of cooperators and defectors

In the larger neighborhood of agent i. Since the payo is again calculated from the independent
2-person gam es, we can stilluse eq. (11) for a;, but we have to recalculate the fractions zil and zg
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according to them odi ed gam e. Ie. eq. (10) has to be replaced by:

0 1
L g, . A
Z; = m 2 | i i H Zi =1 Z; ( 2 fO;lg) (50)

j=1 32 5;7;9;11
Eg. (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 if they are not adpoent to his place (ie.
J 2 5;7;9;11), this Interaction occurs lss frequently { or, the payo is counted with a sm aller
weight, regpectively.

W e do not intend to give here a detailed analysis of thism odi ed case, the e ect of the weighted
Interaction In the larger neighborhood shallbe rather dem onstrated by som e com puter sim ulations
that allow a com parison to the previous resuls. For the dynam ics ofthem odi ed gam e the update
rule, egs. (13), (14) stillapplies, ie.agent iadoptsthe C orD behavior from the agent that received
the highest payo 1n is neighborhood ofn = 5. T he param eters of the payo m atrix, eq. (4) have
been choosen In region A of the phase diagram , Fig. 6, where we found the spatial coexistence
defectors (as the m inority) and cooperators (as the m aprity), the payo values a® are given by eg.
(33).

For the com puter sin ulations, we have again used the iniial spatial con gurations shown in Fig.
7, ie. etther one an all cluster of cooperators, or a random Intial distrbution of cooperators and
defectors w ith di erent intial frequencies.F ig. 19 { that shallbe com pared to F ig. 8 { show sthat in
them odi ed case thedom ain ofcooperators considerably increases, ie. it reachesf = 0:95 com pared
to £ = 0:52.Further the dynam ics occurs faster (com pare the snapshot after 30 generations in F ig.
8 w ith the one after 20 generations in Fig. 19) and the border between the two dom ains rem ains
plnar during the evolution.

.(5) nao){ ‘(20)[ A 30)

Figure 19: T in e serdes of the gspatial distribbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (plack) for
the m odi ed gam g, eq. (50). T he tin e is given by the num bers of generations in brackets. Initial
condition: O ne cluster of 9 cooperators, Fig. 7 (left). Param eters for the payo m atrix, eq. (4):
fR;S;T;Pg= £30;0:0;3:5;05g (region A).

The In uence of the larger neighborhood on the evolution of the spatial pattems becom es m ore
visble when we start the sin ulations from a random initial distribution, as shown in Fig. 20. The
corresponding evolution of the global frequency f (G) is shown In Fig. 21 @). These gures should
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Figure 20: T In e serdes of the spatial distrbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (plack) for
the m odi ed gam g, eq. (50). T he tin e is given by the num bers of generations in brackets. Initial
condition: £ (0) = 0:5, random spatial distribbution of cooperators and defectors, Fig. 7 (right).
Param eters: fR ;S;T ;P g= £3:0;0:0;3:5;0:5g (region A).W e note that the further evolution leads
to a nalspatialdistrbution sin ilar to the one shown in Fig. 22 (eff).

Figure 21: G Iobal frequency of cooperators, £, eq. (1), vs. tine (num ber of generations) for the
m odi ed gam e, eq. (50). T he data have been ocbtained from sinulationsw ith three di erent initial
frequencies: @) £ (0) = 05, ) £0) = 075, (©) £ (0) = 0:9. See also Fig. 22 for the nal spatial
distribbutions. Param eters: fR ;S;T;Pg= £3:0;0:0;3:5;05g (region A).

e

Figure 22: Final (steady state) spatial distrbbution of cooperators (grey) and defectors (polack)
for the m odi ed gam e, eg. (50). Initial condition: random spatial distribbution of cooperators and
defectors, keft: £ (0) = 05, middle: £ (0) = 0:75, right: £ (0) = 09. Param eters: fR;S;T;Pg =
£3:0;0:0;3:5;05g (region A).
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be com pared to Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. Starting w ith an initial frequency £ (0) = 05, we nd that the
cooperators during the rst three generations alm ost cease to exist, they survive only in a few

rather am all clusters. But it is worth to be noticed that this situation then changes drastically:
the am all clusters grow Into a few large dom ains that are separated by only tiny borders form ed
by defectors. T hus, com pared to the previous sin ulations, we now nd (i) less ssparated dom ains,
and (i) a m uch greater dom ination of the cooperators in the nalstate, ie. £ = 0:95 in this case.
Interestingly, this dom ination becom es the greater, the less the Inial frequency is (cf. Fig. 21) {
but a the sam e tin e also the risk increases that cooperators die out during the rst generations. If
they survive, their \com eback" is overw heln ing.

Fig. 22 shows the spatial nal distrdbutions that correspond to the di erent frequencies in F ig.
21.W e notice that the di erent iniial frequencies £ (0) do not only have a strong In pact on nal
frequencies, but also on the num ber of dom ains form ed during the evolution. T he higher the initial
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 conclide that the m odi ed gam e, ie. the consideration of the spatially
heterogeneous interaction in the larger neighborhood m ay lad to nontrivial diversi cation in the
spatial dynam ics, which w illbe investigated in a forthcom Ing paper.

6 Conclision

In this paper we have investigated the spatial organization of cooperating and defecting agents
distribbuted on a square Jattice. From his interaction w ith other agents, each agent receives a payo

that can be com pared to the payo s of the other agents. Based on this outcom e the agent can in
the next generation adopt the m ore successfiilbehaviour, either to cooperate (C) orto defect O).

D i erent from a m ean— eld approach that assum es a panm ictic population where each agent in—
teracts w ith every other agent, we have considered a spatially restricted case, where each agent
Interacts only w ith his neighbors. This results In a gpatial 5person gam e that has been discussed
In two varants: (i) each agent interacts only w ith his four nearest neighbors, (i) each agent in the
neighborhood of 5 interacts w ith any other agent in this neighborhood. Such a distinction leads to
a di erent num ber of 2-person gam es played sin ultaneously, but independently by each agent in a
given neighborhood, ie. 4 gam es in the st case and 10 gam es in the second case.

Them ain part ofthe paper is devoted to the st case.Based on the exact calculation ofthe payo s
forthe possible encounters in a given neighborhood, w e have derived analytical expressions (In tem s
of Inequalities) to characterize the di erent spatial organizations of cooperators and defectors. T he
results are concluded in a phase diagram for the fT ;P g param eter space of the possbl payo s for
defectors, Fig. 6.W e could identify wve di erent dynam icalregim es @A -E), each characterized by a
distinct spatiotem poraldynam ics and a corresponding nal spatialdistrbution.W e found that for
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arbirary initial conditions param eters choosen from regionsE and D willalways lead to a spatial
invasion of the defectors and eventually results in a com plete extinction of the cooperators. This
steady state agreesw ith the steady state ofthem ean— eld dynam ics, w here the invasion ofdefectors
is the only possible outcom e. Ie., if the values of the payo m atrix are choosen from regions D
and E, then space plays no Ionger a role in the determ ination of the steady state, that is the sam e
regardless of w hether the Interaction occurs only between nearest neighbors or between all agents
In the system .

In addition to that we could also identify param eter regions A, B, C) characterized by a spatial
coexistence betw een cooperators and defectors.A detailed analysis could revealthe conditionsunder
w hich the cooperators could survive either as a m aprity organized in large spatial dom ains, or as
a m inority organized in am all non-stationary dom ains or in sm all clusters.

T he analytical results obtained have been further applied to a spatial gam e introduced by N ow ak
and M ay [B2]. The param eter ndings obtained there by m eans of com puter sim ulations could be
con m ed by our analytical approach.

In the last part of the paper, we have focussed on the variant (i) of the 5person gam e, where
each agent interacts w ith any other agent in his neighborhood. If this \true" 5-person game is
put on a rectangular lattice { as we did here to our know ledge for the rst tine { it resuls
In interesting e ects. Since each agent is part of di erent goatial S5person gam es (played in his
In m ediate neighborhood) the m odi cation eventually leads to the consideration of the second-
nearest neighbors.W e could show that the interaction in this larger neighborhood can be describbed
as a non-uniform spatial gam e, where each agent plays 2-person gam es m ore frequently w ith his
ad poent neighbors than w ith his second-nearest neighbors. A s the resul, we found by m eans of
com puter sin ulations that during the rst stages of the evolution the risk considerably increases
that the cooperators ceases to exist, but if they survive, they can becom e a m uch larger m a prity
than in the \sin pli ed" case (i).In tum, it is the defectors that only survive in thin borders. T his
is very interesting since true 5person gam es are rather com plkx, and it is known from m ean- eld
nvestigations that achieving cooperation becom es even m ore di cult in m ultiperson gam es. T hus,

the analytical investigations in this paper shall be also applied to the true spatial 5person gam g,
In order to reveal is critical conditions.

W e can conclude that space indeed plays a de nite role In the evolution of cooperation, because
a soatially restricted Interaction m ay lad to a global cooperation, even if individual rationality
tilts tow ard defection.Even In a oneshot PD gam e it ispossibl to nd a m a prity of cooperators,
provided a locally restricted interaction is considered.
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