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In the fram ew ork of Lotka-Volterra dynam ics w ith evolutionary param eter variation, it is shown
that a system of two com peting species which is evolutionarily unstable, if left to them selves, is
stabilized by a commm on predator preying on both of them . G am e-theoretic im plications of the

results are also discussed.
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From the dom inant plants in forest vegetation to the
w ild beasts in savanna, an often encountered ecological
paradox exists in the form of stabilizing In uence of the
top predator. W hilk two species In direct com petition
rarely form a stable ecosystem , they offen coexist under
the dom inance ofa com m on predator 'E}]. Them ost ilus—
trative exam ple is found in the trophic pyram ids, where
the apex predator, the m ost savage aggressor ofall, seem
to act as the key guarantor of the stability of the whole
sy stem [gi]. For species w ith intellectual capacity, this
fact m ight be explained as a result of consciouse ort of
enlightened self-interest. But the peacekeeping fiinction
of the apex predator is so prevalent throughout ecosys-
tem s, that the existence of a sinple and universal dy—
nam ics should be suspected.

T he purpose of this paper is to understand the struc—
ture and stability of ecosystem s com posed of com peting
species in the fram ew ork of evolutionary population dy—
nam ics t_j, 'ff]. The toolwe em ploy is the Lotka-Volerra
equation w ith adiabatic param eter variation [_E'a]. In this
approach, the ecological dynam ics is determ ined by the
tin e variation of the variables representing the popula—
tion of the species, while the adiabatic param eter vari-
ation represents the behavioral evolution of the species.
The viability of a species in this fram ework is Jjudged
both by the short-tim e ecological stability of the orbit
and also by the long-tem evolutionary stability of the
shifting param eters.

W e focus sgpeci cally on a system that consists oftwo
selfsustaining but com peting species and an apex preda—
tor who preys over both com petitors. W e show that the
system evolves towards an evolutionarily stable con g-—
uration in which the warring preys are tam ed into the
peacefil coexistence. This is in contrast to the case of
tw o com petitors keft to them selves, in which there are no
evolutionarily stable solution for coexistence, and \am s
race" drives one of the com petitors into eventual extinc—
tion. W e also show that our results can be interpreted in
a gam e-theoretic language as the apex predator tuming
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FIG .1: A symbolicdiagram show ing the pecking order ofthe
three species system described by (1). The arrow s represent
the aggression and predation w ith the speci ed intensities.

the prisoner’s dilemm a between two com petitors into a
collaborative gam e.

Suppose there are two populations of com peting
species x; and x; which are preyed upon by a comm on
predator population y Fig. :14'). W e describbe the eco—
logical dynam ics of this system by the standard Lotka—
Volterra equation
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X1 = bixi aix] 2X1X) 1X1Y7 1)
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X2 = bpxy  axx) 1X1X2 2X2Yi

vy = dy+ £ 1xiy+ £ oxoy:

Here, b, b, are the reproduction rates for species x1, X2,
and a;, az, the environm ental lim itation factor to their
growth. The coe cient d isthe decay rate for the preda—
tory, and f, the e ciency of its predation. In the last
equation, a term proportionalto y? could be added for
consistency w ith other equations, but this can be shown
to Introduce sin ply a technical com plication w ithout af-
fecting the m ain line of our argum ents. A 1so, specifying
separate predation e ciencies forx; and x, m akesno es—
sential di erence, because the result can be tumed into
the original form (1) w ith rescaling of variables. T he pa—
ram eters ; and , are the aggression Intensities of the
apex predator y towards x; and x,, respectively. Sin —
ilarly, 1 and , are the aggression intensities of x; to
X, and of x; to x;1, respectively. W e assum e all param e~
ters to be positive real num bers. At this stage, we treat
allof them as xed numbers, m aking no distinction be—
tween the R om an denom nated \environm ental" param e-
ters and G reek denom inated \behavioral" param eters. A
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nontrivial xedpoitx ()= X, y)=Y K= ¥= 0)
with i= 1;2 is given by
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T he stability ofthe xed point is determm ined by the be—
havior of the linearized m ap

0 1
a1X 2X1 1X1
M= 1X2 axXo 2X oA (3)
f 1Y f oY 0

N am ely, the xed point is stable when realpart ofallthe

eigenvalies ofM determm ined by
JI M =0 (4)
is negative.
W hen the xed point is of stabl, attracting sort,

neighboring orbis form an absorbing spiral in phase
space. W e now assum e that evolutionary pressure of se—
Jection and adaptation are at work. W e can then regard
aggression intensities ;, ,, 1 and , asevolutionarily
adjustabke param eters which evolve along the path that
sin ultaneously Increase the functionsX [ 1], X2 [ 2]and
Y [ 1; 2]until they reach the optin alvalues. T here are
several indirect pieces of evidence supporting the exis—
tence of this type of adiabatic evolution am ong reallife
ecosystem s [_6,:_’2]. Tt is convenient to start w ith the m ax—
in ization condition for the apex predator@Y=@ ;j: = 0
and @Y=@ ,j; = 0 . W e then have the relations
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T hese conditions give the expressions
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The quantities X[ and X7 asfunctionsof ; and
act as the \potential surface" for the variation of ; and
>. In (5) and (6), the notation 5 dsused.

W ith the de nitions aja, and a,=a; Py,

0.0 t

Xy, X2
VR
06 A<0 ) i A0
04 | ! N
. | N
Seo ' IO
02 S b T

FIG.2: Fixed point coordinates X ; and X as functions
of 1+ 2. Theparametersarea; = 1, = 1,a = 12,
b, = 09 and d = 2. Solid line represents X ; and the dahed
X 7. The xed point is stable i the region below = but
unstable above . The region in between is unphysical.

FIG .3: Fixed point coordinates X 7 and X 7 as functions of

1 and 2. Theparametersarea; = 1, b = 1,a; = 12,
b = 09and d= 2. mtheregion 1+ 2 < o = =2
= ab=l»,both ;1 and ; have to be decreased to m ake X ;
and X ; larger.

valid param eter range for X ; and Y being positive and
stable <K < 0) isgiven by

1+ 2 <minf ; = g: (7)

T hat stability requirem ent is satis ed can be checked by
the fact that allthe coe cients ofthe third orderpolyno—
m jalequation (4) are of sam e sign w ithin this param eter
range.

The evolution of ; and , depends on their starting



? as functions of

7 and
The parameters are a; = 1, b = 1,a, = 12,
b = 09,d= 2and £ = 0:7.

FIG. 4: Aggression intensities
1 and 2.

valies. W ih a straightforward calculation, we obtain

ex { @x ;
—= < 0; <0 : + < ; 8
@1 @2 1 2 cr ()
ex{ ex;
—= <0 : + > ;
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w ithin the range of (7). T he critical aggression intensity
or Is given by

o maxf =2; =2 g: 9)

Ifthesum 1+ , isbellow ..,both ; and ; willmove
toward ; = ;= 0.Nam ely, two com peting species shall
settle for a peacefill coexistence as the comm on preys
of a predator y. On the other hand, if the sum starts
above criticalvalue, ;1 and , will increase until one of
the com peting species is extinct at that critical value.
T he situation becom es Inm ediately clear with a glance
at num erical exam ple depicted In Fjg.:_i and Fig. :_3

A crucialpoint is that them astery acts as a punisher,
according to (5), that Inhibis the ncrease of ; and .
Fjg.-'_4 serves as a graphical illistration ofthise ect; In—
creasing ; will nduce an Increase of ; that incur the
dam age upon x;. W e stress that no specialm echanisn is
assum ed fory to police the system In the outset, yet the
dynam ics seem sto explain our com m on sense observation
about apex predators.

An intriguing fact is that the critical value . is In—
versely proportional to the natural population of one of
the prey soecies, by=a; orlb,=a,. T hism eans that the co—
existence of com peting species under comm on predator
becom es a less lkelier outcom e for a system w ith richer
resources. T his seem sto give a partialexplanation to the
experim entally observed decrease of species at the base
Jevels of trophic pyram ids E_é].

W e next consider the case where the predator leaves
the scene, namely y = 0 (Fjg.:ﬁ). By setting 1 =
= 0, we obtain, n place of (6),
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T he linearized m ap now takes a two-by-two m atrix form

a1 X X
M = 141 21;
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FIG. 5:
species describbed by (1) wih 1 =

A symbolic diagram show ing the two com peting
2= 0.

FIG.6: Fixed point coordinates X { and X, for the case
w ithout the apex predator as finctions of ; and 5. X ; will
increase ; and X ; willincrease , to achieve bocaladvantage,
which w illeventually doom X 7 to extinction. T he param eters
area; = 1,bh=1,a; = 12,and b, = 09.

In place of 3). The straightforward calculation gives
the condition or X { and X } to be a viable xed point,
namely, X {, X7 > 0,< < 0, in tem s of the allowed
region for the aggression intensity as

1 <minf ; g; 2 <minhf ; = g: 12)
However, w ithin this region, we can easily check the re—
lation
X ?
@X { > 0;
@, @2

@3)

Therefore, In this case, both ;1 or , shall eventually
be increased beyond the range (12), and there is no evo—
Jutionarily stable coexisting solutions for two com peting
species. Nam ely, In the absence of the com m on m aster,
one of the com peting species is always driven to extinc—
tion by am s race of increasing ; and ;. An examplk
of this case is illustrated in Fig.

In order to fully understand the generic shape of the
ecosystam , we would have to generalize our argum ents
to m ore trophic levels than two, and also m ore species
than two w ithin a singl trophic level. To this end, this



TABLE I: The game table X{ [ 1; 2] for x; discretized at

1, 2 = a=3 (low aggressiveness, \dove") and 2a=3 (high ag—
gressiveness, \haw k"). Left hand side is the table for the case
w ith apex predator (6), and the right hand side, w thout apex
predator (10). The gam e table Xz? [1; 2] for x; is obtained
by transposition of raw and colum n. The N ash equilbrium is
indicated w ith boldface.

W ith A pex P redator N o Apex P redator

a=3 2a=3 2 a=3
n
dove hawk 1 dove

2 2a=3
IR hawk

a=3 3b 3b a=3 6b 6b
dove 8a 9a dove 8a l4a

2a=3 3b 3b

2a=3 6b 6b
hawk 9a 10a

hawk Ta 10a

work, in com bination to ourpreviouswork, isbut am od-
est start. M ore involved and sophisticated approaches of
both num erical and analytical nature m ay have to be
called for 5'_6, :_8, -'_9]. In the current work, no precise spec—
i cation for the evolutionary dynam ics ofbehavioralpa—
ram eters has been required. W hilke we stress that this is
an advantage, construction and analysis ofm ore detailed
m odels wih such soeci cations are attractive possibili-
ties.

F inally, som e rem arks In the broader context of gam e
theory [_l-(_]‘] are In order. There is an obvious gam e—
theoretic interpretation of the results (6) and (10). For

the sake of sinplicity, let us set a3 = a, = a and
b = p = b. Wenow regard ; (1= 1;2) as the con—
trol param eter of the strategy of population x; for the
gam e played between x; and x, whose payo tablesare
givenby X[ 1; 2land X 7 [ 1; 2]. To facilitate the un—
derstanding, the gam e tables for two discretized points
for 1 and ; aretabulated in Tabl I.Forthe casew ith—
out the com m on predator, (10), the gam e isa continuous
strategy version of prisoner’s dilemm a E[l:, :_l-g], whose
outcomeis ;! a, 5! awhich leadsto the extinction
of etther x; or x;. W ith the introduction of the apex
predator, the gam e tabl is tumed into one of collabo-—
rative gam e, whose outcom e is the coexistence ; ! O
and , ! 0. Note that the gam e table is sym m etrized
under the presence of the apex predator; X ; [1; 2]1=

X025 11 T his could be interpreted as the sign ofalmu-
istic behavior t_li_i]. A dvantage of having the apex preda—
tor as a \law enforoer" is evident, and the Ioss ofhalf of
the populations to the predation would be an acosptable
tradeo

In summ ary, we have established, for Lotka-Volterra
system sw ith evolutionary param eter variation, that two
com peting species are evolutionarily unstable, but can be
stabilized by the introduction of an apex predator. W e
hope this to be a start for system atic understanding of
stable ecosysteam s.
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