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Stochastic gain in population dynamics
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We introduce an extension of the usual replicator dynantieglaptive learning rates. We show that a popu-
lation with a dynamic learning rate can gain an increasethgespayoff in transient phases and can also exploit
external noise, leading the system away from the Nash equith, in a reasonance-like fashion. The payoff
versus noise curve resembles the signal to noise ratio dustechastic resonance. Seen in this broad context,
we introduce another mechanism that exploits fluctuatiorsder to improve properties of the system. Such a
mechanism could be of particular interest in economic syste
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Game theoryi1] describes situations in which the succesfi4, 115,,16, 17], where the signal to noise ratio of a system
or payoff of an individual depends on its own action as wellis improved for intermediate noise intensities. In corittas
as on the actions of others. This paradigm can be appliethe usual stochastic resonance, a periodic force is nolviesio
to biological systems, as evolution through natural selact here, making the mechanism more similar to coherence reso-
can be viewed as an optimization process in which the fitnessiance [1_'8]. Seen in this broader context, we introduce a&moth
landscape changes with the state of the adaptive poputatiomechanism that exploits fluctuations in order to improve the
['Q]. Evolutionary game theory focuses mainly on systemgerformance of the system.
with a single fithess function for all individuals, which dein- We consider two adaptive speciesandy —each with dif-
tified with the payoff function of a gamé;:[gl, 2_1: 5]. In nature ferent strategies—that are involved in a repeated gaméh Bot
often different populations with different ambitions irdet  populations have different objectives described by payaif
with each other, as shoppers and selli_a'rs [6], attackersend dtricesP, andP,. The fraction of individuals; that adopt a
fenders {B], or males and femalé_’s [5]. Here, the payoff funccertain strategy grows proportional to the relative payoff of
tions are different for the interacting populations. A mean the strategy, the same holds for . In the presence of noise
field description of such asymmetric conflicts is given by thethis coevolution can be described by the coupled replicator
coupled replicator equations [4,5, 7]. These equations hav equations,
very rich dynamical behavior and can even display Hamilto-
nian chaosif8,,9]. In previous worki[8, 4, 5] it has been tac- % ox [ §
itly assumed that both populations have the same adaptation vi = viyl i hYi]
mechanisms. But it seems to be natural that different mecha-
nisms are applied by the interacting populations, e.gedifit ~Where . and , are the learning rates of the populations. We
adaptation rates. Here, we analyze such systems for the caggsume for simplicity that the noiseis Gaussian with auto-
that both populations have slightly different adaptaticechy ~ correlationh ¥ @ je)i= ° 5 (&  s)asin12]. We
anisms. We assume that one population can control its ow#lso follow [12] choosing reflecting boundaries. The pagoff
adaptation rate. This alters the velocity when the system igre definedas¥ = @, y)h *i=x" p vy, andsimi-
approaching the stable Nash equilibtiai [10] in strategygepa larly fory.
leading to an increased average payaf'f_ We extend the usual replicator dynamics by introducing

adaptive learning rates as
In real systems fluctuations disturbing the system are to be

expected. Such disturbances can arise from a variety of ef- x=1 tanh (x ); 2)
fects, e.g. errors of the players [11], deviations from a per ) ) _
fectly mixed population, or immigration of individuals wit Where = h *i hYiis the time dependent difference
different strategy distributions. So far, stochastic estens ~ beétween the average payoffs of the populationsand 0is

to the replicator dynamics have mainly been analyzed in th& “Perception ability” of the population. In order to maiimta
context of equilibrium selection [12,113]. Here, we showttna the basic features of the replicator dynamics, the learritey
population with adaptive learning rate can obtain an inseda MUSt be a positive function with 1 = 1, which is ensured
payoff if these fluctuations are present. For small noisenint 0¥ EG. (). For . > 0 the populatiorx learns slower if
sities the average payoff increases, while very large fasctu it is currently in a goqd position, otherwise |t_ learns faste
tions cannot longer be exploited, leading to a decreaseeof th! "€ value of . determines how well a population can assess

average payoff. This recalls the stochastic resonanceteffeits current state. The adaptive learning rate leads to arfast
escape from unfavourable states, while on the other hand the

population tends to remain in preferable states. Othercelsoi
for , which ensure these properties mentioned above will not
traulsen@theo-physik.uni-kiel.de alter our results. In the following we will focus on a setting
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where only one population has an adaptive learning rates

in Eq. (2). Lo, 05

The noise introduced above drives the system away from
the Nash equilibrium and leads for small amplitude to a posi- b \ A ﬂ
tive gain of the population with adaptive learning rate velzer > 05 Y/ ~
for large noise amplitudes the fluctuations smear out the tra = \/ v
jectories in phase space so strongly that they can no lorgger b 05
exploited. Hence, we expect an optimal noise effect forinte 0.0l - - 0 500 1000
mediate values of. In order to be able to compare the payoffs 0.0 ; : t

of both populations we assume that the dynamics starts from

the Nash equilibrium. . . FIG. 1: Matching pennies: Comparison between the beha¥iar o
As a first example, we consider the zero sum game “matchygpylation with constant learning rate, i.. = 0, (thin lines) and a

ing pennies” {3, 19]. Here, both players can choose betweepopulation with adaptive learning rate (perception apilit = 10,
two options 1. Player one wins if both players select thethick lines). The opponent has in both cases a constantiheprate
same option and player two wins otherwise. The game is de-y = 1. Left: Trajectories in strategy space. Arrows show theaect

scribed by the payoff matrices field of the replicator dynamics. Populati@nhas positive (negative)
average payoff in gray (white) areas. Right: Time develapnué

+1 1 the average payoff of the population. The adaptive learning rate
Py = 1 +1 P, : 3 increases the time intervals in which the correspondingujation

has a positive payoff, dampening the oscillations arourdNash

The replicator equations follow from Eq$: (1) and (3)as ~ auilibrium {22].

£ Zexly D Dt find for th lated payaft® h , idti
v= +2,90x D D4y @) |n1 or the average cumulated pay fi, h .xldu(,fom) .

5 8BMh2 8) 0:307. Numerical simulations yield
wherex = x, andy = y,. Let us first consider the zero noise 0308  0:005 independent of . We conclude that a pop-
limitin the case , = , = 1. As for all zero-sum games, i.e. ulation can increase its average payoff if it has an adaptive
P, = PB;, the system:{1) without noise becomes Hamilto-learningrate . > 0and if the game does not start in the Nash
nian and has a constant of motién,[20]. Here, the constant igquilibrium. The adaptation parameteinfluences only the
givenbyH &;y) = 2hk(@ x)] 2hlg@ y)} The timescaleonwhichthe Nash equilibriumis approached.
trajectories oscillate around the Nash equilibriunxat y =~ Small noise intensities drive the system away from the
1=2. H (x;y) is connected to the temporal integral of the av-fixed point and the population with the adaptive learning rat

erage payoft ,i = &% P during a period with gains an increased payoff. If the noise amplitudeecomes
h *i> 0, too large the trajectories will be smeared out homogengousl

over the positive (gray) and negative (white) payoff region

b H xoiz H 1;% in phase space (Fig:]_: 1). This implies that the average gain
h *ide= i (5 of populati d Although th
2 population one decreases to zero. Although the average
o payoff is very small even for the optimal noise intensitye th
where ;y) = (><o;%) atty, and x;y) = (%;XO) att;. cumulated payoff increases linearly in time. This means tha
If we include adaptive learning rates (2) into the systemfor long times the gained payoff accumulates to a profitable
we findB-(x;y) = 2tanh(, ) 0, vanishing for ~ value.

« = 0. Hence, adaptive learning rates dampen the oscil- As a second application we analyze the effect of adaptive
lations around the Nash equilibrium and the trajectories irlearning rates and noise on the prisoner’s dilemma. We use
thex vy plane spiral towards the Nash equilibrium wherethe standard payoff matri [21],

h ,i= h ,i= 0, see Figil. In addition, this leads to an in-
creased payoff of one population. As the matriclzjes (3) descri p. = 30 _ p.s @)
a zero sum game it is sufficient for a population if it knows its * 51 v
own current average paydff i= 2h i
Numerical simulations for , > 0 show that the temporal
integral of the payoff becomes

where rows and columns are placed in the order “cooperate”,
“defect”. As this game is not a zero sum game, the population
with the adaptive learning rate must be able to compare its

2y o 1 own average payoff with the opponent’s average payoff. The
b hoddbg ) = 3 @ Guiva) B Goivo)) (6)  replicator dynamics of this system is determined by Eds. (1)
© and {7),
@e averaged initial valuel x¢;y,) can be calculated as
01 dxodyoH xojyo) = 8. Fort ! 1 the system re- X = xx& 1A+y+ x (8)
laxes to the Nash equilibrium where = 8 n2. Hence, we vy=vyvy&¢ 1A+x)+



pansion of the prisoner’s dilemma, where the trajectoryssta
- 19 close to the Nash equilibrium. Fog = 1 the simplified noisy
replicator equations read

X

Il
o
=

X = x k& v+ o« (9a)
Y= vt y; (9b)

where %= 5 . The effect of different constant learning rates

. is discussed in[23]. The mechanism we introduce here is

0 1 5 more intricated, as the adaptive learning rate leads to a dy-

namical adjustment of the learning rate and the average of
=1+ %x y)overall possible strategies is= 1.

FIG. 2: Matching pennies: Average payoff of a populatioriwaitiap- Equation (9b) describes an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
tive learning rate against a population with constant liearrate un- -

der the influence of noise for different noise intensities (= 0 [:-24]' here the dynamics is restricted ©  y 1. The

averages ovez 14 initial conditions an2 14 time steps, see Fokker-Planck equatiot) [25] fax, = py (vitioito),
[22] for further details).

d 2

By = d_y YPy * Ed_ypy ; (10)
There is a stable fixed point in the Nash equilibristra v = o
0 where both players defect and an unstable fixed point foEaS the statlonary solutigsf = Nye ¥ '~ °, wheren ' =
mutual cooperation, i.ex =y = 1. o e’ ’= dy We find the mean valuey ( )ias

The average payoff difference under the influence of noise

is similar as in matching pennies. Small fluctuations lead th z . 1 e °
system slowly away from the Nash equilibrium and tend to hyi= dypyy = —p=—7—: (11)
increase the payoff. If the fluctuations are too large they di 0 Erf(=)

turb population with adaptive learning rates and the payeff
creases again, see Fi_b. 3. Interestingly enough, here tobh mu
noise even leads to a decreasing payoff difference.

y is a correlated stochastic process which appears irt_'E_lq. (9a)
as a multiplicative noise. Numerical simulations indiciuat
we may neglect the stochastic nature of y and replace it by

0.15 hyifor small . This leads to an approximated Fokker-Planck
equation forp, = py (x;tk0;0)
0.10 _d 2 d
y Ba= —  akBt P (12)
< 0.05 whereax) = x x%x hyi). Sincex is (similarly toy)
alsorestrictedt®@ x 1 we find the stationary solution
0.00 2 0,3 )
X 2 % Oy ix
p;=Nxexp — +— (13)

3 2

_ _ _ with the normalization constamt,. Sincex is typically of
FIG. 3: Prisoner’s dilemma: Average payoff difference ofa@pp-  the order of for 1 the termx?= 2 is finite. Therefore
lation with adaptive learning rate against a populatiorhwinstant  \ve can expand Eq'_Gl3) for’ 1 and obtain expandingki

learning rate for different noise intensities. The negapimyoffs arise . : : . . .
from the fact that we have, < , forx < y( t= 001, , =0, again an analytical expression for 1= Sxi Iy

averages ovez 1@ initial conditions and2  1d time steps).

2
h i= 5 Oiohxi= 59— 3 ¢ f (14)
In order to describe the “stochastic gain” effect analyti- d 2 4
cally we introduce a simplified model. A linearization of 5 7 >
Eq. {(8) around the stable Nash equilibrium leads for con- + %a ) 3 ; “a ) 3 + ;
stant learning rates te = X+ ywandy = Y+ g
We now analyze a game in which the replicator dynamics is N 2 .
given by these linear equations and include adaptive legrni Where = #=—— and = e = . The asymptotics of
rates based on the payoffs for the prisoner’s dilemma. WithEg. (14) can be computedas i= = 24 2 for 1
= 5k ) the adaptive learning ratg becomes andh i= °2 32 2for 1. We stress that this

«=1l+tanh6 x vy) 1+5 « vy)for ;x;y 1. simplified system which consists of a stable fixed point with
The simplified system can be viewed as a small noise exinear adaptive learning rate in the presence of noise is the
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