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Abstract. Cellularautom ata are widely used to m odelreal-world dynam ics.W e show using the D om any-

K inzelprobabilistic cellularautom ata thatalternating two supercriticaldynam icscan resultin subcritical

dynam icsin which the population dies out.The analysis ofthe originaland reduced m odelsreveals gen-

erality ofthis paradoxicalbehavior,which suggests that autonom ous or m an-m ade periodic or random

environm entalchangescan cause extinction in otherwise safe population dynam ics.O urm odelalso real-

izesanotherscenario forthe Parrondo’sparadox to occur,nam ely,spatialextensions.

PACS. 02.50.G a M arkov processes{ 05.50.+ q Lattice theory and statistics(Ising,Potts,etc.){ 87.23.Cc

Population dynam icsand ecologicalpattern form ation

1 Introduction

Ecologicaland sociologicaldynam ics are often described

bysystem soflocallyinteractingagents.Cellularautom ata

are broadly used for m odeling such dynam ics to charac-

terize,forexam ple,survivalprobability,percolation,and

criticalphenom ena,which are relevantto realsituations

[1].Am ong the classofprobabilistic cellularautom ata is

theDom any-K inzel(DK )m odel,which isatwoparam eter

fam ily ofM arkov processes on a one-dim ensionallattice

with discrete tim e [2,3].In thispaper,we reporta coun-

terintuitivephenom enon oftheDK m odel:particleseven-

tually die outwhen two supercriticalDK dynam icsalter-

natewith som eappropriateorders.Thisbehaviorisrobust

againstparam eterchanges.W e also analyze the reduced

dynam icssuch asthepairapproxim ation and a canonical

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407745v3
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m odelto guaranteethatthisphenom enon ispreserved in

m uch sim pler m odels.As a generalization,dynam ic en-

vironm entalchangescan extinguish a population even if

the snapshot dynam ics is supercriticalat any given m o-

m ent.These alternating DK dynam icsalso realize a new

scenario fortheParrondo’sparadox [4,5,6]to occur,that

is,introduction ofthe space.

2 D K m odel

In the DK m odel[2,3], each site either accom panies a

particle (denoted by � ) or is em pty (denoted by � ) at

any instant.The space can be identi� ed with a subset

of the set of integers Z,and let �n � Z be the set of

the sites that have particles at discrete tim e n 2 Z+

= f0;1;2;:::g.The stochastic evolution rule ateach site

x 2 Z is independently described by P (x 2 �n+ 1j�n) =

f(j�n \ fx� 1;x+ 1gj)wheref(0)= 0,f(1)= p1,f(2)=

p2,and (p1;p2) 2 [0;1]2.In other words,the probabil-

ity thata particle em ergesis determ ined by the num ber

ofthe particles in the nearest neighborhood in the pre-

vious tim e,as shown in Fig.1.Each realization ofthe

spatiotem poralprocessisexpressed in the form ofa con-

� guration � 2 f0;1gS = X with S = fs = (x;n) 2

Z � Z+ :x + n = eveng.The region ofthe supercriti-

calparam etersets(p1;p2)forwhich particlessurvive for

in� nite tim e with positive probability can be num erically

obtained,and itoccupiesan upper-rightarea in thep1-p2

space[2,3,7].TheDK m odelisequivalentto thedirected

bond percolation m odelon a square lattice when (p1;p2)

= (p;2p� p2)and to the directed site percolation m odel

when p1 = p2 = p [2,3,7].Another specialcase is W ol-

fram ’srule 90 determ inistic cellularautom aton [1]which

is realized with (p1;p2) = (1;0).The sim plicity of the

DK m odelenables us to investigate interesting proper-

tiesfrom the viewpointofstatisticalphysicsand applica-

tions,such asquasistationary particle density [8,9,10,11,

12],criticalphenom ena and phasetransitions[2,3,8,9,10,

11,12,13,14],survivalprobabilities [15],and duality [16,

17,18].

Let us denote by Pn(� ) the probability that an event

occursattim e n.Here an eventm eansa state ofconsec-

utivesites,ora sequenceof� and � .Forclarity,weoften

plottrajectoriesin thetwo-dim ensionalspacespanned by

the order param eters de� ned with a2(n) � Pn(� � ) and

a1(n) � Pn(� � )+ Pn(� � ).W ith a0(n)� Pn(� � ),it fol-

lows that a1(n)� 0, a2(n) � 0, and a1(n)+ a2(n) =

1� a0(n)� 1.Theorigin (a1;a2)= (0;0)isan absorbing

� xed pointcorresponding to thepopulation death.In the

following num ericalsim ulations,the lattice size is10000,

and the periodicboundary conditionsareassum ed.

W ith som e initialconditions,trajectories ofthe DK

m odelareshown in Fig.2(a)for(p1;p2)= (0.52,1)(thin

lines)and for (0.76,0.76)(thick lines).The DK dynam -

icscorresponding to these param etersetsare term ed dy-

nam ics A and dynam ics B ,respectively.W hen p2 = 1,

particlesem erge ordie only atkinkswhere � and � face

each other.In this case,the dynam icsofkinks are iden-

ticalto the coalescing random walk,and the entire space

is eventually occupied by particles with a positive prob-

ability ifand only ifp1 > 0:5 [7].Therefore,dynam icsA
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is supercritical.O n the other hand,the DK m odelwith

p1 = p2 isequivalentto the directed site percolation.Re-

stricted onto this line,p1 = p2 = 0:75 is a m athem ati-

cally rigorousupperbound forthesubcriticalregim e[19],

whereasthe criticalvalue is num erically estim ated to be

aboutp1 = p2 = 0:7055[20,21].Becauseoftheattractive-

ness (p1 � p2),the naturalintuition that m ore particles

are likely to survive with largerp1 and p2 actually holds

[7,15].Therefore,dynam ics B is also supercritical.Ac-

cordingly,trajectoriesofdynam ics A converge to the all

� state,and those ofB converge to the stochastic stable

� xed point(a1;a2)
�= (0:39;0:42).

3 Population D eath in Alternating D K

D ynam ics

Next,wealternativelyapplyA and B .A typicaltrajectory

isshown in Fig.2(b)with theBernoulliinitialdistribution

with density 0.5,which yields(a1(0);a2(0))= (0:5;0:25).

Surprisingly,particleseventually dieout.Thisbehavioris

notsensitiveto thechoiceofinitialconditions.Italsoper-

sists againstchangesin p1 orp2 as far as the individual

dynam ics are not extrem ely supercriticaland the stable

stochastic � xed pointsforthe two system sare separated

enough.Especially,extensive num ericalsim ulations sug-

gestthatthis population death is enhanced when one of

the com ponentdynam icsisnonattractive,orp1 > p2.

An im portant cause for the population death is how

the trajectoriesofdynam ics A and those ofdynam ics B

cross.Asshown in Fig.2(a),ifa state in the a1-a2 space

evolvesalong a trajectory ofdynam icsA,in term sofdy-

nam icsB ,the state gradually slidesdown to trajectories

associated with initialconditionswith fewerparticles.In

otherwords,from theviewpointofdynam icsA (resp.B ),

the population once decreases under dynam ics B (resp.

A)beforeitrevivesand reachesthenontrivialstable� xed

point.Therefore,by switching the dynam ics between A

to B before the population e� ectively startsto grow,the

num ber ofthe particles gradually decrease to zero.Sur-

vivalresultsifA orB isapplied longenoughbeforeswitch-

ingtotheother.Todem onstratethis,wecon� neourselves

to the cases in which a block ofk A’s and k B ’s are al-

ternatively applied,which wedenoteby A kB k.Asshown

in Fig.3(a),the population ism ore likely to surviveask

increases.

The population death by alternation isan exam ple of

theParrondo’sgam ein which a com bination oftwo losing

(winning)stochasticgam escan counterintuitively end up

with a winning (losing)gam e [4,5,6,22].In this context,

the results in Fig.3(a) agree with those for the original

Parrondo’sgam ein which the paradoxicale� ectbecom es

sm allas k is raised [6].A m ore generalconcern is how

the arrangem entofA and B a� ectsthe upshot.Since it

appears quite di� cult to derive the optim alordering of

A and B am ong allthepossiblesequences[6,22],weonly

dealwith som erepresentativecases.

Thepopulation dynam icswhen achain ofA isperiodi-

cally punctuated by justoneB ,which isdenoted by A kB ,

are shown in Fig.3(b).This � gure together with addi-

tionalnum ericalsim ulationssuggeststhattheparadoxical
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e� ectism ostm anifested,orthepopulation diesoutm ost

rapidly,with k = 4.This ispresum ably because dynam -

icsB correspond to the criticalline ofthe attractiveness

(p1 = p2).Forthis reason,in an upper-leftregion in the

a1-a2 space,an application ofthe near-nonattractive B

killsm ore particleswhen there existm ore particles.This

view issupported by Figs.2(b)and 2(c)in which wecom -

pare the dynam ics with AB and those with A 4B .Then,

the convergence to (a1;a2) = (0;0) is accelerated by a

largerk in a sm allk regim e.However,with a m uch larger

k,the num ber ofparticles changes little for m ost ofthe

tim e (Fig.2(d)).In this regim e,the population death is

slowed down ask increases.

For sequences in the form AB k,the parity e� ect is

m anifested.As shown in Fig.3(c),the population death

isfasterwhen k iseven.Thisisagain because dynam ics

B isnearly nonattractive.As isprom inentin nonattrac-

tive DK dynam ics,the m otion in the a1-a2 space under

dynam ics B is som ewhat sensitive to the current state.

M ore speci� cally,sim ple repetition ofB yieldsa dam ped

oscillation in theearly stage.Therefore,iftheinitialstate

is located in a upper-left region,the num ber ofparticles

drops m ore when B is repeated even tim es before being

interrupted by oneA.

The random arrangem ent ofA and B is also ofin-

terest[4,6,22]because realenvironm entscan be random

rather than perfectly periodic.To m im ic sim ple random

environm ents,we choose A and B independently ateach

tim e step with probability r and 1� r,respectively.O b-

viously,the population death does notoccurwith r = 0

or with r = 1,which prescribes the sequence purely of

B and that ofA,respectively.Figure 4 and the exten-

siveparam etersearch revealthattheparadoxicale� ectis

m axim ized when r �= 0:2.This value coincides with the

optim alm ixing ratio for the fam ily ofdeterm inistic se-

quencesinvestigated above,nam ely,A 4B .

It is also essential for the paradox that population

change rates are proportionalto the population size as

shown in Fig.5 (crosses).O wing to thisproperty,thesize

ofthe population exponentially shrinks to a very sm all

level(Figs.2,3,4).Then,particlesbecom e extinctin � -

nitetim ebecauseofstochasticity and theabsolutestabil-

ity ofthe � xed point(a1;a2)= (0;0).Ifchangeratesare

too high even for m inute population m ass,a trajectory

that happens to have approached the origin m ore likely

escapesthe vicinity ofthe origin to avoid the population

death.

4 PairApproxim ation

To take a closerlook atthe paradox,we analyze the de-

term inistic dynam ics derived by the pair approxim ation

ofthe DK m odel,which we callthe PA dynam ics [9,10,

11,12].In thepairapproxim ation,any eventsattwo sites

separated by a distancem orethan onearesupposed to be

independentofeach other.Forexam ple,Pn(� j� � )= Pn(� �

� )=Pn(� � ) is approxim ated by Pn(� j� ) = Pn(� � )=Pn(� ),

wherePn(� j� )denotestheconditionalprobability.Accord-

ingly,probabilitiesofany eventsinvolving three orm ore

consecutive sites are decom posed into one- or two- site

probabilities.W ith thisapproxim ation,thetwo-dim ensional
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PA dynam icsarewritten asfollows:

a2(n + 1)= p
2

2
Pn(� � � )+ p1p2fPn(� � � )+ Pn(� � � )g

+ p
2

1
fPn(� � � )+ Pn(� � � )g

�=
(2p2a2(n)+ p1a1(n))

2

4b1(n)
+
p2
1
a1(n)

2

4b0(n)
; (1)

a1(n + 1)�= p2(1� p2)
2a2(n)

2

b1(n)

+ (p1 + p2 � 2p1p2)
a1(n)a2(n)

b1(n)

+ p1(1� p1)
a1(n)

2

2b0(n)b1(n)
+ p1

a1(n)a0(n)

b0(n)
;(2)

where b1(n) = a2(n)+ a1(n)=2,b0(n) = 1 � b1(n) and

a0(n) = 1 � a1(n)� a2(n).Trajectories of the PA dy-

nam icsareshown in Fig.6(a)fortwo setsofsupercritical

param etersets:(p1;p2)= (0.52,1)(thin lines)and (0.66,

0.66) (thick lines).In accordance with Fig.2(a),the in-

dividualPA dynam icsown stable � xed pointsnear(0,1)

and (0.308,0.145).However,as shown in Fig.6(b),the

population dies out when they alternate.Although the

supercriticalparam eterregion ofthe PA dynam ics devi-

atesfrom thatoftheDK counterparts,theresultsforthe

PA dynam ics qualitatively agree with those for the DK

dynam icsshown in Fig.2.

The Parrondo’sparadox isunlikely to happen in one-

dim ensionalsystem ssince they lack auxiliary dim ensions

that counteract the seem ing tendency ofpopulation in-

crease.To dem onstratethis,letusim agine the sim plistic

m ean-� eld approxim ation in which a joint probability is

approxim atedbyaproductofsingle-siteprobabilities(e.g.

Pn(� � )�= Pn(� )Pn(� )).Theapproxim ateone-dim ensional

system iswritten as

b1(n + 1)= p2b1(n)
2
+ 2p1b1(n)(1� b1(n)); (3)

which has� xed pointsb1 = 0and b1 = (2p1� 1)=(2p1� p2)

[9,10,11,12].Let us pick two m ean-� eld dynam icalsys-

tem sso thattheirnontrivial� xed pointsarepositiveand

stable,with 2p1 > p2 and p1 > 1=2 satis� ed.Then,when

two m ean-� eld dynam ics alternate,the particle density

b1(n) just m oves between these two � xed points in the

long run.Accordingly,thepopulation neverdiesout,and

no paradoxicalphenom enon occurs.

5 CanonicalM odel

To generalize the Parrondo’s paradox found for the DK

and PA dynam ics,weconstructa sim plecanonicalm odel

with dim ension two,which is the presum ed m inim alde-

gree offreedom for the paradox.As we have m entioned,

the relevantfeaturesofthe DK and PA dynam icscan be

sum m arized asfollows.

(i) Trajectoriesofdynam icsA and those ofdynam ics B

transversein theway asshown in Figs.2(a)and 6(a).

M ore speci� cally,in the a1-a2 space,the slope of a

trajectory ofdynam ics A (thin lines) is less negative

than thatofa trajectory ofdynam icsB (thick lines)

atthe crossing point,atleastin a certain region.

(ii) Each ofA and B isnotapplied too m any tim essuc-

cessively. In other words, k in the sequence A kB k,

A kB ,or AB k should be sm allenough,as explained

with Figs.2(d)and 3(a).

(iii) Population changeratesareproportionalto thepop-

ulation size.Toweaken thecondition m ay resultin the
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sam econclusion justwith a di� erentconvergencerate.

Hereweassum ethislinearity forourcanonicalm odel.

The paradox also relies on the following im plicit as-

sum ptions.

(iv) Dynam icsA and dynam icsB have su� ciently sepa-

rated nontrivial� xed points.

(v) Theoriginisthedeterm inisticallyunstablebutstochas-

tically reachable� xed pointforboth A and B .

Figure 2(a) and 6(a) further indicate that the origin

and the nontrivial� xed pointare connected by applying

B in� nitely m any tim es (thick lines).However,it is not

trueforA (thin lines)becauseA isnongenericin thesense

thatallthepointson thea2 axisare� xed points.Actually,

no pointwith a1 = 0 and 0< a2 < 1 isrealizablebecause

itwould m ean thattwoconsecutivesitestakestate� � and

� � with positive probabilitiesbutnot� � or� � .The total

size ofthe boundariesbetween clustersof� and those of

� ,ora1(n),determ inesthepopulation changerates[7].It

declinesto zero asa pointin the a1-a2 space approaches

the a2 axis.

In fact,we have chosen (p1;p2)= (0.52,1)fordynam -

ics A just because the obtained DK dynam ics is rigor-

ously supercritical.The paradoxicaldynam icsappearro-

bustly againstchangesin p1 and p2,which can m ake the

dynam icsgeneric.W ith thisin m ind,weconstructa two-

dim ensionalcontinuous-tim esystem thatsatis� esthecon-

ditionslisted above.W eproposeto alternatetwo dynam -

icalsystem s:

dynam ics A

_x = � x;

_y = �y(1� y);

and

dynam ics B

_x = �x(1� x);

_y = � y;

where 0 < x;y < 1.The properties (iii),(iv),and (v)

areobviously satis� ed,with (iii)also supported by Fig.5

(squares).Both dynam icsA and B have a saddle atthe

origin.Thepoint(0;1)ofA and (1;0)ofB arestableequi-

libria,and each ofthem is connected to the origin by a

heteroclinicorbit.Theproperty(i)issatis� edif0< �< 1.

To guarantee(ii),weset�= 0:3 and theduration ofeach

dynam icsequalto 0.15.Figure7 sum m arizes owsofthe

individualdynam ics(thin lines)and thoseofthealternat-

ing dynam ics(thick lines).W eagain observetheparadox

that the alternating dynam ics lead the state toward the

origin.

6 Conclusions

W ehaveshown usingtheDK m odeland itssim pli� cations

thatm ixturesoftwosupercriticaldynam icscan yield sub-

criticaldynam ics in which the population dies out.This

counterintuitive behavioroccursifindividualcom ponent

dynam icshaveatleastdim ension two and satisfy certain

criteria.The property (i) is characteristic ofthe DK or
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the canonicalm odel,and itagreeswith som e naturaloc-

casionsbut notwith others[23].The otherfour require-

m entsdo notseem to spoilthereality.Theproperties(iii)

and (v)are satis� ed when production ratesareprim arily

proportionalto the population m ass,which isquite com -

m on forecologicaland socialsystem s[23].Periodicaland

random environm entalchangescom ply with (ii)and (iv).

Such changesm ay be also caused by continual,periodic,

or random hum an controlof a system with the aim of

m oving thestable� xed pointto m oredesirableone.How-

ever,our results indicate that environm entalchanges or

oddlym anaged controlm easurescan causeatotaldisaster

even ifthesystem instantaneously staysin a supercritical

‘good’regim eallthe tim e.The otherway round,there is

a generalexpectthata situation thatissubcriticalatany

m om entcan be changed into a supercriticalonewith ap-

propriate controls,which isoriginally illum inated by the

Parrondo’sparadox [4,5,6,22].In the contextofthe Par-

rondo’sparadox,ourm odelprovidesanotherm echanism

ofitsoccurrencein addition to inhom ogeneousgam erules

orplayerswith m em ory [5],nam ely,spatialextension.

Lastly,we can regard a block ofsequence ofA and

B ,such as A kB and AB k,as a transform ation done in

just one step. By doing so, the alternating DK m odel

seem ssim ilartom -neighborhood probabilisticcellularau-

tom ata(PCA)with m � 3.ForPCA,phasediagram shave

been studied in sim plecaseswherethedynam icalrulede-

pendsonlyon thenum berofparticlesin theneighborhood

with m = 3 [13,14].However,the m odelproposed hereis

m orecom plex even with thesim plestsequenceAB AB :::,

which should be com pared to PCA with m = 3. O ne

reason is thatoutcom esdepend notonly on the num ber

but also on the arrangem entsofparticles in a neighbor-

hood [8].For instance,it is easy to verify Pn(� j� � � ) 6=

Pn(� j� � � ).M oreim portantly,thealternatingDK dynam -

icsarenotspecialcasesof� nite-rangePCA.To illustrate

this,letusconsiderAB AB :::.In Fig.8,thestateofsite

a,which we write �(a) depends on �(f),�(g),and �(h),

while �(g),�(h),and �(i)puttogetherdeterm ine �(b).In

3-neighborhood PCA,there exists no interm ediate layer

ofsites such as c,d,and e.Therefore,once �(f),�(g),

�(h),and �(i) are given,�(a) and �(b) are independent.

O n the otherhand,in ourm odel,�(a)and �(b)are par-

tially correlated,orcorrelated even conditioned by �(f),

�(g),�(h),and �(i).This is because both �(a) and �(b)

depend on �(d).By thesam etoken,thein� nite-rangecor-

relation is generated just after single application ofAB ,

which prohibitsuse ofpowerfulduality equations[16,17,

18].In thissense,ourm odelstiupulatesa classofin� nite

particle system s di� erent from ordinary PCA.However,

on the analogy ofthe Parrondo’s paradox,the phenom -

ena reported in this paper m ay hold for PCA and m ore

generalalternating dynam ics with generalneighborhood

sizes.
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Figurecaptions

Figure 1:Schem atic diagram showing the DK proba-

bilistic cellularautom aton.

Figure2:(a)TrajectoriesoftheDK m odelfordynam -

ics A with (p1;p2) = (0:52;1) (thin lines) and those for

dynam icsB with (p1;p2)= (0:76;0:76)(thick lines).The

other panels show population dynam ics when we repeat

(b)AB ,(c)A 4B ,and (d)A 30B .Theinitialconditionsfor

(b,c,d)are(a1(0);a2(0))= (0:5;0:25).

Figure 3:Dynam ics ofthe population size when we

repeat (a) A kB k with k = 1 (thinnest line),2,3,and 4

(thickest line),(b) A kB with k = 1 (thinnest),2,4,15,

30 (thickest),and (c) AB k with k = 1 (thinnest),2,3

and 4 (thickest).In (b),thelowerm ostlinecorrespondsto

k = 4.In (c),the upperlines,which are nearly superim -

posed,correspond to k = 1 and 3,whereasthelowerlines

correspond to k = 2 and 4.

Figure 4:Population dynam ics when A and B ran-

dom ly appearwith probability r and 1� r,respectively.

(a)r= 0:02,0:05,0:1,0:2(from uppertolowerlines),and

(b)r= 0:2,0:4,0:5,0:75 (from lowerto upperlines).

Figure5:Population changeratesin term softhepop-

ulation sizefortheDK (crosses),PA (circles),and canon-

ical(squares)dynam ics.ThechangeratesfortheDK and

PA dynam icsarem easured by the Euclidean distancesof

two points with unit tim e di� erence in the a1-a2 space.

Thepopulation sizeisequalto a1(t)=2+ a2(t)fortheDK

and PA dynam ics and is de� ned to be
p

x2 + y2 forthe

canonicaldynam ics.

Figure6:(a)TrajectoriesofthePA dynam icsfor(p1;p2)=

(0:52;1)(thin lines) and those for (p1;p2) = (0:66;0:66)

(thick lines).(b) Population dynam icsin the alternating

PA dynam icsstarting from (a1(0);a2(0))= (0:5;0:25).

Figure7:Trajectoriesofdynam icsA and those ofdy-

nam ics B ofthe canonicalm odel(thin lines),superim -

posed by those ofthe alternating dynam icsstarting from

(x;y)= (0:5;0:5)(thick line).

Figure8:Alternatingdynam icswith sequenceAB com -

pared with standard 3-neighborhood PCA.
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