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A bstract: W e discuss sin ilarties and di erences between system s of Interacting players m ax—
In izing their ndividual payo s and particles m inin izing their interaction energy. Long-run
behavior of stochastic dynam ics of spatial gam es w ith m ultiple N ash equilbria is analzed. In
particular, we construct an exam plk of a spatial gam e w ith three strategies, where stochastic
stability of N ash equilbbria depends on the num ber of players and the kind of dynam ics.
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1 Introduction

M any socio-econom ic system s can be m odeled as system s of interacting Individuals; see for ex—
am ple Santa Fe collection of papers on econom ic com plex system s [Ii] and econophysics bulletin
R1. O nem ay then try to derive their globalbehavior from individual interactionsbetween their
basic entities. Such approach is findam ental In statistical physics which deals w ith system s of
Interacting particles. W e w illexplore sin ilarities and di erencesbetween system s of interacting
plyers m axin izing their ndividual payo s and particlesm Inin izing their interaction energy.
Here we w ill consider gam e-theoretic m odels of m any interacting agents 3, 4, §]. In such
m odels, agents have at their disposal certain strategies and their payo s in a gam e depend on
strategies chosen both by them and by their opponents. In spatial gam es, agents are located

o}

n vertices of certain graphs and they interact only with their neighbors @4, 77, §, 9, 11, 12,

13,14, 15, 16]. The central concept in gam e theory is that of a Nash equilbrium . Tt is an
assignm ent of strategies to players such that no player, for xed strategies of his opponents,
has an incentive to deviate from his curent strategy; the change can only din inish his payo .

O ne of the best known gam e is that of a Prisoner’s D ikmm a game [10]. It has a unique
N ash equilbbrium , when both players defect. In fact, defection is the best response to both
cooperation and defection of the opponent. However, both players are better o when they
cooperate. D ynam ical aspects of spatial prisoner’s dillem a gam es were discussed In m any
papers, see orexam ple [L1,42,13,14,15,16]. P layers in these gam esadapt to their environm ent
by in itating those w ith biggest payo s. It was shown that cooperation persists for a certain
range of param eters.

Here we w illdiscuss gam es w ith m ultiple N ash equilbbria. O ne of the fundam ental problem s
In gam e theory is the equilbriim selection In such gam es. One of the selection m ethods is
to construct a dynam ical system where in the long run only one equilbrium is played wih a
high frequency. John M aynard Sm ith 17, 18] has re ned the concept of equilborium to incluide
the stability of Nash equilbria against m utants. He introduced the fundam ental notion of
an evolutionarily stable strategy. If everybody plays such a strategy, then the am all num ber
of mutants playing a di erent strategy is elin lnated from the population. The dynam ical
interpretation of the evolutionarily stable strategy was later provided by several authors [19,
20, 21]. They proposed a system of di erential replicator equations, which describe the tin e~
evolution of frequencies of strategies and analyzed the asym ptotic stability of N ash equilbria.
Here we w ill discuss a stochastic adaptation dynam ics of a population w ith a xed number



of players. In discrete m om ents of tin es, players adapt to their neighbors by choosing w ith a
high probability the strategy which is the best response, ie. the one which m axin izes the sum
ofthe payo s obtained from individualgam es. W ith a am all probability, representing the noise
ofthe system , they m akem istakes. W e study the long-tin e behavior of such dynam ics. W e say
that a con guration of strategies is stochastically stable P2] if it has a positive probability
In the stationary state of the above dynam ics In the zero-noise lim i, that is zero probability of
m istakes. Tt m eans that in the long run we cbserve it with a positive frequency.

In Section 2, we Introduce basic notions of gam e theory and discuss sin ilarities and dif-
ferences between ground-state con gurations in classical latticegas m odels and Nash con g—
urations In gam e theory. Section 3 contains the description of a sim ple stochastic dynam ics.
In Section 4, we present an exam plk of a spatial gam e w ith three strategies, where stochas-
tic stability of Nash equilbria depends on the number of players and the kind of dynam ics.
D iscussion follow s in Section 5.

2 N ash con gurations

To characterize a gam e-theoretic m odel one has to soecify the set of players, strategies they
have at their digposal and payo s they receive. A lthough in m any m odels the number of
players is very large, their strategic Interactions are usually decom posed Into a sum of two—
plyer gam es. O nly recently, there have appeared som e system atic studies of truly m ultiplayer
gam es 23,24,23]. Here we w illdiscuss only two-player gam es w ith two or three strategies. W e

begin wih gam esw ith two strategies. A generic payo m atrix is given by

Example 1
A B
A a
U=
B c d,

where the ij entry, i, = A;B, is the payo ofthe rst (row) player when he plays the
strategy i and the second (colum n) player plays the strategy j. W e assum e that both players
are the sam e and hence payo s ofthe colum n player are given by the m atrix transoosed to U ;
such gam es are called sym m etric.
An assignm ent of strategies to both players is a N ash equilbrium , if for each player, for a
xed strategy of his opponent, changing the current strategy w ill not increase his payo . If



c> a;d> band a> d, then the gam e has a unigque N ash equilbrium @ ;B ) but both players
arem uch bettero when they play A —this is the classic P risoner's dilmm a case [10]. Ifa < ¢
and d < b, then there are two nonsym m etric Nash equilbria: A ;B ) and B ;A) (@ Hawk-D ove
game [18])). Below we will discuss gam es w ith multiple Nash equilbria. Ifa > cand d > b,
then both @A ;A) and B ;B ) are Nash equilbria. Iffa+ b< c+ d, then the strategy B has a
higher expected payo against a player playing both strategies w ith the probability 1=2. W e
say that B risk dom Inates the strategy A (the notion of the risk-dom inance was introduced and
thoroughly studied by Harsanyiand Selren RG]). Ifat the same tine a > d, then we have a
selkection problem of choosing between the payo -dom Inant P areto-e cient) equilbbriim @ ;A)
and the risk-dom inant B ;B ).

Let us now describbe spatial gam es w ith local interactions. Let be a nite subset of the
sin ple lattice Z9. Every site of is occupied by one player who has at his disposal one of k
di erent strategies k = 2 In the above exam pk). Let S be the s=t of strategies, then =S
isthe space ofallpossble con gurations ofplayers, that is allpossible assignm ents of strategies
to ndividualplayers. Forevery 12 ,X ; isthe strategy ofthe i th player in the con guration
X 2 and X ; denotes strategies of all rem aining players; X therefore can be represented
as the pair X ;X ;). Every player interacts only w ith his nearest neighbors and his payo
is the sum of the payo s resulting from individual plays. W e assum e that he has to use the
sam e strategy for all neighbors. Let N ; denote the neighborhood ofthe i th player. For the
nearestneighbor interaction wehaveN; = £3; ] ij= lg,where i Jjjisthe distance between
iand j.ForX 2 wedenoteby ;X ) thepayo ofthei th player in the con guration X :

X
i) = U XiiX5); @)

J2N

whereU isak k matrix ofpayo sofa two-player symm etric gam e w ith k strategies.

De nition 1 X 2 isa N ash con guration ifforevery i2 and¥;2 S, ;X ;X 5)

;WX 5).

In Exampl 1 we have two hom ogeneous Nash con gurations, X ® and X ®, in which all
players play the sam e strategy, A orB respectively.

Let usnotice that the notion ofa N ash con guration is sin ilar to the notion ofa ground-state
con guration in classical Jattice-gasm odels of interacting particlkes. W e have to identify agents
w ith particles, strategies w ith types of particles and instead of m axin izing payo s we should



m Inin ize Interaction energies. T here are how ever profound di erences. F irst ofall, ground-state
con gurations can be de ned only for sym m etric m atrices; an Interaction energy is assigned to
a pair of particks, payo s are assigned to individual players and m ay be di erent for each of
them . In fact, it m ay happen that if a player sw itches a strategy to increase his payo , the
payo ofhisopponent and ofthe entire population decreases (ke in P risoner’sD lemm a gam e) .
M oreover, ground-state con gurations are stable w ith respect to all local changes, not just one-
site changes like Nash con gurations. It m eans that for the sam e sym m etric m atrix U, there
m ay exist a con guration which isa Nash con guration but not a ground-state con guration for
the interaction marix U . The sinplst exam plk isgiven by Exampk 1 wih a= 2;b= c= 0,
andd= 1. X? and X ® are Nash con gurations but only X # is a ground-state con guration
for U:

G am esw ith sym m etric payo m atrices are called doubly sym m etric or potentialgam es R7].

M ore generally, a gam e is called a potential gam e if s payo m atrix can be changed to
a symm etric one by adding payo s to its colimns. Aswe know, such a payo transfom ation
does not change strategic character of the gam e, In particular it does not change the st of
s Nash equilbria. M ore form ally, it m eans that there exists a symm etric m atrix V called a
potential of the gam e such that for any three strategiesA;B;C 2 S

u@a;C) uU@E;c)=vE@a;cC) vEe;C): @)

It iseasy to see that every gam e w ith two strategieshasa potentialV withV @;A)= a ¢,
VB;B)=d bandV @;B)=V B;A)= 0: Ik follows that an equilbrium is risk-dom inant
ifand only if it has a bigger potential.

Forplayers on a lattice, forany X 2 ’

VX)= V X iiX 5) 3)
75)
is then a potential of the con guration X .

Forany classical Jattice-gasm odel there exists at least one ground-state con guration. This
can be seen in the follow ng way. W e start with an arbirary con guration. If it cannot be
changed locally to decrease its energy it is already a ground-state con guration. O themw ise we
m ay change it Jocally and decrease the energy of the system . Ifour system is nite, then after
a nite number of steps we arrive at a ground-state con guration; at every step we decrease
the energy of the system and forevery nite system itspossble energies form a nite sst. For
an In nite systam , we have to proceed ad in nitum oconverging to a ground-state con guration



(this follow s from the com pactness ofSZZ). G am e m odels are di erent. Tt m ay happen that a
gam e w ith a nonsym m etric payo m atrix m ay not posess a Nash con guration. T he classical
exam ple is that of the R odk-ScissorsP aper gam e given by the follow Ing m atrix.

Example 2
R S P
R 1 2 0
U = s 0 1 2
p 2 0 1

Onem ay show that this gam e does not have any Nash con gurationson Z and Z 2 butm any
N ash con gurations on the trangular lattice.
In short, ground-state con gurations m inin ize the total energy of a particle system , Nash

con gurations do not necessarily m axin ize the totalpayo ofa population of agents.

3 Stochastic Stability

W e describe now the detem inistic dynam ics of the best-response rule. Namely, at each
discrete moment of timne t = 1;2; ::;, a random Iy chosen player m ay update his strategy. He
sin ply adopts the strategy, X &, which giveshin them axim altotalpayo ;X 55X ©,') forgiven
X til, a con guration of strategies of ram aining players at thetimet 1.

Now we allow players to m ake m istakes w ith a an all probability, that is to say they m ay
not choose best responses. W e w ill discuss two types of such stochastic dynam ics. In the st
one, the socalled perturbed best response, a player ollow s the bestresoonse rule with
probability 1 (In case ofm ore than one bestresponse strategy he chooses random ly one of
them ) and w ith probabilitty hem akesa \m istake" and chooses random Iy one ofthe rem aining
strategies. T he probability ofm istakes (or the noise level) is state-independent here.

In the log-linear rule, the probability of chosing by the i th player the strategy X | at the
tin e t decreases w ith the loss ofthe payo and isgiven by the follow Ing conditionalprobability:

el i ExEh
pj_o(jt:j(tj_l)= P 1 '(Y"Xt 1); (4)
e 1 ir l
Y;2S
Let us cbserve that if ! 0, p, converges polntw ise to the besttesponse rule. Both

stochastic dynam ics are exam ples of irreducible M arkov chains (there is a nonzero probability



tom ove from any state to any otherstate in a nitenumberofsteps) with § jstates. T herefore,
they have unique stationary probability distribbutions denoted by
The ©llow Ing de nition was introduced by Foster and Young R2]:

De nition 2 X 2 is stochastically stable if Im | g X)> 0:

If X is stochastically stable, then the frequency of visiting X converges to a positive num ber
along any tim e tra gctory aln ost surely. Tt m eans that in the long run we observe X wih a
positive frequency.

Stationary distributions of log-lnear dynam ics can be explicitly constructed for potential
gam es. Tt can be shown {]that the stationary distribution ofthe log-linear dynam ics in a gam e
w ith the potentialV is given by

1
eV(X)

(X):W: )

W emay now explicitly perform the limi ! 0in (5). In Exampl 1, X® has the biggest
potential which is equivalent to the risk dom nance of B) so lin , ; ®®)= 1lhenceX? is
stochastically stable (we also say that B is stochastically stable).

Let us now oconsider coordination gam es w ith three strategies and three symm etric Nash
equillbria: @A;A); B;B), and (C;C). Onemay say that A risk dom inates the other two
strategies if it risk dom inates them In paimw ise com parisons. O f course i m ay happen that
A dom nates B, B dom inates C, and nally C dom inates A . But even if we do not have
such a cyclic relation of dom inance, a strategy which is paimw ise risk-dom inant m ay not be
stochastically stable aswe will see below . A m ore relevant notion seam s to be that ofa global
risk dom inance P8]. W e say that A is globally risk dom inant if it provides a m axin al payo
against am ixed strategy (a probability distrdbution on strategies) which assigns the probability
1=2 to A . It was shown that a globally risk-dom inant strategy is stochastically stabl for som e
spatial gam es w ith nearest-neighbor interactions [, 9]. A di erent criterion for stochastic
stability was developed by Blum e [G]. He showed (using m ethods of statisticalm echanics) that
In gam esw ith k strategies A ;1= 1; 5k and k sym m etric N ash equilbria, A, is stochastically
stablke if

Irrlljllﬁ(U A1;A1) U @L;AD)> mngde AnsAL) UALAL)): (6)

W em ay cbserve that ifA; satis es the above condition, then it is paimw ise risk dom inant.



4 Example

Let usnow present our exam ple ofa gam e w ith three strategies. P layers are Iocated on a nite
subset of the one-din ensional lattice Z and Interact w ith their nearest neighbors only. D enote
by n the number of players, For sin plicity we w ill assum e periodic boundary conditions, that
iswe will dentify the n + 1-th playerw ith the rst one. In other words, the players are located
on the circle.

T he payo s are given by the ollow Ing m atrix:

Exam ple 3
A B C
1+ 0 15
U = B 0 2 0
0 0 3
wih < 05.

A sbefre, we have three hom ogeneous N ash con gurations, X #;X ®,and X © . W ew ill consider
here both the log-linear and perturbed best-regoonse dynam ics. The gam e is not a potential
one o there is no explicit form ula for the stationary distribution.

To nd stochastically stable states, we must resort to di erent m ethods. We willuse a
tree representation of the stationary distrbution of M arkov chains RY, 30, 3%]. Let ( ;P)
be an irreducble M arkov chain wih a state space and transition probabilities given by
P : ! D;1]. It has a unigue stationary distrdoution. A stationary distrbution is an
eigenvector of the transition m atrix P corresponding to the eigenvalue 1, ie., a solution of a
system of linear equations. A fter a speci ¢ rearrangem ent one can arrive at an expression for
the stationary state which nvolves only positive tem s. This w illbe very usefill In describing
asym ptotic behavior of a stationary state.

ForX 2 , ket X-tree be a directed graph on such that from every Y 6 X there isa
unigue path to X and there are no outcom ing edges out ofX . Denoteby T K ) the set of all

X “4trees and lt
X Y
qX )= P (Y;Y%; )

d2T X ) (¥;¥ 92d

where the product isw ith respect to alledges ofd.
T he follow ing representation of the stationary distrbbution was provided by Freidlin and



x)= 3% @®)
vy2 9i)

forallX 2

The above characterisation of the stationary distribution was used to nd stochastically
states in nonspatial 32, 33] and spatialgam es [},'9]. Here we w illapply it for our nonpotential
gam e.

Letusnotethat X *,X ®,and X ¢ are the only absorbing states of the noise—free dynam ics.
W hen we start with any state dierent from X *,X B, and X ¢, then after a nite number of
steps of the best+esponse dynam ics we arrive at either X, X 2 or X © and then stay there
forever. &t follows from the tree representation of the stationary distrbbution that any state
di erent from absorbing states has zero probability in the stationary distrdbution In the zero—
noise lim it. M oreover, In order to study the zero-noise lim it of the stationary distrdoution, it is
enough to consider paths between absorbing states. M ore precisely, we construct X ~trees w ith
absorbing states as vertices; the fam ily of such X -trees is denoted by T'X ). Let

Y

Gh ®)=marg,pq, P (Y;Y9); €)
;¥ 92d

where P (Y;Y9) = max " wm 0P W ;W %, where the product is taken along any path pining Y
with Y °and them axinum is taken w ith respect to all such paths. Now we m ay cbserve that if
Im | o X Y=g, XC)= 0;i= A;B, then X is stochastically stabl. T herefore we have to
com pare trees w ith the biggest products in (9); such treeswe callm axin al.

W e begin with a stochastic dynam ics w ith a state-independent noise. Let us consider the
caseof < 05. kiseasy to seethatq, X ) isoforder 2,q, X ®) isoforder *,and q, X *)
isoforder 2@ ', W e obtained the ©llow ing theorem .

Theorem 1 If < 035, then X ¢ is stochastically stabk in the pertuirbed best—response dynam —

ics.
Let usnow consider the log-lnear rule.

Theorem 2 Ifn< 24+ 1=05 ), then X ® is stochastically stabk and ifn > 2+ 1=(0:5 ),
then X © is stochastically stablke in the log-linear dynam ics.

P roof: The follow ng are m axin alA -tree, B -tree, and C -tree:

B! cC!A;, c!A!B; A! B! C;



w here the probability of A ! B isequalto

! ( ! "2 ! (10)
1+1+e@®2) 1+e2 +e (1) 1+et +ed’
the probability of B ! C isequalto
1 1 1
)" 2 ; (11)
1+1+e* 1+e +el® l1+e® +e3
and the probability of C ! A isequalto
1 1 L 1
( ) 12)
14 ed3 + 1+e @5) 4 g 05 ) 1+ e 2 @) ;g2 @+)
Let us obsarve that
Pgicia=0( 70° )0 20, (13)
PclA|B=O(e 5+2 + (05 )yn 2)) ); (14)
Pargic=0 ©?2)); (15)
where = 1= and lim,, (O ®)=x= 1:
Now ifn< 2+ 1=05 ), then
C
Pain1
]jmqﬂ(x)=]:.m atslc _ g 16)

tog, X®B) 'O0Pciar B

which nishes the proof.

It ollow s that for small enough n, X ® is stochastically stable and for big enough n, X ©
is stochastically stable. W e see that adding m ore players to the population m ay change the
stochastic stability of Nash con gurations. Let us also notice that the strategy C is globally
risk dom Inant. Nevertheless, it is not stochastically stable in the log-lnear dynam ics for a
su ciently an all num ber of players.

Let usnow discuss the caseof = 05:
Theorem 3 If = 05, then X ® is stochastically stabke for any n in the log-linear dynam ics.

P roof:
C 4 3
i X )y e © = 0:
tog, XB) o (1=2)" 2e 3 e

X ® is stochastically stable which m eans that forany xed num ber of players, if the noise is
su ciently an all, then in the long run we observe B players w ith an arbitrarily high frequency.

10



However, for any low but xed noise, if the number of players is big enough, the probabiliy
of any Individual con guration is practically zero. It m ay happen though that the stationary
distrloution is highly concentrated on an ensemble consisting of one Nash con guration and
its an all perturbations, ie. ocon gurations, where m ost players play the sam e strategy. W e
willcall such con gurations ensem ble stable [34]. An ensamblestable con guration m ay not
be stochastically stable. In fact, we expect that X © is ensamble stable because its lowest—cost
excitations occur w ith a probability of order e * and those from X B with a probability of
ordere * .W e cbserve this in sin ple M onte€ arlo sin ulations.

5 D iscussion

W e studied the problm of equilbrium selection in spatial gam es with many players. W e
showed that stochastic stability of Nash con gurationsm ay depend on the num ber of players.
In particular, we presented an exam ple w ith the globally risk dom inant equilbrium which is
stochastically stable in the perturoed best response dynam ics and is not stochastically stable
In the log-linear one if the num ber of players is am aller than som e critical value w hich grow s to
In nity when som e payo param eter approaches a crtical value.
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