
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
40

96
49

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.o
th

er
] 

 2
4 

Se
p 

20
04

Stochasticstability in spatialthree-playergames

Jacek M i�ekisz

InstituteofApplied M athem atics

and M echanics

W arsaw University

ul.Banacha 2

02-097 W arsaw,Poland

e-m ail:m iekisz@m im uw.edu.pl

M arch 22,2024

A bstract: W e discuss long-run behaviorofstochastic dynam ics ofm any interacting agents.

In particular,three-playerspatialgam esare studied. The e�ectofthe num berofplayersand

thenoiselevelon thestochasticstability ofNash equilibria isinvestigated.

PACS:05.20.-y,05.50.+q

Keywords: evolutionary gam e theory, Nash equilibria, m ulti-player gam es, spatial gam es,

stochasticstability.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409649v1


1 Introduction

Socio-econom ic system s can be viewed assystem s ofm any interacting agentsorplayers (see

forexam ple Santa Fe collection ofpaperson econom ic com plex system s[1]and econophysics

paperson M inority Gam e[2]).W em ay then try toderivetheirglobalbehaviorfrom individual

interactionsbetween theirbasic entities. Such approach isfundam entalin statisticalphysics

which deals with system s ofm any interacting particles. W e willexplore sim ilarities and dif-

ferencesbetween system sofm any interacting playersm axim izing theirindividualpayo�sand

particlesm inim izing theirinteraction energy.

W e willconsider here gam e-theoretic m odels ofm any interacting agents [3,4]. In such

m odels,agentshave attheirdisposalcertain strategiesand theirpayo�sin a gam edepend on

strategieschosen both by them and by theiropponents.In spatialgam es,agentsarelocated on

verticesofcertain graphsand they interactonly with theirneighbors[5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12].

Thecentralconceptin gam etheory isthatofa Nash equilibrium .A con�guration ofstrategies

(an assignm entofstrategiesto agents)isa Nash equilibrium ,ifno agent,for�xed strategiesof

hisopponents,canincreasehispayo�bydeviatingfrom hiscurrentstrategy.Inspatialm odels,a

Nash equilibrium iscalled aNash con�guration.W eseethatthenotion ofaNash con�guration

issim ilarto thatofa ground-statecon�guration in system sofinteracting particles.

In m ostm odelswith m any players,theirstrategicinteraction isdecom posed into a sum of

two-playergam es. Only recently there have appeared som e system atic studiesoftruly m ulti-

playergam es[13,14,15]. Here we considerspatialgam eswith playerslocated on verticesof

thetriangularlattice.Each agentplayssix three-playergam eswith hisneighborson thesam e

triangle.

Oneofthefundam entalproblem singam etheoryisthatoftheequilibrium selection ingam es

with m ultipleNash equilibria.W ewilldiscussherethedynam icapproach to thatproblem .It

m ay happen thatonly som eequilibria areasym ptotically stablein som especi�cdynam ics.W e

willbeconcerned herewith a particularstochasticdynam ics.Nam ely,atdiscrete m om entsof

tim e,a random ly chosen player m ay change hisstrategy. He adoptswith a high probability

a strategy which is the best response to strategies ofhis neighbors,that is a strategy that

m axim izesthesum ofthepayo�sofindividualgam es,and with asm allprobability,representing

thenoiseofthesystem ,hem akesa \m istake".Such processisrepeated in�nitely m any tim es.

To describe the long-run behavior ofstochastic dynam ics,Foster and Young [16]introduced

a concept ofstochastic stability. A con�guration ofstrategies is stochastically stable ifit
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hasa positiveprobability in thestationary stateoftheabovedynam icsin thezero-noiselim it,

thatis the zero probability ofm istakes. It m eans that in the long run we observe itwith a

positivefrequency.However,forany arbitrarily low but�xed noise,ifthenum berofplayersis

big enough,the probability ofany individualcon�guration ispractically zero. Itm eansthat

fora largenum berofplayers,to observe a stochastically stablecon�guration we m ustassum e

thatplayersm ake m istakeswith extrem ely sm allprobabilities. However,asindicated by van

Dam m e and W eibull[17],a sm allprobability ofm istakes should involve som e som e cost of

learning strategiesplayed by neighbors.To avoid paying these prohibitively big costs,players

settleforregim eswith low butnotextrem ely low noise.On theotherhand,itm ay happen that

in thelong run,fora low but�xed noiseand su�ciently big num berofplayers,thestationary

stateishighly concentrated on an ensem ble consisting ofoneNash con�guration and itssm all

perturbations,i.e.con�gurations,wherem ostplayersplay thesam estrategy.W ewillcallsuch

con�gurationslow -noise ensem ble stable.

W ewillinvestigateherethee�ectofthenoiseleveland thenum berofplayerson theirlong-

run behavior.In the�rstpartofourpaperwewillconsidertheso-called potentialgam es[18].

In such gam es,ifany singleplayerchangeshisstrategy,then thepayo�di�erencesarethesam e

forallplayers.Thisisin absoluteanalogy to system sofinteracting particles,whereinstead of

m axim izing payo�s,particlesm inim ize theirinteraction energy. W e willexploitthisanalogy

to describe long-run behavior ofpotentialthree-player gam es with two Nash con�gurations.

W ewillshow thata con�guration can bestochastically stablebutneverthelessm ay appearin

the long run with an arbitrarily sm allfrequency ifthe num berofplayersislarge enough -it

isnotlow-noise ensem ble stable. In the second partofourpaperwe willpresentan exam ple

ofa sim ple nonpotentialthree-playerspatialgam e,where stochastic stability dependson the

num berofplayers.

In Section 2,we introduce spatialthree-player gam es. In Section 3,we com pare stochas-

tic and ensem ble stability in potentialgam es. In Section 4,we discuss nonpotentialgam es.

Discussion followsin Section 5.

2 Spatialthree-player gam es

Let � be a �nite subset ofthe triangular lattice. Every site of� is occupied by one player

who hasathisdisposaloneoftwo di�erentstrategies.LetS = fA;B g bethesetofstrategies,

then 
� = S� is the space ofallpossible con�gurations ofplayers. For every i2 �,X i is
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the strategy ofthe i�th playerin the con�guration X 2 
 � and X � i denotesstrategiesofall

rem aining players;X therefore can be represented asthe pair(X i;X � i). U :S � S � S ! R

isa payo�function ofourgam e.W ithoutlossofgenerality (see a discussion below)itcan be

represented by two m atrices:

U =

  

a 0

0 b

!

;

 

0 0

b c

! !

; (1)

wheretheijentry,i;j= A;B ,ofthe�rstm atrix isthepayo�ofthe�rst(row)playerwhen he

playsstrategy i,thesecond (colum n)playerplaysthestrategy jand thethird (m atrix)player

plays the strategy A;the second m atrix represents payo�s ofthe �rst player when the third

player playsthe strategy B.W e assum e thatallplayers are the sam e and hence payo�s ofa

colum n and a m atrix player can be easily deduced from the above m atrices;such gam esare

called sym m etric.

Every player interacts only with his nearest neighbors and his payo� is the sum ofthe

payo�sresulting from individualgam es(six gam eson thetriangularlattice).W eassum e that

he hasto use the sam e strategy forallneighbors.ForX 2 
� we denote by �i(X )the payo�

ofthei�th playerin thecon�guration X :

�i(X )=
X

(j;k)

U(X i;X j;X k); (2)

wherethesum m ation iswith respectto six elem entary trianglescontaining i.

D e�nition 1 X 2 
� isa N ash con�guration ifforevery i2 � and Y i2 S,�i(X i;X � i)�

�i(Yi;X � i).

Let us note that the notion ofa Nash con�guration involves not only payo� functions but

also thespatialstructureofplayers.Itissim ilarto thenotion ofa ground-statecon�guration

in classicallattice-gas m odels ofinteracting particles. However,there are di�erences. One

cannot decrease the energy ofa ground state-con�guration by any localchange ofparticles.

From thisfollowstheexistenceofa ground-statecon�guration forany m odelwith �nite-range

interactions. In the de�nition ofa Nash con�guration we are allowed to m ake only one-site

changes.Asa consequence ofthisrestriction,a Nash con�guration m ay notexist.W ewillbe

notconcerned herewith such situations.

Letusnoticethatifa > 0 and c> 0,then therearetwo hom ogeneousNash con�gurations:

X A and X B ,whereallplayersplay thesam estrategy,A orB respectively.Ifa > 0,c< 0 and
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b> 0,then we have a hom ogeneousNash con�guration X A and three con�gurations,related

by translations,whereon every elem entary triangletherearetwo B playersand oneA player.

W e donote by X A B B one ofthese con�gurations. W e see that for above payo� param eters,

therearem ultipleNash con�gurations.W earethereforefaced with a standard gam e-theoretic

problem ofequilibrium selection.In thefollowing,wewilldiscussoneofthedynam icsused in

evolutionary gam etheory.

W e start with the determ inistic dynam ics ofthe best-response rule. Nam ely,at each

discrete m om ent oftim e t= 1;2;:::,a random ly chosen player m ay update his strategy. He

sim ply adoptsthestrategy,X t
i,which giveshim them axim altotalpayo��i(X

t
i;X

t� 1
� i )forgiven

X
t� 1
� i ,a con�guration ofstrategiesofrem aining playersattim et� 1.

Now we allow playersto m ake m istakes with a sm allprobability,thatisto say they m ay

notchoosethebestresponse.Itisreasonably toexpectthattheprobability ofm aking an error

should increase ifpayo�s from alternate strategies approach the payo� ofthe best-response

strategy.W ewillconsiderherea well-known in statisticalm echanicsexponentialrulewhich is

used in gam e-theoretic and econom ic literature underthe nam e ofthe log-linearrule [5,19].

W eassum ethattheprobability ofchosing by thei�th playerthestrategy X t
i attim etisgiven

by thefollowing conditionalprobability:

p
�

i(X
t
ijX

t� 1
� i )=

e
��i(X

t
i
;X

t� 1

� i
)

P

Yi2S
e
��i(Yi;X

t� 1

� i
)
; (3)

where1=� > 0 m easuresthenoiselevel.

Let us observe that if� ! 1 ,p
�

i converges pointwise to the best-response rule. Such

stochastic dynam icsisan exam ple ofan irreducible M arkov chain with jS�jstates(there isa

nonzero probability oftransition from any state to any otherstate in �nite num berofsteps).

Therefore,ithastheuniquestationary probability distribution (also called a stationary state)

denoted by �
�

�:Thefollowing de�nition wasintroduced by Fosterand Young [16]:

D e�nition 2 X 2 
� isstochastically stable iflim �! 1 �
�

�
(X )> 0:

IfX isstochastically stable,then the frequency ofvisiting X convergesto a positive num ber

along any tim etrajectory alm ostsurely.

Stationary distributionsoflog-lineardynam icscan beexplicitly constructed fortheclassof

theso-called potentialgam es[18,19].In such gam es,ifany singleplayerchangeshisstrategy,

then thepayo�di�erencesarethesam eforallplayers.M oreprecisely,a gam eisa potential
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gam e ifthere exists a function � : S � S � S ! R,invariant under any perm utation of

argum entssuch thatforallx;x0;y;z2 S

U(x0;y;z)� U(x;y;z)= �(x0;y;z)� �(x;y;z) (4)

W ecallthisfunction a potentialofthegam e.

Itiseasy to see that�(A;A;A)= a;�(A;A;B )= 0;�(A;B ;B )= b;�(B ;B ;B )= b+ c is

a potentialofan elem entary three-player gam e de�ned in (1). Forplayers on the triangular

latticeplaying six elem entary gam es,forany X 2 
�,

�(X )=
X

(i;j;k)24 � �

�(X i;X j;X k); (5)

is a potentialofthe con�guration X ,where a sum is taken with respect to allelem entary

trianglesin �.W ehaveto stressherethateven ifan elem entary gam ehasa potentialitdoes

not necessarily m ean that a resulting spatialgam e has a potential. This depends upon the

spatialstructureofinteractionsaswewillseein Section 4.

W ewillnow show thatthefollowing probability distribution istheuniquestationary state

ofourspatialgam e.

Proposition

�
�

�(X )=
e
�
P

(i;j;k)2 4
�(X i;X j;X k)

P

Z 2
 �
e
�
P

(i;j;k)2 4
�(Zi;Zj;Zk)

;

isthestationary stateofa three-playergam eon thetriangularlattice.

Proof:

W ewillshow that�
�

� satis�esthedetailed balancecondition

�
�

�(X )P(X ;Y )= �
�

�(Y )P(Y;X ) (6)

forallX ;Y 2 
�,whereP(X ;Y )isthetransition probability from X to Y given in (3).

Then itfollowsthat�
�

�
isa stationary distribution because

X

X 2
 �

�
�

�(X )P(X ;Y )=
X

X 2
 �

�
�

�(Y )P(Y;X )= �
�

�(Y )
X

X 2
 �

P(Y;X )= �
�

�(Y ):

Letusobserve thatY can bedi�erentatatm ostone lattice site,say i,which waschosen

random ly (with probability 1=j�j)outof�.Let

D =
1

j�j
P

Z 2
 �
e��(Z )

P

Zi2S
e
�
P

(j;k)
U (Zi;X j;X k)

:
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W ehave

�
�

�
(X )P(X ;Y)= D e

�
P

(i;j;k)2 4
�(X i;X j;X k)e

�
P

(j;k)
U (Yi;X j;X k)

= D e
�
P

(i;j;k)2 4
�(X i;X j;X k)e

�
P

(j;k)
U (X i;X j;X k)� �(X i;X j;X k)+ �(Yi;X j;X k)

= D e
�
P

(i;j;k)2 4
�(Yi;Yj;Yk)e

�
P

(j;k)
U (X i;X j;X k) = �

�

�
(Y )P(Y;X )

so �
�

� satis�esthedetailed balancecondition which com pletestheproofoftheproposition.

�
�

�
isa so-called �nite-volum e Gibbsstate -a probability distribution describing the equi-

librium behavior ofsystem s ofm any interacting particles. In the following section,we will

investigate the stochastic stability ofNash con�gurations for di�erent payo� param eters of

three-playergam es.

3 Stochastic and ensem ble stability

Di�erentNash con�gurationsofa given gam e usually have di�erentvaluesofa potential. It

followsfrom theexplicitform ofthestationarystatein theProposition thatNash con�gurations

with the m axim alpotentialare stochastically stable. W e obtain im m ediately the following

theorem s.

T heorem 1 Leta;c> 0:Ifa > b+ c,then X A isstochastically stable;ifa < b+ c,then X B

isstochastically stable.

Letusnotice thatin ourcase,stochastically stable con�gurationsappearin the long run

with theprobability 1 in thezero-noiselim it.

Ifa = b+ c,then both X A and X B arestochastically stable and in the lim itofzero noise

they occurwith theprobability 1=2.

T heorem 2 Leta > 0,c< 0,and b> 0. Ifa > b,then X A isstochastically stable;ifa < b,

then X A B B and itstwo translatesare stochastically stable.

Ifa = b,then allfourNash con�gurationsarestochastically stableand they occurwith the

probability 1=4.

W eseethatiftherearetwo orm oreNash con�gurationswith them axim alpotential,then

theproblem ofequilibrium selection isstillnotresolved.
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Letusnoticethatlim �! Z
2 �

�

�
(X )= 0 forevery X 2 SL,where L isthe in�nite triangular

lattice.Hence forlarge�and any nonzero nisewe m ay only observe,with reasonable positive

frequencies,ensem blesofcon�gurationsand notparticularcon�gurations.Itm ay happen that

thestationary stateishighly concentrated on an ensem bleconsisting ofoneNash con�guration

and itssm allperturbations,i.e.con�gurations,wherem ostplayersplay thesam estrategy.W e

willcallsuch con�gurationslow-noiseensem ble stable.

D e�nition 3 X 2 
� islow -noise ensem ble stable ifforevery � > 0,thereexists�(�)such

thatforevery � > �(�)there exists�(�)such that�
�

�(Y 2 
�;Yi 6= X i)< � forany i2 � if

�(�)� �.

IfX islow-noiseensem blestable,thentheensem bleconsistingofX andcon�gurationswhich

are di�erent from X at few sites has probability close to one in the stationary distribution.

It m ay happen that only one ofm any stochastically stable Nash con�gurations is low-noise

ensem ble stable.W ewillshow thatthisisexactly thecase ofthree-playergam eswith certain

payo�param eters.

W ewill�rstconsiderthecaseofa;c> 0,b< 0,a = b+ cand thereforea < c.

W eperform �rstthelim it�! Z 2 and obtain a so-called in�nite-volum e Gibbsstate

�
� = lim

�! Z
2

�
�

� (7)

W em ay then apply a technique developed by Bricm ontand Slawny [20,21].They studied

low-tem perature stability ofthe so-called dom inant ground-state con�gurations. It follows

directly from Theorem A in [21]that

�
�(X i= A)> 1� �(�) (8)

for any site i ofthe lattice and �(�) ! 0 as � ! 1 . For b > 0 so a > c we have the

analogous inequalityfor the strategy B . The following theorem is a sim ple consequence of

aboveinequalities.

T heorem 3 Leta = b+ c:Ifb< 0,then X A islow-noise ensem ble stable and ifb> 0,then

X B islow-noise ensem ble stable.

Theorem s 1 and 3 say thatforany low but�xed levelofnoise and b < 0,ifthe num ber

ofplayersisbig enough,then in thelong run,alm ostallplayersuse A strategy.On theother
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hand,iffor any �xed num ber ofplayers,the noise levelis lowered substantially,then both

strategiesappearwith frequenciescloseto 1=2.

Let us sketch briey the reason ofsuch a behavior. W e assum e that a < c:W hile it is

true that both Nash con�gurations have the sam e potentialwhich is one-third ofthe payo�

ofthewhole system (itplaysthe role ofthe totalenergy ofa system ofinteracting particles),

the X A Nash con�guration has m ore lowest-cost excitations. Nam ely,ifone player changes

hisstrategy to B ,then thepotentialofthecon�guration decreasesby 6a.Ifoneplayerin the

X B Nash con�guration changeshisstrategy to A,thepotentialofthecon�guration decreases

by 6c > 6a. Now,the probability ofthe occurrence ofany con�guration in the Gibbs state

(which isthestationary distribution ofourstochasticdynam ics)dependson thetotalpayo�in

an exponentialway.Onethen provesthattheprobability ofan ensem bleconsisting oftheX A

Nashcon�guration andcon�gurationswhich aredi�erentfrom itatfew sitesonlyism uch bigger

than the probability ofthe analogousX B -ensem ble. On theotherhand,con�gurationswhich

are outside X A and X B -ensem bles appear with exponentially sm allprobabilities. It m eans

thatforlargeenough system s(and sm allbutnotextrem ely sm allnoiselevel)weobservein the

stationary distribution the X A Nash con�guration with perhapsfew di�erentstrategies. The

aboveargum entwasm adeintoarigorousproofforin�nitesystem sofcorrespondinglattice-gas

m odels ofinteracting particles by Bricm ont and Slawny in [20,21]. They would callX A a

dom inantground-statecon�guration.

W ehavean analogoustheorem fortheotherclassofthree-playergam es.

T heorem 4 Fora > 0,c< 0,and a = b,ifa < jcj,then X A islow-noise ensem ble stable;if

a > jcj,then X A B B and itstranslatesare low-noise ensem ble stable.

Herethelowest-costexcitationfrom X A isstill6a.Letusdescribethelowest-costexcitations

from X A B B .W hen B changesto A,then thepayo�ofthecon�guration decreasesby 6b= 6a.

However,ifA changesto B ,the payo� decreasesby jcj.Therefore,ifa > jcj,then X A B B has

m orelowest-costexcitationsand henceislow-noiseensem ble stable.

4 N onpotentialthree-player gam es

Now we willconsideran exam ple ofa three-playerspatialgam e withouta potential. Players

are now placed on a �nite subset ofthe one-dim ensionalregular lattice Z (for sim plicity we

willassum e periodic boundary conditionsand therefore agentswillreside on a circle). Every
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agentcan play only one three-playergam ewith hisrightand leftnearestneighbor.Although

any single gam e with a payo� m atrix given in (1) has a potentialas before but a sum of

three-playerinteractionsisnota potentialofthe spatialgam e. The reason forthisisthatif

any agent chooses a best-response strategy,he does not take into account a gam e with two

left or two right neighbors. However,his action m ay change their payo�s as a result oftwo

additionalthree-player gam es. Hence,�
�

� given in the Proposition is no longer a stationary

state ofourstochastic dynam ics. To �nd stochastically stable con�gurations,we m ustresort

to di�erent m ethods. W e willuse the following tree representation ofstationary states of

irreducible M arkov chains[22]. Let(
;P)be an irreducible M arkov chain with a �nite state

space 
 and the transition probabilitiesgiven by P :
� 
 ! [0;1]. Letusdenote by � its

unique stationary distribution. ForX 2 
,letan X-tree be a directed graph on 
 such that

from every Y 6= X there isa unique path to X and there are no outcom ing edgesoutofX .

Denoteby T(X )thesetofallX-treesand let

q(X )=
X

d2T(X )

Y

(Y;Z )2d

P(Y;Z); (9)

wheretheproductiswith respecttoalledgesofd.Thefollowingrepresentation ofastationary

distribution � wasprovided by Freidlin and W entzell[22]:

�(X )=
q(X )

P

Y 2
 q(Y )
(10)

forallX 2 
:

W ewillnow usetheabovecharacterisation ofastationary distribution to�nd stochastically

stablestatesin ournonpotentialgam eforthecaseofa;c> 0.

Let us note that X A and X B are the only absorbing states ofthe noise-free dynam ics.

W hen we startwith any state di�erentfrom X A and X B ,then aftera �nite num berofsteps

ofthe best-response dynam ics we arrive ateitherX A orX B and then stay there forever. It

followsfrom theabovetreerepresentation ofthestationary distribution thatany statedi�erent

from X A and X B haszero probability in thezero-noiselim it.M oreover,in orderto study the

zero-noiselim itofthestationary distribution,itisenough toconsiderpathsbetween absorbing

states. M ore precisely,we constructX-treeswith absorbing statesasvertices. The fam ily of

such treesisdenoted by ~T(X )Let

qm (X )= m ax
d2 ~T (X )

Y

(Y;Z )2d

~P(Y;Z); (11)

10



where ~P(Y;Z)= m ax
Q

(W ;W 0)P(W ;W
0),and thelastproductistaken along any path joining

Y with Z on thefullgraph and them axim um istaken with respectto allsuch paths.

Now we m ay observe thatin ourthree-playergam e,iflim �! 1 qm (X
B )=qm (X

A)= 0,then

X A isstochastically stable.Therefore we have to com pare treeswith biggestqm in (11);such

treeswecallm axim al.

Now we willuse the above tree representation ofa stationary state in two di�erent noise

m odels.W ebegin with a stochasticdynam icswith a state-independentnoise.Nam ely,ateach

discretem om entoftim e,a random ly chosen agentplaysthebestresponsewith theprobability

1� � and with the probability � he m akesa m istake. Below we assum e thata;c> 0 so there

aretwo Nash con�gurations,X A and X B :

T heorem 5 Forthestate-independentnoise,ifb< 0,then X A isstochasticallystable,ifb> 0,

then X B isstochastically stable.

Proof:Thetheorem followsfrom theobservation thatifb< 0,then qm (X
A)isoforder� and

qm (X
B )isoforder�j�j=2,and ifb> 0,then itistheotherway around.

Now wecom eback to thestate-dependentlog-linearnoise.

T heorem 6 Forthe log-linearnoise,ifa < c,then forevery sm allb< 0,there isK (b)such

thatX A isstochastically stable ifj�j> K (b)and X B isstochastically stable ifj�j< K (b).

Proof:Ifjbj< a,then weget

qm (X
A)=

1

(1+ e�c)(1+ e�b)j�j� 2(1+ e� �a)
; (12)

qm (X
B )=

1

(1+ e�a)(1+ e� �b)j�j� 2(1+ e� �c)
: (13)

W ealso havethatlim b! 0K (b)= 1 .

Fora > cand b< 0,itfollowsfrom theaboveexpressionsofqm (X
A)and qm (X

A)thatX A

isstochastically stableforany num berofplayers.W eseethatin nonpotentialgam esstochastic

stability m ay depend upon the num berofplayers. Letusnotice thatforany arbitrarily large

cand b< 0,ifthenum berofplayersissu�ciently big,then in thezero-noiselim it,allofthem

play the ine�cient strategy A which gives them the lower payo� than the strategy B in the

con�guration X B .
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5 Sum m ary

To address the problem ofequilibrium selection in spatialgam es with m any players,we in-

troduced the concept oflow-noise ensem ble stability. W e showed that in certain sym m etric

three-playergam eswith two strategies,thereexistNash con�gurationsthatarestochastically

stablebutnotlow-noiseensem blestable.Itm eansthatforany arbitrarily low but�xed noise,

ifthe num berofplayersislarge enough,then som e stochastically stable strategiesare played

with arbitrarily sm allfrequencies. W e also showed thatfornonpotentialthree-player gam es,

stochasticstability m ay depend upon thenum berofplayers.
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