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A bstract

A celular autom aton In which cells represent agents playing the P risoner’s
Dilemma (D ) gam e follow Ing the sim ple "w In-stay, looseshift" strategy is studied.
Individuals w th binary behavior, such as they can either cooperate (C) or defect
D), play repeatedly w ith their neighbors (Von Neum ann’s and M oore’s neighbor-
hoods). Their utilities n each round of the gam e are given by a rescaled payo
m atrix described by a sihgle param eter , which m easures the ratio of tem ptation
to defect to reward for cooperation. D epending on the region of the param eter space

, the system selforganizes —after a transient — into dynam ical equilbrium states
characterized by di erent de nite fractions of C agents c; (2 states for the Von
N eum ann neighborhood and 4 for M oore neighborhood). For som e ranges of the
cluster size distributions, the power spectrum sP (f) and the perim eterarea curves
follow powerdaw scalings. Percolation below threshold is also found for D agent
clusters. W e also analyze the asynchronous dynam ics version of this m odel and
com pare resuls.
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1 Introduction

ThePrisoner’'sD ilemma (PD) gam eplays in G am e T heory a role sin ilar to the ham onic
oscillator In P hysics. Indeed, this gam e, developed in the early fties, 0 ersa very sinple

and Intuitive approach to the problm ofhow cooperation em erges in societies of "sel sh"

Individuals ie. Individuals which pursue exclusively their own selfbene t. Tk wasused In

a series of works by R abert A xelrod and co-workers [I}] to exam ine the basis of cooperation
In a wide variety of contexts. Furthem ore, approaches to cooperation based on the PD

have shown their usefilness in Political Science @}-4], E conom ics H1-{1], htemational
A airs [121-5], T heoretical Biology [L&-18] and Ecology [LIHR0].

The PD gam e oonsists In two players each confronting two choices: cooperate (C)
or defect O ) and each m akes his choice w ithout know Ing what the other will do. The
four possible outoom es for the nteraction ofboth agents are: 1) they can both cooperate:
C,.C), 2) both defect: © D), 3) one of theanm cooperate and the other defect: (C,D) or
O C).Depending on the case 1)-3), the agents get regpectively : the "reward" R, the
"ounishm ent" P or the "sudker's payo " S the agent who plays C and the "tem ptation
to defect" T the agent who playsD . These four payo s obey the relations:

T>R>P > S
and
2R > S+ T: @)

T he Jast condition is required in order that the average utilities for each agent of a
cooperative pair R ) are greater than the average utilities for a pair exploitative-exploiter
(R+ S)/2).0necan assign apayo matrixM to the PD gam e given by

M= RR)GT)
T;s) @;p) '
which summ arizes the payo s for row actions when confronting with coluimn actions.
C learly it pays m ore to defect: if one of the two players defects say i—, the other who
cooperates w ill end up w ith nothing. In fact, even if agent i cooperates, agent j should
defect, because In that case he willget T which is Jarger than R . That is, ndependently
ofwhat the other player does, defection D yields a higher payo than cooperation and is
the dom inant strategy for rational agents. Furthem ore, is the Nash equilibbriim 1] -ie.
a best reply to itself —ofthe PD gam e. The dilemm a is that ifboth defect, both do worse
than ifboth had cooperated: both playersget P which isan allerthan R . A possblk way
out for this dilemm a is to play the gam e repeatedly. In this iterated P risoner’s D ilemm a
(IPD ), there are ssveral strategies that outperform the dom nant D ,D ] one-shot strategy
and lead to som e non-null degree of cooperation.

T he attainm ent of cooperation n PD sim ulations relies on di erent m echanisn s and
factors. A popular point of view regards direct reciprocity as the crucial ngredient. A
typical exponent of this view point is the strategy known as T it for Tat (TF T ) : cooperate
on the st move, and then cooperate or defect exactly as your opponent did on the
preceding encounter. This requires either m em ory of previous interactions or features
("tags") pem itting cooperators and defectors to distinguish one another P2].



Spatial structure has also been identi ed as an In uential factor In buiding coop-—
eration. For instance, n ref. 3] the authors neglected all strategical com plexities or
m em ories of past encounters. Instead, they show that spatiale ects by them selves In a
classic D amw Injan setting are su cient for the evolution of cooperation E: .

The problem of cooperation is approached m ainly from an D amw inian evolutionary
persoective: strategies that ncorporate som e dose of cooperative behavior are the m ost
successfill and propagate displacing com peting strategies that do not. In that sense, a
central concept is that of evolutionary stablke strategy E£SS) R4], 25]: a strategy which if
adopted by allm em bers of a population cannot be Invaded by a m utant strategy through
the operation of natural selection. T he evolutionary gam e theory, origihated as an appli-
cation ofthem athem atical theory of gam es to biological issues, later soread to econom ics
and social sciences.

In this work, we Pollow a di erent approach: there is no com petition of di erent
strategies, all the agents follow a natural strategy of "w in-stay, looseshift" known as
Pavlov P6]. W e do not worry about the resistance of the strategy against invasion by
other strategies (lke unconditionaldefectorsorALL D thatplay D Independently ofwhat
the opponent does), rather we take Pavlov for granted. The rational for this relies on
several facts. First, Pavlov seem s to be a widespread strategy in nature P7]. Second,
Pavlov does pretty wellwhen com peting w ith several other strategies including generous
titor4tat GTEFT & as i was shown by Nowak and Sigmund P§]. M oreover, they found
that in a non-spatial sstting whik Pavlov can be invaded by ALL D a slightly stochastic
variant cannot. Third, experim ents w ith hum ans have shown that a great fraction of
individuals ndeed use Pavlovian strategies R91.

T herefore, we address the analysis of the selforganized statesthat em ergewhen sin ple
agents, possessing neither long term m em ory nor tags, play the PD game in a spatial
setting using Pavlov strategy. W e this ain we resort to a cellilar autom aton in which
each cell is either black or w hite representing, respectively, a D ora C agent. Each agent
plays w ith those belonging to his neighborhood, and the total utilities he gets determ ine
the update of his individual state.

W e consider payo m atrices in plying strict dilem m as de ned by equations (i) rather
than weak ones in which the Inequalities are relaxed (for instance P = S). To sim plify
thingswe param eterize the payo m atrix in tem sofa singk param eter , which m easures
the ratio of tem ptation to defect to reward for cooperation.

D i erent selforganizations occur depending on the value of , the type of dynam ics
and the considered neighborhood. In particular, for a range of values of (that depends
on the neighborhood) we found power law behavior that m ight be a signature of self-
organized criticality B0I.

P reviously, a non spatial sin ilarm odel, in which pairs of agents were chosen at ran-
dom , was analyzed in ref. B1]. Also, a M ean Field stochastic version was considered in

B21-
Thiswork is organized as follow s. In section 2 we describbe them odel. In section 3 we

I Indeed the gam e they considered is not exactly the PD and inplies a "weak dilemm a" in which D
does not strictly dom inate.

2GTFT cooperates after the opponent has cooperated in the previous round, but it also cooperates
w ith a non null probability after the opponent has defected.



present the results of sin ulations as well as analytical results obtained by using a M ean
Field approxin ation that neglects all spatial correlations (details in the appendix at the
end). Section 4 is devoted to conclusions and nal ram arks.

2 The M odel

Them odel isvey sin ple: we assign to each agent, located at the cellw ith center at x;v),
a binary behavioral variable c(x;y) which takes the value "1" for C agentsand "0" forD
agents. This agent plays w ith the z agents belonging to his neighborhood N (x;vy) getting
a payo U; x;vy) wih the st neighbor he plays, U, (x;y) wih the ssocond one and so
on &i. The total utilities U x;y) = U; (x;y) + Uy X;v) + i+ U, (x;v) he gets playing
w ith his neighborhood determm ine the update ofhis ndiridual state. M ore technically, we
have an outer totalistic cellular autom aton ie. the state of a cell at the next tin estep
depends only on isown state, and the sum ofthe states of tsneighbors. T he dynam ic is
synchronous: all the agents update their states sim ultaneously at the end of each lattice
swesp. In addition to this synchronous dynam ics or "parallelupdating” we also explored,
w ith Jess detail, the asynchronous dynam ics or "sequential updating”, in which the state
of an agent is updated after he played.

W e considered two di erent neighborhoods: a) the von N eum ann neighborhood (z = 4
neighbor cells: the cell above and below , right and keft from a given cell) and b) the M core
neighborhood (z = 8 neighbor cells: von N eum ann neighborhood + diagonals).

The payo m atrix is param eterized in termm s of a single param eter T=R:

1;1) ()

M (; ) (1, 1 ' @)
wih > 1. The totalutilities of the agent at (x;y) attine t, U (x;y;t), are the sum of
the utilities collected by playing w ith each of his neighbors, as prescribed by the payo
m atrix.

A typicalvalue for the population of agents isN .4 = 10;000 (100 100 Jattjoe)f’: .

The nitialstateat t= 0 istaken asc(x;y;0) = Oorl O orC respectively), chosen
at random foreach cell x;y). Then the system evolves by iteration during tr tin e steps
till it reaches a stationary or dynam ical equilbbrium state.

Pavlov’s strategy works as follow s. The agent at (x;y) w ill change his state for the
nexttinestep t+ l: cX;y;t+ 1) =1 cX;y;t) (from C toD orviceversa) ifU x;y;t) < 0,
and will rem ain the same: cx;y;t+ 1) = cx;y;0), ifU K;y;) > 0 wWhen U x;y;t) = 0O
the agent changes w ith probability 0.5). O nce all the agents have played, their state is
updated for the next tin e iteration.

For the von Neum ann neighborhood then, each agent plays wih his four nearest
neighbors. Let’s analyze what is expected to happen fordi erent values of the param eter

. Let’s focus on the agent at (x;y) and hispossbl con gurations (C orD ) and the ones

3The order in which a given agent playsw ith his neighbors doesn’t m atter, it can be xed or random Iy
chosen

4H owever, In som e casesw e considered N ag up t0 1,000,000 (1000 1000 Jattice) in order the transients
becom e long enough to extract the power spectrum .



of his neighborhood (mumber of C and D neighbors) and In each case his corresponding
utilities. T hese results are shown in Tablk 1:

| | 4c,op |3c,1p [2c,2p | 1c,3D | oC, 4D |
C 4 3- 22 13 ~4
D 4 3 1] 2= 3 -4

Tabl 1. Utilities of a given agent depending if his state isC (row 1) orD (row 2) and
the states of his neighborhood (colum ns 2 to 6) for von N eum ann neighborhood.

From Tablk 1, sihce > 1, we observe that the sign of the utilities U (x;y) of the
agent located at site x;y) -which detem ines the update of his c(x;y)— depends on the
valie of only for two cases: a) if the agent plays C and his neighborhood consists in
3C agents and 1D orb) if the agent plays D and his neighborhood consists in 1C agent
and 3D agents. In both cases the update rule depends thus whether > 3 or < 3.
S0, a priori, one would expect the existence ofa "critical” value ofthe parameter = 3
such that the results depend on whether is greater or am aller than this critical value.
Intuitively one can argue that since for > 3 there are m ore favorable situations for
D agents and disfavorabl for C agents, the ean cooperation of the system when the
dynam ical equilboriim is reached, ¢ = ﬁ N., C&;y;it) —after the transient, will be
an aller than when < 3.

Tablk 2 summ arizes the utilities of a player for each possbl con guragtion of his
neighbors for the case ofM oore neighborhood.

| | sc,oo|7c,1p |6c,2D |5C,3D |4c,4D | 3C,5D | 2C,6D | 1C, 7D | OC 8D |
C 8 7- 62 53 44 35 2-6 1-7 8
D 8 7 1] 62| 53] 44 ]35] 26 -7 8

Tablk 2. The sam e as Tabk 1 but for M oore neighborhood.

A com pltely analogous reasoning fortheM oore neighborhood Jeads to three "critical”
valies: | = 5=3, , = 3and ; = 7. Herewewould expect also that ¢ willdin inish as
crosses each frontier value ; from left to right.

3 RESULTS

To avoid dependence on the initial conditions the m easures correspond to averages taken
over an ensam ble of 100 system s w ith arbitrary iniial conditions. In general, the resuls
for the asym ptotic regin e, after a transient, becom e aln ost Independent of the lattice
size I, for I, > 100. Therefore In what ©llow s, unlss it is stated otherw ise, the resuls
corresoond to sin ulations perform ed in 100 100 lattices.

A s we have anticipated, we observe that the stationary state of the system changes
as the param eter m oves from one region to another (two regions in the cases ofz = 4
von N eum ann neighborhood and four regions for z = 8 M oore neighborhood) .



3.1 A sym ptotic average fraction of cooperators ¢

T he asym ptotic or equilbriim mean fraction of C-agents ¢ 5, takes constant values in
each ofthe regions delim ited by the "critical” .Hencewehaveonesharp stepatc = 3
forz= 4 and three sharp stepsat g = 2,3 & 7 forz= 8.

Tt is Interesting to com pare the ¢ , produced by sinulations, w ith the &' ¥ cbtained
by elem entary calculus using aM ean Field M F) approxin ation that neglects all spatial
correlations (s=e APPEND IX I).

In Tabks3and 4 wepresenttheq andd' ¥ orz= 4and z = 8 repectively. C kearly,
as expected, the M F approxin ation in proves increasing z. In addition, divergences be-
tween soatial gam es and the M F approxin ation becom e m aximum in the "cooperative"
sector of the param eter  (leftist region, producing ¢ > 0:5 ). This can be explained in
term s of the particular cluster structure of that region exhibiting power law scalings (see
next subsection).

‘ z=4 ‘ Sinulations ‘ MF ‘
< 310485 0002 0430
3|10280 0002|0342
Tabk 3. T he asym ptotic fraction of cooperators ¢ forz = 4 von Neum ann
neighborhood. Column 2: sinulations. Column 3: M F approxin ation (see APPEND IX
D.

z=8 ‘ Sin ulations ‘ MF ‘

1< < 5=3|0563 0002|046l

5=3 < 3| 0436 0002 | 0420

3 <7 | 0366 0003|0386

8 0320 0003| 0334

Tabl 4. T he asym ptotic fraction of cooperators ¢ for z= 8 M ore neighborhood.
Column 2: smulations. Column 3: M F approxin ation (sse APPEND IX I).

3.2 SpatialPatterns: The C luster Structure

Von Neum ann neighlborhood
In Fig. I, we present snapshots -after the transient- of the cellular autom aton for
< 3and > 3. These "ocooperation m aps" illustrate the di erences between the typical
goatial pattems that arise in the two param eter regions divided by = 3.

For < 3 we found that:

I) A though the asym ptotic probability forD agentsisd; = 1 ¢ ' 05, which
is below the percolation threshold p.  0:59275, giant spanning D clusters often occur.
Percolation below threshold is a known fact in otherm odels. In general, when there are
correlations between the sites, the threshold is shifted. A s it happens, or Instance, in the
square Ising m odelpercolation occurs, at the critical tem perature, w hen the concentration
isalso 0.5.

SThe upperbar .n ¢, denote an average over 100 sin ulations w ith di erent initial conditions.
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Figure 1: A sym ptotic "cooperation m aps" for: (a) < 3, o) > 3.Black=D,whie=C.

IT) D i erent quantities behave as power law s In plying thus the em ergence of scale
free phenom ena. For instance, the size distrioution of clusters of D agents exhibits power
law scaling.

For > 3thedistrlbution ofD clusters isbin odalw ith a peak for very an all clusters
(size= 1) and a sscondary peak forvery large clusters. Them ain peak forvery an all clus—
ters can be explained by the an all correlation length. O n the other hand, the sscondary
peak for very large sizes arises because the probability of a given site to be In the D state
d; 1 ¢ isover the site percolation threshold and thus spanning clusters are m uch
m ore abundant than when < 3 in whith cased; < p..

Fig. 2 is a plot of the log of the number of clusters of C and D agents vs. the
log of their size for < 3 and > 3 using 400 400 lhttices. In both cases giant
goanning clusters of D agents were excluded. This, in particular for > 3, elin lnates a
large num ber of clusters belonging to the secondary peak of its bin odal distribution and
explains why there are less "+ " points In Fjgi.z— (o) than in :_'2—(a) (the shortage of "*"
points, representing C clusters, cbviously is related to the fact that ¢ is an aller on the

> 3 side).

T he data points for D clusters seem consistent w ith a power law scaling over a couple
ofdecades, w ith a criticalexponent ofapproxin ately 1:79 0:02. The graphicalso show s
adi erencebetween C and D clusters: the rst onesexhibitmudch greater deviations from
an exact power law although they also occur over a w ide range of scales. T his asym m etry
can be traced to the di erence that exists for the possible stable con gurations of clusters
ofC’sorD ’'s; whik the rst onesneed at least three C neighbors to rem ain C, the sscond
ones can do wellw ith only two C neighbors. Then the D agents can form thinner clusters
than the C agents. T his fact Increases the probability ofagentsD to yield larger clusters.
This also can explain why although the equilbrium probability forD agents isbelow the
percolation threshold, giant spanning D clusters are cbserved.
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Figure 2: Number of clusters of C (*) and D (+ ) agents vs. size ofthe clusters for the von
N eum ann neighborhood in a 400 400 lattice. T he clusters are summ ed over the last 150
lattice sweeps after the transient for: (@) < 3, (o) > 3. In both cases giant spanning
D clusters were not lncluded

For > 3 the situation changes drastically asFig. 2.() re ects, here it can be seen
that the data don’t twellw ith a power law neither forD nor for C clusters.

Rem ark — To check that the power law scaling is not dependent on the particular
param eterization of the payo m atrix we are using, we m easured the cluster distribution
for m any other payo m atrices not described by ). For instance, we considered this
altemative param eterization of the payo m atrix

1;1) (=2 3;)

0__ .
M= o= 3y (uy 7

3)
wih 3 =2< 1< 1< Agaihn,we found power law behaviour for the leftist region in

. Thus, it seam sthat thispower law scaling for an entire collection ofPD payo m atrices
is a robust property of the m odel.

A nother clue about the dynam ics of the clusters can be ocbtained by exam ining the
relation ofthe perim eter to the area ofthe clusters. W e de ne the perin eter ofa cluster C
D ) asthe set of sites (x;y) with behavioralvariablk c(x;y) = 1 (cx;y) = 0) belonging to
the cluster w ith at least one neighborw ith the opposite behavioralvariablk ie. c(x;y) = 0
cx;y) = 1). Themean perineter P A ), for a given area A, is then given by averaging
over all the perin eters of clusters w ith area A . Fig3 shows that or < 3 the perin eter
scales linearly w ith the area, that is, at the fastest rate possible, In plying that the clusters
are highly ram i ed. T he fraction of the area that is interior to the clusters can be easily
calculated.

By tting the point of Figs3.(a) and () we get the follow ing expressions for the
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F igure 3: Perin eter vs. area of the clusters of C and D agents for z= 4. T he perin eter’s
values plotted are averages of perin eters of clusters of the sam e size, taken over the last
500 lattice sweeps after the transient.

perin eter as a function of the area, for < 3:

Pc 0:82A ¢ for clusters of C agents

4
Pp 0:B6A for clusters of D agents: @

T hen the cluster interior fraction isF = 22 . Thus we get that approxin ately:
Fc 7 018 for clusters of C agents 5)

Fp 7 016 for clusters of D agents

T his show s that the clusters have aln ost no Interdor, and con m s ourprevious coser-
vation conceming that the clusters of D agents are thinner than those of C agents. This
supports quantitatively the explanation of why percolation of D agents is cbserved but
no of C agents. T he linear behavior shown in Fig3.(c), which slope approxin atelly equal
to 1, can be understood by inspection ofF igil.(o) where is clearly seen that the C agents
form an all "laddered" clusters In which the perin eter is equalto the area.

M oore neighlborhood

For arbitrary random initial conditions, the equilbbrium cooperation m aps are shown
in Fig4 for in the di erent regions of interest.

A s i can be seen from Tabl 4, when iswithin the interval (l;%), g ' 06 which
is higher than the values ocbtained for the von Neum ann neighborhood for any . This
In plies that Increasing the num ber of neighbors in general produces a higher fraction of
cooperators, although this higher value of ¢; is stabl for narrower dom ain values of
W e checked this for the case n which 12 neighbors are taken into account, achieving a
valieofc, ' 08 r 2 (l;%).
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F igure 4: C ooperation m aps for M oore neighborhood at equilbbrium (after 10° iterations)
for: (@) 2 1;2), ) 2 E;3), () 2 @B;7)and (d) > 7.Black=D,whie=C.

Let us analyze what happens to the clusters of C’s and D s for the di erent values of
, this tin e for the M oore neighborhood. T he resuls are shown in Fig. 5.

In Fig§.@), coresponding to 2 (l;%) and ¢ ' 057, we can observe power law
behavior for both clusters of C and D agents, wih the sam e critical exponent of ap—
proximnately 1:62 0:02. This symm etry between C’s and D ’s is broken when we take

2 2;3) Fig8.0),c ’ 0:#44): here we recover the kind ofbehaviorwe found or < 3
In the case of the von Neum ann neighborhood (see Fig. 3.@)), or which the power law
scaling for D agents ismuch m ore chear than for C agents. In this case we nd an ex—
ponent of approxin ately 1:98 0:04. Ram arkably, criticality seem s to persist, although
not so clearly as in the previous cases, even orvaliesof in the interval (3;7) Figh.()).
For > 7,power law behavior is com plktely Jost, as FigH.(d) shows.

3.3 Power Spectrum s

Thepower law swe found for spatial observablesm ight be Interpreted as signatures of self-
organized criticality (SO C).In order to elucidate the crticality or not ofthe dynam icswe
analyzed tem poralcorrelations. Speci cally, we calculated the power spectrum P (£) (Le.
the absolute value of the Fourier transform ) of the tin e autocorrelation fiinction G (t) of
the cooperative fraction c(t). G (t) isde ned as:

G <clochh+t> <clo)>?; 6)
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Figure 5: Number of clusters of C (*) and D (+ ) agents vs. size of the clusters, sum m ed
over the last 500 tin es after 10* iterations for z = 8, in logarithm ic scale. The plots
cormrespond to: @) 2 (1;2), ) 2 (;3), © 2 Gi7), d) > 7. There isa
percolation peak for clusters of D agents in (o), (c) and (d) since they are above the
percolation threshold d> p.).
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Figure 6: Power spectrum for z= 4 Von Neum ann neighborhood : (@) < 3, ) > 3.

w here the average is taken over all possible tem poral origins t .

I tums out that although the transients are not very long, P (f) exhbits power law
behavior, for the sam e range of values of we found this type ofbehavior for the cluster
size distributions, for aln ost two decades. For instance, in the case of the von N eum ann
neighborhood, we have a power law power spectrum f©or < 3 which islost or > 3
(which is consistent w ith the fact that the sin ulations have shown that for this region the
system behaves periodically, w ith a very short period). This is shown in Fig4.

T he correlation function G (t) is calculated for the transient. In order to m axin ize
this transient an initialct= 0) = 0l very di erent from the known equilbrium value of
g ' 035 was taken together w ith a lJarge Jattice 0o£1000 1000. This power law scaling
ofP (f), for the sam e region we found this type of behavior for the cluster sizes, can be
Interpreted as another signature for the possibl existence of critical dynam ics.

34 A synchronous dynam ics

A swem entioned in the previous section, besides exploring the synchronous dynam ics, we
also perfom ed som e runs using the asynchronous dynam ics, In which the state of each
agent is updated after he played w ith his neighborhood.

T he asynchronous update produce a much lss Interesting situation. The power law s
are lost, both for the von Neum ann and M oore neighborhoods: we nd no power laws
for the cluster sizes nor for the power spectrum and the cooperation values decrease
signi cantly. Still, there isa change in them ean value ofthe cooperation as the param eter

goes through the critical values calculated earlier. For the von N eum ann neighborhood,
for < 3, ' 034.For > 3 cooperation decreasesto ¢ ' 023 and there isno clear
pattem of behavior. For the M core neighborhood results are sim ilar, with ¢ ' 0:34,
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0:30,021 and 013 for 2 (1;2), (;3), B;7) and > 7 respectively.

4 CONCLUSIONS

For a cellular autom ata, representing a system of agents playing the IPD govemed by
Pavlovian strategies in a sin plk territorial sstting, we explored its steady states for dif-
ferent values of the param eter , which m easures the ratio of tem ptation to defect to
reward. Both for the Von Neum ann and M oore neighborhoods we found sharp steps for
¢ Vs. (one step n the st case and three steps In the second case).

W e found power-law scaling for di erent quantities, m easuring either soatial (cluster
size distributions) ortem poralcorrelation P (f)), for entire regions In param eter space.
A llthism ay be interpreted as consistent evidences of selforganized criticality in a spatial
gam e which is not evolutionary (at least In the ordinary D arw Inian sense). This result,
which is qualitatively robust against changes of the payo m atrix and the neighborhood,
isnovel (@s faraswe know ). [t isworth to m ention that the param eterization {3) allow s
to study two other gamesbesidesthe PD:If 1< <1 R > T > P > S) thegame
is known as "Stag Hunt" (SH) whilk when 4 < < 8 >R >SS > P) thegame
is called the "Hawk-Dove" H-D).W e sinulated these two gam es, which are popular In
SocialSciences and B iology respectively, and, In contrast to what happen w ith thePD ,we
found no power law behavior B5].] O n the other hand, the occurrence of critical dynam ics
In certain spatialevolutionary gam es has been observed. For Instance, In ref. B3] i was
show n that for certain range ofa param eter, w hich determ ines the punishm ent, the spatial
HD gam e exhiits large tem poral and spatial correlations and various processes govemed
by power-aw s. T his is In contrast w ith the sim p1i ed version ofthe PD considered in ref.
231, which does not exhbit com plkx critical dynam ics of this type, rather i has periodic
or chaotic dynam ics. Nevertheless, for a stochastic version of this evolutionary weak
dilemm a, power law behavior consistent with directed percolation has been m easured
B41.

W e also have shown that percolation below the threshold value occurs forD -agents for
the case of the von N eum ann neighborhood. The asymm etry between C and D clusters,
even in cases in which both types ofagents appearw ith equalprobability, can be explained
in tem s of the Pavlovian strategy and the asym m etry of the payo s (see Tabk 1).

A result worth ram arking is that the degree of cooperation can be Increased by enlarg—
ing the neighborhood but, sin ultaneously, the tem ptation param eter m ust be restricted
to an aller values.

A nother interesting general result is the e ect of changing the dynam ics from syn—
chronous to asynchronous. The scale Ivariance we found for the synchronous update
disappear when we tum to the asynchronous update. The fact that the general quali-
tative behavior of asynchronous m odels m ay di er greatly from that of the synchronous
version was noticed in 34].

Let us mention som e Interesting future extensions of the work presented here. For
Instance, we observed that for an all Jattices this sin ple detemm inistic system often reaches
true equilbrium con gurations, In which allthe agents are happy (allget utilities above 0)
and do not change their respective states. In other words, Pareto Optimalstates PO S)
ie. states in which none of the players can increase their payo w ithout decreasing the
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payo ofat least one of the other players. Th F igf7, an exam ple of such equilbriim states
ispresented fora anall (6 6) lattice, z= 4 and = 2.

1/]0]/1]1]0]1 11211121

1/]0/1]1]0]1 11211121

1/0[1]1]0]1 165 [1]|1]5]1

1111111 414 |4|1]4

101 [1]1]1]1 414 |[4|1] 4

1(0[1]1]0]1 165 |[1]|1]5]1
C U

Figure 7: Pareto Optim al states con guration fora snallé 6 lattice, z= 4 and = 3.
Left: the c(i; j) m atrix. R ight: the corresponding utilities U (i; j) : the utilities for all the
agents are positive and thus they don’t change their behavioral variabls.

W hen the lattice size grow s the system becom es unable to reach these PO S. The
explanation we found for this is , as the size grow s, the fraction of PO S w ith respect
to the possbl con gurations decreases. A dditionally, it is plausible that the entirely
determm inistic update does not provide a path In con guration space connecting the Initial
state with an PO S. The Introduction of noise in the update rule, In som e particular
cases, m ight help prom oting ergodicity. The e ect of the Introduction of noise In spatial
evolutionary gam es was analyzed for exampl in 3§] and BY]. An interesting goal is
how to use noise to avoid entrainm ent in non e cient states ie. to implem ent a sort of
sim ulated annealing approach [37] allow ing to reach these optin al equilibrium s.

A nother issue that seem s worth exploring is the extension of the present approach,
beyond thePD gam e, to gam esthat are ussfultom odelotherdi erent everyday situations,
like the "Stag Hunt", "Chicken", etc BHI.

F inally, affer we conclided thism anuscript, one of the referees pointed out the study
of the PD game of Posch et al 0] using "w in-stay, loseshift" strategies in a non spa—
tial sstup. This work o ers an stin ulating discussion of when can satis cing becom e
optin izing.
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APPENDIX I:M EAN FIELD COMPUTATIONS
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Estin ate of ¢ can be ocbtained by elem entary calculus using a M ean F ield approxi-
m ation that neglects all spatial correlations.

O nce the stationary state was reached, the transitions from D to C, on average, m ust
equal those from C to D . Thus, the average probability of cooperation ¢ is obtained
by equalizing the ux from C to D, Jep, tothe ux from D to C, Jpc . The possblke
utilities fora C phyerrange from R =z 1= ztoS = 1z (seeTabk 1l and Tabk 2).
Let us consider by sgparate the z = 4 von N eum ann neighborhood and the z = 8 M oore
neighborhood.

z=4

W e have two di erent situations depending on the valueof : < 3or 3.

< 3:

In that case, the utilities U Up ) of a C (@O ) plyer are negative, and thus he
changes from C toD (@ toC) ifat kast 2 (3) neighborsplay D .For a given average
probability ofcooperation ¢, the probabilitiesofa C agent facing 2, 3 and 4 neighbors
playing D are respectively: (1 0)?, (1 ¢ andc@ c)*. Consequently, Jop

can be w ritten as:

Jep / @1 o*+FA o+ cl o 7)

O n the other hand, the probabilities ofa D agent facing 3 and 4 neighbors playing
D are respectively: (I o)’cand I ¢)°. Therebre J, . is given by:

Joc / cl o'+ @ o ®)
T hus the algebraic equation orc is:
g+d @ a) @ a)=0; ©)
w ith only one real root In the interval D,11: &/ ¥ = 0:430.

3:

In that case, the utilities U Up ) of a C (D) plyer are negative, and thus he
changes from C toD (O to C) exept (only) if he has allhis 4 neighbors playing C
D).Therefore, Jcp mustbemodi ed simmingatem c* (1 ¢ toeq. () and the
temm ¢l ¢)* mustbe supressed from the expresion {-8) for Jy ¢ . Hence, we get the
follow ing algebraic equation for g :

g+l o)+ @ o) ol o) @ c)=0; (10)
w ith only one real root In the interval D,1]: &' ¥ = 0:342.

z= 8

W e have four di erent situations depending on the region In the param eter space
T he corresponding polynom ials for g are cbtained exactly as it wasdone forz = 4
and one can easely chedk that are given by:

14



1< < 5=3
g +d a ag)
w ith only one real root In the interval 0,1]:

5=3 <3

6

w ith only one real root in the interval [0,1]

3 <7

g+ o)+ o
g1l a)+dad o
w ith only one real root in the interval 0,1]:

7

d+d @ )+ gl)+c
S A o)X+ o)t+a

w ith only one real root in the interval 0,1]:
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