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6 Discreteversuscontinuousmodelsin
evolutionary dynamics:from simpletosimpler

| and even simpler| models

Fabio A.C.C.Chalub�,M ax O.Souzay

M arch 28,2024

A bstract

Therearem any di�erentm odels| both continuousand discrete|
used to describe gene m utation �xation. In particular, the M oran
process,theK im ura equation and thereplicatordynam icsareallwell
known m odels,thatm ightlead to di�erentconclusions.W epresenta
discussion ofa uni�ed fram ework to em brace allthese m odels,in the
large population regim e.

1 Introduction

Realworld m odelsneed tocoveralargerangeofscales.However,m odelsthat
are valid in such a large range are hard to obtain and can be very com plex
to analyze.Alternatively,we m ightuse m odelsthatfocuson certain scales.
Thus, on one hand, we m ight have a m icroscopic discrete m odelthat is
derived from �rst principles while,on the other hand,we m ight also have
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continuousm odelsthatareeasierto analyzebutarem orephenom enological
in nature.

W hen dealing with m any descriptionsofthesam ereality,theconnection
between these variouspossible descriptionsisan im portantproblem .These
connections, in the particular case of evolutionary gam e theory for large
populations,willbe discussed here afterthe work in [7]. In particular,we
willpresenta uni�ed theory thatcoversthe M oran process[16],the m ean-
�eld theory description by Kim ura [10]and thereplicatordynam ics[9].

In orderto develop such a theory,weshallproceed asfollows:

1.wepreparea detailed discretem odel| thethe microscopic model;

2.we identify suitably scalings and the corresponding negligible (sm all)
param eters;

3.weform ally�nd anew m odelwherethesevariablesaresettozero| the

thermodynamical limit;

4.weprovethatthenew m odelisa good approxim ation fortheprevious
m odel,within thegiven scalings;

5.westudy thebehaviourofdistinguished lim iting cases.

Itisim portanttostressthat,usually,step threeisobtained from phenom eno-
logicalfram ework.Thus,even form alconnectionsbetween discreteand con-
tinuous m odels can be very im portant in understanding their relationship.
M oreover,this allows one to solve the sim pler continuous m odeland thus
have the approxim ate behaviorofthe solution ofthe detailed m odel. This
approach isclassicalin thephysicalscienceswhere,forinstance,continuous
m echanicscan beseen asa form allim itofparticle dynam ics| although the
phenom enologicalderivation hasbeen obtained m uch earlier[11].

In thesederivations,theexistence ofsm allparam etersisgenerally natu-
ral,buttheappropriate scalingsarenot.Forexam ple,m odelsofdilute gas
given by Boltzm ann equation converge to the Navier-StokesorEulerequa-
tions in uid dynam ics (depending on the precise scaling given) when the
re-scaled free m ean path is set equalto zero [1,2,14,12]. A sim ilar ap-
proach useskineticm odelsform odelingcellm ovem entinduced by chem icals
(chem otaxis)and when the cellfree m ean path isnegligible,theirsolutions
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iscom parable to the solutions ofthe Keller-Segelm odel[5,4,8,17]. In a
di�erentfram ework,relativistic m odelsforparticlem otion have asthenon-
relativisticlim it(i.e.,thelim itwhen typicalvelocitiesaresm allcom pared to
the velocity oflight)the Newtonian physics[13,15],where quantum equa-
tionsconvergeagain to classicalphysicswhen (re-scaled)Planck constantis
very sm all[3,18].

Forthe M oran Process,ithasbeen recently noticed thatthe inverse of
thepopulation sizeistherelevantsm allparam eter;cf.[19,7]forinstance.

Theoutlineofthiswork isasfollows:in section 2,wediscussthegener-
alized M oran process.Thisincludesthestandard M oran processasa special
case,butaddressesalso the frequency dependentcase. In section 3,we re-
view the scalingsand therm odynam icallim itsfound in [7]. The connection
ofsom e ofthe therm odynam icallim itswith the Kim ura m odelisdiscussed
in section 4. Afterthat,we briey outline som e ofthe m athem aticalissues
involved in thederivation ofthetherm odynam icalm odels.Relationship be-
tween these lim its and the Replicator Dynam ics is discussed in section 6.
W e then present a series ofnum ericalsim ulation to illustrate the theory
discussed and com pare resultsin section 7. Som e rem arksin m ore general
gam es,wherem ixed strategiesareallowed aregiven in section 8.

2 T he generalized M oran process

(a) (b) (c)

Figure1:TheM oran process:from a two-typespopulation (a)wechoseone
atrandom to kill(b)and a second to copy an paste in theplaceleftby the
�rst,thistim eproportionalto the�tness.
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Considera population of�xed sizeN ,given by two typesofindividuals,
Iand II.TheM oran processisde�ned by threesteps:

� wechooseoneoftheindividualsatrandom to beelim inated;

� alltherem aining individualsplay a gam egiven by thepay-o� m atrix

I II
I A B

II C D

,

and the individual�tness is identi�ed with the average pay-o�. W e
assum e thatC > A > 0 and B > D > 0. Thisisthe only structure
ofthepay-o� m atrix thatguaranteetheexistenceofnon-trivialstable
equilibrium . This is know in the literature as the \Hawk-and-Dove"
gam e.

� we choose one ofthe individuals to by copied with probabilities pro-
portionalto thepay-o�.

W e repeatthese stepsuntila �nalstate ispresum ably reached. Intuitively,
aftera long enough tim e,allindividualswillbedescendantofa single indi-
vidualliving attim e t= 0.M oreprecisely,letP(t;n;N )betheprobability
thatattim etwehaven typeIindividualsin atotalpopulation ofsizeN ,and
letc� (n;N )(c0(n;N ),c+ (n;N ))be the transition probability associated to
n ! n� 1(n ! n and n ! n+ 1,respectively).Then,thediscreteevolution
processisgiven by

P(t+ �t;n;N ) = c + (n � 1;N )P(t;n � 1;N ) (1)

+c0(n;N )P(t;n;N )+ c� (n + 1;N )P(t;n + 1;N ):

Letusintroducethevector

P(t;N )= (P(t;0;N );P(t;1;N );:::;P(t;N ;N ))y:

Then theiteration can bewritten in m atrix form as

P(t+ �t;N )= M P(t;N );
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where M is a colum n-stochastic,tridiagonalm atrix. It is also possible to
show| cf. [7]| that 1 is an eigenvalue ofM with m ultiplicity two, with
associated eigenvectors given by e1 and eN + 1.Since the spectrum and its
m ultiplicity isunchanged ifM isreplaced by M y therearetwo vectorsthat
are keptinvariantby M y. One ofthem iseasily seen to be the vector1 =
(1;1;:::;1;1)y. LetF denote the rem aining one. Then,[7]showed thatF
yieldsthestationary �xation probability and also thatthequantities

�1 = h1;P(t;N )i and �2 = hF;P(t;N )i

are invariantsofthe M oran process. The form eriswellknown and itcor-
responds to the conservation ofprobability. The latter,however,seem s to
be new and itcan be interpreted asstating thatthe correlation coe�cient
between a possible state ofthe M oran process and the stationary �xation
probability m ustalwaysbethesam eoftheinitialcondition.

W ecan now provethat

lim
�! 1

M
� =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1 1� F1 1� F2 � � � 1� FN �1 0
0 0 0 � � � 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 � � � 0 0
0 F1 F2 � � � FN �1 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

Asa directconsequence,forany norm alized initialcondition

P 0 = (P(0;0;N );P(0;1;N );� � � ;P(0;N ;N ));

the�nalstateis

lim
�! 1

P(��t;N )= lim
�! 1

M
�
P 0 = (1� A;0;0;� � � ;A);

where

A =
NX

n= 0

FnP(0;n;N )

isthe �xation probability associated to the initialcondition P 0. Note that,
with probability 1,one ofthe types willbe �xed. Thism eans,thatin the
long range,every m utation willbeeither�xed orlost.
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3 Scaling and therm odynam icallim its

The centralidea ofthissection isto �nd a continuousm odelthatworksas
a good approxim ation ofthe M oran process,when the totalpopulation is
large.Thism eansthatwe wantto �nd a continuousm odelforthe fraction
ofm utantsin thelim itN ! 1 .Thecoreofthisprocessistode�neacorrect
scaling forthe tim e-step and forthe pay-o�s. W e willshow,however,that
di�erent scalings willgive di�erent therm odynam icallim its. But only one
ofthese scalingswillbe ableto capture one essentialfeatureofthe discrete
processdiscussed in theprevioussection:thatgenesarealways�xed orlost.
In thecontinuoussetting,thism eansthat,astim eincreases,theprobability
distribution should m ove(di�use)to theboundaries.

Letussupposethat(form ally)thereexistsa probability density

p(t;x)= lim
N ! 1

P(t;xN ;N )

1=N
= lim

N ! 1
N P(t;xN ;N );

wherex = n=N .
Letusalso suppose thatthisfunction p :R + � [0;1]! R issu�ciently

sm ooth thatwecan expand theevolution equation (1)asto obtain

p(t+ �t;x)� p(t;x)

�t
=

1

N �t

h�

c
(1)

+ + c
(1)

0 + c
(1)

�

�

p�

�

c
(0)

+ � c
(0)

�

�

@xp

i

(2)

+
1

N 2�t

�
1

2

�

c
(2)

+ + c
(2)

0 + c
(2)

�

�

p�

�

c
(1)

+ � c
(1)

�

�

@xp+
1

2

�

c
(0)

+ + c
(0)

�

�

@
2

xp

�

+O

�
1

N 3

�

;

wherec(i)� = c
(i)
� (x),� = +;0;�,i= 0;1;2,arede�ned by

c+ (xN � 1;N ) = c+ (n � 1;N )= c
(0)

+ +
1

N
c
(1)

+ +
1

2N 2
c
(2)

+ + O

�
1

N 3

�

;

c0(xN ;N ) = c0(n;N )= c
(0)

0
+

1

N
c
(1)

0
+

1

2N 2
c
(2)

0
+ O

�
1

N 3

�

;

c� (xN + 1;N ) = c� (n � 1;N )= c
(0)

� +
1

N
c
(1)

� +
1

2N 2
c
(2)

� + O

�
1

N 3

�

:

So far,wem adeno assum ptionson thebehaviorofthepayo�sA,B ,C,and
D asN ! 1 .SincetheappropriatelargeN lim itwillbeattained through a
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rescaling in tim e,the�tnessshould also rescaled accordingly to preservethe
expected am ountofo�springs. In particular,we m usthave thatthe �tness
approachesoneasN growslarge;seediscussion in [7].Equivalently,payo�s
m ustalso approach one.The orderwith they approach unity,however,isa
freeparam eteratthispoint.

Thus,weim posethat

lim
N ! 1

(A;B ;C;D )= (1;1;1;1); (3)

lim
N ! 1

N
�(A � 1;B � 1;C � 1;D � 1)= (a;b;c;d); � > 0 ; (4)

we�nd,aftera long com putation,that

lim
N ! 1

N
�

�

c
(1)

+ + c
(1)

0
+ c

(1)

�

�

= � 3x2(a� b� c+ d)�

� 2x(a� c� 2(b� d))+ (d� b);

lim
N ! 1

N
�

�

c
(0)

+ � c
(0)

�

�

=x(1� x)(x(a� c)+ (1� x)(b� d)):

Theonly non-trivialbalances,ascan bereadily observed,aregiven by tim e-
stepsoforder�t= N �(�+ 1),for� 2 (0;1].In thiscase,wehavethat

@tp= �@x (x(1� x)(x� + (1� x)�)p) ; � 2 (0;1) (5)

and

@tp= @
2

x (x(1� x)p)� @x (x(1� x)(x� + (1� x)�)p) ; if � = 1 ; (6)

where� = a� c< 0 and � = b� d > 0.In theparticularcasewhere� = �

(i.e.,when the �tness is independent ofthe particular com position ofthe
population),thelastequation can beshown to beequivalentto a celebrated
equation in population geneticsknown astheKim ura equation [10].

Theequationsabovearesupplem ented by thefollowing boundary condi-
tions

d

dt

Z
1

0

p(t;x)dx = 0; forequations(5)and (6);

d

dt

Z
1

0

 (x)p(t;x)dx = 0 forequation (6).
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In thelattercondition, satis�es

 
00+ (� + (� � �)x) 0= 0;  (0)= 0 and  (1)= 1: (7)

Thefunction  (x)isthecontinuouslim itofthevectorF de�ned in section 2.

R em ark 1. For equation (5),itcan be shown thatthe form er condition is

autom atically satis�ed;hence,wecan treatitasa problem with no boundary

conditions.Asforequation (6),thedegeneracyattheendpointswith such in-

tegralboundaryconditionsturn itin a very nonstandard problem in parabolic

pdes.W e discusssom e ofthe issuesraised by thisproblem in section 5.

4 T he K im ura connection

Using m ean-�eld Gaussian approxim ations for the frequency independent
case,Kim ura[10]hasderived aPDE fortheevolution ofthetransient�xation
probability. which willpresum ably evolve to a stationary solution thatwill
then be the standard �xation probability. This equation is now known as
theKim ura equation and read asfollows:

@tf = x(1� x)@2xf + x(1� x)@xf; f(t;0)= 0 and f(t;1)= 1: (8)

Thestationary statecan bereadily found as

fs(x)=
1� e�x

1� e�
;

which correspondsto  given by (7),with � = 0 and � = .
Letf = �f(x)+ fs(x),then �f satis�es (8)with hom ogeneous boundary

conditions.In section 5,itwillbeshown thatp can bewritten asa sum ofa
sm ooth partq with a distributionalpartwith supportattheend points.It
willbealso shown thatq satis�es(6)withoutboundary conditions.

Now letusassum ethatf(t;x)issu�ciently sm oothinx.Then astraight-
forward com putation showsthat

Z
1

0

�
x(1� x)@2x �f(t;x+ x(1� x)@x �f(t;x)

�
q(t;x)dx =

Z
1

0

�f(t;x)
�
@
2

x (x(1� x)q(t;x))� @x (x(1� x)q(t;x))
�
dx:
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Thus,(8) and (6) with no boundary conditions are form ally adjoints with
theappropriateinnerproduct.

A further relationship between �f and q should be pointed out,nam ely
that,up to a norm alising constant,wehave

�f(t;x)= x(1� x)q(t;1� x):

The adjointnessdiscussed above also hold when � isnonzero. In thiscase,
wehavethegeneralized Kim ura equation given by

@tf = x(1� x)@2xf + x(1� x)(� + (� � �)x))@xf;

f(t;0)= 0 and f(t;1)= 1:

5 M athem aticalissues

There are a num ber ofim portant questions related to equations (6) and
(5)given the degeneracy atthe endpoints and the non-standard boundary
conditions.

Notethatthelasttwo equationswill,generally,havevery di�erentqual-
itativebehaviorast! 1 .In particular,weprovethefollowing,concerning
equation (6):

T heorem 1. 1. For a given p0 2 L1([0;1]),there exists a unique solu-

tion p= p(t;x)to Equation (6)ofclassC 1 (R + � (0;1))thatsatis�es
p(0;x)= p0(x).

2. The solution can be written as

p(t;x)= q(t;x)+ a(t)�0 + b(t)�1;

where q 2 C 1 (R + � [0;1]) satis�es (6) withoutboundary conditions,
and we also have

a(t)=

Z t

0

q(s;0)ds and b(t)=

Z t

0

q(s;1)ds:

In particular,we have thatp2 C 1 (R + � (0;1)).
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3. W e also have that

lim
t! 1

q(t;x)= 0 (uniform ly); lim
t! 1

a(t)= �0[p
0] and lim

t! 1
b(t)= �1[p

0];

where �0[p0]= 1� �1[p0]and the�xation probability associated to the
initialcondition p0 is

�1[p
0]=

R
1

0

hR
1

y
p0(x)dx

i

exp
�
�y2

���

2
� y�

�
dy

R
1

0
exp

�
�y2

���

2
� y�

�
dy

:

Note that this m eans that the solution solution will’die out’ in the

interiorand only the Dirac m assesin the end pointswillsurvive.

4. W ritep0 = a0�0+ b0�1+ q0 2 L1([0;1])and let�0 bethesm allesteigen-
value ofthe associated Sturm -Liouville problem (cf.[7]).If,we assum

thatq0 2 L2([0;1];x(1� x)dx) and ifjj:jj2 denotes the corresponding

norm ,then we have that

jjq(t;:)jj2 � e
�� 0tjjq0(:)jj2:

M oreover,we alwayshave the following L1 bounds:

(a)

jjq(t;:)jj1 � e�� 0tjjq0(:)jj1;

(b)

�0[p
0]� e�� 0tjjq0(:)jj1 � a(t)� �0[p

0];

(c)

�1[p
0]� e�� 0tjjq0(:)jj1 � b(t)� �1[p

0]:

Itisim portantto notethatequation (5)isnota good long-term approx-
im ation forthediscreteprocessin thecaseofa Hawk-Dovegam e,aswillsee
thatitpresentsno di�usion to the boundaries. In thiscase,the �nalstate
ofany non-trivialinitialcondition willbe fully determ ined by the unique
non-trivialequilibrium ofthegam e,asthefollowing resultshows:
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T heorem 2. Considerp(t;x)2 (L1 \ H �1 )([0;1])solution ofEquation (5).
Then

lim
t! 1

p(t;x)= �x� ;

where x� = �=(� � �).

Proof. Consider

�(x)=
(x(� � �)+ �)

���
��

x
1

� (1� x)�
1

�

; �
1

�
;
1

�
;
� � �

��
> 0 :

Then,x(1� x)(x(� � �)+ �)�0(x)= ��(x),which im plies

@t

Z
1

0

p(t;x)�(x)dx = �

Z
1

0

p(t;x)�(x)dx ;

and weconcludethatthe�nalstateissupported atx�,theonly zeroof�(x).
Using theconservation ofm ass,weprovethetheorem .

R em ark 2. 1. For the case ofnon Hawk-Dove gam e,i.e.,a gam e only

with trivialstable equilibrium ,then we have

lim
t! 1

p(t;x)= c�0 + (1� c)�1;

The constantc isdirectly related to the �xation probability,in the fol-

lowingsense.Let�0[p0]� be the �xation probability found with � and �

replaced by "�1 � and "�1 � respectively.Then,[6]show that

c= �0[p
0]+ O ("):

Thus,if� and � in theoriginalproblem areinterpreted asscaled down

selection param eters,then equation (5)yieldsthe sam e asym ptotic be-

haviour.

2. Forinitialconditionsin L1([0;1]),an adaptation ofthe boundary cou-

pled weak solution developed in [7]m ay be used to show sim ilarresults

forgam eswith orwithouta non-trivialequilibrium .
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Equation (6)isagood approxim ation forthediscretecase,ascan beseen
in thefollowing:

T heorem 3. LetpN ;� t(x;t)bethesolution ofthe�nitepopulation dynam ics
(ofpopulation N , tim e step �t = 1=N 2), with initialconditions given by

p0N (x)= p0(x),x = 0;1=N ;2=N ;� � � ;1,forp0 2 L1
+ ([0;1]).Assum ealso that

(A � 1;B � 1;C � 1;D � 1)= 1=N (a;b;c;d)+ O (1=N 2). Letp(t;x)be the
solution ofequation (6),with initialcondition given by p0(x).Ifwe write pni
for the i-th com ponentofpN ;� t(x;t)in the n-th iteration,we have,for any

t� > 0,that

lim
N ! 1

p
tN 2

xN = p(t;x); x 2 [0;1]; t2 [0;t�]:

Equation (5) is however a good approxim ation of(6) for interm ediate
tim esand strong selection.

In fact,

T heorem 4. Consider (�0;�0)= "(�;�)and t0 = "�1 t. Then,in the lim it

"! 0,we have thatthe regularpartofthe solution q" ofthe re-scaled equa-

tion (6) converges to the solution ofequation (5) in L2([0;T]� [0;1];dt

x(1� x)dx),ifthe initialcondition isin H 1([0;1];x(1� x)dx).

.

Proof. Dropping 0,and having in m ind Theorem 1 were-writeEquation (6)
as

@tq" = "@
2

x (x(1� x)q")� @x (x(1� x)(x(� � �)+ �)q") (9)

and then wehavethea prioriestim ate

1

2

Z
1

0

x(1� x)q2"dx

= �"

Z
1

0

(@x (x(1� x)q"))
2dx +

1

2

Z
1

0

(x� + (1� x)�)@x
�
(x(1� x)q")

2
�

�
� � �

8

Z
1

0

x(1� x)q2"dx :
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W e di�erentiate equation (9)with respectto t,proceed asaboveto �nd
theestim ate

Z
1

0

x(1� x)(@tq")
2dx � �1(t);

foran "-independentfunction �1. In orderto �nd an "-independentbound
for

R
1

0
x(1� x)(@xq")dx,�rstweprove

1

2
@t

Z
1

0

q
2

"dx �
1

2

Z
1

0

[x(1� x)(x(� � �)+ �)� "(1� 2x)]@xq
2

"dx � C

Z
1

0

q
2

"dx ;

and thisim pliesan a prioribound for
R
1

0
q2"dx.Then,notethat

1

2
@t

Z
1

0

x(1� x)(@xq")
2dx �

Z
1

0

�

�
3

2
(� � �)x(1� x)� (1� 2x)(x� + (1� x)�)

�

(@xq")
2dx

+

Z
1

0

[(x� + (1� x)�)� (� � �)(1� 2x)]x(1� x)@xq
2

"dx

� C1

Z
1

0

x(1� x)(@xq")
2dx + C2

Z
1

0

q
2

"dx :

W e conclude an a prioribound for
R
1

0
x(1 � x)(@xq")

2dx and then from

Rellich’s theorem ,we know that
R
1

0
x(1� x)(q")

2dx isin a com pactsetof
L2([0;T]� [0;1]).Thisprovesthetheorem .

R em ark 3. Equation (6) and (5) have a very im portant di�erence, even

in the case where their asym ptotic behaviour is the sam e. For equation (6)

the Diracsatthe endpointsappearattim e t= 0+ ,while for (5)thisisonly
attainedatt= 1 .Thus,wehavetheunusualsituation that,attheendpoints,

theparabolicproblem ism oresingularthan thehyperbolicassociatedproblem .

6 T he replicator dynam ics connection

Thereplicatordynam icsm odelstheevolution ofthefraction ofa given type
ofindividualsin a in�nitepopulation fram ework.Fora pay-o� m atrix given
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by
�
a b

c d

�

; (10)

in itssim plestform thereplicatordynam icsreadsasfollowing

_X = X (1� X )(X (� � �)+ �): (11)

Equation (5)can bewritten as

@tp+ x(1� x)(� + (� � �)x)@xp+

+
�
� + 2(� � 2�)x� 3(� � �)x2

�
p= 0

Itscharacteristicsaregiven by

dt

ds
= 1;

dx

ds
= x(1� x)(� + (� � �)x);

dz

ds
= �

�
� + 2(� � 2�)x� 3(� � �)x2

�
z:

Theprojected characteristicsin thex� tplanearegiven by

dx

dt
= x(1� x)(� + (� � �)x);

which isjust(11).
Forsm ooth solutions,onecan then writethesolution to (5)| asdonein

[6]| as

p(t;x)= a
0
�0 + b

0
�1 + q

0(��t(x))

�
�
�
�

� + (� � �)��t(x)

� + (� � �)x

�
�
�
�

��t(x)(1� ��t(x))

x(1� x)
;

(12)

where�t(x)istheow m ap of(11).
Notice that,when � � � 6= 0,the �rstorderterm doesnotrepresentsa

puredrift,butalsoadam pening(enhancing)for� > � (� < �,respectively).
Thus,equation (5)can beseen asan Eulerian representation ofaquantity

associated to the probability density evolution,but not to the probability
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density itself.Ifweletq(t;x)= p(t;x)� a0�0 � b0�1,wesee,from (12),that
theLagrangian transported by thereplicatorow is

u(t;x)= x(1� x)(� + (� � �)x)q(t;x):

Thus,(11)can be see asa Langragian representation ofu,once the initial
probability distribution isgiven.Since,we can recoverq from u,and hence
can recover p,we have that,when there is no di�usion,solutions to (11)
togetherwith initialprobability distribution areequivalentto (5).

An interesting question isto quantify how good isthedynam icsgiven by
equation (5)| orequation (11)forthatm atter| asan approxim ation to the
dynam icsof(6)in the case ofsm alldi�usion,i.e.,strong selection. Besides
the results already alluded to in section 5,the following results have also
been shown in [6]:

1.Forgam eswithouta non-trivialstable equilibrium ,we have thatthe
dynam icsofp iswellapproxim ated by solutionsof(5)overa long tim e
m odulated by an envelopeon a slow tim escale.

2.Forgam eswith a non-trivialstableequilibrium ,theaboveholdsaway
ofsuch an equilibrium . Near the equilibrium ,we have a balance of
di�usiveand selectivee�ects.ThispreventstheDiracform ation atthe
equilibrium point.

3.Com bining therem arksabove,we have,forHawk-Dove gam es,thata
non trivialinitialdistribution (i.e.,thatisnotpeaked attheendpoints)
tendsto peak attheinteriorequilibrium ,and thatsuch a peak takesa
long tim eto dieout.Foran exam plesee�gure11 in [7]

7 A num ericaltour

Foracom pairisonofthediscreteandcontinuosm odels,aswellasanextensive
ensem ble ofsim ulationsfor(6),thereaderisreferred to [7].

Here,weshallfocuson com pairing thesolutionsto (6)with solutionsto
(5).W epresenttwo setsofsim ulationsof(6);with large� and large�.W e
then com pared the solutionsto (5)with rescaled tim e and coe�cients. W e
alsoplotted theposition with thepeak| with rescaled height| with thepeak
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ofthe solution to (6). Fordisplay conveninence,we have om itted the very
endsoftheintervaland plotted �xp instead ofp.
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Figure 2: Solutionsto equation (6),labled asM oran,and to (5)labeled as
Nondi�usivein thefrequency independentcase,with � = � = 20 and initial
condition p0(x)= x(1� x)=6.
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Figure 3: Evolution ofsolutions to (6) together with the peaks given by
solutionsto(5)plottedaspointswith rescaled heightforaconvenientdisplay.
Sam eparam tersand initialcondition of�gure2

8 Further rem arks

Theanalogy between theM oran processfor�nitepopulationsand therepli-
catordynam icscan betaken further.M oreprecisely,supposethattheindi-
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Figure 4: Solutionsto equation (6),labled asM oran,and to (5)labeled as
Nondi�usive in the frequency independentcase,with � = �20 and � = 20
and initialcondition p0(x)= 20x3(1� x).
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Figure 6: Evolution ofsolutions to (6) together with the peaks given by
solutionsto(5)plottedaspointswith rescaled heightforaconvenientdisplay.
Sam eparam tersand initialcondition of�gures4 and 5

vidualstaking partin theM oran processdo notplay only purestrategiesas
in theaboveanalysis,butareallowed toplay m ixed strategies.In particular,
letussuppose thatthe gam e involves two kind ofstrategists,E �1 and E �2,
where an E �-strategistm eansthathe/she playspure strategy Iwith prob-
ability � and IIwith probability 1� �. Then,the pay-o� m atrix is given
by

E �1 E �2

E �1
eA eB

E �2
eC eD

,

where

eA := �
2

1A + �1(1� �1)(B + C)+ (1� �1)
2
D ;

eB := �1�2A + �1(1� �2)B + (1� �1)�2C + (1� �1)(1� �2)D ;

eC := �1�2A + (1� �1)�2B + �1(1� �2)C + (1� �1)(1� �2)D ;

eD := �
2

2A + �2(1� �2)(B + C)+ (1� �2)
2
D :

Theassociated therm odynam icallim itisgiven by

@tp= @
2

x (x(1� x)p)� @x
�
x(1� x)(x(�1 � �2)

2(� � �)+ (�1 � �2)(�2� + (1� �2)�p)
�
:
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The�nalstateisgiven by p1 = �0[p0]�0+ �1[p0]�1,where�0[p0]= 1� �1[p0]
and the�xation probability �1[p0]isgiven by

�1[p
0]=

R
1

0

Rx

0
p0(x)F(�1;�2)(y)dydx
R
1

0
F(�1;�2)(y)dy

;

where

F(�1;�2)(y):= exp

�

�y2(�1 � �2)
2
� � �

2
� y(�1 � �2)(�2� + (1� �2)�)

�

:

Notethattheneutralcase(i.e.,when thetwo typesofindividualsareofthe
sam e kind) is given by �1 = �2,and in this case the governing equation is
purely di�usive and �xation probability associated to a given initialstateis
sim ply given by

�
N

1
[p0]=

Z
1

0

xp
0(x)dx : (13)

W e say that an E �2 strategist dom inates an E �1 strategist (E �2 � E �1) if
the�xation probability ofthe�rsttype,forany non-trivialinitialcondition
is sm aller that the one in neutralcase given by equation (13). W ith this
de�nition,wecan provethefollowing theorem :

T heorem 5. E �2 � E �1 ifand only ifthe ow ofthe replicatordynam icsis

such that�1 �! �2.

Asa sim plecorollary,wehavethatif�� = �=(� � �)2 (0;1)(theESS of
the gam e),then E �� � E �,8� 6= ��. Thisshowsthatan individualplaying
a m ixed strategy with probabilities equalto the one ofthe gam e’s ESS is
betterequipped to win any context.But,aswesaw in theprevioussections,
forpopulationsofpurestrategistswecan notexpectan stablem ixture(even
in fractionsequivalentto thegam e’sESS)to evolve.
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