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Abstract: The voluntary prisoner’s dilemma (VPD) game has sparked interest from 

various fields since it was proposed as an effective mechanism to incentivize cooperative 

behavior. Current studies show that the inherent cyclic dominance of the strategies of the 

VPD game results in periodic oscillations in population. This paper investigated the 

influence of the level of individual rationality and the size of a population on the 

evolutionary dynamics of the VPD game. Different deterministic dynamics, such as the 

replicator dynamic, the Smith dynamic, the Brown-von Neumann-Nash (BNN) dynamic 

and the best response (BR) dynamic, for the evolutionary VPD game were modeled and 

simulated. The stochastic evolutionary dynamics based on quasi birth and death (QBD) 

process was proposed for the evolutionary VPD game and compared with deterministic 

dynamics. The results indicated that with the increase of the loners’ fixed payoff, the loner 

is more likely to remain in the stable state of a VPD game under any of the dynamics 

mentioned above. However, the different speeds of motion under the dynamics in the cycle 

dominance proved to be diverse under different evolutionary dynamics and also highly 

sensitive to the rationality of individuals in a population. Furthermore, in QBD stochastic 

dynamics, the size of the population has a remarkable effect on the possibility distribution. 

When the population size increases, the limited distribution of the QBD process will be in 

accordance with the results in the deterministic dynamics. 
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1. Introduction 

The emerging trend of cooperation among selfish individuals, which seem to prefer defection, has 

stimulated interest from researchers in the fields of biology and social science. Among all of the forms 

of games that demonstrate the evolution of cooperation, the prisoners’ dilemma (PD) has drawn continuous 

attention since it was first formalized by Tucker [1]. Since then, various mechanisms aiming at helping 

to incentivize cooperative behavior have been proposed to investigate the PD game [2–7].  

In the original PD game, each player can choose to be a cooperator (C) or a defector (D) 

simultaneously. If cooperators face defectors, former players get a payoff T (temptation to defect), 

while the latter only get payoff S (sucker’s payoff). Mutual cooperation makes both players get the 

payoff R (reward for mutual cooperation), and mutual defection gives every player the payoff P 

(punishment for mutual defection). To be considered as a prisoner's dilemma game, the payoffs must 

satisfy the conditions: T > R > P > S and 2R > (T + S). The condition R > P implies that mutual 

cooperation yields higher payoff than mutual defection, while T > R and P > S imply that each player 

will get higher payoff if he or she chooses to be a defector, regardless of what choice the opponent 

makes in a single round of the game. Besides that, we also require 2R > (T + S), because if the 

condition did not hold, cooperation would be eliminated, because players would be able to gain more 

by alternatively exploiting each other rather than cooperating.  

Inspired by the idea that voluntary participation in public good games turned out to be a simple, but 

effective way to prevent the tragedy of the commons [8], Szabó and Hauert [9] introduced voluntary 

participation to the prisoner’s dilemma game and named it the voluntary prisoner’s dilemma (VPD) 

game in 2002. The VPD game presented by them can be briefly described as follows: “Apart from 

cooperators and defectors, a third type of strategy, the loner (L), is considered: the risk-averse loners 

who are unwilling to participate in the game and rather rely on small but fixed earnings.” Then, the 

payoff matrix of the voluntary prisoner’s dilemma game can be depicted as follows [9]: 

0

0 1

D C L

D b

C

L

σ
σ

σ σ σ

 
 
 
 
 

 (1)

In the VPD game, the parameter R is set to be one and T is set to be b, which satisfy 1 ≤ b ≤ 2. 

However, slightly different from the traditional PD game, P and S are equal and set to be zero. In 

addition, the loners will get a fixed payoff σ in any situation with the condition 0 < σ < 1, which can 

guarantee that loners perform better than two defectors, but are worse off than two cooperators. 

Obviously, (L, L), (D, L), (L, D) are the Nash equilibriums of the single-shot VPD game; only (L, L) is 

the unique symmetric Nash equilibrium, but not an evolutionarily-stable strategy (ESS). In the 
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evolutionary VPD game, the three strategies can coexist through cyclic dominance (D invades C 

invades L invades D), which efficiently prevents the system from getting into a frozen state. 

Since then, the VPD game has attracted numerous researchers to extensively research the theory. 

With exploring the effect of partially random partnership on the measure of cooperation in a society 

where the pairwise interaction between members is approximated by the VPD game, Szabó and Vukov 

found that the exploiting strategy (defector) benefits from the increase of randomness in the 

partnership for the VPD game [10]. Lei explored the impact of aspiration on the VPD game via a 

selection parameter ω and discovered that the positive impact of preferential selection is suppressed by 

the voluntary strategy in prisoner’s dilemma [11]. Wu et al. studied the spatial prisoner’s dilemma 

game with voluntary participation in Newman–Watts small-world networks with the addition of some 

reasonable variables and drew a conclusion that in the case of a very low temptation to defect, agents 

are willing to participate in the game and in the typical small-world region, whereas intensive 

collective oscillations arise in more random regions [12]. Chen et al. made simulations for the VPD game 

on regular lattices and scale-free networks, and the results indicated that system behavior is sensitive to 

the population structure [13]. 

In summary, existing studies have investigated the effect that the value of b (temptation to defect), 

the value of selection parameter ω, the spatial structure of local interaction and other factors have on 

the VPD game. However, the inherent cyclic dominance of the strategies (D invades C invades L invades 

D) results in periodic oscillations in well-mixed populations. Therefore, the difference of evolutionary 

dynamics, the level of rationality of individuals in the dynamics and the size of a population also will 

have great influence on the evolutionary equilibrium of the VPD game. Thus, this paper will pay 

attention to making a comparison between several results of the evolutionary VPD game based on 

different kinds of deterministic and stochastic evolutionary dynamics. 

As previously determined, there are already a variety of deterministic dynamics that have been 

proposed to study the evolutionary game, such as the replicator dynamic, the Smith dynamic, the 

Brown-von Neumann-Nash (BNN) dynamic, the best response (BR) dynamic, etc. [14,15]. Among 

them, the replicator dynamic, which was put forward by Taylor and Jonker in 1978 [16], is the most 

widely applied one among all evolutionary dynamics. The Smith dynamic is a dynamic model used by 

Maynard Smith [17] to investigate traffic assignment in 1984. The BNN had been considered earlier 

by Brown and von Neumann when they studied the zero-sum game and proved global convergence to 

the set of equilibrium in 1950 [18]. The BR was proposed under the assumption of rational individuals 

by Gilboa and Matsui in 1991 [19].  

Going forward, if we assume a population of finite size, where the random fluctuations, due to, for 

instance, sampling effects, have to be taken into account, we can no longer rely on deterministic 

models. Thus, we must employ the stochastic process rather than ordinary differential equations to 

investigate the evolutionary game in a finite population consisting of bounded rational individuals. 

As a birth-death process, the Moran process is a simple stochastic process employed to investigate 

evolutionary game dynamics. The selection dynamics of the game with N players can be formulated as 

a Moran process [20] with frequency-dependent fitness. The process has two absorbing states, i = 0 

and i = N, i.e., if the population has reached either one of these states, then it will stay there forever. 

Nowak et al. [21] found that apart from the payoff matrix, population size also plays an important role 

in evolutionary game dynamics. In the two-strategy game, there are eight selection scenarios, and the 
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selection scenario can change as a function of population size N. The selection scenarios will converge 

into one of the three generic selection scenarios of the deterministic replicator dynamics when the 

population size approaches infinity. Later, Imhof and Nowak [22] further studied the evolutionary 

game based on the Wright–Fisher process, which can describe a biological population with discrete 

generations instead of assuming overlapping generations, as the Moran process does, and obtain the 

famous 1/3 law in the limit of weak selection. Furthermore, Antal et al. [23] focused on stochastic 

properties of fixation in two strategies games under stochastic evolutionary dynamics and concluded 

that the time of fixation is identical for both strategies in any particular game. They also discussed the 

asymptotic behavior of the fixation time and fixation probabilities in the large population size limit. 

The general conclusion is that if there is at least one pure evolutionarily-stable strategy (ESS) in the 

infinite population size limit, fixation is fast, while if the ESS is the coexistence of the two strategies, 

fixation will be slow.  

To investigate learning behavior in the evolutionary game, Kandori [24] firstly introduced the 

Markov process model to describe the learning dynamics in evolutionary games. Particularly, Tadj and 

Touzene [25] proposed the state-dependent quasi birth and death (QBD) process model to describe the 

learning dynamics for more complicated models, including for games with three strategies. 

For games with more than two strategies, the dynamics become much more complex, even in the 

deterministic model. We will therefore introduce the five classic evolutionary dynamics to study the 

VPD game, including the replicator dynamic, the Smith dynamic, the BNN dynamic, the BR dynamic 

and the QBD stochastic dynamics. Furthermore, we will go on to investigate the evolutionary VPD 

game under the four kinds of classic deterministic dynamics, as well as the QBD stochastic dynamic, 

in order to discuss the different results arising from these different evolutionary dynamics. 

2. Method 

Assume an evolutionary VPD game in a population consisting of N individuals; let ix  be the 

frequency of strategy i . Thus, the state of the population is given by nx S∈ . Then, ( )iF x  is the 

expected payoff for an individual of strategy i  , and ( )F x  is the average payoff in the population 

state x . Therefore,  

( )1 2 3F x bx xσ= +  (2)

( )2 2 3F x x xσ= +  (3)

( )3F x σ=  (4)

( ) ( ) 2
1 3 1 2 2 2 3 3

n

j j
j S

F x x F x x x bx x x x x xσ σ σ
∈

= = + + + +  
(5)

In order to investigate the effect of parameter σ on the results of the simulations, we will set three 

different values of σ, which are 0.2, 0.4 and 0.6, in every respective dynamic, while modeling the 

dynamics under the same conditions, such as the initial conditions, durations and noise, to make a clear 

comparison between these dynamics in evolution. 
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2.1. The Replicator Dynamic for the Evolutionary VPD Game 

The replicator dynamic, which was put forward by Taylor and Jonker in 1978 [16], is the most 

widely applied among all evolutionary dynamics. The game has been developed to study the dynamics 

of many complex systems, which even include inhomogeneous communities [26]. The original 

equation is denoted by: 

( ) ( )
n

i i i j j
j S

x x F x x F x
∈

 
= − 

 
  (6)

Thus, in the VPD game, denote the three strategies D, C, L with 1, 2, 3. Then, we can define the 
evolutionary VPD game under the replicator dynamic as follows: 

2
1 1 2 3 1 3 1 2 2 2 3 3( ) ( )x x bx x x x bx x x x x xσ σ σ σ = + − + + + +   (7)

2
2 2 2 3 1 3 1 2 2 2 3 3( ) ( )x x x x x x bx x x x x xσ σ σ σ = + − + + + +   (8)

2
3 3 1 3 1 2 2 2 3 3( )x x x x bx x x x x xσ σ σ σ = − + + + +   (9)

The replicator dynamic just requires that players know the payoff of the chosen strategies of the 

population in that moment well; there is no need to get information about the other strategies. Whether 

strategy i  will be chosen in the next instant or not depends on the frequency rather, than the payoff of 

it in this instant, which means a certain strategy will not be chosen anymore if it is not adopted in this 

instant. Consequently, the replicator dynamic indeed is an imitation based on the experiences of 

players and does not require players to be rational. 

2.2. The Smith Dynamic for the Evolutionary VPD Game 

The Smith dynamic is a dynamic model used by Maynard Smith to investigate traffic assignment in 

1984 [17]. The equation is: 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
n n

i j i j i j i
j S j S

x x F x F x x F x F x
+ +

∈ ∈

   = − − −      
(10)

Here, [ ] { }max 0,x x
+

= . Then, we can define the Smith dynamic in the VPD game as follows: 

[ ] [ ]2
1 2 3 2 3 1 2 3( 1)x b x x bx x x bx xσ σ σ σ

+ +
= − + + − − − −  (11)

[ ] [ ]2
2 3 2 3 2 2 2 3( 1)x x x x b x x x xσ σ σ σ

+ +
= + − − − − − −  (12)

[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]3 1 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 3 2 3x x bx x x x x x x x x bx xσ σ σ σ σ σ σ σ
+ + + +

= − − + − − − + − − + −  (13)

Under this dynamic, when, and only when, the payoff of an alternative strategy is greater than the 

current one will players switch to the alternative strategy with an increased positive possibility, which 

is proportional to the difference between their payoffs. It only requires the knowledge of the payoffs of 

both alternatives and current strategies, which can be obtained from the players’ own experiences or 

communication with other players. 
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2.3. The BNN Dynamic for the Evolutionary VPD Game 

The BNN was considered earlier by Brown and von Neumann when they studied the zero-sum 

game and proved global convergence to the set of equilibrium in 1950 [18]. It is therefore defined as: 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
n

i i i j
j S

x F x F x x F x F x
+ +

∈

  = − − −     
(14)

Here, ( ) ( )
n

i i
i S

F x x F x
∈

= . Additionally, in 1951, Nash used the BNN dynamic to prove the 

existence of equilibrium [27]. The BNN dynamic requires players to be aware of the current strategy’s 

payoff and the average payoff of all available strategies. To get information about the above, players 

should be in a higher level of rationality. 

2.4. The BR Dynamic for the Evolutionary VPD Game 

The BR was proposed by Gilboa and Matsui in 1991 [19] and is defined as:  

( )x BR x x∈ −  (15)

That means that players should be rational enough to determine the state of the current population 

and to respond optimally. Specifically, under the BR dynamic, players should grasp information about 

the payoffs of all available strategies and then make the best response to the current population state. 

That means that the players need to be rational agents and have the ability to imitate quickly. 

2.5. The QBD Stochastic Dynamic for the Evolutionary VPD Game 

In the QBD stochastic dynamic, suppose that the general VPD games are repeatedly played  

between individuals in a finite population with a size of N, and a stochastic process can be defined as 
follows: the state at time t is a two-dimensional stochastic variable ( ) ( ) ( )( )1 2,t t tω ω ω= , where 

( ) ( 1,2)i t iω =  are the number of players in the population who choose Strategies D and C, while the 

number of players in the population who choose Strategy L is ( ) ( )1 2N t tω ω− +   . Hence, the profile 

and the average payoffs of players can be decided by ( ) ( 1,2)i t iω =  and ( ) ( )1 2N t tω ω− +    at time t. 

Then, the average payoff of a player choosing strategy i  will be ( ) ( 1,2,3)i iπ ω = , 

where ( ) ( )( )1 2,t tω ω ω= . Therefore, 

( ) ( )1 2 1 2
1

0 b N

N

ω ω σ ω ω
π ω

⋅ + ⋅ + ⋅ − −
=  (16)

( ) ( )1 2 1 2
2

0 N

N

ω ω σ ω ω
π ω

⋅ + + ⋅ − −
=  (17)

( )3π ω σ=  (18)

Next, let us assume ( )1 t iω =  and ( )2 t jω = ; then, the individuals in the population will switch 

from strategy l  to strategy k  ( , 1, 2,3; )l k l k= ≠  with rate: 
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( ) ( ) ( ), , ,kl k li j i j i jτ ε π π +
= + −    (19)

( ) ( )( )( ){ }, 0, ,0 0,0i j N N≠  and ( ) ( ) ( )0, N N,0 0,0 0kl kl klτ τ τ= = = , where 
, 0

0, 0

f f
f

f
+ ≥

=  <
 is defined 

for an arbitrary real function f. 

We can then describe the QBD process for the VPD game, which can be viewed as a two-dimensional 

Markov process defined on the state space, as follows: the individuals choosing the strategy l  in  
the population will switch to strategy k  with rate ( , )kl i jτ , if ( , ) ( , ) 0k li j i jπ π− ≥ , and the transition 

rate will be 0, if the number of individuals adopting the same strategy in the population reach N, the 

size of population. 

3. Results and Analysis 

In this section, the simulation results of the four deterministic dynamics and stochastic dynamic 

were demonstrated. First, the VPD game under different deterministic dynamics was simulated by 

Dynamo software [28], and the phase diagrams are mapped out in Figure 1.  

The simulation results showed that there are three unstable rest points under the replicator dynamic. 

From the solution trajectories with three different σ values, it could be concluded that with larger σ, the 

points near D move towards L more quickly, and the points near C move towards D slowly. 

Figure 1 also shows the simulation results of the Smith dynamic with three different σ. Similar to 

the simulations of the replicator dynamic, they also have no stable rest points and only have a unique 

unstable rest point (0, 0, 1), which is the Nash equilibrium of the VPD game. When σ is smaller, such 

as 0.2 or 0.4, the points near (0, 1, 0) move towards D quickly, while the points near (1, 0, 0) move 

towards the unstable rest point L slowly. However, as σ increases, all points move towards L. The 

movement of those points far away from L is faster compared to the other ones. 

The characteristics in the BNN dynamic are analogous to those in the Smith dynamic. The 

simulations have a similarly unstable rest point, which is the Nash equilibrium. The solution 

trajectories are also analogous. All points of the game in the BNN dynamic have a slower speed of 

movement than that in the Smith dynamic. 

As for the BR dynamic, the properties of the rest points are similar to those in the BNN dynamic 

and Smith dynamic, while the solution trajectories are obviously different. There seems to exist a split 

line from (0, 0, 1) to one point on the line between C and D that divides the whole region into two 

parts. The points above the split line will move along the line, and the points below the split line will 

move towards it. Comparing the phase diagrams, we can see that when σ increases, the right endpoint 

of divide will shift down along the C-D line. 

Finally, we simulate the evolutionary VPD game under the QBD process by coding a program and 

running it on MATLAB 7. The simulation results are shown in Figure 2. Generally, the red region is 

where points with a higher probability of being in the stable state move towards L along with the 

increasing of σ regardless of the size of the population. When σ is 0.2, which represents a low fixed 

payoff of L, a red region appears at the bottom zone near C, as shown in Figure 2. The red region will 

move towards L when σ gets larger.  
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Figure 1. Evolution of the voluntary prisoner’s dilemma (VPD) game under deterministic 

dynamics with b = 1.5. D represents defector, L represents loner, and C represents 

cooperator. The speed of movement is represented by different colors: red for high speed, 

yellow for mid-values and blue for low speed. The black and white dots denote stable and 

unstable rest points, respectively.  
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Figure 2. Evolution of the VPD game under the quasi birth and death (QBD) process with 

b = 1.5 and population size N = 10, 20, 30 respectively. The colors represent values of 

probabilities in the stable state of the QBD process: red for high values, yellow for mid-values 

and blue for low values. 

To analyze how the population size will influence the stochastic evolutionary game dynamic, we 

compared the results under different population sizes, but the same b and σ. After obtaining the 

limiting distribution of the QBD process for the VPD game with b = 1.5, σ = 0.6, we can define the 

“main region” of the stable states in the simplex, which contains points in the simplex around L within 

a radius of 0.3. The total probability of points in the main region represents the concentration trend of 

the stable state of QBD. From Figure 3, it is interesting to discover that the total probability of the 

points in the main region increases along with the increase in population size. When N increases to 50, 

the total probability of the region climbs to over 0.8. We can infer that the stable states may ultimately 

converge into the strategy “loner” if the population size is big enough. 



Entropy 2015, 17 1669 
 

 

 

Figure 3. The Y-axis represents the total probability of the points in the “main region”, 

while the X-axis represents the population size. The red line is the fitted curve of these points. 

4. Conclusions 

In this paper, we have investigated the influence of the level of individual rationality and the size of 

a population on the evolutionary dynamics of the VPD game. Then, the five evolutionary dynamics, 

such as the replicator dynamic, the Smith dynamic, the BNN dynamic, the BR dynamic and the QBD 

stochastic process, for the evolutionary VPD game were modeled and simulated. 

Simulation results first show that with the increase of σ, the homogenous loner is more likely to be 

in a stable state in the VPD game regardless of the dynamic. Specifically, under all of the four 

mentioned deterministic dynamics, L is the rest point of them. Moreover, under stochastic dynamics, 

the loners have a very high probability to be in a stable state. 

Secondly, although the three strategies in the VPD game can coexist by cyclic dominance (D 

invades C invades L invades D), which efficiently prevents the system from getting into a frozen state, 

the different speeds of dynamics in the cycle appeared to vary under different evolutionary dynamics. 

In fact, the speed of the replicator dynamic is the slowest among these four deterministic dynamics, 

and the speed of the BR dynamic is the highest. This may be attributed to the rationality degree of the 

individuals in the population, because the individuals in the BR dynamic are supposed to be in complete 

rationality in the evolution, but the replicator dynamic does not have any rationality assumptions. 

Therefore, we can conclude that a more rapid evolution will occur in a more rational population. 

Finally, when studying the simulation results under the QBD process, we can conclude that as the 

size of the population increases, the red region in the simplex will be more concentrated, which 

indicates that the randomness of this model becomes weaker. Thus, we expect that when the size of the 

population tends to infinity, the limited distribution of the QBD process will be in accordance with the 

results in the deterministic dynamics. 

After Nowak and May originally announced that the spatial structure of populations can induce the 

emergence of cooperation [29,30], many studies explored the spatial prisoner’s dilemma game on a 

variety of networks, including regular lattices, random regular graphs, random networks with a fixed 
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mean degree distribution, small-world networks and real-world acquaintance networks [31–35]. Then, 

the spatial prisoner’s dilemma game with volunteering was investigated for several random networks 

by Szabó and Vukov [10], and the effects of cyclic dominance for other three-strategy games were also 

investigated on different networks. In fact, not only evolutionary dynamics are strongly affected by 

population structure, but population structure also will be affected by evolutionary dynamics. 

Therefore, future research will focus on investigating the co-evolutionary of the population structure 

and dynamics for the VPD game based on evolutionary set theory or the hyper-network method [36]. 

Acknowledgments 

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (71373198, 

71233006), the Soft Science Research Project of Hubei Province, China (2014BDF103) and the 

National Undergraduate Training Programs for Innovation and Entrepreneurship (20141049715001). 

Author Contributions  

Conceived of and designed the experiments: Qian Yu. Performed the experiments: Qian Yu and 

Ran Chen. Analyzed the data: Qian Yu, Ran Chen, and Xiaoyan Wen. Wrote the paper: Qian Yu, Ran 

Chen, and Xiaoyan Wen. All authors have read and approved the final manuscript. 

Conflicts of Interest 

The authors declare no conflict of interest.  

References 

1. Tucker, A.W.; Kuhn, H.W. Contributions to the Theory of Games; Princeton University Press: 

Princeton, NJ, USA, 1950. 

2. Axelrod, R. The Evolution of Cooperation; Basic Books: New York, NY, USA, 1984. 

3. Howard, J.V. Cooperation in the prisoner’s dilemma. Theory Decis. 1988, 24, 203–213. 

4. Mathieu, P.; Beaufils, B.; Delahaye, J. Studies on dynamics in the classical iterated prisoner’s 

dilemma with few strategies. In Artificial Evolution; Lecture Notes in Computer Science, Volume 

1829; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2000; pp. 177–190. 

5. Stephens, D.W.; McLinn, C.M.; Stevens, J.R. Discounting and reciprocity in an iterated prisoner’s 

dilemma. Science 2002, 298, 2216–2218. 

6. Poulsen, A.; Poulsen, O. Prisoner’s Dilemma payoffs and the evolution of co-operative 

preferences. J. Socio-Econ. 2010, 39, 158–162. 

7. Shinada, M.; Yamagishi, T. Physical attractiveness and cooperation in a prisoner’s dilemma game. 

Evol. Hum. Behav. 2014, 35, 451–455. 

8. Hauert, C.; De Monte, S.; Hofbauer, J.; Sigmund, K. Volunteering as Red Queen mechanism for 

cooperation in public goods games. Science 2002, 296, 1129–1132. 

9. Szabó, G.; Hauert, C. Evolutionary prisoner’s dilemma games with voluntary participation.  

Phys. Rev. E 2002, 6, 062903. 



Entropy 2015, 17 1671 
 

 

10. Szabó, G.; Vukov, J. Cooperation for volunteering and partially random partnerships. Phys. Rev. 

E 2004, 3, 036107. 

11. Sun, L.; Lin, P.; Chen, Y. Voluntary strategy suppresses the positive impact of preferential 

selection in prisoner’s dilemma. Physica A 2014, 414, 233–239. 

12. Wu, Z.; Xu, X.; Chen, Y.; Wang, Y. Spatial prisoner’s dilemma game with volunteering in 

Newman-Watts small-world networks. Phys. Rev. E 2005, 71, 037103. 

13. Chen, C.; Cao, X.; Du, W.; Rong, Z. Evolutionary prisoners dilemma game with voluntary 

participation on regular lattices and scale-free networks. Phys. Procedia 2010, 3, 1845–1852. 

14. Ille, S. The dynamics of norms and conventions under local interactions and imitation. Int. Game 

Theory Rev. 2014, 16, 1–23. 

15. Alós-Ferrer, C.; Netzer, N. The logit-response dynamics. Games Econ. Behav. 2010, 68, 413–427. 

16. Taylor, P.D.; Jonker, L.B. Evolutionarily stable strategy and game dynamics. Math. Biosci. 1978, 

40, 145–156. 

17. Smith, M.J. The stability of a dynamic model of traffic assignment- an application of a method of 

Lyapunov. Transp. Sci. 1984, 18, 245–252. 

18. Brown, G.W.; von Neumann, J. Solutions of games by differential equations. In Contributions to 

the Theory of Games; Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 1950; pp. 73–79. 

19. Gilboa, I.; Matsui, A. Social stability and equilibrium. Econometrica 1991, 59, 859–867. 

20. Moran, P.A.P. The Statistical Processes of Evolutionary Theory; Clarendon Press: Oxford, UK, 1962. 

21. Taylor, C.; Fudenberg, D.; Sasaki, A.; Nowak, M.A. Evolutionary game dynamics in finite 

populations. Bull. Math. Biol. 2004, 66, 1621–1644. 

22. Antal, T.; Scheuring, I. Fixation of strategies for an evolutionary game in finite populations. Bull. 

Math. Biol. 2006, 68, 1923–1944. 

23. Kandori, M.; Mailath, G.J.; Rob, R. Learning, mutation, and long run equilibria in games. 

Econometrica 1993, 61, 29–56. 

24. Amir, M.; Berninghaus, S.K. Another approach to mutation and learning in games. Games Econ. 

Behav. 1996, 14, 19–43. 

25. Tadj, L.; Touzene, A. A QBD approach to evolutionary game theory. Appl. Math. Model. 2003, 

27, 913–927. 

26. Karev, G.P. Principle of minimum discrimination information and replica dynamics. Entropy 

2010, 7, 1673–1695. 

27. Nash, J. Non-cooperative games. Ann. Math. 1951, 54, 286–295. 

28. Sandholm, W.H.; Dokumaci, E.; Franchetti, F. Dynamo: Diagrams for Evolutionary Game 

Dynamics, 2012; Mathematica notebooks; Available online: http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/ 

~whs/dynamo (accessed on 26 March 2015). 

29. Nowak, M.A.; May, R.M. Evolutionary games and spatial chaos. Nature 1992, 359, 826–829. 

30. Nowak, M.A.; May, R.M. The spatial dilemmas of evolution. Int. J. Bifurc. Chaos 1993, 3, 35–78. 

31. Tsukamoto, E.; Shirayama, S. Influence of the variance of degree distributions on the evolution of 

cooperation in complex networks. Physica A 2010, 389, 577–586. 

32. Ma, Z.Q.; Xia, C.Y.; Sun, S.W.; Wang, L.; Wang, H.B.; Wang, J. Heterogeneous link weight 

promotes the Cooperation in spatial prisoner’s dilemma. Int. J. Mod. Phys. C 2011, 22, 1257–1268. 



Entropy 2015, 17 1672 
 

 

33. Wang, J.; Xia, C.; Wang, Y.; Ding, S.; Sun, J. Spatial prisoner’s dilemma games with increasing 

size of the interaction neighborhood on regular lattices. Chin. Sci. Bull. 2012, 57, 724–728. 

34. Zhong, W.Z.; Liu, J; Zhang L. Evolutionary dynamics of continuous strategy games on graphs 

and social networks under weak selection. Biosystems 2013, 111, 102–110. 

35. Xu, Z.; Le, Y.; Zhang, L. Evolutionary prisoner’s dilemma on evolving random networks. Phys. 

Rev. E 2014, 89, 042142. 

36. Szolnoki, A.; Mobilia, M.; Jiang, L.; Szczesny, B.; Rucklidge, A.M.; Perc, M. Cyclic dominance 

in evolutionary games: A review. J. R. Soc. Interface 2014, doi: 10.1098/rsif.2014.0735. 

© 2015 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article 

distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license 

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 


