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Abstract

We present a new modelling framework combining replicator dynamics,
the standard model of frequency dependent selection, with an age-structured
population model. The new framework allows for the modelling of popula-
tions consisting of competing strategies carried by individuals who change
across their life cycle. Firstly the discretization of the McKendrick von Foer-
ster model is derived. We show that the Euler—Lotka equation is satisfied when
the new model reaches a steady state (i.e. stable frequencies between the age
classes). This discretization consists of unit age classes where the timescale is
chosen so that only a fraction of individuals play a single game round. This
implies linear dynamics and individuals not killed during the round are moved
to the next age class. Linearity means that the system is equivalent to a large
Bernadelli-Lewis-Leslie matrix. Then we use the methodology of multipopula-
tion games to derive two, mutually equivalent systems of equations. The first
contains equations describing the evolution of the strategy frequencies in the
whole population completed by subsystems of equations describing the evo-
lution of the age structure for each strategy. The second contains equations
describing the changes of the general population’s age structure, completed
with subsystems of equations describing the selection of the strategies within
each age class. We then present the obtained system of replicator dynamics
in the form of the mixed ODE-PDE system which is independent of the cho-
sen timescale, and much simpler. The obtained results are illustrated by the
example of the sex ratio model which shows that when different mortalities
of the sexes are assumed, the sex ratio of 0.5 is obtained but that Fisher’s
mechanism driven by the reproductive value of the different sexes is not in

equilibrium.
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1 Introduction

Among the most important approaches to the modelling of evolutionary pro-
cesses are life history optimization and evolutionary games. Classical life his-
tory theory (Stearns 1992, Roff 1992) relies on optimization models, where
there are no interactions among individuals and no density dependence:

“Life history evolution usually ignores density and frequency dependence.
The justification is convenience, not logic, or realism” (Stearns 1992).

On the other hand, in classical game theoretic models there is no age or
stage structure. Payoffs describe the averaged lifetime activity of an individual,
which can be found for example in Cressman (1992):

“..an individual’s strategy is fized over its lifetime or, alternatively, the
life history of an individual is its strategy.”

Thus the synthesis of these perspectives can be very fruitful for theoret-
ical insight (McNamara 2013). Methods used in life history optimization are
closely related to classical demographic methods such as Bernadelli-Lewis-
Leslie matrices (Caswell 2001). However, how to construct a general descrip-
tion of the relationships between demographic structure and population dy-
namics is still an unsolved problem (Caswell 2011). More precise than ma-
trix models are continuous approaches arising from Lotka’s renewal equation

(Lotka 1911, Diekmann et al. 2020a, 2020b) and the McKendrick von Foer-



ster model (McKendrick 1926). The combination of demography with a game
theoretic perspective focused on frequency dependent selection, advocated by
McNamara (2013), can be very useful since demographers are interested in the
patterns produced by heterogeneity in the populations (Vaupel et al. 1979,
Vaupel and Yashin 1983, Hougaard 1984,Vaupel and Yashin 1985). The game
theoretic structure can explain the mechanisms shaping those patterns. The
first papers combining both approaches are Garay et. al (2016) devoted to the
particular biological problem of sib cannibalism, Li et al. (2015) and Lessard
and Soares (2017) containing the approach incorporating age structure into
a matrix game. These results show that after introduction of the age struc-
ture, matrix notation becomes very complicated and makes analysis difficult
even in the case of two competing strategies and few age classes. In addition,
previous works do not study the interplay between game dynamics and demo-
graphic structure in detail, assuming a fixed demographic structure. However,
the game interactions described by demographic payoffs should affect the de-
mographic structures of subpopulations of carriers of different strategies. In
addition Li et al (2015) assumes that payoffs are described by a standard payoff
matrix, thus the same actions performed in different ages/stages will generate
the same payoffs. However, we can expect that outcomes of indiviual actions
may vary for different ages due to different experiences and physical condition
of the playing indiviuals.

Another problem is that game theoretic models operate in abstract terms
of costs and benefits measured in units of fitness mostly without deeper insight
into their meaning or interpretation. This problem was analyzed in Argasin-
ski and Broom (2012) where relationships between classical demography and
evolutionary games are described in detail. This approach was later clarified
in Argasinski and Broom (2018a, 2018b) by definition of the vital rates (birth

and death rates) as the product of the interaction rates, describing the distri-



bution of interactions (game rounds) in time and demographic game payoffs
describing the number of offspring and the probability of death during a single
interaction. The main conclusion there is that instead of excess from average
fitness, models should be described explicitly by mortality and fertility, which
are basic opposite forces shaping population dynamics (Doebeli et al 2017).
These results are significant progress in ecological realism, emphasizing the
role of background mortality and fertility or the turnover of individuals (Ar-
gasinski and Kozlowski, 2008). However, that approach is still very primitive.
Mortality is described as an exponential decay of the population, which implies
that the length of an individual’s lifetime is potentially unbounded, and there
is no aging and no age specific payoffs. The goal of this paper is to fill this
gap and develop a mathematical structure combining selection of individual
strategies with an age structured population which will allow us to overcome
the problems arising from increasing complexity of the models shown in Li et
al. (2015) and simplifications ignoring the age dependence of payofls resulting
from certain actions and feedbacks driving the interplay between game dy-
namics and demography (the fixed age structure assumption). For practical
reasons we will develop a high dimensional ODE system consisting of relatively
simple equations, which can be generated by a simple loop and solved in every

popular numerical platform.

1.1 The classical approach to evolutionary games and replicator dynamics

In the following subsections, we describe the state of the art in relation to our
problem. A list of existing (and indeed new, see later) parameters are described
in Table 1. Traditionally, in evolutionary game theory the payoff obtained by
the jth strategy is proportional to its Malthusian growth rate r; and the

dynamics of selection of strategies is described by the replicator dynamics



(Maynard Smith 1982, Cressman 1992, Hofbauer and Sigmund 1988 and 1998,
Weibull 1995, Nowak 2006). We can derive this by rescaling the Malthusian
equations for competing strategies n; = n,r; to relative frequencies ¢; = n;/n

(where n = 37", n; and w is the number of strategies), which leads to

4 = q;(rj —7) (1)

where 7 = Z;”Zl g;jr; is the average payoff in the population. However, instead
of the Malthusian parameter describing the payoff we can explicitly consider
the individual fertility f; and mortality d; of a j-strategist. The explicit dis-
tinction between fertility and mortality was proposed also by Doebeli et al
(2017) as the cornerstone of a mechanistic model of natural selection. Note
that in real life organisms are involved in different types of interactions with
others or elements of environment. Game theoretic models are focused on the
outcomes of the particular interactions (such as fights as in the Hawk Dove
game) responsible for selection of the analyzed trait or type of behaviour.
These can be described by average demographic outcomes per interaction f;
and d; and these focal interactions will occur at the rate 7¢. Other interac-
tions, not related to the analyzed trait can be described by average fertility f

and mortality dj, occurring at rate 7.

Products of interaction rates and demographic payoffs will constitute the
respective vital rates: game fertility rate 7 f; and mortality rate 7rd;, back-
ground fertility rate 73 f, and mortality rate 7,d;. Later the focal game inter-
action rate 7y can be set to 1 by timescale adjustment and the background
fertility and mortality rates become ¢ = 74 f3 /7 and ¥ = 74dp /7. In addition
we can add density dependent juvenile recruitment survival (Argasinski and
Koztowski 2008, Argasinski and Broom 2012, 2017a, 2018a, 2018b). To do this

we should multiply fertilities by the logistic suppression coefficient (1 —n/K)



(where the carrying capacity K is interpreted as the maximal environmental
load, Hui 2006). Since fertilities but not mortalities are so scaled, the turnover
of generations will not be suppressed at the equilibrium as it is in the clas-
sical logistic model (which leads to the immortal and childless population at

equilibrium K). This gives the following variant of the replicator equations:

Qi =a((fi =D (1- %)= (d;—d) (2)
h=n([f+ @] (17%)4?7&), (3)

where f = Y%, q;f; and d = Y7, q;d;, the details of which appear in

Argasinski and Broom (2012, 2017a, 2018a, 2018b).

It was shown (Argasinski 2006) that every single population system de-
scribed by the replicator equations can be divided into the product of sub-
systems describing the dynamics in arbitrary chosen disjoint subpopulations
(described by a frequencies ¢} = n’/n;, where n; = Y, n’, for the j-th sub-
population) and an additional system describing the dynamics of proportions
between those subpopulations p; = n;/ >, n.. This is useful when indiviuals
differ not only by strategies but also by another second trait such as sex, age
or developmental stage. Then, for example, we can decompose the population
into subpopulations of carriers of the same strategy and describe the dynamics
of the second trait among them. Then the dynamics in each subpopulation will
have the form and will depend on the excess of the strategy payoff from
the average payoff in this subpopulation. Therefore, the same operation can

be carried out for equations ([2)), and we obtain the system:

=0 (=0 (1- %) - -d) (5)
n:n([fw}( —%)—J—W), (6)



where f; and d; are the fertility and mortality, respectively, of the i- th
type (such as age or sex) in the subpopulation of the j-th strategy carri-
ers, fj = Y. ¢ifi and dj = Y i ¢id’ are the mean fertility and mortality,
respectively, in the subpopulation of the j-th strategy carriers and f and d are
the respective values in the global population.

Note that we can decompose the initial population with respect to the
second trait and describe the dynamics of strategic composition among indi-

viduals in the same age or sex class. Then the equations will describe variables

q§, p* and n.

1.2 The classical approach to the modelling of age structured populations

Now we focus on age structured models (age classes will be indexed by super-
scripts). The classical approach to the modelling of age structured populations
is related to Bernadelli-Lewis-Leslie matrices (Bernadelli 1941, Lewis 1942,

Leslie 1945, Charlesworth 1994, Caswell 2001), following the matrix equation:

nO fO fl fnL nO
n! 90 0 0 n!
= ) (7)
0 .. O 0
nm 0 0sm 10 n"m
L dty1 L 4L d¢

where there are m+1 age classes, n’ is the size of the ith age class and f? is fer-
tility and s’ is survival, respectively, in this class. Thus n(t+1) = >, n'(t) f*
and the transition between subsequent age classes is n'(t + 1) = s*~ni=1(¢).
When the time unit equals the time step between age classes the above system
is a good model of age structure. This age-structured growth model suggests
a steady-state, or stable, age-structure and growth rate. The growth rate can

be calculated from the characteristic polynomial of the Bernadelli-Lewis-Leslie



Matrix called the Euler-Lotka equation (Caswell 2001):
m o i—1
P> e[ =1 ®)
i=1 z=0

where 7 is the intrinsic growth rate of the population and iﬁl s* describes
survival to age i. We note here that in reality r will not be z;o independent
parameter, and moreover will change in time as the distributions of the sizes
of age classes change. An equilibrium distribution over the age classes in turn
will allow us to define r in terms of the other model parameters. A simple ODE
generalization of this system with continuous time but discrete age structure
can be obtained by application of the delayed differential equations (Caswell
2001) where survival rates may describe aggregated exponential survival be-
tween respective age classes (Diekmann et al 2017). However this approach
may not work if the mortality function depends on the actual population state
(as in game theory). Here the mortality rate may be unknown since it will
depend on the trajectory of the dynamics during the age class. Then we can
consider the continuous time limit of an infinite number of infinitely small
age classes where population structure becomes a function n(t, ) of time ¢ and
continuous age [ describing a moment of lifetime of an individual. Then we can
imagine the Taylor expansion analogous to the transition equation describing

small time step dt leading to ageing dl

n(t+dt,l+dl) = n(t, l)+%dt+ %dl = s(On(t, 1) = (1 — 7d(D)dt) n(t,1), (9)

where 7d(l) is the continuous time mortality rate (at age [) similarly to the
game models but without distinction between the focal game and the back-

ground interactions. Since dl = dt we obtain the McKendrick von Foerster
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equation
on(t,l)  on(t,l)
st T al

= —7d(D)n(t,1), (10)

which should be completed by boundary conditions n(t,0) = [;* n(t, )7 f(1)dl

and initial age distribution n(0,1).

2 The paper structure

In this paper we derive the discretization of the McKendrick von Foerster
model allowing for derivation of frequency dependent models. This is mo-
tivated by the fact that the discretized approach can be easily numerically
solved by basic ODE solvers from popular numerical platforms. Thus the de-
veloped methodology does not need advanced knowledge in numerical analysis.
Another advantage is that it will be compatible with standard game theoretic
notation based on matrix games. Using the derived discretization we build two
approaches to modelling selection among competing strategies with life cycles
in an asexual population. One is focused on the impact of age structures of
strategies on selection, while the second shows the impact of selection dynam-
ics on the age structure of the whole population. The models obtained are
generalized to mixed PDE-ODE models with continuous non-discretized age
structures to outline the direction of future development. This framework is
illustrated by a sex ratio example combining the two approaches, allowing us
to model the sexually reproducing population. Our intention is to build a sim-
ple ready to use modelling methodology which can be extended in the future.
However, we believe that even after clarification of the PDE based approach
and development of simple solvers of coupled integro-differential PDE-ODE
systems, our approach will still be useful for practical reasons arising from the

simplicity of the methods based on matrix payoffs, which are much simpler to
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derive than continuous payoff functions. Thus it can be, for example, easily

used for building initial toy models.

3 Results
3.1 Presenting the McKendrick von Foerster model as a system of ODE’s?

In this section we will build the submodel describing the age structure dy-
namics of a subpopulation of carriers of some strategy competing with other
strategies. Demographic vital rates will be outcomes of interactions between
carriers of different strategies, interpreted as rounds of evolutionary games as
in Argasinski and Broom (2018a). Thus as in replicator dynamics models we
have the state of the population described by strategy frequencies p; but for
each strategy subpopulation we have a respective age structure described by
parameters a§ = n; /n; (frequencies of individuals of age ¢ among j-th strat-
egy carriers). Demographic payoffs determining the vital rates will depend not
only on the strategy frequencies p = [p1, ..., Py as in the classical replicator

models but also on the age of the opponents, thus the set of vectors of the

age structures for all strategies a = [a1,. .., a,)] (where a; = [a!

Gyeoo,alt] de-

scribes the age structure of the j-th strategy carriers subpopulation) should
be another argument of the payoff functions.

A major technical difference between the McKendrick von Foerster model
and replicator dynamics is that the first is a PDE (or system of PDE’s as for
example in Rudnicki and Mackey, 1993) and the second is a system of ODE’s.
The simple combination of both approaches will lead to a mathematically el-
egant but technically intractable system due to the lack of a general theory
for mixed PDE-ODE systems and software for numerical computation. This
methodology should be developed in the future, however before that, we need

a useful approach based on existing solutions. To solve this problem we can ap-
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proximate the continuous system by a large number of ODE’s describing unit
interval age classes consisting of all individuals of age from a to a + 1. The
discrete structure will allow to use standard matrix payoff functions. The cho-
sen time unit should be longest as possible to reduce the number of equations.
Since we want to model frequency dependent selection, the mortality and fer-
tility payoffs will depend on the trajectory of the population state. Therefore
we cannot use simplified delayed differential equations since we do not know
the trajectories during the time delay interval. Instead we can assume that the
unit of a timescale described by interaction rate 7 is short enough that the
changes of the population state are small enough with respect to the popula-
tion size (e.g. 50 births in a population of 30000), that the resulting changes

of frequency dependent birth and death rates will be negligible.

Following Appendix A we see that equation can be discretized and ap-
proximated by the replicator dynamics (see Fig. 1 for the intuitive presentation

of the discretization scheme for frequency dependent vital rates). In particular

z

. . . . y y m
for the jth strategy we describe the system in frequencies a} = ng/ >oto n;

and a scaling parameter n. Assume that ri(t) = fi(p(t),a(t)) (1 - %) —

d;- (p(t),a(t)) and 7;(t) = iaé-r;(t) is the respective averaged value. If the
growth rates 77;(t) are nearly constant, then for the chosen timescale de-
scribed by interaction rate 7 changes of the strategy frequencies during a

single time unit are Ap; = )pj(t) (7;(t) — 7(t)), thus they are sub-

.
(14 7r(t)

linear. Here 7 should be as big as possible to minimize the number of equations,
but small enough that payoff function arguments Ap; (and similarly others)
should change their values only slightly (i.e. Aff = fi(p(t) + Ap) — fi(p(t))
and Adj = di(p(t) + Ap) — di(p(t)) are small enough, but not necessarily

infinitesimal), so that the resulting changes of TAf} and 7Ad} are negligible.
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Then the discretization is acceptable and we obtain:

i =ai s (p,a) =l (rj(p,a,m) + 1) i=1,..,m, (11)
7;Lj = njfj(paaan)a (12)

where a‘; =1-3", aj and the Malthusian parameter describing the growth

of the jth strategy is

i(p,a,n) ia (Tfj D, a (1 - %) —|—s§(p, a)) —1. (13)

=0

It is important that age class survival s%(p,a) = (1 — 7d’(p,a)) describes ag-
gregated outcomes of the game rounds occurring during a time unit. Therefore
it is distinct from the survival probability of a single round 1 — dé. (p, @) which
should be used in trade-off functions when only survivors of the game round
can reproduce (Argasinski and Broom 2012,2017a,2018), leading to fertility
(1 — di(p,a))f;. In addition, due to nearly linear behaviour within a single
time unit the system is equivalent to the large Leslie matrix with
survival s%(p,a) = (1 — 7d}(p,a)) and then parameter 7 describes the frac-
tion of individuals that played the single game round. Parameter 7 always
acts as the multiplier of game payoffs f; and d} (thus the resulting survival
rate is 1 — Td;-). Since in the next sections we will focus on the derivation of
the dynamics, where the structure of the vital rates is not so important, for
simplicity we can incorporate the interaction rate 7 into the birth and death
vital rates and skip it in the notation. Therefore, below 7 will be hidden inside

functions f; and s; which will be interpreted as the vital rates.

Since r.h.s. of our system is the negative function of a , the follow-

ing attracting nullcline manifold exists (for constant mortalities s; this is an
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attracting steady state):

T Ema Tl s2(p.0)
O = = =0 - (14)
(F@)+1)"  (Creas (f7(p.a) + si(p.a)))

Note that ag will satisfy the general form for a,; in equation . In addition
the Euler-Lotka equation is satisfied (for a derivation and proof, see Appendix

B). Now we can use derived submodel for derivation of the full model.

FIGURE 1 HERE

3.2 The extension to multipopulation replicator dynamics

Now we can incorporate the above model into a multipopulation evolution-
ary game (Argasinski 2006). Recall that we have w strategies and m + 1 age
classes indexed from 0 to m. Assume that p describes the strategy (phenotype)
fraction and a describes the frequency of the age class. As before, f; and sé
describe, respectively, the fertility and survival of the j-strategist in age class
i. Two perspectives are possible (see Fig. 2):

a) Firstly we consider the impact of the age structure in sub-populations
strategically homogenous on selection of the strategies, denoted as system S,.
This can be described by coordinates:

9 m for j=1,...,w the age structure of the j-strategists

Py eeeny Daw the strategy frequencies in the whole population,

where a! =n’/%_n? and p; = Y _nF/n.

b) Secondly we consider how selection within each age class affects the
overall age structure, denoted as system Sy,. It can be described by coordinates:

iy, Dl fori=1,...,m strategy frequencies in age class i

0 m

a’,...,a the age structure of the population,

where p5 =n%/Y"_nl and a* =) nl/n
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Thus in both cases we will have a core system describing the whole pop-
ulation (strategic composition in S, and age structure in Sp) completed by
the respective subsystems describing the age structure of the subpopulation

of strategy carriers (for S,) or the strategic age class composition (for Sp).
FIGURE 2 HERE

Now we describe the transition of coordinates between the formulations.

First we define the auxiliary canonical coordinates without subclasses:

i _

q4; = a'pl = p;al. (15)

Now following Argasinski (2006) we define transitions between systems:

S, to Sp:
pi= [pi i } _ aipy gy Pw (16)
= |pi,s.. = — ... :
w Z;‘Uzl a;pjv 72?):1 a}pj 5
w w
a=l[d..ad"] = Za?pj“..,Za;”pj , (17)
j=1 j=1
and Sy to Sg:
0,,0 M oM
a’p? a™p’
a; = [a?,...,a}"] = = ]Z. T = jl. -, (18)
im0 4D > i—0 A'Pj

m m
p=[p1, s pu] = lz alpi7--~7za%] : (19)
=0 =0

Now let us derive systems of equations operating in both coordinate sys-
tems. In the following we use the within group averaging terms:
fi= Yitodifi 55 = Yitgdlsh, 58 = X0 phsh, ff o= 35l pif). We
also use two global averages, which can each be written in two ways: f =

Soilapifi = Yitgad'ffand 5 = YO¥ pis; = Yt a's'. For system S, we
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have the following system of differential equations (see Appendix C):
= a0 (£ (1 %) + ) (20)
=i (- ) (1- %) +6-9) (21)
i=n(f(1-2)+s-1), (22)

S)
I
e

giving

-1 i—1 _i— % - n - Z 2
Gt (S (o )+ ). e
=0

=pj ((Zaéf;ZpZZaif;) (1-%)+ <Za szzagsg»,
i=0 z=1 =0 2=1  i=

(29)

- w m y n w m ny
Y D ST ST (B B8 105 SRt IENES
j=1  i=0 j=1  i=0
For system S, we have (see Appendix D for a detailed derivation):

P (Za > (1 — ?) , (26)

by = (i 'sy " —p5 ) (27)
at =at5 " - d (f (1 - %) + §) , (28)
nfn<f(1f%)+§fl) (29)

The expanded form of the above system will be

M= (2_5 aipl fi Z Zm) (1-%) (30)

5 a
p;: ~ <;18;1_pjzpzlzl> (31)
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Q= it Zp;—ls;—l 4 Zaz ijz i (1 _ %) + ijsj ,  (32)
j=1 2=0 j=1 Jj=1
= [ Sa | Sowis (1= )+ Do | -1 (33)
i=0 j=1 j=1

Note that equation is equivalent to and in both cases the

1—2_1f5:sn_K<1—1f§). (34)

Recall that for simplicity we assumed functions act as the vital rates with
interaction rate 7 hidden inside. When we extract it back the it will appear
as T f; and sg- =1- de-. In contrast to the basic replicator equations
parameter 7 cannot be easily removed from systems S, and S, by simple
timescale adjustment. Similar situation is with background payoff components
@ and ¥, which simply cancel out in but still are present in the population
size equation. This will be not the case for systems S, and Sj,. However, for

simplicity in this paper we do not deal explicitly with the background payoffs.

3.3 Mixed PDE-ODE versions of systems S, and S

We can derive mixed PDE-ODE versions of systems S, and S, , where age
profile is the continuous function, which are simpler and more mathematically
elegant. The advantage is that they are independent of the timescale since
interaction rate 7 simply will cancel out (see Appendix E for derivations). Thus
the previous simplifying assumption about skipping it is obsolete in this case.
Payoffs d;(t,1) and f;(t,1) are now continuous functions of the lifetime { and the

strategic composition at time ¢. In addition the distinction between aggregated
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age class survival and game round survival discussed below equation ([13]) is not

necessary since PDE versions of both systems will be driven by game payoffs

only. Therefore for system S, we have

daj(t,1) (5aj (t, l)
ot a1
p pj
n(t) = n(t

with a;(t,0) = (1 — &) f;(t), f,

a;(t,1) | d

o {0

(k.1
Fitt
)G@(

F(t) =32, pi(t)f;(t) and d(t) = Zj p;(t)d; (1)

For system .S, we have

5t 3l
da(t,l)  da(t,l)
st ol

n(t)

= ps(t,0) [d(t,1) -

with a(t,0) = (1— 2) f(t), p;(t,0) = (1—

Zj pj(t)(jj(t7l)ﬂ f(t) = fOOO

3.4 A sex ratio example

= 5% a0 5 DL i (0) = [ a6, Dd; (1, 1)L,

:auwklnnfdw(r—%)fa»} (39)

= n(®)(f(t) (1 - ) —d®)) (40)
%Hgmtnﬁ@nmdaw

a(t, ) f(t,1)dl and d(t) = [° a(t,1)d(t,1)dl.

Now we will show how the methods presented in the previous sections can

be used to extend the simpler age independent model to the age dependent

case and how they can be used to model sexually reproducing population.

We will show this methodology by example of the synthetic sex ratio model

(Argasinski 2012, Argasinski 2013, Argasinski 2017) combining simple explicit

genetics (similar to the more advanced approaches as in Karlin and Lessard

1986) with rigorous strategic analysis. We will use the formulation of the model
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focused on selection of genes encoding sex ratio strategies (Argasinski 2013).
Below we outline the basic details of this model. The introduction of the life
cycle perspective to theoretical studies on the sex ratio is important, since
data show the huge impact age specific mortalities can have on the dynamics
of age specific sex ratios (for example see Orzack et al. 2015 for data showing

the changes of the human sex ratio from conception to death).

We have a population consisting of = females and y males. All of them are
carriers of a single gene encoding one from a finite number w of competing sex
ratio strategies which are expressed by females (strategy P; € [0, 1] is carried
by z; females and y; males and describes the fraction of male newborns in
the brood of a female). Then the population state can be expressed by the
population’s sex ratio P = y/(z + y), primary sex ratio (average strategy of

females) P, = Z;”Zl ﬁPj and vectors G and M where:
x

oy .
G = # the gene frequencies,
Zz:l (xz + yz)
M; = Yi sex ratios in the carrier subpopulations.
T + Yj

w _ w Xj w Gi(1—DM;)
Then P = > . G;M; and P, = >, ;]Pj =i %Pj.

Strategy genes are inherited from mother or father with 0.5 probability. Sex
specific payoff functions describe impact of the direct reproductive success
(offspring of the focal female or offspring of partners of the focal male) and
the per capita normlized contribution of the same strategy carriers of the

opposite sex. Therefore, payoffs of male and female carriers and the average
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gene carrier are:

Py, G, M) = g (;CPW + Z"J_'Pj) (41)

:];<1_Pp_pr+<1;ijj)Pj>7 (42)

e =5 (0-py+ L -7, ) (13)
k M; _ 1-P

25 (1_Pj)+(1—1\4j)(1_Ppr)P>’ (44)

fQ(Pj7GaM) = Mjfm(PijvM) +(1 - Mj)ff(PijvM) (45)

- sl s a- ] (a0

where k is the number of offspring per female. The average payoffs are:

fm(GaM):k P

1— _
Tppm (47)

f(GM)=k(1-P). (48)

We can obtain the system describing the dynamics of gene frequencies and the

sex ratios in the carrier subpopulations:

Gj:Gj (fg(PijvM)_f_(GvM))v (49)

Mj:Mj(fm(PijvM)_fg(PijvM))a (50)

leading to the following system of equations

. 1 M.
. k 1-P\ =
Mj =5 (M (=5 | (Por = M;) + (1= My) (P = My) ). (52)
The above system can be regarded as an example of multi-level selection

since the fate of a gene is determined by the actual composition of the car-

rier subpopulation described by the carriers’ sex ratio M; and the threshold
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between growth and decline is the adult sex ratio P = Z;J:l G;M;. The pa-
rameters M; are determined by the Tug of War dynamics describing the
impact of female carriers producing newborns according to the carried strategy
P; and randomly drawn female partners of male carriers producing newborns

according to the average strategy of females Ppr.

3.5 The extension of the sex ratio model to the age structured case

We will extend this system in the following way.
FIGURE 3 HERE

System S, will be applied to extend the gene pool dynamics to the system
with explicit age structure for each subpopulation of carriers (described by
a; for the j-th gene) of the particular gene. This means that each equation
will be transformed to the form and completed by the respective
subsystem describing the age structure of the subpopulation of carriers
of the particular gene. In addition, for the age structure of each strategy we
will apply system .S, to describe the dynamics of the sex ratios within each
age class. Thus for each strategy, the respective subsystem will be the
core subsystem of system Sy, and it will be completed by the respective
subsystems , describing the dynamics of strategy carriers’ sex ratios
in particular age classes. This structure will be the generalization of the M;
equations in the original model. Assume that survival, described by sjt for
females and by si, for males, depends only on sex and age. Males are active
in the age classes from a to b and females from c to d, and fractions of sexually

active female and male individuals carrying the j-th strategy are

d b
ST =3 "az(1-Mp), St =" "a:M;. (53)
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Analogous parameters for the whole population are

ST = zchjsj, Sm = zw:c:js;”. (54)
j=1

j=1

We also have P =377 G, a%M} , and the primary sex ratio is:

P G;S! b _ L G;S!P; (55)
pr — Jj— I :
j=1 Zz GZSZf Sf

Thus this is the average strategy of active females describing the proportion of
males among all newborns or zygotes. The operational sex ratio among active

carriers of strategy j and the equivalent average value for the population is

op _ S.;n sm

S A N - 56
boospasl T sma st (56)

The equations on G should be updated according to the additional assumptions
on age limits of sexual activity (age classes from a to b for males and ¢ to d
for females). We should also derive the respective forms of per capita fertility
payoffs described in the new coordinates. For derivation of the dynamics we
need the following operational male fertility payoff of active males, average per
capita gene fertility payoff and the average fertility in the whole population

(the detailed derivation is in Appendix F):

. k(1=Pyp~ 1—MP
mp(Pj,a,G,M)_2< Pop pPpr"'WPj), (57)
k L 1-P,
fo(Pj,a,G. M) = 5 <ij + 8! P”) ; (58)
op
f(a,G, M) = kS'. (59)

Note that (1 — Pyy) / Pop describes the number of partners and (1 — M;?) /M;?
the number of female carriers (“sisters”) of the average male carrier of the focal

strategy gene. Therefore, the male operational fertility payoff f°F describes the
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fertility of their partners with the average strategy and “sisters” carrying the
same gene. The gene payoff f, describes the aggregated fertility of all female
carriers and all partners of male carriers. Thus we will obtain the following

general system derived in Appendix G:

G = GJ( J(Pia, G, M) = f(a,G, M) (1- %) +(55-5)), (60)
af = ay's —df [fg(Pj,a,G,M) (1 - %) +§j] : (61)
o ( P],a G, M)sma? MOf,(P;,a,G, M)) -3, ©
Mi = a;ll (Mi~1sizt = MisiYY (63)
n:n(vf(l—]n()—i-s—l), (64)

where §§ = M;sjn + (1 — M;) 33} describes the average survival of the car-
rier of the jth strategy determined by the actual carriers sex ratio. Then
5, =y i ,alsi and § = > i1 Gj5;. Thus the general equations have
become equations through the sequences: — — ,
— — , — , — . Figure 3 shows how the phase

space of the original model was extended to the age structured case. After

substitution of the payoff functions (see Appendix G) we obtain the system:

. S _ n
R O e o A A W I < ST W
G =G (k (sf + Sm) S (1-2)+ G s)> . (65)
R . m S " 3
a; = aj; 1sj1— J{ (Sf—i-S Tm >(1—K)+Sy}’ (66)
. k _ St n
0 __ m 0 f 0
My = 240 (Sj (Ppr = Mj) 2o + 55 (B _MJ’>> (1_E)’ (67)
ai{*l L L
ri i—1 i—1 izi—

J

n—n[ka(l—?)—&-s—l} (69)
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where average survival probabilities are

= M+ (1M 5= o (0

d w b w
S =Y a1 -M;), 8T =3 G;S], Sp =Y @My, S = G,S)
z=c j=1 z=a Jj=1

are the fractions of sexually active females and males among the P; gene car-
riers, and the respective averages. Thus the selection mechanism is seriously
altered by the age structure. The above system shows that differences in mor-
tality between sexes and different ages of sexual activity can significantly affect
the selection of individual strategies. Equations contain the terms S7" and
S jf describing the fractions of sexually active individuals and are the equiva-
lent of the Tug of War dynamics . The dynamics of the age structure of
each strategy is attracted by

M - (1= M) s
' BSS(1- ) +5

(71)

Sex ratios among the j-th strategy carriers of particular ages converge to

o S sr vl L
~0 Pprsims +Sj P; . M;flsfgl )
J & f 55
g—mS-f+Sj J

Note that when we assume that there are no differences in survival prob-
abilities between sexes (s;c = s') then the system reduces to the
simplified version. Equations will be independent of parameters M JZ and
the equations will converge to the constant value over the whole life
cycle (M} = M for all i). Therefore all strategies will have the same age
structure. In effect the bracketed term (5; — 5), describing the excess of the

mortality payoff from average mortality, will vanish in equations and
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selection of the genes will be driven by the excess fertility payoff bracket
(fy(Pj,a,G, M) — f(a,G,M)) describing the Fisherian mechanism driven by

the difference in reproductive value between the sexes;

1(s] s -,
2<Sf+Sm —1| 8/, (73)

which is equivalent to the Shaw-Mohler formula (Shaw and Mohler 1953).

(fy(Pj,a,G, M) — f(a,G,M)) =k

If we assume that both sexes are mature in the same age classes then ij =
1—S7", we have that operational sex ratios are M = S7* and P,, = S™
(S =1 - P,,). Therefore for the operational sex ratio P,, = 0.5 the above
formula equals zero for all strategies. When we additionally assume that the
sex specific survivals for different ages are the same, the system replicates the
results of the original model . In the general case if S]f = Sf and Sit = S™ then
obviously operational sex ratios are equal. In other cases, the strategies
with the greater fraction of the sex which is in the minority among active
individuals (according to the operational sex ratio P,,) will have greater value
of . Since all individuals of the same sex suffer the same mortality, the
values of parameters S]f and S7" are determined by the allocation of sexes
at birth, determined by their encoded strategy. Due to the constant brood
size k, an increase of female newborns leads to a decrease of male newborns
and vice versa. Therefore, this allocation will determine operational sex ratios

and selection should act accordingly to differences in operational sex ratios,

similarly to .

We can see this in Fig. 4 depicting a numerical simulation for the case
of three competing strategies P, = 0.05, P, = 0.55, P3 = 0.95 with 25 age
classes plus infant age class 0. For simplicity we assumed that age class sur-
vivals will be the same with only one change at some arbitrary ages, different

for males and females. For female we have survival 0.95 until age 10 and 0.80



26

in subsequent ages. For males we have 0.88 until age 15 and then 0.72 sub-
sequently. By definition survival the in last age classes is zero. Females are
fertile from age ¢ = 8 until age d = 15 while males are active from age a = 8
until age b = 20. The initial population size was n(0) = 40 with a carrying ca-
pacity K = 10000. Initial conditions are G1(0) = 0.9, G2(0) = G3(0) = 0.05,
MY = 0.7 and MJ = MY = 0.1. We start from the very young population
where adult age classes have frequencies 0.001 leading to a 0.025 proportion of
non-infant individuals and sex ratios are M} = 0.9 and M} = M3 = 0.8. These
exaggerated conditions show the initial dynamics of the growing cohort lead-
ing to the interesting patterns depicted in Fig. 5 depicting the age structure

and Fig 6 showing the dynamics of age specific sex ratios.

Fig. 7 shows the delayed convergence to the respective Euler-Lotka man-
ifolds. At the global equilibrium excess fertility payoffs (73) (the difference
between the payoff and the mean) are not equal to zero because they must
balance the nonzero values of the excess survival payoffs for growth rates to
be equal (Fig.8). Therefore, the classical Fisherian equilibrium focused only
on fertility payoffs is not reached here. A question arises about the interplay
between fertility and survival and how it leads to the primary sex ratio of 0.5.
In addition the operational sex ratio is far from 0.5. Therefore in this case the
Fisherian mechanism is not enough to explain the origins of the primary sex
ratio of 0.5. Fig. 4 shows that the mechanism driven by the operational sex
ratios still works but all values are rescaled, and we also have different mortal-
ities for different strategies. The interplay between the Fisherian mechanism,
driven by fertility and differences in reproductive value between the sexes,
and age structure, driven by survival differences between the sexes, needs an

explanation which will be the subject of future work.

FIGURES 4-8 HERE
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4 Discussion

In this work we presented a new modelling framework combining evolutionary
dynamics with demographic structure. This approach can be a useful tool in
the development of the synthesis between evolutionary game theory and life
history theory. We started with the derivation of the ODE discretized approx-
imation of the McKendrick von Foerster model of age structured populations
and its critical manifold equivalent to the Euler-Lotka equation. This was ex-
tended to the explicit case of multiple competing strategies and transformed
into two types of age structured replicator dynamics. The first focused on
the selection of strategies when each strategy is described by a subsystem de-
scribing the dynamics of age structure. The second focused on the age struc-
ture of the whole population and a subsystem of the strategies within each
age class. These led to huge ODE systems which are equivalent to systems
of Bernadelli-Lewis-Leslie matrices. Another complication is that for the dis-
cretized age structure we need age class survival functions which will describe
the aggregated outcomes of all interactions (game rounds) that happened dur-
ing a single time unit. This survival function is distinct from the game round
survival which can be used for the derivation of the fertility-survival trade-off
functions used in situations when only survivors of the interaction can repro-
duce (Argasinski and Broom 2012, 2018a, 2018b). In addition we have outlined
the PDE versions of the obtained systems to indicate the future direction of

research.

Both approaches are combined together in the illustrative example of a sex
ratio model. This is an extension of the dynamic sex ratio model (Argasinski
2012, 2013, 2017). It shows that when we assume different mortalities for both
sexes: the classical Fisherian explanation based on the differences of reproduc-

tive value of offspring is not enough to explain convergence to the primary sex
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ratio of 0.5. The excess fertility payoff does not converge to 0 which would be
equivalent to equal reproductive values of both sexes, but its non-zero value
is equal to the value of the excess survival payoff. The question of how this
mechanism works in detail should be explained in future research. The new
model provides the theoretical framework that can be used for explanation
of the mechanisms shaping the patterns observable in collected data on age

specific sex ratios from conception to death, as in Orzack et al. (2015).

The obtained results clearly show that a life cycle perspective plays a cru-
cial role in evolutionary processes. In the classical approaches to evolutionary
game theory individuals cannot change their properties during their lifetime.
Thus their life history is a memoryless process, and survival of a single in-
teraction does not change the state of the individual. This is caused by the
fact that the classical approaches to evolutionary games are focused on the
strategies interpreted as patterns of behaviour, not on the individual itself.
The exception to this rule is the state based approach (Houston and McNa-
mara 1999). The explicit description of the life cycle and the different pay-
offs at different ages leads to a more complicated game theoretic structure.
In particular a mixed PDE-ODE approach will lead to more complex pay-
off functions based on continuous distributions of ages for different strategies.
This will need more sophisticated methods such as models with function val-
ued traits (Oechssler and Riedel 2001, Dieckmann et al 2006, van Veelen and
Spreij 2009), state based games (Houston and McNamara 1991, 1999) or ”large
games” with a distinction between strategy sets and population states (Wiec-
zorek and Wiszniewska 1998, Wieczorek 2004; 2005), as opposed to basic two
person matrix games. The modelling framework proposed in this paper can
be a useful tool in the research on animal personalities The combination of
game theoretic analysis with an explicit age structure will allow us to ana-

lyze the relationships between behavioural strategies (such as aggression or
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cowardice) and life history traits (such as allocation of energy into growth or

reproduction). This is important because the life history trade-offs are shaped

by external mortality which are the outcome of interactions with the envi-

ronment. On the other hand the demographic outcomes of interactions such

as mortality are affected by phenotypic traits such as growth shaped by life

history strategies (Wolf and Weissing 2010, Wolf and McNamara 2012). This

constitutes life-history-behavioural feedback.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the frequency equations

1) Discretization of the of McKendrick von Foerster model : We
need to divide the continuous time into separate discrete unit compartments
describing age classes consisting of individuals of ages from the interval (I, +
1]. Recall that game rounds occur at intensity 7. Note that the exponential
dynamics emerges from an aggregation of survival from some independent
interactions, when the focal individual survives (or not) several events and
the aggregated survival is the product of survival probabilities of those events.
However we can imagine a timescale where interactions are sufficiently rare, so
that only a small fraction of individuals play a single round of the game. Then
the dynamics is technically linear and survival is described by the first term of
the Taylor series of the exponential function. Thus assume that time interval
dt = dl =1 is small enough that a small fraction 7d(t,!)dt of individuals will

die due to aggregated outcomes of independent game rounds. The remaining
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1— 7d(t,l)dt survivors will be moved to the next age compartment. Then from
equation (9) we have that n(t+ 1,1+ 1) = (1 — 7d(t,1)) n(t,1) = s(t,)n(t,1)
which describes the move from point ¢, to point ¢t + 1,1 + 1. Assume that
during a unit interval all surviving individuals from age [ will be moved to
age [ + 1 while all individuals form [ + 1 will be moved from this age to
the next age step or die. Therefore during a single time unit we have linear
movement occurring at incoming rate s(¢,I — 1)n(t,! — 1) and removal rate -
n(t,1), since all individuals will be removed during a single time unit. Therefore
this linear process can be well approximated by the first order Taylor expansion

for At = 1 where the bracketed term can be interpreted as the first derivative;

n(t+1,1) = n(t, 1) + [s(t, ] — 1)n(t,1 — 1) — n(t,1)], (74)
therefore the bracketed term constitutes derivative dn/dt, leading to

dn(t, 1)
dt

=s(t,l — Dn(t,l — 1) —n(t1).

Note that can be presented in the form n(t + 1,1) = s(t,l — 1)n(t,1 — 1)
which leads to the Leslie matrix . When we change notation to the numbered
age classes describing age increments and assume that aggregated survival rate

s'(t) and fertility rate 7f% (t) can change in time, we obtain the system

A0(t) =Y n' (D)7 f (1) — n(t), (75)
=0
ni(t) = s H O T ) —ni(t)  i=1,...,m. (76)

It is reasonable to assume that s® = 1, (other values are equivalent to s = 1

with rescaled fertilities f%) and s™ = 0.
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However, to be compatible with the replicator dynamics and game the-
oretic machinery, the dynamics should be expressed in terms of phenotype
frequencies. Let us change the coordinates to the frequencies a’ = n’/n (with
n=>y.r, n') describing the age structure. The system can be pre-

sented in the form of the Malthusian equations:
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_ ni(t) (a;_i(t()t)si—l(t) — 1) 1=1,...,m, (78)

Therefore, this system can be presented as a system of frequency dependent
replicator equations @* = a’(r® —) and a single equation on the scaling param-
eter n = n7. Since Y ;" ;a’ =1 and s™ = 0 we have that average Malthusian

growth rate is

i—1 %
i

—a (S )y () < S )
i=1 =0

=0

=

To add density dependence we should multiply the fertility rate by logistic
n
suppression coefficient (1 - ?> . Then we can formulate a system of frequency

dependent replicator equations by transforming equation (78) fori =1,...,m
m

(the equation for 0 is redundant and can be removed and a® =1 — Y af):
=1

hnfn(Zai(TfiJrsi)l). (81)
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2) Frequency dependence and the choice of time unit determin-
ing the discretization step: When the above system describes the dy-
namics of the age structure of the subpopulation of carriers of some strategy
competing with other strategies (indexed by subscripts) then the parameters
(1) = 1= di(p(t), a(t)) and 77 (p(t),a(t)) (thus 7§ = 77 at (£} —ds))
are game payoffs depending on strategy frequencies p; = n;/ >, nj (and their
age distributions, but now we limit our reasoning to strategy frequencies p).
We want to choose the longest possible time step to reduce the number of
equations. However the frequencies will change in time, so the discretization
step cannot be too big, since the aggregated payoffs during unit interval will
depend on the changes of 7d}(p(t)) and 7fi(p(t)) during that time interval.
The time unit should be short enough that these vital rates will not change
significantly and the number of individuals will change nearly linearly within
each age class. Thus we should analyze how much the strategy frequencies p;
can change during unit time and how this affects the vital rates. Thus if for

small At = 1 we have a change of

n

An; = n, (e (0AL = Ym0 At =Y ni(O7 (M) (1- ) - dr) At

(positive or negative) for each j, leading to the change An = Ej An; =

n(t)T7(t) At for the population size. Then

_ () An; —_ n;(t)  n(t) Any
Pt ) = e A Y a s An - nlt) n®) £ An T n) + An
_ny(t) An An; An; —p;(t)An

=00 { _n(t)+An] o an PO e A

Therefore p;(t + 1) = p;(t) + Ap,; where vector Ap consists of

Ang —p;(t)An T

i) = = A 1)

pi(t) (75 (t) — 7(t)). (82)
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Thus the pace of increment is nearly linear or slower since 7/(1 + 77(¢)) < .
We can set the timescale by adjusting parameter 7 in the formulae A f; =
Fipl) + Ap(r)) — £i(p(#)) and Adi = dj(p(t) + Ap(r)) — d(p(t)) to make
their values small enough that 7A f; and TAd; are negligible. For the density
factor we have that (1 —n(t+1)/K) = (1 — (n(t) + An)/K) and the change
of fertility rate is —7f;(p(t))An/K, thus it depends on 7/K and is negligible

for even big time steps.
Appendix B: The stationary age distribution and the Euler-Lotka
equation in the continuous case

From , for the non-infant age classes (¢ > 0) the stationary points for the

age structure of this system are:

qi—lgi—1 mo ‘
T:Zw(fwm«:’) i=1,...,m, (83)
i=0
therefore
. diflsifl &iflsifl
0= = — = — = 84
Yoigat(fi+st)  r(a)+1 (84)
1—1
a® s*
~ z=0
at = 85
(7(@) + 1) )
Then ) " a* = 1 implies that
i—1 i—1 -1
m H s? m H s?
~0 z2=0 ~0 2=0
a — | =1=a= — | - (86)
; (r(a) +1) ; (r(a)+1)

(note the similarity to the Euler-Lotka equation). The stable age structure is
a unique vector of frequencies among age classes, conditional on the average

Malthusian growth rate of the population. Now let us prove the equivalence
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with the Euler-Lotka equation. After substitution of the stable age frequencies

from equation into equation (recall that 7 is hidden in fertilities f*)

we obtain:
el
o 0 m dzfz 0 m fl HO 57
70 =n 1) =n =0 _q]. (87)
(; a® ) ; (F(a) +1)°

Frequency equilibrium implies that per capita growth rates in all age classes
are equal to the average growth rate 7(a). Thus equality will also be satisfied

for the growth rate of the 0 age class, leading to

Z ) —1=7@)= Z — T = b (88)

z:O

which is the Euler-Lotka equation.

Appendix C: Derivation of system S,

We start from the Malthusian system describing the dynamics of age classes

in the subpopulation of carriers of the j-th strategy:

=2 mfi =, (89)
nj —s; ln; ! n; (90)

According to the above system can be transformed into the frequency

replicator dynamics of age classes:

ay=a's (iaf (ff +s5) ) (91)

k=0
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The Malthusian equation describing the growth of j-strategists is

nj = n;rj(a;) = n; (Z aj (£ +s5) = 1) : (92)

=0

Then the replicator dynamics for the changes of strategy frequencies are
pj=p; (7 =7) =p; (£, = f) + (5, = 9)) (93)

where 7 = Z;):lpjfj , i =20 0@ f ZJ \pifi 5 =2 Oajs] and

5=, pj5;. This gives
P (Za (i + 51) szza Fits >: (o)
i=0
m(@ym—zm2¢@+@yw—zm2@9%s
i=0 z=1 =0 i=0 z=1 =0

The equation on the scaling parameter is
n=nfF=n ZwZa?(f?—i—s?)—l . (96)

j=1 =0

Then to add neutral density dependence the fertilities f; should be multiplied

by the logistic suppression coefficient (1 —n/K) leading to the system:

6=t = (5 (1- ) +). o7
pi=pi (=0 (1- ) +65-9). (98)
hzn(f(l—?)—l—s—l) (99)

giving

. ) ) ) m n m
a = aéflséfl —a; ( E aify (1 - ?) + E ajsj) (100)
z=0 z=0
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b =1, ((Za;f; - Zazfz) (1-%)+ (Za} §- Do pe D alst
=0 z=1 =0 =0 z=1 =0

w w m

n=mn ijZQ;f;(l—%)+ijZQ§S§—l . (102)
j=1 =0 j=1 i=0

Appendix D: Derivation of system S,

System .S, produces more complex equations. As in Appendix C, to add neutral
density dependence the fertilities should be multiplied by the logistic suppres-

n
sion coefficient (1 — E) Again we start from the Malthusian equations

=0 J

=S (1= 5) = (S (-1 oo
=0

i—1
i i—1 i1 i i [ im1TYy 1 104
ny=s; ny o —ny=mn{s; o= =1 (104)

PN~ T
n' = 2 g, P =0 (105)
-3 (S (1 ) ) - (1 ) - Do o
j=1 \i=0 j=1i=0 j=1
Since n® = 37, n} and
womo n mow o n
23 mf (1= ) =X s (1= ) = aon

j=14=0 i=

%

0
om n' o i pi ny om a i pi n
S () = e n s (1) 1)
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the above equation has form:

Z%Zp;f;(l—%)—l . (109)
i=0 =1

w

Analogously we have ni = 5 =11

w w ) )
= Ty pi st (110)
j=1 j=1

In the new coordinates the equation for the population size will be :

:Zn Znizpé'f;(l_%)_no‘*‘z ni— 1zpz 15; 1_ i
=0 i=0  j=1 =1
anm:az w pl (1 )+nza2 1§:pz 183 1 —n, (111)

—

=0 Jj=

and since s = 0 we can denote the above equation as

n:n(f(l—%) +§—1> =n Zain; ;(1—E) —I—Zalzp;s; -1
1=0 j=1 =0 Jj=1

(112)
Therefore (109 1112)) can be presented as the replicator dynamics (11}j12))

z=0

PR S 1sz 182 1_ izaz z:lpjf;<1_;>+§:lpjsj , (113)
j= j=

w=n(Sa [ Sopi (1) + e | -1 ). (1
i=0 j=1 j=1

The above system for each age class should be completed by the replicator

dynamics describing the changes of strategic composition of this particular
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age class. Since a’p} = n’;/n we have the following form of (103):

79 = n (Zoaopaf ( %) _ 1> - (115)

0
(lp]

0_ .0 i Oapjfl 02 in oapzz n
pj = Pj ( Z (1 - ﬁ) (116)
1 i f
~ b (S-S ) (-2
i=0
analogously for other age classes we have that (104) can be presented as

. ) ) a"_lpi-_1
<t 1 1—1 J
ny =nj (sj — 0= 1], (118)

leading to the replicator dynamics

P ) azlpll. a"lpitl
pé-—p3-< s sz o (119)

(Lp]

a’i_l z 1_:—1 i—1 z 1
S CAR W (120)

Now system S, can be completed

P = io (Z a‘pl fi Zaz Zpifz> (1 - *) : (121)
=0

.7 a' i— 7,
P = e <; 153 1—pJX:p ! 1) (122)

PR S 12731 13; 1 izaz z:lpjf;<1_;>+z:1pjsj ,  (123)
j= j=
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w

. mo Yoo n .
n=n Zaz Zp;f;(l—?)—i-Zp;s; -1]. (124)
i=0 j=1

j=1

This is the system (26| 29)).

5 Appendix E: Rescaling the McKendrick von Foerster model to

frequencies

We can rescale the McKendrick von Foerster equation to relative fre-
quencies a(t,1) = n(t,1)/n(t) where n(t) = [~ n(t,1)dl is the size of the whole
population. In this case the interaction rate 7 should be explicitly considered.
Note that in the game theoretic applications the vital rates d(t,1) and f(¢,1)
will change in time due to the changes of the strategic population composition.
Since n(t,1) = a(t,)n(t) and the dynamics of the population size satisfies the

dn(t
Malthusian equation T:SE ) = n(t)77(t) equation can be presented as

da(t,l) on(t) da(t,l) B
5 )+ 50 a(t,l) + 51 n(t) = —7d(t,Da(t, )n(t).
... dn(t) _ . )
After substitution 5r n(t)7(t) and division by n(t) we obtain

da(t,l) n da(t,l)

5 5 a(t,l) [—-7d(t, 1) — 77 (t)] , (125)

where per capita growth rate 77(t) = 7f(t) (1 — &) — 7d(t) =

T [fT alt, 1) f(1)dl — [;° n(t,1)d(l)dl] and the boundary condition will be a(t,0) =
n(t,0)/n(t) = 7 (1= %) [~ a(t, 1) f(t,1)dl. Note that we can remove 7 from
equation by a change of the timescale. We can use equation as the
PDE equivalent of equations from system S, and from S, and rescale
equation top;(t, 1) = n;(t,1)/n(t,l) (wheren(t,1) =3, n;(t,1)) to obtain
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the PDE equivalent of equations ( [26]27]). Then since n;(t,1) = p; (¢, Dn(t,1)

op;(t,1) on(t,l) op;(t.1) on(t,l) _ ‘ ‘
5 n(t, 1)+ 5 Dj <t’l)+75l n(t, 1)+ 5l p;(t,1) = —7d;(t, D)p;(t, D)n(t,1),
which leads to
op;(t, 1) op;(t,1) on(t,l)  on(t,1) _ . ‘
50 + 5 n(t, 1)+ 50 + 5 p;(t,1) = —7d;(t, D)p;(t, D)n(t,1).

Substituting using equation and division by n(t,[) leads to:

5pj (t, l) + (5}?] (t, l)
ot ol

= —7p;(t,1) [d;(t, 1) — d(t, )],

and the boundary condition replacing equation isp;(t,0) = n;(t,0)/n(t,0) =
T (1 — %) fooo p;(t,1) f;(t,1)dl. Parameter 7 can be easily removed in the result-
ing equivalents of systems S, and S, by the timescale adjustment, thus the
continuous framework is timescale independent and can be driven by the game

demographic payoff functions.

Appendix F: Derivation of the payoff functions for the age struc-

tured sex ratio model

Our operational payoff functions of active individuals and can be

presented in new coordinates in the following way:

sf(PjaaﬁGvM) = ;PPT_'—:;]PJ) ’ (126)
J
1-P,, - 1— M*
= Py+—21P |, 12
Pop p + MJQP J ( 7)

(1=P)+ L (1= Py)
J

) : (128)

< |8

MZ® _ 1-P,
- Pj)+ T ;W;p (1-P,) 7, P (129)

—~
—_

T N NI N T

e i W N
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Note that in the age structured case z, y, and x; and y; describe the numbers
of sexually active individuals of both sexes. Males are active in age classes
from a to b and females from c to d. Fractions of sexually active females and

males in the new formulation can be presented in the form:

d b
SI=3"ai(1-M) and  SP=> M (130)

1=c

Then Sf = > i1 Gijf and S™ = > j=1 G ST are the respective averages,
f S'm

= Snrsr

the operational fertility payoff function of a gene carrier will be

and operational sex ratios are M;” = ——— and P, Then

f;p(Pj7aaG=M) = M;')pfszp(Pj7a7G7M) + (1 - M;p) f})p(Pj a>G7M)7

k 1-Pyy  1-M M p,)
=5 e ®p I p)r(1-M?)[(1-P)+ S (1-B, -
2( j ( By Doty B )+ (=M Q=B+ g (L= Br) =5 ) ]
k ol_PO _ o o} O; = l—Po
:§ (Mjp PopPPPT+(1_MjP)Pj+<1_Mjp) (1—PJ)+MJP (1—Ppr> _Popp>7

k 1-P,

— 5 (1= pmory o ppori—_top ) 131

2<( j)+ 7 Py ) sy

To obtain the per capita gene carrier fertility payoff, necessary to derive the

replicator equations, we multiply the above by the fraction of active carriers

b d
sy 5] =[S+ Saa-p| o

leading to
k o opl — P, m
fg(Pj,a,G,M): 5 ((1—M]p)+Mij> |:S] +S]fi| = (133)
k f ml—FPop\
3 (Sj + 8! P, ) = (134)
Egr omS?
5 (Sj + 5 gm> . (135)
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Similarly we derive the per capita average fertility. Then the average payoff

becomes the operational average fertility of the active individuals
fPa,G,M)=k(1—-P,,). (136)

Again to obtain the per capita average fertility payoff we multiply this by the
fraction of active individuals in the population Z;‘;l G, [S]m + S]f} = 5m4GF.
This leads to

fla,G, M) =k (1 - P,,) (S™+57) = kS (137)

6 Appendix G Derivation of the age structured replicator

equations

The bracket describing the fertility stage of the gene pool dynamics will be

(fg(Pj,a,G, M) — f(a,G,M)) = k (Sf +8 ;P"p) — kS5 (138)
op
_ k f m Sf af | _ f Sm afl _
_2{sj+sj8m—2s]_ {S tlh-28 = )
(S, S ] e
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since 5% = Mish, + (1 — M}) s is the average survival of the jth strategy

carrier in age class i. Futhermore
m w
55 :Zaé. [M}s;, + (1 — M) s%] and §:ZGj§j (143)
i=0 j=1
are the average P; carrier and population survival probabilities, leading to

sf gm _ n
;<5jf+5]’”>1] gf (1K)+(gjg)>. (144)

which is equation . Now we derive the equations describing the dynamics

G;=Gj <k

of sex ratios in the particular age classes in the subpopulation of carriers of
strategy P; which will be equivalent to the original equations on M;. We use
the version of equation for two types (sexes) where the same payoffs are
obtained in certain age ranges specific for each type (thus the term Y7 ) a‘p’ f7

will be fi Z;}:a a'pt). In effect for type 1 (males) reduces to

. )
o fidi.api —pif (1 B g)
1 — )

14
P 0 % (145)

since f = it a’ > plfiin is the average fertility in the population
(in our case the subpopulation of carriers of the j-th strategy). To translate the
above equation into the notation used in the sex ratio model we should apply
the following substations: p° — M?, fi — foF, fo — f¢¥ and f — f, since
Zf:a a’pl is equivalent to S7". Here there are no different strategies indexed
by a lower index but two opposite sexes, thus for any particular gene we will

have a single equation describing the sex ratio in the zero age class:

MQ: (ffnp(PﬁavaM)S?_Mjofg(Pjva”G’M)) (1_£>

J 0 K

. (146)
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Recalling (56) that (1 — M) /M{? = S/ /S™ and (1 — P,p) /Py, = ST /5™

leads to equation @

k mgf mSJf 0gf Omgf n
_2a?<sj Py + S, 5P = M}S] - MY (1- %)

- 2’; (Sm(‘ — M) gf s! (P, —MJQ)> (1-%)- (147)

Note that the above equation is equivalent to the Tug of War dynamics of the

original model, and so should be completed by the respective equations for all

age classes , which are equations

azl

— (M7t — Mjs). (148)

aj

The equations describing the age structure of the entire population of

carriers of the j-th strategy (with f, acting as fi) will be equations

From and we obtain the population size equation . Therefore we

derived system (65666 7I68}69)).

Figure captions

Fig.1. Schematic presentation of the discretization of the continuous age
dynamics. The assumed unit time step between age classes is associated with

a change of the population state, which may induce change of the frequency
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n -population size

n; -number of individuals carrying j-th strategy

T -interaction rate

fi (f;) -fertility payoff of the j-th strategy (of the j-th strategy at age i )
sj=1—dj (s}) -survival payoff of the j-th strategy (of the j-th strategy at age i )
fi, [*, f -average fertility for the j-th strategy, i-th age class, whole population
5,=1- Jj, 5 =1—4d' 5=1—d -average survival for j-th strategy, i-th age class, whole population
r -Malthusian parameter (unsuppressed growth rate)

m + 1 -number of age classes

w -number of strategies

K -carrying capacity, maximal population load

Lji(a;) = f;/d; -turnover coefficient of the j-th strategy

L = f/d -average turnover coefficient of the whole population

a§ -frequency of individuals at age ¢ among j-strategists

p; -frequency of j-strategists in the population

a’ -proportion of individuals in the i-th age class

p;» -frequency of j-strategists in the i-th age class

@' -background fertility in the i-th age class

W' -background mortality in the i-th age class

P; -sex ratio strategy (fraction of males in the brood of the female)

(xj) -number of females (carrying the j-th strategy)

(yj) -number of males (carrying the j-th strategy)

= (zj+y;) />y (x4 y) -frequency of the i-th strategy gene

P =y/(z + y) -secondary sex ratio (proportion of males)

Ppr -primary sex ratio (average strategy of females)

S]f = Zfzc aé(l — ij) -proportion of active females among the i-th strategy carriers

Sy = S ak M} -proportion of active males among the i-th strategy carriers
M; (M;) -sex ratio of the population of the jth strategy carriers (of jth strategy carriers at age 7 )
5% -average survival of the jth sex ratio strategy carrier in age class i

M =S/ (S}" + ij) -operational sex ratio of j-th strategists
P,, = 8™/ (Sm + Sf) -operational sex ratio in the population

Table 1 List of important symbols

dependent payoffs. However, while the resulting changes of the vital rates are
negligible values of payoffs can be approximated by their initial values at the

beginning of the transition between age classes.

Fig. 2. The difference between two alternative formulations of the problem:

system (a) describes the evolution of the gene pool according to age structures
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of carrier subpopulations, system (b) describes the evolution of the global age
structure driven by strategy selection in age classes.

Fig 3. The extension of the phase space of the sex ratio model to the
age structured case. The gene pool phase space is completed by respective
subspaces describing the age structures among carriers of the particular genes,
as in system S,. Then each age structure subspace is completed by subspaces
describing carriers sex ratios, according to system S.

Fig.4. Panel a) dynamics of gene frequencies, panel b) operational sex
ratios for strategies Mg, MGy, M'; and primary and operational sex ratio
of the population pp,. and P,,, panel c¢) population size. Trajectories show
that P,, is the threshold between growth and decline of the gene frequency
depending on the value of M;”. This is shown by the example of strategy
0.05, where bumps in the marked areas are caused by two types of events. The
first is when the strategy’s operational sex ratio M;” passes the population’s
operational sex ratio P,,, which is the threshold between growth and decline.
The second is when the average operational sex ratio P, passes the 0.5 value
which inverts the strategic situation, since the opposite sex is in minority when
it happens.

Fig.5. Trajectories of age classes. Initial behaviour is caused by huge dif-
ferences in initial sex ratios. Assumed changes in age specific survivals slightly
affect the trajectories.

Fig.6. Trajectories of age specific sex ratios. The pattern caused by the
assumed changes in survival probabilities is clearly visible.

Fig.7. A plot of the convergence to the respective Euler-Lotka manifolds
(dashed lines) for arbitrarily chosen age classes for strategy 0.05. The conver-
gence is delayed by some inertia caused by age dynamics.

Fig.8. Plots of the excess fertility payoffs (f,(Pi,a,G, M) — f(a,G,M)),

excess mortality payoffs (5; — §) and the gene frequency growth rates
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(fg = ) (1 =n/K)+(5; — 5) from the gene pool dynamics . Fertility pay-

offs are not equal as in the classical theory, and the same situation is true

for mortality payoffs, but the right hand sides of equations are zero. This

shows that the explanation of the primary sex ratio of 0.5 needs an explicit

consideration of the interplay between fertility and mortality.

a) discretization of the age structure

I A

discretization
step

0 SO YA

transport time

A

System S,

Age structure of the carrier
subpopulation of strategy 1

/Age structure of the carrier

2 subpopulation of strategy 2

Age structure of the carrier /
subpopulation of strategy 4 \x
Age structure of the carrier
subpopulation of strategy 3

L f(p) or s(p)

b) impact of the state change induced by
discretization step on the values of payoff functions
and resulting vital rates

Aflap) or as(ap)

i p

Strategy frequencies

Ap(At) time delay is negligible since

() =7rf(t+1) or rs(t)=rs(t+1)

System Sy,

A Strategy frequencies
in age class 0
\0 )
‘ /Strategy frequencies
Age 7

in age class 1
3/ Class

YN

Strategy frequencies
in age class 2
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Original model

Sex ratio in the carrier
subpopulation

—

Age structured extension
N
— Sex ratio among strategy
/i \ / carriers in certainage ~ Subsystem S;, describing
— subpopulation of carriers
/ of strategy 2

—

— O\
Age structure of strategy
e J carrier subpopulation

3 T
Main system S, describing !

population and age structures
of strategies

N )
e —
a\"'—i 3\ ! —
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