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In the most studies regarding evolutionary game dynamics, the effective payoff, a quantity that
translates the payoff derived from game interactions into reproductive success, is usually assumed to
be a specific function of the payoff. In the meanwhile, the effect of different effective payoff functions
on evolutionary dynamics is always left in the basket. With introducing a generalized mapping that
the effective payoff of individuals is a non-negative function of two variables on selection intensity
and payoff, we study how different effective payoff functions affect evolutionary dynamics in a
symmetrical mutation-selection process. For standard two-strategy two-player games, we find that
under weak selection the condition for one strategy to dominate the other depends not only on
the classical σ-rule, but also on an extra constant that is determined by the form of the effective
payoff function. By changing the sign of the constant, we can alter the direction of strategy selection.
Taking Moran process and pairwise comparison process as specific models in well-mixed populations,
we find that different fitness or imitation mappings are equivalent under weak selection. Moreover,
the sign of the extra constant determines the direction of one-third law and risk-dominance for
sufficiently large populations. This work thus helps to elucidate how the effective payoff functions
as another fundamental ingredient of evolution affect evolutionary dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a Darwinian evolutionary process, it mainly incor-
porates three fundamental ingredients: mutation, selec-
tion, and random drift [1]. Mutations create genotypic
or phenotypic variation, which leads to the differences in
individual fitness that selection acts upon. Influenced
by the finite size of the population, random drift ac-
counts for stochastic effects during the process of evo-
lution. By incorporating game theory with Darwinian
evolution [2, 3], evolutionary game theory has become
a powerful mathematical framework to model biologi-
cal [4, 5] and social [6, 7] evolution in a population con-
sisting of different types of interacting individuals under
frequency-dependent selection.
Traditionally, a widely used system that focuses on

the effects of frequency-dependent selection is the repli-
cator equation [8, 9], where the population is infinitely
large well-mixed and the stochastic effect is exclusively
overlooked usually. However, if we want to understand
the evolution of a dynamical system in a more realis-
tic situation where the population is finite well-mixed
and subject to fluctuations, this deterministic approach
is augmented and disturbed by random drift [10, 11]. For
such finite populations with fluctuations, it needs to re-
sort to the tool of stochastic evolutionary game dynamics
for investigating the evolution of different traits [12–14].
In addition to the classical Wright-Fisher process [15–
17], frequency-dependent Moran process [18, 19] and
imitation-based pairwise comparison process [20–22] are
two most common microscopic models of strategy spread-
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ing in finite populations. The former describes a stochas-
tic birth-death process, in which an individual is selected
with a probability proportional to its fitness to reproduce
an identical offspring and then the offspring replaces an-
other randomly chosen individual. While the latter de-
scribes a process of social learning where two individ-
uals are sampled randomly and then depending on the
payoff comparison a focal player imitates the strategy
of the other. Except for the well-mixed population set-
ting, there are also lots of interest in studying evolution-
ary game dynamics in structured populations [23, 24].
Typically, the spatial geometry of population structure
is modeled by regular lattices [25–29] or more general
complex networks [30–33], where individual interactions
merely occur among nearest neighbors.
For a game system, in general, the ingredients of influ-

encing the final evolutionary outcomes are nothing but
the model, update rule, mutation rate, and population
structure, etc. Model and update rule determine the way
of strategy spreading. Mutation rates measure the in-
tensity of randomness. While the underlying population
structure describes the geometry of individual interac-
tions. Depending on the game interactions, each individ-
ual obtains a payoff, and finally it needs to translate into
reproductive success, termed effective payoff [34]. For ex-
ample, the effective payoff is known as fitness in Moran
process, and imitation probability in pairwise comparison
process. Based on the usual assumption that the effective
payoff is the form of 1 + (Selection intensity) · (Payoff),
for standard two-strategy two-player games, Tarnita et
al. demonstrate that if the selection intensity is weak
the condition for one strategy to dominate the other is
determined by a ‘σ-rule’ [34]. The parameter σ, termed
structure coefficient, is a quantity that only depends on
the population structure, update rule, and mutation rate,
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but does not depend on the payoff values. Later, this
work attracts wide interest [35–38]. For two-player games
with multiple strategies, it involves two structure coeffi-
cients [35]. To calculate them, investigating games with
three strategies is enough. While for the multi-player
games with two strategies where the group size of play-
ing a game is d individuals, the σ-rule will depend on
d− 1 structure coefficients [36]. In particular, for a more
general setting of multi-player games with many strate-
gies, this rule turns out to be quite complicated and the
number of structure coefficients required for a symmet-
ric game with d-player and n-strategy grows in d like
dn−1 [37]. Clearly, because the form of the effective pay-
off is a specific function in these works, the σ-rule does
not reflect the influence of the effective payoff function
on evolutionary outcomes.
In evolutionary biology, however, how to measure the

genotype-fitness map (i.e., the fitness landscape) is al-
ways a challenging issue, and now it has been accepted
that the shape of the genotype-fitness map has funda-
mental effects on the course of evolution [39]. In addi-
tion, based on a Markov chain model, it has been demon-
strated that the heterogeneity of individual background
fitness can act as a suppressor of selection [40]. In a way,
therefore, it means that the form of the effective payoff
function (which translates the payoff derived from game
interactions into the ability of reproductive success) has
a significant effect on the evolution of game dynamics.
To this end, by introducing a generalized mapping that

the effective payoff of each player is a non-negative func-
tion of two variables on selection intensity and payoff,
we study the effect of different function forms of effective
payoff on evolutionary dynamics and accordingly extend
the results given by Tarnita et al. [34]. We find that if
the first-order derivative of the effective payoff function
can be written by a linear combination of payoff, then
the condition for one strategy to dominate the other de-
pends not only on the σ-rule, but also on an extra con-
stant which is determined by the effective payoff function.
This constant determines the direction of σ-rule (strategy
selection). Additionally, taking Moran process and pair-
wise comparison process as specific models in well-mixed
populations, we find that different fitness or imitation
mappings are equivalent under weak selection and the
extra constant determines the direction of one-third law
and risk-dominance in the limit of large populations.

II. MODEL AND RESULTS

In a structured population with N players, we consider
stochastic evolutionary dynamics induced by a mutation-
selection process. Each player can choose an arbitrary
strategy from A or B. Then, depending on the payoff
matrix

(

A B

A a b
B c d

)

, (1)

players obtain an accumulative payoff by interacting with
other individuals based on the underlying population
structure. For example, when an A player interacts with
another A player, it will obtain a payoff a, but b when
interacting with a B player. Likewise, a B player can
obtain a payoff c when interacting with an A player,
and payoff d when interacting with another B player.
Therefore, the total payoff of each player is a linear
function of a, b, c, and d without including constant
terms. For an A player, for instance, the total payoff is
a·(number of A-neighbors)+b·(number of B -neighbors).
To study the effect of effective payoff functions on the
evolutionary dynamics, instead of a specific form, we as-
sume that the effective payoff of a player is given by
ϕ(β,Payoff). Parameter β measures the intensity of se-
lection, and β → 0 corresponds to the case of weak se-
lection [18, 41, 42].
The reproductive process of each player is dependent

on the update rule and its effective payoff, and subject
to mutations. With probability µ, a mutation occurs
and the offspring adopts a strategy (A or B) at random.
Otherwise, with probability 1 − µ, the offspring inherits
its parent’s strategy. For µ = 1, there are only mutations,
no selection, and strategy choice is completely random. If
0 < µ < 1, there exists a mutation-selection equilibrium.
For the game of two strategies, the frequency of A play-

ers in the population defines a finite state space, S, and
the evolutionary dynamics can be captured by a Markov
process on this state space. We denote the transition
probability from state Si to state Sj by Pij . Since the
transition probability depends on the update rule and
on the effective payoff of palyers [34], it can be given by
Pij [ϕ(β,Payoff)]. We assume that ϕ(β,Payoff) is differ-
entiable at β = 0. In the limit of weak selection, then
we can give ϕ(β,Payoff) in the form of first-order Taylor
expansions,

ϕ(β,Payoff) = ϕ0 + ϕ(1)(0) · β +O(β2), (2)

where ϕ0 := ϕ(0,Payoff) represents the baseline
effective payoff of each player, and ϕ(1)(0) :=
[∂ϕ(β,Payoff)/∂β]β=0 represents the first-order co-

efficient of selection intensity. If ϕ(1)(0) can be
written by the linear combination of payoff, that is
ϕ(1)(0) = [∂ϕ(β,Payoff)/∂β]β=0 = k0 · Payoff + c0,
then the transition probability is given by
Pij [ϕ0 + (k0 · Payoff + c0)β + O(β2)]. Clearly, the
constants, k0 and c0, are dependent on the choice of
the function ϕ(β,Payoff) and may rely on the entries
of payoff matrix. In addition, actually a large body of
functions meet the condition ϕ(1)(0) = k0 · Payoff + c0,
such as ϕ(β · Payoff). Therefore, this condition is not
a harsh requirement. Note that the payoff of players
is linear in a, b, c, and d without constant terms, it
follows that the transition probability is the function
Pij [(k0a + c0)β, (k0b + c0)β, (k0c + c0)β, (k0d + c0)β].
Then, based on the notation (a′, b′, c′, d′) :=
(k0a + c0, k0b + c0, k0c + c0, k0d + c0) and following
the proof given in Ref. [34], we know that the condition
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that strategy A is favored over strategy B (i.e., strategy
A is more abundant than B in the mutation-selection
equilibrium) is σa′+b′ > c′+σd′, where σ is a parameter
that depends on the population structure, update rule,
and mutation rate. Accordingly, we have the following
theorem:

Theorem 1. Consider a population structure and an
update rule that meet the three conditions shown in
Ref. [34], i.e., (i) the transition probabilities are differ-
entiable at β = 0; (ii) the update rule is symmetric for
the two strategies; and (iii) in the game given by the
matrix entries, a = c = d = 0 and b = 1, strategy A
is not disfavored. Then, in the limit of weak selection, if
the function of the effective payoff ϕ(β,Payoff) meets the
condition [∂ϕ(β,Payoff)/∂β]β=0 = k0 · Payoff + c0, then
the condition that strategy A is favored over strategy B
is given by

k0(σa+ b− c− σd) > 0, (3)

where k0 is a constant that relies on the function of
effective payoff and may be related to the entries of
payoff matrix; σ is the structure coefficient defined by
Ref. [34], which depends on the model and the dynamics
(population structure, update rule, and mutation rate).

This theorem implies that the condition for one strat-
egy to dominate the other is not only dependent on the
classical σ-rule but also on an extra constant k0 that is
determined by the effective payoff function. Actually, the
constant k0 determines the direction of σ-rule (strategy
selection). If the effective payoff function is given such
that the constant k0 is positive, the theorem recovers the
classical σ-rule (selection favors A to dominate B) [34].
Otherwise, if the effective payoff function is given such
that k0 is negative, the σ-rule will reverse the direction
(selection favors B to dominate A).

III. MORAN PROCESS AND PAIRWISE

COMPARISON PROCESS

To check the validity of our theorem and to study
how the effective payoff function influences the evolu-
tionary outcomes in a specific dynamic process, here
we consider the frequency-dependent Moran process and
pairwise comparison process. These two processes rep-
resent two typical evolutionary dynamics. The former
describes how successful strategies spread in the popu-
lation through genetic reproduction, whereas the latter
describes such process through cultural imitation.
In Moran process, the effective payoff is known as indi-

vidual fitness, which measures the ability to survive and
produce offspring. Usually, the fitness is assumed to be
a convex combination of a background fitness (which is
set to one) and the payoff from the game [18, 19], or
an exponential function of payoff [14, 43]. Under these

specific forms, the constant k0 related to the fitness func-
tion actually turns to 1 and it reduces to the previous re-
sults [14, 18]. Instead of the specific forms of fitness func-
tions, here we adopt the generalized mapping that the
fitness of a player is an any non-negative function of two
variables on selection intensity and payoff, f(β,Payoff).
With a probability proportional to the fitness, an indi-
vidual is selected randomly for reproduction. And then
one identical offspring replaces another randomly chosen
individual. Since mutation occurs during the process of
reproduction, it follows that the transition probabilities
are given by

Pi,i+1 =
if(β, πA)(1 − µ) + (N − i)f(β, πB)µ

if(β, πA) + (N − i)f(β, πB)

N − i

N
,

Pi,i−1 =
(N − i)f(β, πB)(1 − µ) + if(β, πA)µ

if(β, πA) + (N − i)f(β, πB)

i

N
,

(4)

where πA(i) := [a(i−1)+b(N− i)]/(N−1) and πB(i) :=
[ci+ d(N − i− 1)]/(N − 1) are the average payoffs of an
A player and a B player, respectively.

While in pairwise comparison process, the effective
payoff is known as the imitation probability. Two in-
dividuals are sampled randomly and then a focal player
imitates the strategy of the role model with a proba-
bility depending on the payoff comparison [20, 22]. As
usual, the imitation probability is modeled by the Fermi
function with considering the effect of noise [23, 26, 27].
Thus, this process is also called Fermi process. Under
the situation that the effective payoff mapping is non-
specified, however, the imitation probability function for
pairwise comparison process should be given by g(β,∆π).
Here, ∆π denotes the difference of average payoffs be-
tween strategy A and B. In the presence of mutations,
this imitation process occurs accurately with probability
1 − µ. Otherwise, with probability µ, the focal player
adopts a random strategy, A or B. Then, it leads to the
transition probabilities,

Pi,i+1 = (1− µ)
i

N

N − i

N
g(β,∆π(i)) +

N − i

N

µ

2
,

Pi,i−1 = (1− µ)
i

N

N − i

N
g(β,−∆π(i)) +

i

N

µ

2
,

(5)

where ∆π(i) := πA(i)−πB(i) = ui+v. Here, the param-
eters u and v are defined by u := (a− b− c+ d)/(N − 1)
and v := (Nb−Nd− a+ d)/(N − 1), respectively.

Moreover, for both processes, the probability to stay
in the current state is 1−Pi,i+1 −Pi,i−1, and the proba-
bility to transform to other states is vanishing. In what
follows, we first calculate the fixation probabilities and
fixation times under weak selection when mutations are
vanishing. Then, we obtain the criterion that strategy A
is favored over strategy B in this case, and extend this
criterion to small mutation rates finally.
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A. Fixation probabilities and fixation times

If there are no mutations in these two game systems,
then one quantity of most interest is the fixation proba-
bility, φi, which describes the probability that i individu-
als of type A reach fixation at all A. Another significant
quantity is the average time for a single A player reaching
fixation [14, 15, 44–46]. The former measures the prefer-
ence of natural selection whereas the latter characterizes
the evolutionary velocity of the system.
First, we follow the conditions given by Theorem 1,

that is, the first-order derivative of fitness function for

Moran process can be written by fβ(0, π) = k
(m)
0 ·π+c

(m)
0 ,

and the one of imitation probability function for pair-
wise comparison process can be written by gβ(0,∆π) =

k
(p)
0 ·∆π+c

(p)
0 . Here, k

(m)
0 and c

(m)
0 (k

(p)
0 and c

(p)
0 ) are two

constants that depend on the choice of fitness (imitation
probability) function and may be related to the entries

of payoff matrix. With the notations m0 := k
(m)
0 /f0 and

p0 := 2k
(p)
0 /g0 = k

(p)
0 /g20 , where f0 = f(0, π) is the base-

line fitness of each player and g0 = g(0,∆π) = 1/2 is
the probability of random imitation, we obtain the ap-
proximation of fixation probabilities under weak selection
(details for Appendix A) as

φi ≈
i

N
+ β · s ·

i(N − i)[(N + i)u+ 3v]

6N
, (6)

where s = m0 for frequency-dependent Moran process,
and s = p0 for pairwise comparison process.
While for the average times of a single A player reach-

ing fixation, there are two kinds of fixation times that at-
tract much research attention [14, 45, 47]. The first one is
the unconditional average time of fixation ti, which is the
expected value for the time until the population reaches
one of the two absorbing states, all A and all B, when
starting from the state i. Another is the conditional aver-
age time of fixation tAi , which specifies the expected time
that the players of type A take to reach the absorbing
state, all A, when starting from the state i. In particu-
lar, we are more interested in the average times, t1 and
tA1 , when initially starting from a single A individual in
a B resident population. In the limit of weak selection,
we find that the unconditional and conditional fixation
times for Moran process (details for Appendix B) can be
approximated to

t1 ≈ NHN−1 +m0v
N

2
(N + 1− 2HN)β,

tA1 ≈ N(N − 1)−m0u
N2(N2 − 3N + 2)

36
β,

(7)

whereas for pairwise comparison process, they are given
by

t1 ≈ 2NHN−1 + p0vN(N − 1−HN−1)β,

tA1 ≈ 2N(N − 1)− p0uN(N − 1)
N2 +N − 6

18
β,

(8)

where HN =
∑N

l=1
1
l
is the harmonic number.

Interestingly, for both Moran process and pairwise
comparison process, if the first-order derivative of effec-
tive payoff function (i.e., fitness and imitation probabil-
ity function) can be written by the linear combination
of payoff, the difference of the influence of effective pay-
off functions on evolutionary outcomes just embodies in
the coefficients before selection intensity, m0 and p0. By
proper rescaling, actually, these constant coefficients can
be absorbed into the selection intensity, or make all pay-
off matrix entries (a, b, c, and d) change a scale in view
of the exact formulations of u and v. In this sense, there-
fore, two arbitrary fitness functions for Moran process
and imitation probability functions for pairwise compar-
ison process are equivalent under weak selection. In par-
ticular, if we adopt the linear or exponential form of pay-
off as the fitness function, or the Fermi function as the
imitation probability, both m0 and p0 are 1, which recov-
ers the previous results [47] as specific cases. Moreover,
taking the constant 1 as benchmark, if a fitness or im-
itation probability function is chosen to meet |m0| > 1
or |p0| > 1, then this function acts as an amplifier of se-
lection (facilitating the fixation of advantage individuals
and decreasing the fixation time). Otherwise, if |m0| < 1
or |p0| < 1, this function acts as a suppressor of selection

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 1. The effect of fitness and imitation probability func-
tions on evolutionary dynamics acts as a selection amplifier
or suppressor. Using the payoff matrix entries, a = b = 1.2
and c = d = 1.0 (i.e., strategy A is selected over strategy
B), we show the fixation probabilities and conditional fixa-
tion times of a single A in Moran process (panel (a) and (b))
and pairwise comparison process (panel (c) and (d)), respec-
tively. Lines are analytical results based on Eqs. (A9) and
(B4), while symbols are simulations. If a fitness ((a) and (b))
or imitation probability ((c) and (d)) function is applied such
that |m0| > 1 or |p0| > 1 (red lines), it promotes the fixation
of advantage strategy and decreases the fixation time relative
to the case |m0| = 1 or |p0| = 1 (blue lines). Otherwise, if
|m0| < 1 or |p0| < 1 (purple lines), it suppresses the fixation
of advantage strategy and increases the fixation time relative
to the case |m0| = 1 or |p0| = 1 (blue lines).
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(suppressing the fixation of advantage individuals and in-
creasing the fixation time). This result holds not only for
weak selection, but also for intermediate selection inten-
sity (see Fig. 1).

B. Equivalence

Based on the calculations of fixation probabilities and
fixation times under weak selection, here we give the
equivalence induced by generalized mappings in Moran
process and pairwise comparison process. Specifically,
for frequency-dependent Moran process with a gener-
alized fitness function f(β, π), if the first-order deriva-
tive of f(β, π) at β = 0 can be written by fβ(0, π) =

k
(m)
0 ·π+ c

(m)
0 , we know that the approximations of fixa-

tion probabilities and fixation times under weak selection
are given by

φi ≈
i

N
+m0β

i(N − i)[(N + i)u+ 3v]

6N
,

t1 ≈ NHN−1 +m0v
N

2
(N + 1− 2HN)β,

tA1 ≈ N(N − 1)−m0u
N2(N2 − 3N + 2)

36
β,

(9)

where f0 := f(0, π) and m0 := k
(m)
0 /f0 are both con-

stants, and HN =
∑N

l=1
1
l
is the harmonic number. The

influence of any two different fitness functions on evo-
lutionary outcomes just embodies in the constant factor
m0 before the selection intensity. Thus, in this sense, for
two arbitrary fitness mappings, f1 and f2, meeting the
conditions defined above, they are equivalent under weak
selection. The equivalence means that the difference of
fixation probabilities and fixation times under weak selec-
tion just embodies in the constant factor m0, with which
the payoff matrix or intensity of selection changes a scale.

Particularly, if the fitness function adopts one
of the function families, F1(β, π) =

∑m
j=0 ajβ

j +
∑n

i=1 bi(βπ)
i (m,n = 1, 2, 3, ...) and F2(β, π) =

∑m

j=0 ajβ
j+

∑n

i=1 biβ
iπ (m,n = 1, 2, 3, ...), where aj and

bi are constant coefficients, then we have the same factor
m0 = b1/a0. Interestingly, if m0 = b1/a0 = 1, these two
function families are equivalent to the prevalent fitness
mappings 1− β + βπ and exp(βπ) under weak selection
(see Fig. 2). Actually, the Taylor series of exp(βπ) at
β = 0 is just the function family F1 when specific coeffi-
cients a0 = 1, aj = 0 (j 6= 0), b1 = 1, and bi = 1/(ibi−1)
are applied.

Similarly, for pairwise comparison process with a gen-
eralized imitation probability function g(β,∆π), if the
first-order derivative of g(β,∆π) at β = 0 can be written

by gβ(0,∆π) = k
(p)
0 ·∆π + c

(p)
0 , then the approximations

of fixation probabilities and fixation times under weak

selection are given by

φi ≈
i

N
+ p0β

i(N − i)[(N + i)u+ 3v]

6N
,

t1 ≈ 2NHN−1 + p0vN(N − 1−HN−1)β,

tA1 ≈ 2N(N − 1)− p0uN(N − 1)
N2 +N − 6

18
β,

(10)

where g0 := g(0,∆π) = 1/2, p0 := 2k
(p)
0 /g0 = k

(p)
0 /g20,

and HN−1 =
∑N−1

l=1
1
l
is the harmonic number. The

influence of any two different imitation probability func-
tions on evolutionary outcomes also embodies in a con-
stant factor before the selection intensity, p0. Thus, for
two arbitrary imitation probability functions, g1 and g2,
meeting the conditions defined above, they are also equiv-
alent under weak selection. The equivalence follows the
same meaning as that in Moran process, that is, the dif-
ference of fixation probabilities and fixation times un-
der weak selection just embodies in the constant factor
p0, with which the payoff matrix or selection intensity
changes a scale.
Surprisingly, in comparison with the fitness function

families F1 and F2, the function families with a com-
pletely analogous formulation G1(β,∆π) =

∑m

j=0 αjβ
j+

∑n

i=1 ηi(β∆π)i and G2(β,∆π) =
∑m

j=0 αjβ
j +

∑n

i=1 ηiβ
i∆π (m,n = 1, 2, 3, ...), where αj and ηi are

constant coefficients, are a class of imitation probability
functions meeting the conditions given by pairwise com-
parison process. Particularly, if η1 = 1/4, these two func-
tion families are equivalent to the popular Fermi function
1/(1+e−β∆π) under weak selection (see Fig. 2). Actually,
with choosing specific coefficients, G1 can also become
the Taylor series of Fermi function at β = 0.

C. One-third law and risk-dominance

In stochastic evolutionary game dynamics, the notions
of invasion and fixation are two fundamental concepts
to describe the spreading of strategies in finite popula-
tions [18, 19]. Using the neutral game as benchmark,
strategy A is shortly said to fixate in a resident pop-
ulation (selection favors A replacing B) if the fixation
probability for a single A is larger than that in the
neutral game [18, 19]. Thus, for frequency-dependent
Moran process with the fitness function f(β, π), which
fulfills the condition of first-order derivative given above,
selection favors A replacing B under weak selection if
m0[(N + 1)u+ 3v] > 0 (see Eq. (9)). Similarly, for pair-
wise comparison process with the generalized imitation
probability function g(β,∆π), selection favors A replac-
ing B under weak selection if p0[(N + 1)u+ 3v] > 0 (see

Eq. (10)). In view of the notations m0 := k
(m)
0 /f0 and

p0 := 2k
(p)
0 /g0 = k

(p)
0 /g20, it follows that the criterion

that selection favors A replacing B under weak selection

is k0[(N + 1)u + 3v] > 0, where k0 = k
(m)
0 for Moran
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 2. Equivalence of fitness-based Moran process and imitation-based pairwise comparison process under weak selection. In
the first row, we show the fixation probability φ1 (panel (a)), unconditional fixation time t1 (panel (b)), and conditional fixation
time tA1 (panel (c)) of a single mutant A in fitness-based Moran process, respectively. The exact analytical results are depicted
by solid lines with symbols, and accordingly we show the weak selection approximations by short dash dots, based on a class
of equivalent fitness functions. The same manipulation is repeated for pairwise comparison process with a class of equivalent
imitation probability functions, as shown in the second row. Analytical results are numerical calculations on the basis of exact
Eqs. (A9), (B2), and (B4), but weak selection approximations are based on Eqs. (9) and (10). Parameters are N = 100, a = 4,
b = 1, c = 1, and d = 5 (coordination games) in all panels. (The results are also valid for dominance and coexistence games.)

process and k0 = k
(p)
0 for pairwise comparison process.

Specifically, we have

• When k0 > 0, selection favors A replacing B (φ1 >
1/N) if

a(N − 2) + b(2N − 1) > c(N + 1) + d(2N − 4).

Particularly, for sufficiently large population size
N → +∞, it corresponds to one-third law [18] in
the case of coordination games (1/3 > (d− b)/(a−
b− c+ d)) (see Fig. 3).

• When k0 < 0, selection favors A replacing B (φ1 >
1/N) if

a(N − 2) + b(2N − 1) < c(N + 1) + d(2N − 4).

Particularly, for sufficiently large population size
N → +∞, the classical one-third law is reversed in
the case of coordination games (1/3 < (d− b)/(a−
b− c+ d)) (see Fig. 3).

• When k0 = 0, the condition that selection favors
A replacing B under weak selection will depend on
the high order coefficients of β in φ1. Actually, the
calculations of high order coefficients under weak
selection are more tedious than the linear approxi-
mation, which can refer to Refs. [41, 48].

Except for the underlying principle that determines
the conditions of favoring strategy A to replace B, it is
also of interest to ask whether strategy A is selected over
strategy B, which termed ‘strategy selection’ [34]. First,
let ρA (ρB) denotes the fixation probability that a single
individual using strategy A (B) invades and takes over
a resident population of B (A) players. Accordingly, we
have ρA = φ1. And note that the probability ρB is equal
to that N − 1 individuals of A strategy fail to take over
a population in which there is just a single B individual,
then we have ρB = 1 − φN−1. Based on Eq. (A9), the
ratio of these two fixation probabilities is thus given by

ρB/ρA =

N−1
∏

j=1

γj , (11)

where γj = Pj,j−1/Pj,j+1 is the ratio of transition prob-
abilities in the case of vanishing mutations, µ = 0. Then
depending on Eq. (A8), the ratio of the two fixation prob-
abilities under weak selection can be approximated to

ρB/ρA ≈ 1− sβ

N−1
∑

j=1

(uj + v)

= 1−
sβ

2
[a(N − 2) + bN − cN − d(N − 2)],

(12)
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where s = m0 for Moran process, and s = p0 for pairwise
comparison process. In view of the definitions of m0 and
p0, therefore, the condition that strategy A is selected
over strategy B is given by k0(σa + b − c − σd) > 0,

where k0 = k
(m)
0 for Moran process but k0 = k

(p)
0 for

pairwise comparison process, and σ = (N − 2)/N is the
structure coefficient of well-mixed population [34]. Under
weak selection, specifically we have

• When k0 > 0, the condition that strategy A is se-
lected over strategy B is

σa+ b > c+ σd.

Particularly, for sufficiently large population size
N → +∞, it corresponds to that A is risk-
dominant in the case of coordination games (1/2 >
(d− b)/(a− b− c+ d)) (see Fig. 3).

• When k0 < 0, the condition that strategy A is se-
lected over strategy B is

σa+ b < c+ σd.

Particularly, for sufficiently large population size
N → +∞, it corresponds to that B is risk-
dominant in the case of coordination games (1/2 <
(d− b)/(a− b− c+ d)) (see Fig. 3).

• When k0 = 0, the condition that strategy A is se-
lected over strategy B under weak selection will de-
pend on the high order coefficients of β in ρB/ρA.
Similarly, the calculations of high order approxi-
mation under weak selection will be more tedious,
which can refer to Refs. [41, 48].

In particular, if we additionally consider the case where
small non-uniform mutations occur between the two
strategies, that strategy A is more abundant than B in
the long run is determined by [49, 50]

µABρB
µBAρA

< 1, (13)

where µAB and µBA denote the mutation rates from A
to B and from B to A, respectively. For µAB = µBA, we
find that the conclusions obtained above are still valid.
This also validates the availability of our theorem.

IV. DISCUSSION

In the most studies regarding evolutionary game dy-
namics, the effective payoff that characterizes the ability
of individual reproductive success is assumed as a specific
function of selection intensity and payoff. For example,
the fitness in Moran process is usually assumed to be a
convex combination of a background fitness and the fit-
ness derived from game interactions [18, 19], or an expo-
nential function of payoff [36, 43, 51], and the imitation
probability in pairwise comparison process is modeled by

a Fermi function [23, 26, 27]. However, one direct result
of this setting is that the final evolutionary outcomes do
not reflect the effect of the form of the effective payoff
function on evolutionary dynamics [14, 43]. Therefore,
it is still unclear how the effective payoff function influ-
ences the evolutionary dynamics in a game system. But
in evolutionary biology, no matter whether the theoret-
ical or empirical research demonstrates that the fitness
landscape has a fundamental effect on the course of evo-
lution [39].

For standard two-strategy two-player games, based on
a specific function of effective payoff, it has been demon-
strated that under weak selection the condition that one
strategy is more abundant than the other in a mutation-
selection process is determined by a σ-rule. This σ-rule
almost captures all aspects of evolutionary dynamics, but
ignores the effect of the effective payoff function. Par-
ticularly, if the effective payoff function is an any non-
negative function of the product of payoff and selection
intensity [36, 41], the rule still holds. But it does not
change the basic fact that the effect of the effective pay-
off function on evolutionary dynamics is exclusively over-
looked. With introducing a generalized mapping that the
effective payoff of individuals is a non-negative function
of two variables on selection intensity and payoff, we find
that the condition that one strategy is favored over the
other relies not only on the σ-rule but also on an ex-
tra constant under mild conditions. This extra constant
characterizes and depends on the effective payoff func-

AB

21

31 32

BA ρρ > BA ρρ <

NA 1/>ρ
NB 1/<ρ

NA /1<ρ
NB /1<ρ

NA /1<ρ
NB 1/>ρ

(a)

ρ
A

ρ
B< ρ

A
ρ
B>

AB

21

31 32

ρ
B 1/N<

ρ
A 1/N>ρ

A 1/N<

ρ
B 1/N>

ρ
A 1/N>

ρ
B 1/N>

(b)

FIG. 3. The direction of one-third law and risk dominance is
determined by the choice of fitness mapping f(β, π) or imita-

tion probability mapping g(β,∆π). When k
(m)
0 > 0 for Moran

process or k
(p)
0 > 0 for pairwise comparison process, it corre-

sponds to the classical one-third law and risk-dominance in

coordination games (a). While if k
(m)
0 < 0 for Moran process

or k
(p)
0 < 0 for pairwise comparison process, then the direc-

tion of one-third law and risk-dominance will be reversed (b).
Otherwise, the conditions for ρA > 1/N and ρA > ρB under
weak selection will depend on the high order coefficients of
fixation probabilities, vice versa.
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tion. Moreover, this extra constant determines the direc-
tion of the σ-rule, with which the effect of the effective
payoff function on evolutionary dynamics is shown.
Under a specific model of strategy spreading, such as

frequency-dependent Moran process, if the fitness of the
player is assumed to be a linear or exponential function
of payoff, it is found that these two fitness mappings can
lead to identical evolutionary dynamics under weak selec-
tion [14, 43], even in the presence of mutations [52, 53].
Similarly, there also exist some equivalent or analogous
properties between Moran process and pairwise compar-
ison process on the basis of specific fitness and imitation
probability mappings [41, 47, 54]. By calculating the fix-
ation probabilities and fixation times under the frame-
work of generalized mappings, we generalize this under-
standing of equivalence in Moran and pairwise compar-
ison process. We find that any two fitness functions in
Moran process or two imitation probability functions in
pairwise comparison process are equivalent under weak
selection when some mild conditions are fulfilled. Par-
ticularly, for sufficiently large population size, an extra
constant determined by the fitness or imitation probabil-
ity function can determine the direction of one-third law
and risk-dominance.
Undeniably, our main focus is just cast into the

weak selection and the standard two-strategy two-player
games, although intermediate and strong selection [42,
55, 56] also attracts much attention recently. In the limit
of strong selection, actually, the dynamic outcomes of
stochastic systems are nearly determinant and do not
rely on the specific forms of fitness and imitation prob-
ability functions [55, 56]. In addition, except for the
standard two-strategy two-player games, there are lots
of research interest in the games of multiple players or
strategies [35, 36, 38, 57]. Thus, extending our work in
the framework of multi-player or multi-strategy games is
worth the effort in the future.
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Appendix A: Fixation probabilities under weak

selection

In the absence of mutations, that is µ = 0, the transi-
tion probabilities for Moran process reduce to

T+
i := Pi,i+1 =

if(β, πA)

if(β, πA) + (N − i)f(β, πB)

N − i

N
,

T−

i := Pi,i−1 =
(N − i)f(β, πB)

if(β, πA) + (N − i)f(β, πB)

i

N
.

(A1)

While for pairwise comparison process, they reduce to

T±

i =
i

N

N − i

N
g(β,±∆π(i)). (A2)

Based on Eqs. (A1) and (A2), first we obtain the ratio of
transition probabilities for frequency-dependent Moran
process (Moran) and imitation-based pairwise compari-
son process (PWC) as

γj =
T−

j

T+
j

=

{

f(β,πB)
f(β,πA) Moran,
g(β,−∆π)
g(β,∆π) PWC.

(A3)

In the neutral case, we have

γj |β=0 =

{

f0
f0

Moran,
g0
g0

PWC,

= 1,

(A4)

where f0 := f(0, π) is the baseline fitness of each player,
which is independent on the payoff, and g0 := g(0,∆π) =
1/2 is the probability of random imitation, which is in-
dependent on the payoff difference.
Then, calculating the partial derivative at β = 0 leads

to

[

∂

∂β
γj

]

β=0

=

{

fβ(0,πB)f(0,πA)−f(0,πB)fβ(0,πA)
f2(0,πA)

gβ(0,−∆π)g(0,∆π)−g(0,−∆π)gβ(0,∆π)
g2(0,∆π)

=

{

fβ(0,πB)−fβ(0,πA)
(πB−πA)f0

(−∆π) Moran,
gβ(0,−∆π)−gβ(0,∆π)

−2g0∆π
(−2∆π) PWC.

(A5)

Based on the conditions given by Theorem 1, the first-
order derivative of fitness (imitation probability) function
can be written by the linear combination of payoff (payoff

difference), then we have fβ(0, π) = k
(m)
0 · π + c

(m)
0 and

gβ(0,∆π) = k
(p)
0 ·∆π + c

(p)
0 . Here, the parameters k

(m)
0

and c
(m)
0 (k

(p)
0 and c

(p)
0 ) are two constants that depend

on the choice of fitness (imitation probability) function
and may be related to the entries of the payoff matrix.
In this case, [∂γj/∂β]β=0 can be given by

[

∂

∂β
γj

]

β=0

=







k
(m)
0

f0
(−∆π) Moran,

k
(p)
0

g0
(−2∆π) PWC.

(A6)

Under weak selection, that is Nβ ≪ 1, then the ratio γj
can be approximated to

γj ≈ γj |β=0 +β

[

∂γj
∂β

]

β=0

=

{

1− βm0∆π(j) Moran,

1− βp0∆π(j) PWC,

(A7)
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where m0 := k
(m)
0 /f0 and p0 := 2k

(p)
0 /g0 = k

(p)
0 /g20.

Leaving out the high order term on β, accordingly the
product of the ratio γj can be simplified to

k
∏

j=1

γj ≈

{

1− βm0

∑k
j=1 ∆π(j) Moran,

1− βp0
∑k

j=1 ∆π(j) PWC.
(A8)

Comparing with the specific cases where fitness is a linear
or exponential function of payoff and imitation probabil-
ity is modeled by the Fermi function [14], the influence of
the generalized function form on the product of the ratio
γj just rescales the selection intensity or payoff matrix by
a constant factor, m0 or p0. Substituting Eq. (A8) into
the formula of fixation probabilities [12, 15],

φi =
1 +

∑i−1
k=1

∏k

j=1 γj

1 +
∑N−1

k=1

∏k

j=1 γj
, (A9)

under weak selection we obtain the approximation of fix-
ation probabilities when initially starting from i individ-
uals of strategy A, given by

φi ≈
i

N
+ β · s ·

i(N − i)[(N + i)u+ 3v]

6N
, (A10)

where s = m0 for frequency-dependent Moran process,
and s = p0 for pairwise comparison process.

Appendix B: Fixation times under weak selection

Next, we derive the approximations of the uncondi-
tional and conditional fixation times, t1 and tA1 , in the
limit of weak selection, Nβ ≪ 1. The general formula-
tion of weak selection approximation is given by [47]

t ≈ t |β=0 +β[
∂t

∂β
]β=0, t = t1 or tA1 . (B1)

Therefore, our main goal is to find the constant term
and the coefficient of the first order term in Eq. (B1).
Note that for the vanishing selection intensity β = 0, it
corresponds to the case of neutral selection. That is, the
mean times are typically not affected by the details of
the evolutionary process. In this case, the neutral tran-
sition probabilities are T±

i |β=0= i(N − i)/N2 for Moran
process, and T±

i |β=0= i(N − i)/(2N2) for pairwise com-
parison process. Since T+

i = T−

i for both processes, we
have γi = 1. Moreover, with the notion φi |β=0= i/N
based on Eq. (A10), and referring to the formula of un-
conditional fixation times [14, 15]

t1 =

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

φ1

T+
l

k
∏

j=l+1

γj , (B2)

the neutral unconditional time of fixation is given by

t1 |β=0=

{

NHN−1 Moran,

2NHN−1 PWC,
(B3)

where HN−1 =
∑N−1

l=1
1
l
is the harmonic number. Sim-

ilarly, based on the formula of conditional fixation
times [14, 45]

tA1 =
N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

φl

T+
l

k
∏

j=l+1

γj , (B4)

the neutral conditional time of fixation is given by

tA1 |β=0=

{

N(N − 1) Moran,

2N(N − 1) PWC.
(B5)

To obtain the complete formulation of fixation time
under weak selection, we next need to compute the linear
term [ ∂

∂β
t]β=0, which is given by

[

∂t

∂β

]

β=0

=
N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

[

1

T+
l

∂φl

∂β
+ φl

∂

∂β

(

1

T+
l

)]

β=0

+

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1





φl

T+
l

∂

∂β





k
∏

j=l+1

γj









β=0

,

(B6)

where
[

∏k

j=l+1 γj

]

β=0
= 1 is applied. Compared with

the unconditional fixation time Eq. (B2), the only differ-
ence of conditional fixation time Eq. (B4) is the fixation
probability φl instead of φ1. Thus, Eq. (B6) is valid for
both conditional and unconditional fixation times. But
φl changes to φ1 for the latter.
On the other hand, in light of the fixation probabilities

under weak selection Eq. (A10), we have

∂φl

∂β
|β=0= s

l(N − l)[(N + l)u+ 3v]

6N
, (B7)

where s = m0 for frequency-dependent Moran process,
and s = p0 for pairwise comparison process.
Comparing Eqs. (A1) and (A2), the inverse of the tran-

sition probability T+
l under weak selection is given by

∂

∂β

(

1

T+
l

)

|β=0=

{

−m0
N
l
∆π(l) Moran,

−p0
N2

l(N−l)∆π(l) PWC.
(B8)

Moreover, according to the product of ratio of transition
probabilities under weak selection Eq. (A8), we have





∂

∂β

k
∏

j=l+1

γj





β=0

=

{

−m0

∑k

j=l+1 ∆π(j) Moran,

−p0
∑k

j=l+1 ∆π(j) PWC.

(B9)
Substituting Eqs. (B7)–(B9) into Eq. (B6), we know that
for Moran process the linear term of unconditional and
conditional fixation times under weak selection is given
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by

[

∂

∂β
t

]

β=0

= m0

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

q(N − q)[(N + q)u+ 3v]

6N

N2

l(N − l)

−m0

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

q

N
N

ul+ v

l

−m0

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

q

N

N2

l(N − l)

k
∑

m=l+1

(um+ v),

(B10)

where q = 1 for unconditional fixation times, and q = l
for conditional fixation times. Based on the calculations
given by Ref. [47], we have

[

∂

∂β
t1

]

β=0

= m0v
N

2
(N + 1− 2HN ),

[

∂

∂β
tA1

]

β=0

= −m0u
N2(N2 − 3N + 2)

36
,

(B11)

where HN =
∑N

l=1
1
l
is the harmonic number. Com-

bining Eq. (B11) with Eqs. (B3) and (B5), for Moran
process, finally it leads to the complete formulation of
unconditional and conditional fixation times under weak
selection

t1 ≈ NHN−1 +m0v
N

2
(N + 1− 2HN)β,

tA1 ≈ N(N − 1)−m0u
N2(N2 − 3N + 2)

36
β.

(B12)

Similarly, for pairwise comparison process, the linear
term of fixation times is given by

[

∂

∂β
t

]

β=0

= p0

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

2N2

l(N − l)

q(N − q)[(N + q)u + 3v]

6N

− p0

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

q

N

N2

l(N − l)
∆π(l)

− p0

N−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

l=1

q

N

2N2

l(N − l)

k
∑

m=l+1

(um+ v),

(B13)

where q = 1 for unconditional fixation times, and q = l
for conditional fixation times. Based on the calculations
given by Ref. [47], then under weak selection the un-
conditional and conditional fixation times for pairwise
comparison process are given by

t1 ≈ 2NHN−1 + p0vN(N − 1−HN−1)β,

tA1 ≈ 2N(N − 1)− p0uN(N − 1)
N2 +N − 6

18
β.

(B14)
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[27] C. Hauert and G. Szabó, Am. J. Phys. 73, 405 (2005).
[28] M. Perc and A. Szolnoki, BioSystems 99, 109 (2010).
[29] X. Chen, F. Fu, and L. Wang, Phys. Rev. E 78, 051120

(2008).
[30] H. Ohtsuki, C. Hauert, E. Lieberman, and M. A. Nowak,

Nature 441, 502 (2006).
[31] F. C. Santos, M. D. Santos, and J. M. Pacheco, Nature

454, 213 (2008).
[32] F. Fu, L. Wang, M. A. Nowak, and C. Hauert, Phys.

Rev. E 79, 046707 (2009).
[33] X. Chen and L. Wang, Phys. Rev. E 77, 017103 (2008).
[34] C. E. Tarnita, H. Ohtsuki, T. Antal, F. Fu, and M. A.

Nowak, J. Theor. Biol. 259, 570 (2009).
[35] C. E. Tarnita, N. Wage, and M. A. Nowak, Proc. Natl.

Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 108, 2334 (2011).
[36] B. Wu, A. Traulsen, and C. S. Gokhale, Games 4, 182

(2013).
[37] A. McAvoy and C. Hauert, J. Math. Biol. 72, 203 (2016).
[38] J. Peña, B. Wu, J. Arranz, and A. Traulsen, PLoS Com-

put. Biol. 12, e1005059 (2016).
[39] J. A. G. De Visser and J. Krug, Nature Rev. Genet. 15,

480 (2014).
[40] O. P. Hauser, A. Traulsen, and M. A. Nowak, J. Theor.

Biol. 343, 178 (2014).
[41] B. Wu, P. M. Altrock, L. Wang, and A. Traulsen, Phys.

Rev. E 82, 046106 (2010).
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