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Abstract

The concept of fitness is central to evolution, but it quantifies only the expected number of
offspring an individual will produce. The actual number of offspring is also subject to noise,
arising from environmental or demographic stochasticity. In nature, individuals who are more
fecund tend to have greater variance in their offspring number — sometimes far greater than
the Poisson variance assumed in classical models of population genetics. Here, we develop a
model for the evolution of two types reproducing in a population of non-constant size. The
frequency-dependent fitness of each type is determined by pairwise interactions in a prisoner’s
dilemma game, but the offspring number is subject to an exogenously controlled variance
that may depend upon the mean. Whereas defectors are preferred by natural selection in
classical well-mixed populations, since they always have greater fitness than cooperators, we
show that large offspring variance can reverse the direction of evolution and favor cooperation.
Reproductive over-dispersion produces qualitatively new dynamics for other types of social
interactions, as well, which cannot arise in populations with a fixed size or Poisson offspring
variance.



1 Introduction

The past decades have seen a proliferation of research using evolutionary theory to study social
traits, in the fields of biology, animal behavior, and even social science [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. Most of
this theoretical development has been based on mathematical models that assume either infinite
populations [8, 9, 10, 5, 6] or finite populations of constant size [3, 4, 2]. Despite these simplifying
assumptions, mathematical models provide rich insights into how exogenous and intrinsic factors
drive evolutionary dynamics of social behavior. For example, the literature has produced a rich set
of explanations for cooperation based on repeated interactions, the establishment of reputations,
and various forms of population structure [11, 4, 12, 7, 13, 14, 15, 16, 3, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21].
Several key theoretical insights have been validated by controlled experiments on human subjects
[22, 23, 24, 25]. This field of research has been so successful that the question of how cooperation
can be favored by natural selection, famously posed by Darwin, is now not only resolved, but

resolved in several distinct ways applicable in different contexts.

Here we reveal an qualitatively different and pervasive mechanism that can promote coop-
eration by natural selection or payoff-biased imitation. Most mechanisms known to support
cooperation boil down to some form of population structure [26] — either physical limitations on
social interactions, reproduction, or imitation, or structure imposed by tags or reputations. By
contrast, here we describe a much more simple scenario that can favor cooperation in a population
that lacks any form of exogenous or endogenous structure. We show that demographic stochas-
ticity, which is a priori a realistic feature of any natural population, can by itself promote social
behaviors that would otherwise be suppressed in idealized populations of constant (or infinite)

size.

There is precedent for the idea that demographic stochasticity alters evolutionary dynamics.
The fact that mortality, reproduction, and migration are subject to demographic fluctuations in
populations — as well as processes of imitation and innovation — is known influence the dynamics of
competing types under frequency-independent selection [27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36] and
also frequency-dependent selection [37, 38, 39, 40]. For example, when a population contains two
types with the same expected number of offspring, one type can be favored when the population
size is small, and the other type favored when the population size is near to its carrying capacity
[27, 28, 29]. And a few studies have shown that demographic stochasticity can even reverse
the direction of natural selection, promoting a type that would otherwise be disfavored without
stochasticity [37, 38, 39].

Nonetheless, prior work on selection with demographic stochasticity has either assumed con-
stant fitness, in which one’s fitness is independent of the composition of the population, or assumed
different carrying capacities for different phenotypes, e.g., producers enjoy a larger carrying ca-

pacity than non-producers [37, 38, 39]. Most models of demographic stochasticity also assume



that offspring numbers follow a Poisson distribution [37, 40, 29, 27, 28, 38, 39], so that the mean
and variance in offspring number are identical. But empirical field studies have found that over-

dispersion in offspring number (variance exceeding mean) is commonplace across diverse taxa
[41, 42, 43, 44].

In this paper, we develop a general framework to study evolutionary dynamics with demo-
graphic stochasticity, which can capture both frequency-dependent fitness, arising from social
interactions, as well as over-dispersion in the number of offspring. We provide a simple analytical
condition that governs the long-term outcome of competition between multiple types. Applied to
pairwise social interactions involving cooperation or defection, we find that demographic stochas-
ticity can favor cooperators provided the offspring variance is sufficiently large, even without
any other mechanisms. For more general pairwise payoff structures, we show that demographic
stochasticity can reverse the stability of equilibria, from coexistence to bi-stability and vice versa,
or from dominance of one type to dominance of another. Our analysis highlights the profound

effects of demographic stochasticity on the evolution of interacting types in a population.

2 Model

We first consider an evolving population of two types: cooperators (C) and defectors (D).
Each individual interacts pairwise with each other, in which the cooperator pays a cost ¢ to bring
his opponent a benefit b (b > ¢), and the defector pays no cost and provides no benefit. In other
words, pairwise interactions follow a simple “donation game”, which provides a minimal model
for studying the evolution of cooperation [45]. Following all pairwise interactions, each individual
obtains an average payoff that will determine their reproductive output (or, equivalently, the
number of individuals who copy their type by social contagion). In a population with = coopera-
tors and y defectors, the cooperator’s payoff (denoted by m¢) and the defector’s payoff (denoted
by mp) are

X
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In a classic Moran model, each birth event is followed by a death event, and so the population
size remains constant. Here we remove this constraint by decoupling the birth and death events.
Births are assumed to follow a continuous-time Markov process with independent and stationary
increments (see Section S1 in Supplementary Information), such that the expected number of

offspring individual ¢ produces per unit time is

E(&) = B + sm;, (2.2)



where B is a baseline number of offspring, ; is individual ¢’s payoff, and the parameter s > 0
is the intensity of selection. Note that the baseline birth rate is the same for all individuals,
regardless of type, and it does not depend upon payoffs from social interactions. The selection
intensity s measures to what degree the payoff derived from social interactions affects the offspring
number. In this paper we focus on the case of weak selection (s < 1), a regime widely adopted
in the literature [7, 13, 2, 4]. Since the defector’s payoff 7p is larger than the cooperator’s payoff

7e in any population state, defectors always have a greater expected fecundity (Fig. 1).

To fully describe the birth process, we also specify the variance in the number of offspring.
We are particularly interested in cases of over-dispersion, which can be modelled in many alterna-
tive ways [42, 43], such as a quasi-Poisson model (variance proportional to mean), mixed-effects
Poisson model, and negative binomial model (variance a quadratic function of mean). Here we

study a general class of Markov birth models by stipulating
Var(fl-) = 01 B + 0957, (23)

where parameters §; and d; measure the magnitude of offspring variance Var(§;) relative to the
mean E(&;). The parameter ¢; controls how offspring variance is influenced by the baseline
birth rate; and Jo controls how offspring variance is influenced by payoffs from social interactions.
Specific choices of 41 and do reduce to well-known classical models, such as a deterministic system
(61 = d2 = 0) or a Poison birth process (61 = d2 = 1). In the regime of weak selection, the number

of offspring produced per unit time is over-dispersed whenever §; > 1.

Death events are modelled as a Poisson process, arising from two rates that are summed.
First, an individual dies at constant baseline rate, D. Second, in order to model competition for

limited resources, additional deaths occur at rate A times the current total population size.

3 Results

3.1 Evolution of cooperation with demographic stochasticity

Let z and y denote the number of cooperators and defectors respectively, which will change
over time. Given the class of models described above for the payoff-dependent birth-process
and the population-size dependent death process, the evolutionary dynamics of z and y can
be approximated by a two-dimensional It6 stochastic differential equation (see Section S1 in

Supplementary Information):

de = 2 [a + stc — Mz + )] dt + /x [61B + dasmc + D + Nz + y)]th(l), (3.1a)
dy = y o+ stp — M +y)] dt + /y [61B + dasmp + D + Az + y)]th@), (3.1b)




where @« = B — D > 0 indicates the net growth rate from baseline birth and death events, and
Wt(l) and Wt(2) are independent standard Wiener processes. Although the birth process can be
over-dispersed in our model (when §; > 1), deaths follow a simple Poisson process with variance

equal to mean.

To study how the relative abundance of cooperators and the total population size evolve over
time, we make the co-ordinate transformation (p,n) = (z/(x 4+ y),x + y). Applying It6’s lemma

in Eq. 3.1, the system can then be described by the equations

dp =scp(1 — p) <—1 + ‘jj) dt + %\/x(dlB ¥ D+ an)dw

- %\/y(dlB + D+ an)dw,?, (3.2a)

dn =[na + s(b — ¢)pn — An?|dt + /z(6; B + D + )\n)th(l)
+y(01B + D+ An)dw®. (3.2b)

The simple case in which stochasticity is absent (i.e., d; = do = 0 for births, and no variance
for deaths) provides a deterministic reference point for comparison to any stochastic system. In
the deterministic system, dp is always negative and the abundance of cooperators continuously de-
creases until cooperators reach extinction. Thus, cooperation is never favored by natural selection
in the deterministic limit. Moreover, in this deterministic limit, changes in the total population
size n depend on both p and n. But for sufficiently weak selection intensity (s < «), changes
in the total population size n are much more rapid than changes in the cooperator frequency,
p. In the regime of weak selection, before p changes its value at all, n has grown logistically to
its equilibrium value (o + s(b — ¢)p)/A, which we denote by M. M is called carrying capacity,
and it describes the maximum number of individuals that the environment can sustain. When
the net growth rate is much larger than selection intensity, o > s, the carrying capacity is well

approximated by M ~ a//A\.

For a stochastic system (d; # 0 and 3 # 0) the trajectories of p and n are not determined
by the initial conditions alone, but depend upon chance events. We quantify the evolutionary
advantage of cooperators by studying the fixation probability — namely, the chance of absorption
into the full-cooperation state (p = 1). Starting from xzy cooperators and yq defectors initially
(thus po = zo/(x0 + yo) and ng = xo + yo), the fixation probability, denoted by p(xg,yo) or
p(po,no), is the probability that at some time ¢ defectors become extinct while cooperators still
exist, that is y(t) = 0 but x(¢t) > 0 [46]. In the regime s < « the fixation probability can be
calculated by separating the time-scale of changes in p versus changes in n [47]. This analysis
is tantamount to assuming that the total population size n rapidly reaches its carrying capacity,
while p remains unchanged from pg, and that subsequently p evolves in one dimension while the

population size remains near the slow manifold n = M (see Fig. 1 and Supplementary Fig. S3).



Under this analysis, we can approximate the fixation probability by a simple expression (Section
S2.1 in Supplementary Information)

p(po,no) =~ po + ﬁ (62 — M) po(1 — po). (3.3)

We performed numerical simulations, drawing sample paths from the full SDE system given by

Eq. 3.1, to verify the accuracy of this analytic approximation for the fixation probability (Fig. 2).

Note that fixation probability does not depend on the initial population size, but rather on
the initial frequency of cooperators. In the absence of selection (s = 0), the fixation probability
equals the initial frequency of cooperators, pg. And so we say that cooperation is favored by

selection if the fixation probability exceeds pg, which will occur whenever
09 > M. (3.4)

This simple condition tells us when demographic stochasticity causes selection to favor coop-
erators, even though selection disfavors cooperation in a deterministic setting. In particular,
demographic stochasticity can favor the fixation of cooperators when the offspring variance is
sufficiently large — in particular, when d2 exceeds the carrying capacity M. What matters for
the direction of selection, then, is the size of the offspring variance arising from payoffs in social

interactions, relative to its mean.

We can gain some useful intuition for the forces that govern the fate of cooperators by consid-
ering the deterministic part of Eq. 3.2a. The first term in this equation, —scp(1 — p), represents
the deterministic contribution to the evolution of cooperator frequency, which always opposes
cooperators. Whereas the second term in this equation, dascp(1l — p)/n, arises from demographic
stochasticity and it always favors cooperators. Whether or not cooperation is favored overall
depends upon the balance between these two forces — the deterministic force suppressing coop-
eration and demographic stochasticity that favors cooperation. For do < M, the deterministic
disadvantage is the stronger force and cooperators are net disfavored (recall that n rapidly reaches
carrying capacity n = M before cooperators change frequency). However, if 3 > M, the stochas-
tic advantage matters more, so that cooperators are favored, which constitutes an evolutionary

reversal compared to a classical model without demographic stochasticity.

Other model parameters, s, ¢, pg, 01 and B, do not produce a reversal in the direction of
selection for cooperation, but they nonetheless influence the fixation probability. For example,
increasing 1 or increasing the baseline birth rate B moves the fixation probability towards the
neutral value, pg. Moreover, in the regime where demographic stochasticity favors cooperation,
d9 > M, the fixation probability is increased yet further when the selection intensity s is large or
when the cost of cooperation c is large (Eq. 3.3). Both of these results contravene the classical
intuition that selection and the cost of cooperation should disfavor cooperators. We have per-
formed simulations to verify the effects of all these parameters, in comparison to the analytical

approximation (Supplementary Fig. S2).



3.2 An explicit birth-death process

Our model of demographic stochasticity is quite general, stipulating only several properties of
the Markov birth and death processes for competing types. We have analyzed this class of models
by approximation, using a stochastic differential equation. In this section we construct an explicit
example of birth and death processes that satisfy our model stipulations, and we compare the

predictions of our SDE analysis to individual-based simulations of the discrete stochastic process.

Most prior studies of demographic stochasticity are based on a reproduction process with a
single offspring per birth event, which naturally leads to a Poisson birth process [48, 40, 37, 29, 27,
28]. The Poisson process occurs as a special case within our family of models, when 6; = d9 = 1.
In this case, our analysis shows that demographic stochasticity alone cannot favor cooperation,
because do < M. We will therefore consider non-Poisson birth process, in which the offspring
produced per unit time is over-dispersed. This is a realistic scenario for many species, especially
pelagic organisms, that have heavy-tailed offspring distributions [49, 50]; as well as for social

contagion [51, 52].

We will define a birth process by two factors: the times of birth events and the litter size (off-
spring number) in each such birth event. A natural way to describe this is through a compound
Poisson process [53]. Specifically, for individual ¢ with payoff m;, the times of birth events obey
a Poisson process with intensity 6;. In each such birth event, the number of offspring produced
(litter size) is also stochastic. We consider two cases: the litter size itself follows a Poisson distri-
bution with mean u;, or the litter size follows a negative binomial distribution with parameters
gi and m (¢; € [0,1] and m € N*). Both of these distributions have been used to model litter

sizes in empirical studies [54, 44, 42].

The parameters of the compound Poisson process depend upon an individual’s payoff and the
selection intensity. For the Poisson-Poisson case (the litter size follows a Poisson distribution)
the reproductive process of individual ¢ is characterized by parameters 6; and p;, and we assume

that the payoff 7; affects both 6; and p; linearly
0; = 0y + kgsm;, (35&)
Wi = po + kMSTri. (3.5b)

For the Poisson-negative binomial case (the litter size follows a negative binomial distribution),

we assume that all individuals share the same m and that payoffs affect ¢; and 0; as follows:

0; = 0y + kgsm;, (36&)
gi = qo + kgsT;. (3.6b)

Given these equations, we can always choose parameters of the compound Poisson process

that satisfy our general stipulations on the mean and variance in the total offspring produced per



unit time (Eq. 2.2 and Eq. 2.3), provided 6; > 1 and d2 > 0 (see Section S3 in Supplementary
Information). Note that for both of these compound Poisson birth processes (Poisson-Poisson
and Poisson-Negative-Binomial) the total number of offspring produced per unit time must be

over-dispersed (01 > 1).

We can compare Monte-Carlo simulations of these explicit population processes (discrete state,
continuous time) to the analytical prediction for the fixation probability that we derived from a
stochastic differential equation (Eq. 3.3). We find good agreement between the individual-based
simulations and analytic approximations, for carrying capacities as small as M = 100 or M = 200
(Fig. 3). Note that in both cases shown in Fig. 3, for sufficiently large d2 we have ky < 0 and
km > 0 or kg > 0. In other words, higher payoffs reduce the rate of birth events but increase the
mean litter size per birth event; and when these effects are strong enough, then selection favors

cooperation.

3.3 Intuition for the effects of demographic stochasticity

There is a simple intuition for how demographic stochasticity can favor cooperation in our
class of models, even though cooperation is always disfavored in models with constant (or infinite)
population size. The key insight has to do with the rapid growth of the total population size to
carrying capacity, followed by slow dynamics in the frequency of cooperators near the manifold
n = M. Importantly, during the slow dynamics there are still small fluctuations that move
the population off the manifold n = M, followed by a rapid return back to carrying capacity.
These small fluctuations have the effect of inducing an advective force pushing the frequency of

cooperators p in one direction or another.

To be more precise, we have already noted that the total population size n equilibrates much
more quickly than the frequency of cooperators p (Eq. 3.2), in the regime we study a > s. And

S0, given an arbitrary initial state py and ng, n will quickly converge to the slow manifold

_a+s(b—c)po

!
3 =~ 3= M, (3.7)
while p does not change from pg (see example in Supplementary Fig. S3B). After the population
size reaches carrying capacity, trajectories then move along the slow manifold until one type or
the other fixes (p = 0 or p = 1). We focus on the dynamics on the slow manifold, which simplifies

the analysis to a one-dimensional system [47].

In the co-ordinate system (x,y), the slow manifold is defined x+y = M, and the fast manifolds
are lines connecting the origin to points on the slow manifold (see Fig. 4A). Given any initial
conditions, the trajectory will rapidly approach the slow manifold along one of these lines, and
then subsequently move within the slow manifold. However, unlike the case of a strictly constant

population size, the system with demographic stochasticity does not lie precisely on the slow



manifold at all times. Small fluctuations take the system off the slow manifold briefly, and then
the system rapidly returns to the slow manifold. Critically, the position where the system returns
to the slow manifold, after a fluctuation, is not necessarily the same as where it started. In
fact, there can be a systematic deviation in the position on the slow manifold that arises from
stochastic fluctuations and rapid returns — which produces an advective force on the frequency p
along the slow manifold (see Fig. 4B, C, D). It is this systematic deviation, caused by demographic

stochasticity, that introduces a force favoring cooperation.

In particular, fluctuations from x + y = M follow a two-dimensional Gaussian distribution
with variance (01 B + d2smc + D + An) in the z-direction and variance y(d1 B + d2smp + D + An)
in the y-direction. In Fig. 4, we illustrate the fluctuation starting from state z = y = M/2
(see Supplementary Information Section S2.2 for the analysis of any other states). When m¢ =
mp, the Gaussian fluctuation is isotropic, and so a fluctuation followed by return along a fast-
manifold line produces no expected change in the resulting position on the slow manifold (see
Fig. 4B). However, whenever ¢ # 7p, the two-dimensional Gaussian fluctuation has an ellipsoid
shape, and fluctuation followed by rapid return produces an expected change in the frequency
of cooperators, p, along the slow manifold. In particular, when 7o < 7wp, the expected change
due to demographic stochastic favors cooperators, whereas if m¢ > mwp the expected change
favors defectors (Fig. 4C,D). In general, we can analytically calculate the adjective force along
the slow manifold that arises from these stochastic fluctuations and rapid returns (Section S2.2

in Supplementary Information).

For the donation game we have studied so far, cooperators always have a lower payoff than
defectors regardless of the population state. And so the advective force arising from demographic
stochasticity always favors cooperation, regardless of p. If this force is large enough relative to
the deterministic force favoring defectors, then it can produce a net advantage for cooperators.
For other types of pairwise games, however, the direction of deterministic selection (w¢ vs mp)
may depends on the current frequency p in the population, and so the noise-induced advection
may change sign along the slow manifold, producing complicated effects on long-term dynamics.
We investigate these effects of demographic noise on evolutionary dynamics for general two-player

games in the next section.

3.4 General evolutionary game dynamics with demographic stochasticity

For an arbitrary two-player game that gives rise to payoffs, the two-dimensional system can

be simplified to a one-dimensional system by separation of timescales, provided selection is weak



enough, s < a. Suppose the game has the following payoff structure:

C D

C a b (3.8)
D c d )’

Players have two strategies, which we still generically call cooperation (C) or defection (D).
When two cooperators interact, both of them receive payoff a. When a cooperator interacts with
a defector, the cooperator receives b and the defector ¢. Mutual defection brings payoff d to both

players. The average payoff for a cooperator or defector in a population are respectively

xa + yb

o = ,
© r+y
xc+ yd

x+y

(3.9)

Similar to Section 3.1, we can describe the system by a stochastic differential equation:

) 1-
dp =sp(1 —p) (1 - 73) (m¢ — mp)dt + Tp\/x(élB +D + )\n)th(l)

- %\/y(dlB + D+ an)dw,?, (3.10a)

dn =[na + s(prc + (1 — p)rp)pn — An?]dt + \/x(0:B + D + An)th(l)
+y(61B + D+ An)dw . (3.10Db)

Since the population size quickly equilibrates to the carrying capacity M =~ a/\, we substitute
n = M into Eq. 3.10a which yields a one-dimensional equation for the evolution of p along the

slow manifold:

dp =sp(1 — p) [(1_;‘\;) (b—d+(a—b—c+d)p)] dt

N \/ (01 + 1)]1\3;19(1 —p) ( JT=paw® — \/ﬁth@))' (3.11a)

In the case of deterministic births and deaths (0; = d2 = 0 and neglecting variance in the
death process), this equation simplifies to the classic replicator equation [9, 10]. For general
games there may be interior equilibrium points, and so the fixation probability is no longer a good
measure to describe long-term evolutionary outcomes. Instead, we analyze the dynamics from
two perspectives. One is from the perspective of the deterministic behavior on the slow manifold,
which neglects stochasticity altogether in Eq. 3.11 and studies the equilibria of the resulting
ordinary differential equation. The other, more nuanced perspective accounts for stochasticity.
Since p = 0 and p = 1 are the only absorbing states, any trajectory will finally reach one of

these states and then become invariant. However, we can impose a reflecting condition on the

10



boundary, which is equivalent to assuming that, when the number of one phenotype reaches zero,
a new mutant of this phenotype arises instantly. The resulting evolutionary process of p becomes
an ergodic Markov process which has a unique stationary distribution v*(p). A frequency p
with greater probability density means that trajectories spend more time there. Derivation of the
stationary distribution v*(p) under reflecting boundaries is given in Section S4.1 of Supplementary

Information.

When we ignore the stochastic terms, then Eq. 3.11 is an ODE with the same equilibrium
points and stabilities as the classic replicator equation, provided do < M. Whereas if do > M,
then the equilibrium points are the same as the classic replicator equation, but the stabilities
are reversed: equilibrium points that are classically unstable become stable, and conversely. And
so the value of 2, which determines the payoff-component of offspring variance, can reverse the

evolutionary outcome, even from a deterministic perspective.

More generally, we can classify three different deterministic scenarios based on the payoff
matrix of the two-player, two-action game. For dominance games (Fig. 5A), one strategy is
always dominant. Here, without loss of generality, we assume defection dominates cooperation
(a < cand b < d, e.g., a prisoner’s dilemma). If o < M, then all trajectories will converge
to the full-defector state (p = 0 stable and p = 1 unstable). However, if do > M, cooperation
becomes the dominant strategy and all trajectories converge to full-cooperator state (p = 1 stable
and p = 0 unstable). For coexistence games (a < ¢ and b > d, e.g., a snowdrift game), the best
response is to choose the opposite strategy of the opponent (Fig. 5B). If 3 < M, there is only one
stable equilibrium, p* = (d — b)/(a — b — ¢+ d). All trajectories will converge to p* and therefore
cooperators and defectors stably coexist. If 6o > M, p* becomes unstable and p = 0 and p = 1 are
each stable. Thus, all trajectories converge to either the full-cooperator or the full-defector state,
similar to the outcome of a classic coordination game. For coordination games (Fig. 5C), the best
response is to choose the same strategy as the opponent (a > c and d > b, e.g., a stag-hunt game).
In this case, do < M leads to an unstable internal equilibrium p* with stable boundaries (p = 0 and
p =1). But for d3 > M, p* becomes stable while p = 0 and p = 1 are unstable. Most trajectories
fluctuate around p* for a long time, showing similar behavior as a classic coexistence game. In
summary, in a population with sufficiently large offspring variance (d2 > M), the outcome of each
type of game has the dynamical properties classically associated with the opposite type of game
in a deterministic setting. In other words, demographic stochasticity effectively transforms the

payoff structure of a game in the following way

a b —a —b
() o

We can also characterize general two-player games in term of the stationary frequency distri-

bution of strategies, with reflecting boundaries. This description accounts for more details in the

11



stochastic dynamics, and it reveals a similar, transformative effect of large offspring variance. If
09 is sufficiently large, namely §o > M, then modes of the stationary distribution can be moved
from one boundary to the other boundary (dominance games, Fig. 5D), from the interior to the
two boundaries (coexistence games, Fig. 5E), or from the two boundaries to the interior (coordi-
nation games, Fig. 5F). These results reflect our ODE-based analysis above, and they show that
sufficient offspring variance can reverse the evolutionary dynamics in an interacting population.
These dramatic effects extend to games with more than two actions, such as rock-paper-scissors

(Supplementary Fig. S4).

These two analytical perspectives underscore that large offspring variance can reshape the
payoff structure of a game, producing dynamics classically seen in an entirely different game
type. So far, we have focused on the scaling factor d2, which governs how offspring variance
grows with payoff, as opposed to ¢;, which governs the baseline offspring variance. The value
of §1 can also profoundly influence evolutionary outcomes, although this cannot be seen from a
deterministic perspective alone because d; has no effect on stabilities of equilibria. Analysis of the
stationary distribution shows that a large baseline variance (d;B) can transform any game into
a coordination game (see Section S4.1 in Supplementary Information). An example of this result
is shown in Fig. 5F, where even though do = 25,000 exceeds the carrying capacity, the stationary
distribution is not unimodal around intermediate frequency. This is because the effect of d5 here
is offset by the effect of §;. These results show that demographic noise, especially when offspring
variance is high, can qualitatively change the evolutionary outcomes compared to predictions of

traditional analysis by replicator equations for fixed or infinite population size [55].

4 Discussion

The question of how cooperation can be maintained is a longstanding and active area of re-
search, spanning multiple disciplines. A large literature has produced compelling explanations
for cooperation, but these typically rely on some form of population structure or repeated inter-
actions. Here, we find that even in a well-mixed population with one-shot interactions, natural
stochasticity in the total population size alone can favor cooperation that would otherwise be sup-
pressed. For other types of social interactions, as well, demographic stochasticity can reverse the
direction of evolutionary trajectories and produce behavioral outcomes that contravene classical

expectations.

It is intuitively easier to invade a noisy population than a stable population. And so natural
selection near carrying capacity prefers types not only with higher fecundity (greater mean off-
spring number), but also with lower reproductive noise (smaller offspring variance) [27, 28]. The
reversal in the direction of selection in a stochastic population reflects this basic trade-off between

offspring mean and offspring variance. A larger payoff produces higher fecundity but also greater

12



noise in the reproduction process. Whether it is the mean or the variance in offspring number that
dominates the course of evolution is determined by their relative importance, which is governed
by 2 in our model. Classical models of populations with constant (or infinite) size neglect the
effects of offspring variance altogether; but more realistic models, we have seen, permit regimes

where offering variance is more important than fecundity.

Although demographic noise has been studied extensively in population models, the under-
lying mechanism for our results is qualitatively different from those explored in prior studies.
Most research on demographic noise has been restricted constant fitness for competing types
[27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36], which does not provide a model of social interactions.
However, Constable et al. analyzed a frequency-dependent fitness model, and they also found
that demographic noise can reverse the direction of selection [37]. Their model is based on the
production and consumption of a public good. One phenotype produces the public good, at a
cost that reduces its baseline birth rate, while the other phenotype does not produce the public
good. They analyze the case when “cooperators” (who produce the public good) have a larger
intrinsic carrying capacity than non-producers, and the larger carrying capacity then yields an
evolutionary advantage by making producers more robust against invasion. This mechanism is
thus a stochastic form of r versus K selection [56], and it occurs when births and deaths follow
Poisson processes. By contrast, in our model, the evolutionary advantage of cooperators arises

even though both types have the same baseline birth rate and the same carrying capacity;

and it arises only when the birth process related to payoff is sufficiently over-dispersed. This
mechanism is thus fundamentally different from a trade-off between baseline birth rate and car-
rying capacity of competing types in a Poisson model [37, 38, 39], and it is more closely related

to phenomena in population models with heavy-tailed offspring distributions [57, 50, 58, 59].

Aside from promoting cooperation in the prisoner’s dilemma, demographic stochasticity also
transforms outcomes in other forms of social interaction. Stochasticity can convert a snowdrift
game into a stage-hunt game, for example, so that the stable co-existence expected in a determin-
istic or Poisson setting is transformed into bi-stability. Here, again, the underlying mechanism
that reverses the evolutionary outcome is over-dispersion in the offspring contribution related to

payoff, even when both types have the same baseline birth rate and carrying capacity.

All of our analyses have assumed a fast-growing population (« > s), which rapidly reaches
carrying capacity before any change in the relative frequencies of competing types. The dynamics
of competition may be more complicated in a stochastic, slow-growing population, because their
analysis cannot be reduced to a one-dimensional slow manifold. In this regime, fixation will
take place before reaching carrying capacity. We can nonetheless derive approximations for the
fixation probability in this regime as well (Section S4.2 in Supplementary Information), and, in
the case of the donation game, we find that cooperation will be favored by selection provided

02 exceeds the initial population size, do > ng. This condition is typically easier to satisfy than
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Eq. 3.4, and it is confirmed by both numerical simulations and Monte Carlo simulations of the
compound Poisson process (Supplementary Fig. S5 and Fig. S6). After cooperators or defectors
fix, in this regime of a slow-growing population, the population will tend to grow logistically to its
carrying capacity; but in this case the carrying capacity is larger for cooperators (Supplementary
Fig. S7), which provides an additional evolutionary advantage and greater chance of long-term

persistence (Supplementary Fig. S8).

Our results highlight the strong impact of stochasticity on evolutionary outcomes in popu-
lations. The demographic stochasticity we have studied arises from intrinsic properties of birth
and death processes, which have size of order O(y/n). As the population size grows towards in-
finity this form of stochasticity has little influence on evolutionary dynamics, which is consistent
with the recent finding that migration in finite, group-structured populations can favor coopera-
tors provided the population size is not too large [60]. Aside from intrinsic stochasticity during
reproduction, real populations may also be subject to external noise, arising from exogenous vari-
ation in environmental conditions. Unlike demographic noise, exogenous noise can be substantial
even in population of arbitrary large size. Prior studies on environmental fluctuations, including
fluctuations in selection intensity [61], carrying capacity [34, 35], and payoff structure [33], have
analyzed their effects by imposing an external noise term onto an otherwise classical, deterministic
and continuous system of equations. The effects of exogenous noise on discrete stochastic systems
remain less explored, and they are likely to differ qualitatively from stochastic perturbations of
continuous systems [62]. Coupling intrinsic demographic noise with external environmental noise

may produce even more complicated effects, which remains a topic for future research.

The impact of stochasticity on strategic outcomes likely extends beyond the two-player /two-
action games we focused on, to include many aspects of non-human and human social behavior.
Even if behavioral spread is caused by biased imitation, there is nonetheless variance in number
of individuals who imitate a type, as well as physical variation in population sizes of interact-
ing social groups as individuals move between social settings. Empirical data has documented
burstiness, a form of over-dispersion, in social interactions [63, 64]. Likewise, in the context of
behavior during an epidemic, there is evidence of super-spreading individuals that cause over-
dispersion in infectiousness [65, 66], which may influence frequency-dependent competition among
co-circulating variants. Extending our model and analysis to these settings remains an open topic

for future research.
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Figure 1: Evolutionary dynamics with demographic stochasticity. (A) Competition be-
tween cooperators (blue circle) and defectors (red circle) in a stochastic population of non-constant
size. Each individual ¢ derives payoff m; from pairwise game-play with each other individual in
the population. The number of offspring produced by an individual within time At has mean
(B + sm;) At and variance (01 B + d2sm;)At, which are both higher for defectors than for cooper-
ators. When selection is weak (s < «), the population quickly reaches carrying capacity (during
time period I) while the frequency of cooperators and defectors remains unchanged from its initial
value (pg = 1/2 shown here). Thereafter (time period II) the population remains near carrying ca-
pacity (M = 1000 shown here), while the frequency of cooperators and defectors slowly vary until
either cooperators go extinct (example in panel B) or defectors go extinct (panel C). Parameters:
b=3,c=1,5=001,61 =0 =1, 20=1yg =10, A\=1x10"3, B=2,D = 1.

15



A

45

35

8, 25

Stochastic differential equation

100

200 300
%,

400

45 f7

35

S, 25

15

Analytical approximation
. . .

400

0.00

-0.01

-0.02

Figure 2: Demographic stochasticity can favor the evolution of cooperation. Colors

represent the fixation probability of cooperation relative to neutral drift, p — pg, as a function of

parameters do and d;. We say that selection favors cooperation when cooperators are more likely

to fix than under neutrality (blue regions). Panel (A) shows exact solutions sampled from the

stochastic differential equation (Eq. 3.1), whereas panel (B) shows the analytical approximation in

the regime of weak selection (Eq. 3.3). The dashed line indicates the separation between regimes

that favor cooperation (blue) or favor defection (red). Parameters: B = 2, D = 1, s = 0.005,
b=11,c¢=1, A=5x1073, 2o = yp = 50.
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Figure 3: Selection for cooperation in a compound Poisson birth process. We simulated
a compound Poisson birth process with either a Poisson-distributed litter size (A) or a negative
binomial litter size (B). The parameters of the birth process (6; and p; in panel A; 0; and ¢;
in panel B) can be chosen to satisfy our general conditions for the mean and variance in total
offspring produced per unit time, for any choice of §; > 1, d2, and B. Two examples with the
parameters that correspond to (6; = 6,02 = 60) and (6; = 6,02 = 140) are shown in each panel.
Blue squares indicate the fixation probability of cooperators, starting from an initial population
with 2o = yo = 50, observed in 5 x 107 replicate Monte Carlo simulations, with carrying capacity
either M = 100 or M = 200. Selection favors cooperation if the fixation probability p exceeds
the initial fraction of cooperators, 0.5 (horizontal dashed line). The solid lines plot our analytical
approximation for the fixation probability (Eq. 3.3). As predicted by our analysis, cooperation
is favored when 09 > M. Parameters: B =2, D =1,61 =6,s=0.001,b=11,c=1,m=5
(negative binomial), g = yo = 50, A = 1/100 (M = 100) or A = 1/200 (M = 200).
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Figure 4: How demographic stochasticity can favor cooperation or defection. (A) The
system features a separation of timescales, where the total number of individuals n = x+y changes
much faster than the fraction of cooperators p = x/(x + y). Starting from zy and yo cooperators
and defectors, trajectories rapidly converge to the slow manifold (x +y = M) along the fast
manifold x/y = zo/yo. (B, C, D) Stochastic fluctuations away from the slow manifold, followed
by rapid return, can induce an advective force on the frequency of cooperators. For simplicity we
consider constant payoffs, where m¢ and wp are independent of the number of cooperators and
defectors. The ellipses illustrate the variance-covariance structure of two-dimensional Gaussian
fluctuations around the slow manifold from a given point x = M/2 and y = M/2 (red point
0). (B) When n¢ = 7p, fluctuations from point O are isotropic, shown as a circle. We consider
four representative fluctuations from point O, X_, X, Y_ Y, and the following points of return
X', X' ,Y' Y] to the slow manifold. For isotropic fluctuations there is no expected change in p
after return to the slow manifold. (C) For m¢ < mp, the Gaussian fluctuations are an-isotropic,
shown as an ellipse, with larger fluctuations in the number of defectors. This asymmetry leads
to an expected increase in cooperator frequency p after return to the slow manifold, as indicated
by the blue arrow. (D) For ¢ > 7p, the larger fluctuation occurs in the number of cooperators,
which leads to an expected decrease in cooperator frequency after return to the slow manifold.
These effects of an-isotropic noise are similar to those discussed by [37], but they arise here even
when both types have the same baseline birth jate and the same carrying capacity, under weak

selection.
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Figure 5: General evolutionary game dynamics with demographic stochasticity. We
consider three types of representative games, such as prisoner’s dilemma (A, D), snowdrift game
(B, E), and stag-hunt games (C, F). In the prisoner’s dilemma games, when demographic stochas-
ticity is absent or does not meet d2 > M, defectors dominate the population (see trajectories
sampled in A, left part). While the evolutionary direction can be reversed for dy > M, where
cooperation becomes the dominant strategy (see trajectories sampled in A, right part). Shown
in (D) is the stationary distribution of cooperators for d; = 0, d2 = 25000, and d2 = 50000.
Analogously, in the snowdrift game, the demographic stochasticity with do > M changes the
equilibrium from the coexistence of two strategies (B, left part) to the bi-stability (B, right part),
which suggests the transformation of a snowdrift game to a stag-hunt game. We also find that
with demographic stochasticity, the evolution in the stag-hunt games proceed “as if” the popu-
lation are playing snowdrift games. Parameters: B =2, D =1, s = 1073, §; = 2.5, A = 1074,
zo = yo = 100.

19



References

1]

2]

M. A. Nowak and K. Sigmund. Evolution of indirect reciprocity by image scoring. Nature,
393(6685):573-577, 1998. ISSN 00280836. doi: 10.1038/31225.

Martin A. Nowak, Akira Sasaki, Christine Taylor, and Drew Fudenherg. Emergence of
cooperation and evolutionary stability in finite populations. Nature, 428(6983):646-650,
2004. ISSN 00280836. doi: 10.1038/nature02414.

Christian Hilbe, Stépan Simsa, Krishnendu Chatterjee, and Martin A. Nowak. Evolution
of cooperation in stochastic games. Nature, 559(7713):246-249, 2018. ISSN 14764687. doi:
10.1038/s41586-018-0277-x.

Hisashi Ohtsuki, Christoph Hauert, Erez Lieberman, and Martin A. Nowak. A simple rule
for the evolution of cooperation on graphs and social networks. Nature, 441(7092):502-505,
2006. ISSN 14764687. doi: 10.1038/nature04605.

Joshua S. Weitz, Ceyhun Eksin, Keith Paarporn, Sam P. Brown, and William C. Ratcliff. An
oscillating tragedy of the commons in replicator dynamics with game-environment feedback.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 113(47):E7518-E7525, 2016. ISSN 10916490. doi: 10.1073/
pnas.1604096113.

Andrew R. Tilman, Joshua B. Plotkin, and Erol Akcay. Evolutionary games with envi-
ronmental feedbacks. Nat. Commun., 11(1):915, 2020. ISSN 20411723. doi: 10.1038/
s41467-020-14531-6.

Benjamin Allen, Gabor Lippner, Yu Ting Chen, Babak Fotouhi, Naghmeh Momeni,
Shing Tung Yau, and Martin A. Nowak. Evolutionary dynamics on any population structure.
Nature, 544(7649):227-230, 2017. ISSN 14764687. doi: 10.1038/nature21723.

Peter D. Taylor and Leo B. Jonker. Evolutionary stable strategies and game dynamics. Math.
Biosci., 40(1-2):145-156, 1978. ISSN 00255564. doi: 10.1016/0025-5564(78)90077-9.

Peter Schuster and Karl Sigmund. Replicator dynamics. J. Theor. Biol., 100(3):533-538,
1983. ISSN 10958541. doi: 10.1016,/0022-5193(83)90445-9.

Martin A Nowak. Evolutionary dynamics: exploring the equations of life. Harvard University
Press, Cambridge, 2006.

Martin A. Nowak and Robert M. May. Evolutionary games and spatial chaos. Nature, 359
(6398):826-829, 1992. ISSN 00280836. doi: 10.1038/359826a0.

Corina E. Tarnita, Hisashi Ohtsuki, Tibor Antal, Feng Fu, and Martin A. Nowak. Strategy
selection in structured populations. J. Theor. Biol., 259(3):570-581, 2009. ISSN 00225193.
doi: 10.1016/j.jtbi.2009.03.035.

20



[13]

[14]

[16]

[17]

22]

[23]

[24]

Alex McAvoy and Benjamin Allen. Fixation probabilities in evolutionary dynamics un-
der weak selection. J. Math. Biol., 82(3):14, 2021. ISSN 14321416. doi: 10.1007/
s00285-021-01568-4.

Qi Su, Benjamin Allen, and Joshua B. Plotkin. Evolution of cooperation with asymmet-
ric social interactions. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 119(1):e2113468118, 2022. ISSN
10916490. doi: 10.1073/pnas.2113468118.

Qi Su, Alex McAvoy, Yoichiro Mori, and Joshua B. Plotkin. Evolution of prosocial behaviours
in multilayer populations. Nat. Hum. Behav., 6(3):338-348, 2022. ISSN 23973374. doi:
10.1038/s41562-021-01241-2.

Daniel B. Cooney. The replicator dynamics for multilevel selection in evolutionary games.
J. Math. Biol., 79(1):101-154, 2019. ISSN 14321416. doi: 10.1007/s00285-019-01352-5.

Fernando P. Santos, Francisco C. Santos, and Jorge M. Pacheco. Social norm complexity
and past reputations in the evolution of cooperation. Nature, 555(7695):242-245, 2018. ISSN
14764687. doi: 10.1038/nature25763.

Martin A. Nowak and Karl Sigmund. Evolution of indirect reciprocity. Nature, 437(7063):
1291-1298, 2005. ISSN 14764687. doi: 10.1038/nature04131.

Martin Nowak and Karl Sigmund. A strategy of win-stay, lose-shift that outperforms tit-for-
tat in the Prisoner’s Dilemma game. Nature, 364(6432):56-58, 1993. ISSN 00280836. doi:
10.1038/364056a0.

Martin A. Nowak. Five rules for the evolution of cooperation. Science, 314(5805):1560-1563,
2006. ISSN 00368075. doi: 10.1126/science.1133755.

Alexander J. Stewart and Joshua B. Plotkin. From extortion to generosity, evolution in the
Iterated Prisoner’s Dilemma. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 110(38):15348-15353, 2013.
ISSN 10916490. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1306246110.

Simon Gachter and Benedikt Herrmann. Reciprocity, culture and human cooperation: Pre-
vious insights and a new cross-cultural experiment. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci., 364
(1518):791-806, 2009. ISSN 14712970. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2008.0275.

Atsuo Yamauchi, Jun Tanimoto, and Aya Hagishima. An analysis of network reciprocity in
Prisoner’s Dilemma games using Full Factorial Designs of Experiment. BioSystems, 103(1):
85-92, 2011. ISSN 03032647. doi: 10.1016/j.biosystems.2010.10.006.

Erez Yoelia, Moshe Hoffmanbc, David G. Randed, and Martin A. Nowak. Powering up with
indirect reciprocity in a large-scale field experiment. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 110
(SUPPL2):10424-10429, 2013. ISSN 00278424. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1301210110.

21



[25]

[26]

[28]

[29]

[31]

[34]

[35]

Ben Greiner and M. Vittoria Levati. Indirect reciprocity in cyclical networks: An experi-
mental study. J. Econ. Psychol., 26(5):711-731, 2005. ISSN 01674870. doi: 10.1016/j.joep.
2004.04.003.

Tomas Kay, Laurent Keller, and Laurent Lehmann. The evolution of altruism and the serial
rediscovery of the role of relatedness. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 117(46):28894—-28898,
2020. ISSN 10916490. doi: 10.1073/pnas.2013596117.

Todd L. Parsons and Christopher Quince. Fixation in haploid populations exhibiting den-
sity dependence I: The non-neutral case. Theor. Popul. Biol., 72(1):121-135, 2007. ISSN
00405809. doi: 10.1016/j.tpb.2006.11.004.

Todd L. Parsons and Christopher Quince. Fixation in haploid populations exhibiting density
dependence II: The quasi-neutral case. Theor. Popul. Biol., 72(4):468-479, 2007. ISSN
00405809. doi: 10.1016/j.tpb.2007.04.002.

Todd L. Parsons, Christopher Quince, and Joshua B. Plotkin. Some consequences of de-
mographic stochasticity in population genetics. Genetics, 185(4):1345-1354, 2010. ISSN
00166731. doi: 10.1534/genetics.110.115030.

A. J. McKane and T. J. Newman. Predator-prey cycles from resonant amplification of
demographic stochasticity. Phys. Rev. Lett., 94(21):218102, 2005. ISSN 00319007. doi:
10.1103 /PhysRevLett.94.218102.

Thomas Butler and Nigel Goldenfeld. Robust ecological pattern formation induced by demo-
graphic noise. Phys. Rev. E, 80(3):030902, 2009. ISSN 15393755. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevE.
80.030902.

Oskar Hallatschek, Pascal Hersen, Sharad Ramanathan, and David R. Nelson. Genetic drift
at expanding frontiers promotes gene segregation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 104(50):
19926-19930, 2007. ISSN 00278424. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0710150104.

Frank Stollmeier and Jan Nagler. Unfair and anomalous evolutionary dynamics from fluctuat-
ing payoffs. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120(5):58101, 2018. ISSN 10797114. doi: 10.1103 /PhysRevLett.
120.058101. URL https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.058101.

Karl Wienand, Erwin Frey, and Mauro Mobilia. Evolution of a Fluctuating Population in a
Randomly Switching Environment. Phys. Rev. Lett., 119(15):158301, 2017. ISSN 10797114.
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.158301.

Ami Taitelbaum, Robert West, Michael Assaf, and Mauro Mobilia. Population dynamics in
a changing environment: random versus periodic switching. Phys. Rev. Lett., 125(4):048105,
2020. ISSN 10797114. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.048105.

22


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.058101

[36]

[37]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[47]

Thiparat Chotibut and David R. Nelson. Population genetics with fluctuating popu-
lation sizes. J. Stat. Phys., 167(3-4):777-791, 2017. ISSN 00224715. doi: 10.1007/
s10955-017-1741-y.

George W.A. Constable, Tim Rogers, Alan J. McKane, and Corina E. Tarnita. Demographic
noise can reverse the direction of deterministic selection. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A.,
113(32):E4745-E4754, 2016. ISSN 10916490. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1603693113.

Bahram Houchmandzadeh and Marcel Vallade. Selection for altruism through random drift
in variable size populations. BMC' Evol. Biol., 12(1):61, 2012. ISSN 14712148. doi: 10.1186/
1471-2148-12-61.

Bahram Houchmandzadeh. Fluctuation driven fixation of cooperative behavior. BioSystems,
127:60-66, 2015. ISSN 18728324. doi: 10.1016/j.biosystems.2014.11.006.

Weini Huang, Christoph Hauert, and Arne Traulsen. Stochastic game dynamics under de-
mographic fluctuations. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 112(29):9064-9069, 2015. ISSN
10916490. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1418745112.

Alain F Zuur, Elena N Ieno, Neil J Walker, Anatoly A Saveliev, Graham M Smith, and
Others. Mized effects models and extensions in ecology with R. Springer, New York, 2009.

Andreas Lindén and Samu Mantyniemi. Using the negative binomial distribution to model
overdispersion in ecological count data. Ecology, 92(7):1414-1421, 2011. ISSN 00129658. doi:
10.1890/10-1831.1.

Jay M. Ver Hoef and Peter L. Boveng. Quasi-poisson vs. negative binomial regression:
How should we model overdispersed count data? FEcology, 88(11):2766-2772, 2007. ISSN
00129658. doi: 10.1890/07-0043.1.

Shane A. Richards. Dealing with overdispersed count data in applied ecology. J. Appl. Ecol.,
45(1):218-227, 2008. ISSN 00218901. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.01377.x.

Anatol Rapoport, Albert M Chammah, and Carol J Orwant. Prisoner’s dilemma: A study

in conflict and cooperation, volume 165. University of Michigan press, 1965.

Peter Czuppon and Arne Traulsen. Fixation probabilities in populations under demo-
graphic fluctuations. J. Math. Biol., 77(4):1233-1277, 2018. ISSN 14321416. doi:
10.1007/s00285-018-1251-9.

Todd L. Parsons and Tim Rogers. Dimension reduction for stochastic dynamical systems
forced onto a manifold by large drift: A constructive approach with examples from theoretical
biology. J. Phys. A Math. Theor., 50(41):415601, 2017. ISSN 17518121. doi: 10.1088/
1751-8121/aa86¢7.

23



[48]

[49]

[50]

[60]

William Feller. An introduction to probability theory and its applications. Wiley, New York,
1950.

H. C. Davis and P. E. Chanley. Spawning and egg production of oysters and clams. The
Biological Bulletin, 110(2):117-128, 1956. ISSN 0006-3185. doi: 10.2307/1538972.

Bjarki Eldon and John Wakeley. Coalescent processes when the distribution of offspring num-
ber among individuals is highly skewed. Genetics, 172(4):2621-2633, 2006. ISSN 00166731.
doi: 10.1534/genetics.105.052175.

William J Brady, Julian A Wills, John T Jost, Joshua A Tucker, and Jay J Van Bavel.
Emotion shapes the diffusion of moralized content in social networks. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U. S. A., 114(28):7313-7318, 2017. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1618923114.

Joris Melchior Schroder, Eva-Maria Merz, Bianca Suanet, and Pamala Wiepking. The social
contagion of blood donations: Sustaining repeated prosocial behaviour. SocArXiv, 2021. doi:
10.31235/osf.io/kjcwh.

Giinter Last and Mathew Penrose. Lectures on the Poisson process. Cambridge University
Press, London, 2017.

B. C. Sheldon, L. E.B. Kruuk, and J. Merild. Natural selection and inheritance of breed-
ing time and clutch size in the collared flycatcher. Ewvolution, 57(2):406-420, 2003. ISSN
00143820. doi: 10.1111/j.0014-3820.2003.tb00274.x.

Josef Hofbauer and Karl Sigmund. Fvolutionary games and population dynamics. Cambridge
University Press, UK, 1998.

Eric R Pianka. On r-and k-selection. The american naturalist, 104(940):592-597, 1970.

Jason Schweinsberg. A necessary and sufficient condition for the A-coalescent to come down
from infinity. Electron. Commun. Probab., 5:1-11, 2000. ISSN 1083589X. doi: 10.1214/ECP.
v5-1013.

Ori Sargsyan and John Wakeley. A coalescent process with simultaneous multiple mergers
for approximating the gene genealogies of many marine organisms. Theor. Popul. Biol., 74

(1):104-114, 2008. ISSN 00405809. doi: 10.1016/j.tpb.2008.04.009.

Ricky Der, Charles Epstein, and Joshua B Plotkin. Dynamics of neutral and selected alleles
when the offspring distribution is skewed. Genetics, 191(4):1331-1344, 2012. doi: 10.1534/
genetics.112.140038.

Tan Braga and Lucas Wardil. When stochasticity leads to cooperation. Phys. Rev. E, 106:
014112, 2022. ISSN 17549469. doi: https://doi.org/10.1103 /PhysRevE.106.014112.

24



[61]

[62]

[63]

Michael Assaf, Mauro Mobilia, and Elijah Roberts. Cooperation dilemma in finite pop-
ulations under fluctuating environments. Phys. Rev. Lett., 111(23):238101, 2013. ISSN
00319007. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.238101.

Richadr Durrett and Simon Levin. The importance of being discrete (and spatial). Theor.
Popul. Biol., 46(3):363-394, 1994. ISSN 10960325. doi: 10.1006/tpbi.1994.1032.

Juliette Stehlé, Alain Barrat, and Ginestra Bianconi. Dynamical and bursty interactions in
social networks. Phys. Rev. E, 81(3):035101, 2010. ISSN 15393755. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevE.
81.035101.

K. I. Goh and A. L. Barabési. Burstiness and memory in complex systems. Epl, 81(4):48002,
2008. ISSN 02955075. doi: 10.1209/0295-5075/81/48002.

Alexei V. Tkachenko, Sergei Maslov, Ahmed Elbanna, George N. Wong, Zachary J. Weiner,
and Nigel Goldenfeld. Time-dependent heterogeneity leads to transient suppression of
the COVID-19 epidemic, not herd immunity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 118(17):
€2015972118, 2021. ISSN 10916490. doi: 10.1073/PNAS.2015972118.

Julius B. Kirkegaard and Kim Sneppen. Superspreading quantified from bursty epidemic
trajectories. Sci. Rep., 11(1):24124, 2021. ISSN 20452322. doi: 10.1038/341598-021-03126-w.

25



The arrow of evolution when the offspring variance is large

Supplementary Information

Guocheng Wang!, Qi Su??**, Long Wang!*, and Joshua B. Plotkin?3?

L Center for Systems and Control, College of Engineering, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China
2Center for Mathematical Biology, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104, USA
3Department of Mathematics, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104, USA
“Center for Multi-Agent Research, Institute for Artificial Intelligence, Peking University, Beijing 100871,
China
®Department of Biology, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104, USA

September 6, 2022

Contents
S1 Basic assumptions and population model 2
S2 Methods
S2.1 Fixation probability . . . . . . . . ...
52.2 Intuition for the effects of demographic stochasticity . . . . ... ... ... 6
S3 Examples: some explicit birth-death processes 8
S4 Extensions 11
S4.1 General games . . . . . . ... 11
S4.1.1 ODE-based analysis . . . . . .. .. .. ... .. 12
S4.1.2 Stationary distribution . . . . . . ..o oL oo 14
S4.1.3 Games with multiple strategies . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... .... 15
S4.2 Dynamics in slow-growing populations . . . . . . . . .. ... ... 17
S4.2.1 Fixation probability . . . . . . . .. ... o 17
S4.2.2 Extinction and persistence . . . . .. .. .. L oL oL 18
Appendix: Details of simulations 20
Supplementary figures 23



S1 Basic assumptions and population model

We use a continuous-time, discrete state Markov process to describe births and deaths in
a population of replicating individuals. We study a family of population models by making

the following axiomatic assumptions about the birth process:

Assumption S1.1. Let the stochastic process Xt(i)

denote the number of offspring that
indiwvidual © produces in time 0 — t. We assume that the stochastic process satisfies the
following four properties:

(1)x5 =o;

(2)Independent increment: Xt(i)T — Xt(i) is independent of Xt(i);

(8)Stationary increment: Xt(QT — Xt(i) and X have the same distribution;

(4 )Non-decreasing: Xt(_i)T — Xt(i) > 0.

Given these properties, the mean and variance of Xt(i) are both linear functions of t,
and the offspring distribution (the number of offspring within unit of time) is homogeneous
and independent of time. We use &; to denote the offspring distribution. To describe the
distribution of & we make the following axiomatic assumptions about its expectation and

variance:

Assumption S1.2. The mean and variance of & are given by
(1) E(&) = B + smi;
(2) Var({i) = 01 B + do8m;.

Here, the parameter B denotes the baseline of birth rate, m; denotes individual ¢’s payoff
(obtained from pairwise social interactions in the population), and s denotes the selection
intensity. A larger value of s means that payoffs have a stronger effect on individual’s birth
process. In this paper, we adopt the common assumption that the selection intensity is
weak (s < 1).

The expected number of offspring in one unit of time, E(&;), is called the fitness of
individual 7. In the regime of weak selection we can expand E(§;) as a Taylor series and
truncate it to first order in ;. Thus, Assumption S1.2 includes a large range of different
birth models. Note that in a classical discrete-time model of reproduction, such as the Moran
process, fitness is often assumed to be an exponential function of payoff, i.e, exp(B + sm;).
This is consistent with our definition of fitness E(§;) = B + sm; in continuous time.

The space of models defined by the axioms above includes models in which the birth
process is not Poisson, but is rather over-dispersed. There are many ways to produce over-
dispersion, where the mean and variance are correlated in different ways [1, 2], such as
quasi-Poisson model (variance is proportional to mean), mixed-effects Poisson model and
negative binomial model (variance is a quadratic function of mean). Here, we stipulate only
a general form of correlation between variance and mean, which covers a large range birth

different processes: Var(&;) = f(E(&;)) = f(B+sm;). In the regime of weak selection s < 1,



we can expand the variance to first order in s, which yields (2) in Assumption S1.2. The
parameter 9; measures how the variance component in the offspring distribution scales with
the baseline birth rate, which is the same for all individuals. Whereas the parameter do
measure how the variance component of the offspring distribution scales with the current
payoff of individual ¢, which may vary across individuals. The case §; = d» = 1 simplifies
to a classic Poisson birth process. Whereas if §; > 1, the birth processes is over-dispersed
(because we work in the regime s < 1).

Suppose there are N individuals of a given phenotype. Thus these N individuals have
the same but independent birth rates. The overall birth rate of this phenotype is then

N
> &, (S1.1)
i=1

which converges to a normal distribution when N is large, by the central limit theorem. We
approximate the Markov process by a diffusion equation, which depends only on the first
two moments of &; and is expected to be a good approximation in large enough populations.
In addition, we perform explicit simulations of processes, and compare their results to the
predictions derived by the diffusion approximation, in Section S3.

We assume death events follow a Poisson process governed by two terms, for each phe-
notype. One term arises from a constant baseline death rate, denoted by D. The other
term corresponds to deaths caused by competition among individuals for limited resources,
which introduces a carrying capacity on the entire population. Specifically, the competition

process is modelled by a reaction process
X+Y = X, (S1.2)

which takes place with constant rate A and X and Y are any two individuals. Thus, the
death rate caused by competition is A times the population size.

Given these assumptions, the population is described by a continuous-time discrete state
Markov process, which can be approximated by a diffusion equation. We start by using
the traditional donation game as an example, to produce payoff expressions and derive the
corresponding diffusion equation. Consider a population composed of x cooperators and y
defectors. Each individual plays games with all other players (including self) and obtains
an average payoff. Each cooperator provides a benefit b to his opponent and pays a cost
¢, but a defector contributes nothing and pays no cost. The payoff matrix for a pairwise

interaction is as follows:
C D

C b—c —c\ . (51.3)
D b 0



Summing over all pairwise interactions, the total payoff for a cooperator and defector are
T

= b—c, S1.4
C prarp c (S1.4a)
x
= . S1.4b
™= (S1.4b)

We assume that in a short time interval At¢, the number of births of cooperators is
Az, and the number of deaths of cooperators is Az~. Thus the increment of cooperators
is Az = Az — Az~. The same applies to defectors, y. Then, we obtain the following

expressions for mean change in state of short time At
E[Az(t)|z(t),y(t)] =z(t)[B + stc — D — Mz (t) + y(t))]At, (S1.5a)
E[Ay(#)]x(t),y(1)] =y(t)[B + stp — D — Az (t) + y(t))]At. (S1.5b)
Since deaths follow a Poisson process, the variance of Az~ equals to its mean, namely

DxAt + Mz(x + y)At. Moreover, Ax™ is independent of Az, which leads to the following

expressions for the variance in state change of short time At
E[Az(t)?|z(t), y(t)] ~Var[Az(t)T — Az(t)"] = Var[Az(t) "] + Var[Az(t) 7]
=x(t)(61 B + d2smc) At + Dx(t) At + Az (t)(x(t) + y(t)) At + o(At),
(S1.6a)

~Var[Ay(t)T — Ay(t)"] = Var[Ay(t)T] + Var[Ay(t) ]
=y(t)(61B + d2smp) At + Dy(t) At + Ay (t)(2(t) + y(1)) At + o(At).

E[Ay(t)*]a(t), y(t)

(S1.6Db)
Thus, we obtain
A11'1t1g10 E[Am(t)]w(t)A—t nyt) =yl _ z[B + st — D — Mz + y)], (S1.7a)
Aliglo E[Ay(t)’x(t)A:t :1:73/(75) = y] _ y[B +stp—D — )\(i(} + y>]’ (Sl7b>
2 _ —
Al;ltglo ElAx(t) x(t)At_ ryt) =yl _ (01B + dasmc)x + D + Ax(z + ), (S1.7¢)
Jlim E[Ay(t)g‘x(tgj LY =Y _ (5.8 + sysmp)y + Dy + Ay + ), (S1.7d)
_ EAz@)Ay(@)|2(t) =z, y(t) = y] _

AI%I_I:O At = 0. (S1.7¢)

In what follows, for simplicity we use « to denote B — D, which represents the baseline
net growth rate of the population, independent of payoff effects. Then we can then use the

following diffusion equation to approximate the Markov process[3]:

dz =z [0 + s7c — Az + )] dt + /(618 + 62570)z + Dz + Aa(z + y)dW”,  (S1.8a)
dy =y [a + stp — Mz + y)] dt + /(61 B + dasmp)y + Dy + \y(z + y)th(2), (S1.8b)

where Wt(l) and Wt(z) are two independent Wiener processes, and the diffusion terms are

interpreted in the sense of It6.



S2 Methods

S2.1 Fixation probability

To investigate the dynamics of population size and cooperator frequency, we introduce

a coordinates transformation, setting p = x/(x + y) and n = x + y. Applying Itd’s lemma

6 c')p 62]? 2 1 6 p
a'n an 1 82 2 1 82 2

to Eq. S1.8 we obtain

1—
dp =sep(1 — p) (ff - 1) dt + Tp\/x(élB +D + )\n)th(l)

- g\/y(élB + D+ an)dw,?, (S2.2a)

dn =[na + s(b — ¢)pn — An?]dt + \/z(6;B + D + )\n)th(l)
+y(61B + D+ An)dw®. (S2.2b)

Here, we have ignored terms of order O(s) in the diffusion term.

We work in the regime of weak selection, s < 1. Here the population growth rate is
mainly determined by the baseline birth and death rates, « = B — D. If a > 0, the popu-
lation will grow logistically until it reaches the carrying capacity. If a < 0, the population
will eventually perish. The case of a = 0 is a critical case, where the growth rate is totally
determined by payoffs. In this paper, we only discuss the case of a > 0.

In this section, we focus first on a fast-growing population (« > s). In this setting,
the system features a time-scale separation [4]. For the corresponding ordinary differential
equation (i.e. omitting the diffusion term in Eq. 52.2), since a > s, n equilibrates much
more quickly than p. Therefore, given an arbitrary initial configuration pg and ng, before
p changes at all the dynamical system rapidly converges to the slow manifold defined by
dn = 0, or more explicitly,

a+sb—c)p «

=& —. 2.
n 3 3 (52.3)

The slow manifold is in fact the carrying capacity of the environment, denoted by M. It
reflects the maximum number of individuals that the environment can sustain. For the
stochastic system, the system still shows the features of fast-slow dynamics (Fig. S3). The
population size n will quickly converges to M, and then fluctuate around it.

Since the population reaches the carrying capacity rapidly, and the population size then
fluctuate around M in subsequent evolution, we can use M to replace n in Eq. S2.2a.
Remembering D + AM = B, we obtain a one-dimensional diffusion system describing the

evolution of cooperator frequency on the slow manifold:

dp = sep(1 — p) <f\; - 1> dt + \/(51 T 1)M <\/7dW(1) \/ﬁth(2)> . (S2.4)
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The solution of Eq. S2.4 is a Markov process with the infinitesimal generator given by

09 ) ﬁ n ((51 + 1)Bp(1 — p) 82f

Lf=sep(l—p) (M—l o Wi el

(52.5)

For Eq. S1.8, x = 0 and y = 0 are two absorbing states. Given the initial number of
cooperators zg and defectors yp, for some time ¢, if z(¢) > 0 and y(t) = 0 (i.e. p = 1)
is satisfied, we say cooperators have fixed [5]. The probability that cooperators will fix
is called fixation probability, denoted p. Given the initial frequency of cooperators pqg

(po = x0/(x0 + yo)), the fixation probability of cooperators p(pg) is the solution of

Lp =0,
p(1) =1, (S2.6)
p(0) = 0.
The solution of this equation can be calculated explicitly [3], which is
P S(z)dx
0
po) = =, S2.7
plpo) fol S(x)dx ( )
where
2E(p)
S(x) = exp( —dp) , S2.8a
(x) Do) (52.82)
E(p) = scp(1 —p) (jé - 1) : (52.8b)
1)Bp(1 —
D(p) = Lt DBI=p) (S2.8¢)
M
Using this method, we obtain the fixation probability:
exp {7(512jf)3 (M — 52)p0} -1 sc
p(po) = > A po — G+ 1)B (M —d2)po(1 —po).  (52.9)

If s = 0, p(po) — po, which means that fixation probability in the absense of selection is
equal to the initial frequency of cooperators. Furthermore, if 2sc¢M /(5 B+B)—2d2s¢/ (01 B+
B) <0, ie.

M < do, (S2.10)

the fixation probability will exceed that of neutral drift, i.e. p(pg) > po, which means that

cooperation is favored by natural selection.

S2.2 Intuition for the effects of demographic stochasticity

In Fig. 4 of the main text, we have illustrated that fluctuations taking the trajectories
off the slow manifold quickly return to the slow manifold, travelling along one of the the

fast manifolds. However, the position where the trajectories return to the slow manifold
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Figure S1. The advective force along the slow manifold induced by demographic noise.

is expected to have a deviation from the original starting point, which yields an effective
advective force on the evolution of p along the slow manifold.. Here, we provide a more
accurate calculation for this drift.

Suppose the initial number of cooperators and defectors are x and y, lying on the slow
manifold x +y = M. As shown in Fig. S1, due to the noise, the trajectory may fluctuate to
point A (with fluctuation Az in z-direction and Ay in y-direction) within a short time At.
Then, it will return to the slow manifold at point B along the fast manifold, which is very
fast so that the return time can be ignored. As a result there exists an effective advective
force on the number of cooperators (i.e. ' — z) along the slow manifold. We now derive
the expectation of ' — z.

By Fig. S1, we can obtain that
, r+ Az

= . 2.11
v (x+y)x+y+Ax+Ay (8 )
Then, we have
[ r+ Ax
1+ =20
[ A A A Ay)?
~E (:U+A:z:)<1— v+ Ay, (A 12/) )— }
I T+y (xz+y)
[ Yy 2 2
= |-——FAz"+ ——=A . S2.12
LA ] (52.122)

Here, (Az, Ay) obeys a two-dimensional Gaussian distribution. According to Eq. S1.7, we
have
E[Az?] ~ Var(Az) = 2(01 B + dasmc + D + Mz + y))At, (S2.13a)
E[Ay?] ~ Var(Ay) = y(61B + dasmp + D + A + y))At. (S2.13b)



Substituting Eq. S2.13 into Eq. S2.12, we have

Efz' — a] = —2—8ss(mp — mc)AL. (S2.14)

(z+y)

Thus, when 7o < mp, the advective force induced by noise tends to increase the number
of cooperators. When mp < 7o, the number of cooperators is expected to decreases, and
thus defectors are expected to increase. This analysis verifies the conclusion in Fig. 4 in the

main text.

S3 Examples: some explicit birth-death processes

We have analyzed a large class of models by stipulating axiomatic forms for the mean
and variance in the birth process, and studying it by approximation using a diffusion equa-
tion. Here, for concreteness sake, we specify some explicit discrete-state/continuous times
processes that satisfy our axiomatic assumptions (Assumption S1.1 and Assumption S1.2)

and we demonstrate that our analysis predicts their behavior.

Poisson process

Most prior studies depict birth events often through a reaction equation
vy Lv4y, (S3.1)

where Y is an arbitrary individual and 6 is the birth rate. This assumption produces a birth
process that is Poisson with intensity §. Within a time interval [¢,t + At], the offspring
number of the individual obeys a Poisson distribution with expectation #; At and variance
0;At. As usual, the variance is equal to the mean in this classic case.

In our more general family of models we consider the number of offspring & produced

by individual ¢ within one unit of time, which is assumed to satisfy

E(fl) =B+sm =46, (83.2a)
Var(fi) = 01 B + dq9sm; = 0;. (S3.2b)

Our family of models thus contains the classical Poisson birth process in the case case

01 = 62 = 1. In this case, the condition that cooperation is favored becomes to
M <1, (S3.3)

which can never be achieved since the carrying capacity can never be lower than 1. And so,

under our family of models, a strictly Poisson birth process can never favor cooperation.

Compound Poisson process

In Poisson process, there is only one offspring produced in each reproduction event. How-

ever, for many species in nature, a large number of offspring are produced simultaneously



in each reproduction event. We call the number of offspring produced (instantaneously) in
a single reproduction event the litter size. In general the litter size is stochastic. In this
section we describe how to model such a birth processes using a compound Poisson process.

We use M; to denote the times of reproduction events from 0 to ¢ and we assume that
M, is a Poisson process with intensity #. And in each reproduction event, the litter size Z
obeys a distribution with mean p and variance o2. Therefore, the total number of offspring
in [0,] is

X(t)=Y_ Z. (S3.4)

=0ut, (S3.5a)
Var(X (1)) =E[X (t)°] - (E[X (1)])

RIELX (02 M(1)]) — 6242

=E[M (t)o? + M (t)*1?] — 6% p>t?

=0(c% + p?)t. (S3.5b)

Thus, X (t) is also a stochastic process with stationary and independent increment which

satisfies Assumption S1.1. From Assumption S1.2, we obtain

E(&) =B + smi = 0, (S3.6a)
Var(&;) =01 B + Sasm; = 0;(uF + a?). (S3.6b)

Here, Z can be any random variable over non-negative integers, with an arbitrary probabil-
ity distribution. In this paper we consider two specific cases: Z obeys a Poisson distribution,

or a negative binomial distribution.

Case 1: A Poisson litter size
First we study the case where Z has the Poisson distribution. For a player with payoff m;, we
assume that M; is a Poisson process with parameter 0; and Z obeys a Poisson distribution

with parameter p;. Then, Eq. S3.6 gives that

B + sm; =0;u;, (S3.7a)
61B + osm; =0; (12 + p5). (S3.7b)

The reproduction process of an individual is totally controlled by the two parameters

0; and p;. On the other hand, the reproducing process is determined by sm;. Thus, 6; and



w; are functions of sm;. In the regime of weak selection (s < 1), any function of sm; can be
expand in a Taylor series. Neglecting higher order terms in s leads to ; and p; being linear

in m;. Thus, we can assume

0; = 6y + kgsm, (S3.8a)
i = o + ks (S3.8b)

Substituting Eq. S3.8 into Eq. S3.7, we can obtain that

B + sm; = opo + (Boky + poke)smi + o(s), (S3.9a)
518 + Sasm; = Oo(pd + 110) + [ko (1 + po) + 00200k, + k,)|smi + o(s). (S3.9b)

Comparing the both sides of Eq. S3.9, it yields

B =6y, (S3.10a)
1 =60k, + poke, (S3.10b)
618 =0o(ud + o), (S3.10¢)
8y =ko (15 + o) + Oo(2p0ky + k)- (53.10d)

There are four equations and four unknowns (6o, o, kg, k), and so this system is solvable.

We can solve that:

B

b =5—7 (S3.11a)
po =61 — 1, (S3.11b)
ko —(25(161__‘521));1, (S3.11c)
k, _% j; o (S3.11d)

It is worth noting that this construction is meaningful only when 6; and u; are positive.
Because s < 1, we expect that 0; and p; are positive only when 6y and pg are positive, which
requires 07 > 1. This means that for any parameters d1, d2, and B, provided d; > 1, we can
construct such a Poisson-Poisson process that satisfies Assumption S1.2. Note also that a
birth process based on Poisson-Poisson process always naturally leads to over-dispersion in

the number of offspring.

Case 2: A negative binomial litter size

Now we study the case where Z follows a negative binomial Poisson distribution. For a
player with payoff 7;, we assume that M; is a Poisson process with parameter 0;, and Z
obeys a negative binomial distribution with parameters ¢; and m (g; € (0,1) and m € N*).

The negative binomial distribution has mean ¢;m /(1 — ¢;) and variance ¢;m/(1 —¢;)?. Since

10



m is an integer and cannot change continuously with m;, we assume that all individuals
share an identical m.
Then, Assumption S1.2 and Eq. S3.5 give

B + sm; =6, ( i > , (S3.12a)
1 —g
818 + Sysm; =0 ( am’ _, __am ) (S3.12b)
1 25™; =0; . .
(—ap (-
Similarly, we further assume that 6; and g; are linear in 7;, that is
0; = 60y + kgsm;, (S3.13a)
¢ = qo + kqsm;. (S3.13Db)
Substituting Eq. S3.13 into Eq. S3.12 and using similar techniques, we can solve to find
B(1+m)
g =——-— 14
TG - m (53.14a)
01— 1
= S3.14b
1 5 +m’ ( )
(201 — 92 — 1)(m +1)
kg = 14
? (61— 1)*>m ’ (83.14c)
(m+1)(02 — d1)
k, = S3.14d
a B((Sl + m)2 ( )

Similarly, this construction is meaningful only when 6 is positive and g is in [0, 1], which
implies §; > 1. And so we see that birth process based on Poisson-negative binomial process
always leads to over-dispersion.

Here in our construction, we have assumed m is fixed and the same for all individuals.
If m can vary for different individuals, the construction will be more complicated and not
unique. Moreover, we have only considered two examples of compound Poisson process
here, but many other construction can be derived similarly. And so Assumption S1.2 is
very general axiom so that the space of models we analyze covers a wide range of birth

processes.

S4 Extensions

S4.1 General games

So far, we have analyzed the classic donation games, to explore the effects of demographic
stochasticity on the evolution of cooperation. To explore more general results, we extend
our model to general two-player/two-action games. A general two-player two-action game

has the following payoff structure

C D
C a b
D c d )’

11



Here, the two strategies are still called cooperation (C) and defection (D), which are now
just generic terms that carry no implied meaning. When two cooperators interact, they
both receive payoff a. When a cooperator encounters a defector, the cooperator receives b
while the defector receives ¢. Mutual defection brings d to both players.

If there are = players employing cooperation and y players employing defection, their

payoffs are respectively

xa + yb
= ) S4.1
ne = (54.1)
xc+yd
= . S4.2
o rT+y ( )

As before, we make the parameter transformation p = x/(x +y) and n = = + y. Then,

under the assumption of a > s, we can still separate the time-scale of n and p, which gives

dp —sp(1 — p) [(1—?&) (b—d—i—(a—b—c—s—d)p)] i

N \/ (61 + 1)]1\3217(1 —p) ( ST paw D — \/]»,th@)), (34.3)

where M is the carrying capacity given by M = «/\.

S4.1.1 ODE-based analysis

If the carrying capacity is large, the diffusion term is very small, and thus has little
influence on the dynamics. Thus, to provide an rough intuitive interpretation, we first
analyze Eq. S4.3 by omitting its diffusion term altogether, which simplifies to an ordinary
differential equation (ODE). That is

dpzsp(l—p)[(l—fé) (b—d+(a—b—c+d)p)| dt. (S4.4)

If we ignore s and let do = 0 in Eq. S4.4, it actually degenerates to the classic replicator
equation.

We denote Eq. S4.4 as dp = f(p)dt in what follows. This equation has three equilibrium

points:
p=1, (S4.5b)
. d—1>
PEP = T T d (S4.5¢)

These equilibrium points are meaningful only if they are located in the domain [0, 1].
Games can be classified into three scenarios in terms of the number of equilibrium points
within [0, 1] and their stabilities. We will analyze the effects of demographic noise for the

three scenarios respectively.

12



Dominance games:

For a dominance game, a player’s best choice of strategy does not depend on the oppo-
nent’s strategy. Without loss of generality, we suppose a < ¢ and b < d such that defection
is always the best choice (e.g., prisoner’s dilemma).

Since the definition domain of p is [0, 1], in this case, p* ¢ [0, 1]. Thus, Eq. S4.4 has only
two fixed points: p =0 and p = 1.

If 65 < M, we have

df(p)

dp

df(p)

<0 and —|—~%

> 0. (S4.6)
p=0,62<M dp

p=1,00<M

Thus, only p = 0 (i.e. defectors take over the population) is stable. However, we find that

df(p) df(p)

<0, (S4.7)
dp |s,cpr dp

0o >M

which means do > M can alter the stability of equilibrium points. If 3 > M, p = 1 becomes

stable but p = 0 is unstable, which implies cooperators will take over the population.

Coexistence games:

If ¢ > a and b > d, this game is a coexistence game. The best choice for an individual
is to choose the opposite strategy of her opponent’s. In this case, all of the three points
(Eq. S4.5) are in [0, 1]. Hence the system has three equilibrium points.

When 69 < M, we have

df(p) Lo )

dp p=0,60<M dp p=1,60<M

df(p)

> 0, and W

<0 (54.8)
p=p*,02<M

Thus, only p = p* is stable, which means cooperators and defectors will coexist in the
equilibrium state.

But for 3 > M, p = 0 and p = 1 becomes stable but p = (d—b)/(a—b—c+d) is unstable,
which means cooperators or defectors will finally take over the population. Cooperators and

defectors can never coexist.

Coordination games:

If a > ¢ and d > b, the game is a coordination game. The best choice is to choose the
same strategy as your opponent. Similar to the coexistence game, all of the three equilibrium
points exist. However, given dy < M, the interior point (p*) is no longer stable and the
two points on the boundary (p = 0 and p = 1) are stable. Thus, the system will eventually
converge to full-cooperator or full-defector state according to the initial configuration.

If 65 > M, the coordination game can be transformed to a coexistence game. Specifically,
p* becomes stable and another two points are unstable, which means cooperators and

defectors will coexist.
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Generally, under the condition of do > M, the changes on dynamics can be viewed as

doing a transformation on the payoff matrix. For any games, it can transform the payoff

(- )

Thus, compared to the classical outcome, which occurs for §o < M, we have the following

matrix to its opposite one, i.e.,

effects when do > M: for a dominance game the dominant strategy is swapped; coexistence
games are transformed to coordination games; a coordination games are transformed to

coexistence games.

S4.1.2 Stationary distribution

The analysis above is obtained by omitting the stochastic term, reducing the analysis
to an ODE. If we retain the stochastic term, Eq. S4.4 is a Markov process that has two
absorbing states p = 0 and p = 1. Thus, this Markov process is not ergodic and the
stationary distribution is not unique. A technical approach to studying this is to assume
the boundaries are reflecting, so that no states are absorbing [3]. Mechanistically, this means
that when the number of cooperators (defectors) becomes zero, a new cooperator (defectors)
arises instantly in the population. Thus the definition domain of p becomes [1/M,1—1/M]
approximately. Similar techniques are also used in [6]. This approach makes the Markov
process ergodic and the stationary distribution (denoted by v*(p)) is unique. A frequency
p with greater density in stationary distribution means that trajectories spend more time
in the neighborhood of p. The stationary distribution v*(p) is the solution of the following
Fokker-Planck equation:

- Cf;u‘l(p)v*(p) + ;(i;l?(p)v*(p) =0 (S4.9)
where A(p) and B(p) is given by
A(p) =sp(1 —p) (1 - E) [b—d+ (a—b—c+d)p (S4.10a)
d1 +1)Bp(1 — p)

B(p) :( (S4.10Db)

2M

The solution of this equation can be expressed explicitly [3]:

Bj(\;) exp [2 /Op ﬁfﬁf)) dp’} 7 (S4.11)

where N is a normalization constant such that

v*(p) =

1-1/M
/ v*(p)dp = 1. (S4.12)
1M
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By some basic manipulations, we obtain the stationary distribution. That is

NM ox { 2sM (_52
6+ 1)Bp(L—p) V61 + 1B M

>Kb—®p+é@—b—c+@ﬁq
(S4.13)

In the following analyse we omit N since it does not affect the shape of the distribution.
We find that Eq. S4.13 is the product of two components:

vi(p) = (

M
vi(p) = 0 T DB —p) (S4.14a)
va2(p) = exp [@fij\f)B ( — j;) [(b—d)p+ %(a —b—c+d)p?|. (S4.14b)

Here, vi(p) is an U-shape distribution, where the boundaries p = 1 and p = 0 have
the largest probability density. For wvs(p), since the exponential function is monotonic
increasing, the shape of vo(p) is determined by the quadratic function inside. If d9 < M,
for the prisoner’s dilemma (dominance game), va(p) achieves its extremum at p = 0. For
a coordination game or a coexistence game, ve(p) achieves its extremum in the interior
(p = p*) or on the boundary (p = 0 and p = 1) respectively. If o > M, the maximum of
va(p) in the case of d2 < M is now turned to be minimum, and vice versa.

if (61+1)B is small, the shape of v*(p) is mainly determined by vy (p) because exponential
function is dominant. Thus, we can see the humps of the stationary distribution are in
accordance with the stable equilibria in the deterministic analysis. And large o can alter
the position of the humps in stationary distribution, which confirms that large d» can
transform the dynamics of a game. However, if (§; + 1)B is large, v*(p) is dominated by
v1(p). The stationary distribution is always U-shape, so all games have similar properties
with coordination games. This kind of transformation is not found in ODE-based analysis.

Thus, we can conclude that for a coexistence game, the previously condition we derived
for transformation into a coordination game, do > M, is actually conservative, since d; also
works to transform the game into a coordination game. However, for a coordination game,
the condition d2 > M is liberal, since the heterogeneity in variance (large d2) should offset

the effects of §; first when it tries to transform the game into a coexistence game.

S4.1.3 Games with multiple strategies

All prior analysese have focused on games with only two possible actions. Here we
extend our analysis to the case of games with more than two strategies, which includes
the famous rock-paper-scissors game with non-transitive payoff structure. For a two-player

game with m strategies, suppose its payoff matrix is

ailr -0 Gim
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Let n; denote the number of individuals who adopt strategy i (the population size is
n = > _n;), and p; denote the frequency of strategy i. This gives p; = n;/n. Collecting all

frequencies, we get a vector p = [p1,- - ,pn]. The payoff of individuals with strategy i is
= (Ap)i, (54.15)

and its growth equation is

dn; = nila + sm; — An]dt + \/m(élB + dosm; + D + )\n)th(i). (54.16)

Applying 1t6’s lemma

m ap 1 m
1
=> 5 +3 Z (S4.17)
k=1 =
and separating the time-scale of n and p (assuming «a > s), we obtain the stochastic

differential equation for p;:

5 _ O+ 1)Bpi @) N~ [+ DB )
dp; = s <1 — M> pi (m; — ) dt+ Tth —Pi ; Tth (54.18)

where T = ) p;m; is the average payoff. This is a n — 1 dimensional system. For large M,
the diffusion term can also be ignored. This shows that for games with multiple strategies,
when 6o > M, the sign of the drift term can also be changed. And so once again, similar
to the case of two-action games, we find that large heterogeneity in offspring variance due
to payoff (large d2) can reverse the direction of evolution.

Using similar techniques, we can also analyze the stationary distribution with reflect-
ing boundaries. Suppose the stationary distribution is v*(p) = v*(p1,p2, -+ ,Pn—1). The

corresponding Fokker-Planck equation is

n—1
0
- A *(p) =0, S4.19
; oy Ai(P) ; az ap] (P)v" (P) (84.19)
where
Ai(p) = (s - Sj\éj) pi(mi —7) (S4.20)
(6 +1)B . .
. PiDj i 7 J
Bij(p) = W Y (S4.21)
’ { OBy (1 —p) i=]

Unfortunately, it is difficult to obtain an explicit solution for this equation. And so we resort
to simulations to show that large offspring variance can qualitatively change the directions

of evolution and the stationary distribution (Fig. S4).
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S4.2 Dynamics in slow-growing populations

In all our analyses above we have assumed that the net baseline growth rate, a =
B — D, is sufficiently large compared to selection intensity s, so that the population rapidly
approaches carrying capacity. In this setting the analysis can be simplified to a one-
dimensional system (for two-strategy games), by separation of timescales. By contrast,
in this section we focus on the case in which the net baseline growth rate of the population
is small. In particular, we study the case when baseline growth has the same order as
selection, @ = O(s). In this regime the population grows very slowly and fixation of one
type or another typically occurs long before reaching carrying capacity. The key question
still remains: can large offspring variance qualitatively change the evolutionary outcome?

We analyze this question in the case of the donation game.

S4.2.1 Fixation probability

Since the system can no longer be simplified to a single dimension along the slow man-
ifold, the fixation probability will now depend on the initial population size as well as the
initial frequency of cooperators. Suppose there are ng individuals and a portion py of them
are cooperators initially. Given Eq. S2.2, the fixation probability p(pg,ng) of cooperators
satisfies the following backward Kolmogorov equation (in the following derivation, we omit

the subscripts and write the fixation probability as p(p,n)):

gp(pvn) =Y,
p(lLin)=1, n>0 (54.22)
p(0,n) =0, n>0
where
N rd—p)|of ~opn— a2
Gf = |—scp(l —p) + dasc - o + [+ s(b—c)pn — An ]8n
(1B + D + An)p(1 —p)ﬁ (1B + D + An)n 02 f
+ o 57+ . 3 (S4.23a)

is the infinitesimal generator of Eq. S2.2. In the neutral case (s = 0), we can verify that the
solution of Eq. S4.22 is p = p. Thus, the fixation probability equals the initial frequency
po when s = 0. For weak selection, inspired by the form of fixation probability in Eq. S2.9
and the boundary conditions of Eq. S4.22, we make the ansatz that the solution has the
following form [5]

p(p,n) =p+sp(l —p)p(n) + o(s). (54.24)

Substituting Eq. S4.24 into Eq. S4.22 and only retaining the first-order term of s (note that
a = 0(s) and A < s due to the large carrying capacity), we can obtain

0 0B+ D 0B+ D
+ic_1+¢+(1+)n

. - 5 " = 0. (S4.25)
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This is an Euler-Cauchy equation, whose solution is

A2 cn (520
= An? 4+ = — : S4.26
o) =Mt = S B D T B+ D (54.26)
where A; and Ay are arbitrary constants. Substitution into Eq. S4.24 yields
AQ cn 520
= 1—p)(An?+ = — : 4.2
plocn) =p+sp(1—p) (A 4 22— 2O (s

To satisfy the boundary conditions (i.e. p(0,n) = 0 and p(1,n) = 1), p(1 — p)¢(n) must
equal to 0 when p = 0 and p = 1, which has already been satisfied. Furthermore, when
¢ = 0, cooperators and defectors always have the same payoffs. Thus, in this case, the
evolution is also equivalent to a neutral drift and the fixation probability must equal p,
which yields p(1 —p)@(n) = 0 for all p when ¢ = 0. We obtain A; = Az = 0. So the fixation

probability of cooperators is

SC

- mpo(l —Po)(no - 52)' (84'28)

P = Do

Note that this expression for the fixation probability is similar to Eq. S2.9 (ignoring the
difference in the coefficient), but the carrying capacity M has been replaced by initial
population size ng. If

d2 > no, (54.29)

then the fixation probability exceeds pg, which means cooperation is be favored by selection.
The form of this condition is similar to Eq. S2.10. Moreover, numerical simulations and
individual-based simulations (based on compound Poisson processes) both verify that this
condition accurately predicts when cooperation will be favored in a slow-growing population
(Fig. S5 and S6).

S4.2.2 Extinction and persistence

When « ~ s the population size grows slowly. For small initial population size ng, fixa-
tion occurs rapidly, so that fixation typically occurs before the population reaches carrying
capacity. After cooperators or defectors become fixed, the system then becomes a one-
dimensional process, where all individuals have the same payoff and thus have the same
variance in offspring number. The population will then either go extinct, or grow logisti-
cally until the population reaches the carry capacity (Fig. S7) (and thereafter persist for
exponentially long in the carrying capacity). Here, we analyze the process of extinction
or persistence in the case when cooperators fix (the procedures are analogous in case of
defectors fixing first).

If cooperators become fixed, the system then contains only cooperators for all subsequent

evolution. Therefore it becomes a one-dimensional diffusion process, which is given by

dz = z[a + (b — ¢) — A]dt + /2(0,B + D + Az)dW, . (54.30)
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By analyzing the corresponding deterministic system (07 = d = 0), the carrying capacity
of cooperators is given by
a+sb—c
Mo = E\) (54.31)
For the stochastic system, we first analyze the case of no competition for resources (i.e.,

A = 0, and so no carrying capacity). The equation becomes

dz = z[a + s(b — o)]dt + \/z(61B + D)dW, . (S4.32)

When we ignore the stochastic term, this equation represents exponential growth. The
population size grows without bound. When the stochastic term is considered, given there
are xy cooperators after they become fixed, there are two scenarios: grow to infinity or go
extinct, since x = 0 is an absorbing state. The probability that cooperators go extinct given

that there are x¢ cooperators after their fixation can be computed by [3]

[0 s(z)dz
Po = m. (S4.33)
where
s(2) = exp < _QI;E(%) dz> JB(z) = zfa+ s(b— ), D(z) = 6,B= + Dz.  (S4.34)

After some manipulations, we obtain

(S4.35)

Po = oxp (_2(s(b —c)+ a)xf>’

OB+ D

which is termed as perishing probability here. And the probability of growing to infinity is
thus 1 — Pgo.

When competition for resources is considered (A # 0), the population can never grow
without bound. There are only one absorbing state x = 0 and the population size is bounded
due to the restriction of carrying capacity. Thus, for all xf, the probability that coopera-
tors finally perish is 1. However, the population usually does not perish directly after they
fix, but the population still grows to the carrying capacity and fluctuates around it for a
very long time (in fact, exponentially long in the carrying capacity) before their extinction
(Fig. S7). Thus, when the carrying capacity is large, in any practical application the popu-
lation will not go extinct once it has reached carrying capacity. So we can artificially divide
the dynamics into two scenarios: given there are x; cooperators after they become fixed,
the cooperators will either perish directly (Fig. STA), or they grow to carrying capacity and
then fluctuate around it for an extremely long time (Fig. S7C). Since the initial population
size is small, the competition among individuals can be ignored before the population size
reaches the carrying capacity. The probability of perishing directly can be approximated
by the case of no competition, i.e. Po. And the probability of reaching carrying capacity
is approximated by 1 — Pco. This approximation agrees well with simulations (Fig. S8A).
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Similarly, if defectors become fixed, then the extinction probability can also be obtained

using the same method. That is

(6%
Pp = exp (_&éj:rl))' (S4.36)

And if they do not go extinct rapidly they will grow and finally reach their carrying capacity,
which is given by

Mp = 7. (S4.37)

Note that the carrying capacities for cooperators and defectors are no longer identical
compared to the case of @ > s. The cooperators have an extra advantage in that their
carrying capacity is larger than defectors’.

Now, we consider the two processes (fixation and extinction/persistence) together. Sup-
pose there are xg cooperators and gy defectors in the population initially. We call the prob-
ability that cooperators become fixed and then keep growing to carrying capacity M¢c the
“persistence probability” (for cooperators). Thus, the persistence probability is determined
by the combination of the fixation probability and (one minus) the extinction probability.
However, the exact number of cooperators or defectors when they become fixed (i.e. x; and
yr) is difficult to analyze. So it is difficult to give an explicit expression for the persistence
probability. However, intuitively, since fixation is fast and the growth rate « is small, the
population size after fixation will not change much compared to the initial population size.
Thus, we expect that xy and y; have the same order as ng.

We have already shown that when d9 > M, cooperation will be favored by the selec-
tion. Here, we show that even when do < M, cooperators may have a greater persistance
advantages than defectors. By Eq. S4.28, we see that when do < M, larger variance in
due to baseline births d; is beneficial to the fixation of cooperators, but it also leads to
more likely extinction after they fix (see Eq. S4.35). Thus we predict that intermediate
01 is most beneficial for cooperators’ persistance. For defectors, larger §; is detrimental to
their fixation and also detrimental to their growth to Mp after fixation. Thus, large §; is
always detrimental to defectors persisting (Fig. S8B). For some intermediate d1, cooperators
may have greater persistence probability than defectors, which is a different sense in which
offspring variance can foster the evolution of cooperation.

Similarly, we find that given a fixed initial frequencey py, larger initial population size ng
is detrimental to cooperators’ fixation but beneficial for their growth to carrying capacity
Mc after fixation (since z¢ ~ ng). And so we also predict that an intermediate value of the
initial population size ng is mosts beneficial to cooperators’ persistence. But for defectors,
larger ng is always beneficial for defector’s persistence (Fig. S8C).

Based on the discussions above, we conclude that cooperators may have an advantage
over defectors in stochastic populations for three distinct reasons: (1) lager fixation proba-

bility; (2) larger carrying capacity; (3) larger persistence probability.
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Appendix: Details of simulations

Two methods of simulation are used in this work: numerical simulations by sampling the
SDE, and Monte Carlo simulations based on compound Poisson process. Here, we provide

more details about these simulations.

Numerical simulations:

Numerical simulations are based on Eq. S1.8. We choose a small time step At = 0.01 and
set the initial configuration (z¢ and yp). The Euler-Maruyama scheme is used to sample
Eq. S1.8 [7], which is given by

Trpar = T + (@ + 576 — Mt + y0))At + /7, (01 B + 3570 + D + Nwg + yo) AW
(S4.38a)

Yeiar = Ui+ ye(a + 7D — M@t + 90)) At + /5 (01 B + 257 + D + Nat + yo)) AW,
(S4.38b)

Here, AWt(l) ~ N(0,At) and AWt(Q) ~ N(0,At) are two independent Gaussian random
variables. In each time step, by sampling random numbers from AWt(l) and AWt(2), we can
obtain the population composition in the next time step. By iteration of this procedure,
a trajectory of evolution is obtained. Then, we can simulate a large number replicate

trajectories and compute the fixation probability.

Monte Carlo simulations:

Monte Carlo simulations must rely on a explicit reproducing process. Here, as we showed
in Section S3, we assume the birth process is a compound Poisson process and the death
process is a classic Poisson process.

For compound Poisson process, the times of birth events is still a classic Poisson process.
Thus, we can consider the birth events and death events together. We refer to them collec-
tively as the updating events. In the following, we only illustrate the procedure of simulation
by taking the Poisson-Poisson process as an example, which is similar to Poisson-Negative
binomial process.

For a cooperator, its birth event takes place at rate O¢ (i.e., the parameter of M; in
Section S3), and €p for a defector. In each birth event, the litter size obeys a Poisson
distribution with parameter po (up for a defector). Using the property of Poisson process
that the sum of two Poisson process is also a Poisson process with rate summed, the birth
events of all cooperators take place at rate xf¢c, and y6p for defectors. Similarly, the death
events take place at rate Dz + Az (z + y) for cooperators, and Dy + Ay(z + y) for defectors.
Thus, the updating events take places with rate

R =20c +y0p + Dx + Ax(z +y) + Dy + \y(z + ). (S4.39)

In the simulation, we first set the initial configuration of population (z¢ and yg). Suppose
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in time T, there are xp cooperators and yr defectors. Since the time interval between two
consecutive events of a Poisson process follows an exponential distribution with the same
parameter of the Poisson process, we sample a value of AT according to an exponential
distribution with parameter R. Then, in time 7"+ AT, the population composition is
computed by the following rule:

Step 1. We generate a random number r which is uniformly sampled from |0, 1].

Step 2. The population composition updates in one of the following ways according to

the value of r.

e Cooperators’ birth: If r < z0c/R (with probability z0c/R), then xpiar = z7 +
d0x and yryar = yr , where dz is an integer randomly sampled from a Poisson

distribution with parameter pc (Poisson-Poisson process).

e Defectors’ birth: If z6c/R < r < (z0c + yOp)/R (with probability yfc/R), then
AT = 27 and yr4ar = yr + 0y , where Jdy is an integer randomly sampled from

a Poisson distribution with parameter up (Poisson-Poisson process).

e Cooperators’ death: If (z0c +y0p)/R <r < (x0c + y0p + Dz + A\x(x +y))/R (with
probability (Dz + Ax(x + y))/R), then zpiar = 7 — 1 and yriar = yr.

e Defectors’ death: If ((z0c + yfp + Dx + Ax(x + y))/R < r < 1 (with probability
(Dy + M\y(x +y))/R), then xp a7 = 7 and yriar = yr — 1.

Thus, we obtain the population composition in time 7"+ AT. Next, we sample another
AT, and the algorithm enters the next cycle. Recording all time steps and the corresponding

population composition, we obtain a trajectory of evolution.
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Supplementary figures
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Figure S2. The initial frequency of cooperators and §; can affect the fixation
probability. Under neutral drift, the fixation probability equals to the initial frequency
of cooperators, pg. The panels show the fixation probabilities minus pg. If p — pg exceeds
zero cooperation is favored by natural selection, and vice versa. (A) For all d;, cooperation
is never favored by selection, although large d; makes the fixation probability closer to
neutral drift. Furthermore, the fixation probability for intermediate initial frequency pg
deviates the most from neutrality. (B) By contrast, large d2 can cause selection to favor
fixation of cooperators. For the case of M = 1,000, when Jo < 1,000, cooperation is never
favored and p = 0.5 is the most detrimental to the evolution of cooperation. But when
do > M, all fixation probabilities exceed that of neutral drift, and pg = 0.5 is the most
beneficial to cooperation. And when o = M, the fixation probability equals to the neutral
case. Numerical simulations (dots) agree well with analytical approximations (dashed lines).
Parameters: B =2, D =1,b= 1.1, ¢ = 1, s = 0.001, ng = 500, A = 1073(M = 1000),
do=1(A), 61 =2 (B).
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Figure S3. Simulations showing fast and slow manifolds. (A) When the growth
rate is much larger than selection intensity («a > s), population size equilibrates much
faster than the frequency of cooperators: n is the fast variable and p is the slow variable.
In a deterministic analysis, all trajectories rapidly approach the slow manifold, without
changes in p, and then move along the slow manifold. (B) Simulations of the stochastic
model illustrate the time-scale separation. For six different settings of initial states (solide
point), we show trajectories produced by numerical simulation of Eq. S1.8. The trajectories
exhibit behavior that agrees well with the deterministic analysis of the fast-slow system.
Parameters: B=2, D=1, A=0.001,0; =d0,=1,b=1.1,c=1, s = 0.001.
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Sample path Stationary distribution
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Figure S4. Demographic noise produces qualitatively different evolutionary
outcomes in a game with three strategies. We show evolutionary trajectories in
simplices representing three strategic frequencies in three different games (rows A, B, C).
Blue trajectories show simulations of the stochastic system starting from the red point;
and gray trajectories show the dynamics predicted by the classic replicator dynamics in an
infinite population. When the offspring variance related to payoff, do, is sufficiently large,
it can convert an unstable (stable) equilibrium point into a stable (unstable) equilibrium
(A, B). For the rock-paper-scissors game (row C), the classic replicator dynamics predicts
a spiral sink towards a stable point with all three strategies present. The stochastic system
does not follow any of these trajectories exactly, but its direction can be reversed when 05 is
large (panel C shows the ensemble average trajectory over 1000 simulations). Furthermore,
if we assume that the boundary is reflecting, the stationary distributions also show that
large 0o qualitatively changes the qualitatively (D, E, F). Parameters: B = 2, D = 1,
s=0.001, 6 =2, A =10"%
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Figure S5. Cooperation is favored if é3 > ng in a slow-growing population.
When the baseline growth rate is small, namely o ~ s, we can still obtain an analytic
prediction for the fixation probability of cooperation. In this figure, each pixel represents
the fixation probability minus pg (the neutral fixation probability). The blue region means
cooperation is favored and the red region means defection is favored. (A) shows the fixation
probabilities sampled from the stochastic differential equation (Eq. S1.8). (B) is obtained
from our analytical approximation (Eq. S4.28). As predicted, when dy exceeds the initial
population size, namely, do > ng, cooperators are favored by selection in a slow-growing
population. Parameters: b=1.1, c=1, s = 0.005, A = 107°, B =2, D = 1.995.
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Figure S6. Selection for cooperation in a compound Poisson process, for a slow-
growing population. Here, we consider the case of a slow-growing population, with a ~ s.
We simulated a compound Poisson birth process with either a Poisson-distributed litter size
(A) or a negative binomial litter size (B). The parameters of the birth process (6; and y; in
panel A; 6; and ¢; in panel B) can be chosen to satisfy our general conditions for the mean
and variance in total offspring produced per unit time, for any choice of §; > 1, d2, and B.
Two examples with the parameters that correspond to (0; = 2,62 = 10) and (0; = 2,62 =
30) are shown in each panel. Blue squares indicate the fixation probability of cooperators,
starting from an initial population with 2y = yo = 10 (ng = 20), observed in 107 replicate
Monte Carlo simulations. Selection favors cooperation if the fixation probability p exceeds
the initial fraction of cooperators, pgp = 0.5 (horizontal dashed line). The solid lines plot
our analytical approximation for the fixation probability (Eq. S4.28). As predicted by our
analysis, cooperation is favored when do > ng in a slow-growing population. Parameters:
B=2,D=1998,5=0.005,b=11,c=1,A=10"% 6 =2, m = 5(B).
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Figure S7. Sample trajectories of evolution in a slow-growing population. If
the baseline growth rate is small (o ~ s), given a small initial population then fixation
always occurs before the population size reaches carrying capacity. Since there is only one
absorbing state (x = y = 0), all trajectories eventually absorb into extinction. However,
if one phenotype reaches carrying capacity, the time to absorption is exponentially long in
the carrying capacity, so that the population effectively persists for large finite times. We
therefor classify the trajectories into four types: (A) Cooperators fix but then perish. (B)
defectors fix but then perish. (C) Cooperators fix and then reach their carrying capacity
M¢. (D) Defectors fix and then reach their carrying capacity Mp. Parameters: b = 3,
c=1,5=001, B=025 D =0.24, 2(0) = y(0) = 10, A\ =2 x 1075, §; = § = 1.
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Figure S8. Persistence probabilities of cooperators and defectors in slow-
growing populations. When the baseline growth rate is small (i.e., a ~ s), fixation
of one type or the other will occur before the population reaches carrying capacity. The
probability that a phenotype not only fixes, but also reaches its carrying capacity in subse-
quent evolution is called the persistence probability. (A) Take cooperators as an example.
If there are xy cooperators when they become fixed, the probability that they grow to
carrying capacity can be estimated by the probability that the population grows without
bound in the case without resource competition. This approximation agrees well with sim-
ulations. (B) For cooperators, values of ¢; that are either too large or too small are both
detrimental to cooperator persistence. Intermediate values of d; are most beneficial to co-
operator persistence. For defectors, larger §; is always detrimental to defector persistence.
(C) Similarly, Intermediate values of the initial population size is most beneficial to cooper-
ator persistence. However, larger initial population sizes are always beneficial for defector
persistence. These results agree with our theoretical analysis in Section S4.2.2. Parameters:
b=2,¢c=1,5=001,B=0.1,D=0.09,A=1075d, =1, 6; = 10 (C), 29 = yo = 20 (B),
po = 0.5 (C).
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