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ABSTRACT

Every year, Mexican cartels lose many members due to conflict with other cartels and arrests. Yet,
despite their losses, cartels have managed to increase violence for years. We address this puzzle
by leveraging data on the number of homicides, missing persons and arrests in Mexico for the past
ten years, along with information on the interactions among cartels aiming to estimate the size of
cartels’ population. We model recruitment, incapacitation by the state, conflict and saturation as the
reasons why cartels vary in size. Results show that by 2022 cartels have between 160,000 and 185,000
units, becoming one of the top employers in the country. Recruiting at least 350 people per week is
essential to avoid their collapse due to the aggregate effect of incapacitation, conflict and saturation.
Furthermore, we test the effects of two policy scenarios aimed at decreasing cartel violence. We
show that given the state of violence, increasing current levels of incapacitation leads to a rise in
homicides and cartel members. Conversely, reducing recruitment provides substantial benefits in
terms of violence reduction and decreasing cartel population, calling for structural investments in a
proactive strategy that targets individuals at risk rather than a traditional reactive approach centred
around incapacitation.

1 Introduction

Latin America is home to only 8% of the world’s population, but roughly one in three intentional homicides worldwide
occur in the region [1]. Mexico accounts for a relevant share of homicides in the region, especially due to the
longstanding presence of cartels across many areas of the country. In 2021 Mexico reported 34,000 victims of
intentional homicide, nearly 27 victims per 100,000 inhabitants and was ranked among the least peaceful countries in
Latin America [2]. Between 2007 and 2021, the number of homicides in the country increased by more than 300% [3],
with institutional sources quantifying that in the 2006-2018 window, about 125,000-150,000 homicides were organised
crime-related in Mexico [4].

The effects of cartels on Mexico’s society are far-reaching. Over the last decades, organised crime has significantly
affected society through extensive acts of violence, threatening institutional stability and people’s safety, deteriorating
human rights, and infiltrating institutions through the corruption of politicians and justice system members [5, 6, 7, 8, 9].
Recent estimates attest that violence in Mexico costed 243 US$ billion dollars in 2021 alone, corresponding to
20.8% of the country’s GDP [10]. Cartels are central actors in the illicit drug market but are also active in extortion,
disappearances, kidnapping and other illegal activities [11, 12]. These organisations have been able to infiltrate different
economic sectors, including the trade of wildlife, minerals and even avocados and lime [13, 14]. Mexico’s oil company
(PEMEX) estimated that cartel-directed fuel theft costs the company 1.6 US$ billion dollars a year [15]. Additionally,
Mexican cartels have increasingly acquired a transnational dimension, chiefly through drug trafficking, establishing
partnerships with other organised crime groups in other countries, such as Italy and the Netherlands, and expanding
their businesses in adjoining countries, including the United States [16, 17, 18, 19].

Yet, despite Mexican drug cartels’ economic, social, and political importance, we lack essential information to
understand better —- empirically and beyond –– how they function. In fact, we lack estimates of the size of these
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criminal entities. We also lack systematic estimates of cartel-related killings and kidnappings as well as figures related
to recruitment trends, making it extremely difficult to deepen our knowledge about their presence, resources, and goals.
The secretive nature of cartels’ actions, as well as the insufficient amount of information accessible to map them, makes
them conceptually similar to black boxes, from which we can only extrapolate imperfect proxies of activity, using, for
instance, the daily number of homicides or the number of drug-related arrests occurred in the country [20]. Although
homicide and arrest trends are imperfect because they do not discriminate between offences that occurred specifically in
the context of organised crime, they can be used to estimate cartels’ violence capacity and the state’s incapacitation
against them. Here, we build on this intuition and exploit data on murders, missing persons, and arrests in Mexico
between 2012 and 2022 to derive cartel size, proposing a mathematical system to represent their behaviour over ten
years and seeking to shed light on the mechanisms within cartels’ black box.

The present work has two main goals. First, it aims to obtain plausible estimates of the cartels’ population, including
their number of members and recruitment capacity. Second, it seeks to simulate different policy scenarios (i.e., increased
state incapacitation and recruitment prevention) to disentangle the effects of varying strategies to curb cartels’ power
and, in turn, violence in the country.

Our conceptual framework is built on the evidence that, despite the high number of murders and arrests in the last ten
years, cartels have maintained and even increased their power, control, and resources, introducing even more violence
in the country. While cartels lose dozens of members daily due to killings and state incapacitation through arrest, the
violence over the years has not decreased. We tackle this puzzle by studying cartels’ evolution, deriving their size, and
considering four fundamental sources of size variation: recruitment, incapacitation, conflict, and saturation. These
sources capture the different exogenous and endogenous dynamics explaining why and to what extent cartels grow
or shrink. Recruitment refers to the process of attracting new workforce which stably carries out tasks (both strictly
criminal and not) for cartels [21]. Incapacitation measures the ability of the state to counter cartels through arrests [22].
Considering all arrests allows us to avoid the bias of only focusing on arrests for homicides, which are only a fraction of
the offences committed by cartel members. Conflict describes the extent to which cartels clash and fight with each other
[23]. Finally, saturation characterises internal instability and dropouts, leading to organisational fragmentation [24, 4].

In the past two decades, agent-based modelling and statistical simulations have gained momentum in the study of
complex criminal phenomena [25, 26]. Among other topics, scholars have computationally addressed the study of
recruitment in criminal organisations, mafias’ protection racketeering, and radicalisation, as well as the impact of
deterrence and institutional interventions to counter crime [27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32]. At a high level, we contribute to this
evolving strand of research by highlighting the potential that mathematical approaches can have for analysing complex
criminal phenomena without relevant data. To construct our model, we gauge data on 150 cartels active in Mexico
in 2020, including information on their alliances and rivalries and data corresponding to homicides, missing persons
and arrests. We estimate that cartels are the fifth largest employer in Mexico. Furthermore, we estimate that unless
all cartels combined recruited at least 350 people per week, they would have collapsed due to the aggregate effect of
conflict, incapacitation and saturation. Despite massive cartel losses, the increasing violence marking the last years is
chiefly driven by recruitment. Recruitment acts as a compensating process, preventing cartels from vanishing due to
fierce conflicts with other criminal organisations and the state. We finally show that even doubling the current levels of
incapacitation, with all the challenges this process would involve, will result in an increase in the weekly number of
casualties by more than 8%. Conversely, reducing cartel recruitment by half would reduce casualties in the country by
nearly 25%.

2 Results

2.1 Estimating Cartels’ Population

Most cartel-related activities are organised as dark networks, often with transnational characteristics, to maintain their
operations and activities covered [33, 34, 35, 36]. However, their human losses caused by homicidal violence and the
state’s action via incapacitation provide insights into the overall amount of such activities. We leverage the trends in
homicides, missing persons, and arrests over the last decade to motivate our investigation of cartels’ size in Mexico
(Supplementary information A). Not all losses are directly related to the conflict between cartels (for example, domestic
violence), and some are a byproduct of their dispute (for example, deaths suffered by family members or bystanders).
To study the size and evolution of the cartel population, we only model homicides between cartel members. Albeit only
a fraction of the total number of homicides and arrests in the country are suffered directly by cartel members, cartels
have not seen their power diminished since violence has not reduced either. In Mexico, 686 people were killed each
week of 2021, with an additional 137 people reported as missing and yet to be found, and more than 2,500 people
imprisoned each week [3, 37, 38].
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We use the number of cartel losses to infer otherwise unknown properties, including their size and recruitment rate.
Data compiled from open sources in Mexico [39] enable us to detect the existence of κ = 150 active cartels in Mexico
in 2020 (Supplementary information B). Cartels have different interactions: they can be allies or have no interactions
(particularly from distant locations), or they can fight for territory or resources across multiple locations, creating
significant losses among both groups. To represent these interdependencies, we construct two separate weighted
networks: the allies A and rivalriesR to recreate conflicting and cooperating cartels, with weights corresponding to the
number of states in which two cartels interact (Figure 1). Major cartels, like Cártel Jalisco Nueva Generación (CJNG),
the Sinaloa Cartel and Nueva Familia Michoacana are present almost at a national level and have alliances with many
satellite organisations forming three main clusters. These clusters fight against each other, creating most of the violence
between cartels [20]. Smaller organisations are local to one city and tend to have few interactions (cooperation or
conflict) with other cartels.

alliancesrivalries
CJNG UTepito

Sinaloa Chapitos

NF Mich.CJNG

Golfo

Z

Rojos

SRdL

Sinaloa

size
thousands

1 10

Juárez

rivalry

131 7

Figure 1: Rivalries and alliances were observed between 150 active cartels in Mexico in 2020. The size of the node
represents the estimated cartel size. Nodes are connected if cartels have at least one state rivalry (left). The width of the
edge corresponds to the number of states in which cartels fight. Nodes are connected if they are identified as allies
(right).

We consider four mechanisms explaining why cartel size varies: recruitment, incapacitation, saturation and conflict
(Figure 2). The number of members of cartel i at time t, expressed as Ci(t), increases instantly according to ρCi, where
ρ is the fixed recruitment rate. Due to state forces, the size of the cartel decreases by ηCi/

∑
j Cj for some η > 0 that

represents the incapacitation rate. Due to internal instability, dropouts and diminishing returns, large groups decrease
their size instantly by ωC2

i for some small value of ω > 0, known as the saturation rate [40, 32]. The impact of conflict
between two cartels, i and j, is modelled according to the number of homicide offenders between rival groups, assumed
to be proportional to cartel size, so cartel i suffers instant casualties according to θCiCj , where θ ≥ 0 is the deathly rate
of conflict related to homicide offenders within cartels. Combining recruitment, incarceration, conflict and saturation,
we get that

Ċi = ρCi︸︷︷︸
recruitment

− η
Ci
C︸︷︷︸

incapacitation

− θ
κ∑
j 6=i

CiCjSij︸ ︷︷ ︸
conflict

− ωC2
i︸︷︷︸

saturation

. (1)

where Ċi indicates the rate of change in cartel size i and Sij ≥ 0 captures the interaction between cartels. We obtain a
system of κ = 150 coupled differential equations, one for each cartel (see the Methods section). In line with previous
works on other types of organisations, we assume that the initial cartel size is a heavy-tailed distribution (more details in
the Methods section) [41, 42, 43, 44]. We use the observed weekly number of casualties and incapacitations to estimate
the time-varying number of members of each cartel Ci(t).

As previously mentioned, not all observed deaths, missing persons and incapacitations in the country are suffered
by cartel members and also, most incapacitations are not linked to the arrest of cartel members. In our analysis, we
estimate casualties as the sum of missing persons with murders and consider that a fraction f = 10% of the observed
weekly deaths and a fraction g = 5% of the incapacitations are cartel members. In total, 50,000 casualties and 55,000
incapacitations are taken directly involving cartel members. Based on these figures, we estimate that in 2012 there were
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Figure 2: Most cartel-related activities remain undercover, but we observe some of their byproducts in casualties and
incapacitations. Model diagram representing the four reasons why a cartel changes in size.

115,000 cartel members and that in ten years, the number increased to 175,000. Thus, despite efforts from the state
to hinder their power, cartels have increased their size by 60,000 members in a decade. Arresting nearly 6,000 cartel
members each year has not prevented them from growing into larger organisations. Given the current conditions, we
quantify 120 weekly cartel-related deaths, with an increase of 77% between 2012 and 2022. To ensure that our results
are not driven by wrong assumptions on the number of homicides between cartel members and incarcerations of cartels
affiliates, we conduct sensitivity tests considering the scenarios between 40,000 and 60,000 cartel casualties, and 45,000
and 65,000 incapacitations. By considering the variation of these two parameters, we obtain that the total population of
cartel members in 2021 lies between 160,000 and 185,000 units. At the same time, additional sensitivity tests sought to
quantify the impact of potential missing data at the network level concerning alliances and rivalries. We find that adding
10% more cartels would, on average, lead to 3.2% more members than the estimated 175,000. Furthermore, we also
provide evidence that adding 10% more alliances or rivalries would at most impact the overall dimension of violence by
5% (Supplementary information F). Even under a conservative scenario, Mexican cartels have lost around 200 members
per week for years (Figure 3). Specifically, we estimate that in a decade, 285,000 people acted as cartel units and that —
in total — 38% of them are either deceased (18%) or incarcerated (20%).

Despite the competition with other cartels and incapacitation by the state forces, cartels have managed to prevail for
decades. These figures outline that the cartel’s power lies in its recruiting capacity. Our results reveal that between
January and December 2021, cartels recruited 19,300 individuals, losing 6,500 members due to conflict with other cartels
and 5,700 members due to incapacitation, having a net gain of roughly 7,000 members during that year (Supplementary
information C). A similar estimate is observed for each year between 2012 and 2022 (Supplementary information
C). Unless all cartels combined recruit at least 370 people per week, they would have collapsed due to conflict,
incapacitation and saturation combined (Figure 3-A). However, the cartel career is brief and risky.

Given the estimated overall population, all cartels combined are the fifth biggest employer in Mexico [45] (Figure
3-B). The ten biggest cartels in Mexico have more than 50% of the active affiliates in the country (Figure 3-C), but the
conflict between them only produces 15% of the fatalities. Conversely, most cartels are small local organisations playing
a critical role in creating violence in the country, often becoming targets of more powerful organisations. Previous
research suggests that big cartels frequently adopt fragmented cells of other weaker and less experienced structures [20].
Small cartels play a crucial role as they are more likely to become targets of powerful illicit organisations rather than
fighting organisations of similar size. We estimate that more than half of the country’s casualties result from the fight
between the smallest 140 and the biggest ten cartels (Supplementary information B).
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Figure 3: A - Between 2012 and 2022, we estimate that 285,000 people took part as cartel members, but only 60% were
still active by 2022. Roughly 18% of them are dead, and 20% were incapacitated. B - Number of employees from the
top 10 companies in Mexico and the combined size of cartels [45]. We estimate that cartels had 175,000 members by
2022, with an interval between 160,000 and 185,000 members combined. C - Of the 175,000 active cartel members,
roughly 17.9% are part of CJNG, 8.9% of Cartel de Sinaloa, and 6.2% from Nueva Familia Michoacana, the top three
cartels in terms of size.

2.2 Comparing Policy Scenarios

Based on the size of cartels in 2022 and the trends observed in the past decade, we also predict that the weekly number
of casualties related to organised crime will keep increasing in the following years. Given the current cartel size
and conflict, we estimate that if current trends continue, cartels will keep increasing their size and power, and we
could observe 40% more casualties and 26% more cartel members by 2027 . In light of these forecasts, we test the
effectiveness of two main policy scenarios designed to reduce future violence in the country. We compare a preventive
strategy against organised crime, aimed at reducing cartel recruitment, against a reactive strategy, aimed at increasing
incapacitation by varying the value of the related parameters. To assess which approach works best, we simulate future
trends using as outcomes the corresponding number of casualties and the size of the cartels’ population. On the one
side, doubling incapacitation, with all the associated costs and challenges in increasing security resources (including
police personnel, army, prisons, etc.), will still result in an increase of 8% in the number of casualties and an increase of
6% in the number of cartel members. Thus, doubling arrests will still translate to a rise in violence compared to the
2022 levels (Figure 4). Incapacitation is not an optimal strategy for fighting cartels.

Conversely, decreasing the cartel’s ability to recruit by half will reduce the weekly casualties by 2027 by 25% and
cartel size by 11%. Mathematically, a preventive strategy is far more successful than a traditional reactive strategy,
producing a series of positive spillover effects, including offering alternative pathways to individuals at risk, besides
mere violence reduction. However, the cartel population is so large at this point that, even in the hypothetical scenario
where recruitment drops to zero, it would take three years to return to the – already high – levels of violence observed
in 2012. This further calls for rapid and timely large-scale initiatives to reduce recruitment in the country.

Cartels have a critical equilibrium where their recruitment compensates for their losses, maintaining a stable size. Yet,
if the recruitment rate of a cartel is 10% above its equilibrium, the incapacitation rate has to increase more than 21% to
dismantle it (Supplementary information D). If cartels manage even a slight increase in the recruitment rate, it would
need to be compensated by a much more significant increase in the incapacitation rate.

We also assess the effects of two additional ancillary policy scenarios. The first one is designed to alter the type of
conflict between cartels by varying the conflict of their actions (for instance, pushing for a narcopeace), the second one,
targeted at modifying cartels’ saturation levels, makes cartels more fragmented (Supplementary information D). Neither
of the two strategies outperforms the positive effects that a reduction in recruitment could produce. Decreasing the
conflict by 20% reduces the number of casualties by 8.7% while increasing saturation by 20% lowers the number of
homicides between cartel members by 5.4% (Supplementary information D).
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Figure 4: Weekly cartel-related deaths (top) and cartel size (bottom) if trends continue, incapacitation doubles,
recruitment is reduced by half and recruitment is reduced to zero. Estimates for 2027 are obtained by keeping the 2022
estimates and adjusting the corresponding values of incapacitation or recruitment.

In light of the current estimated circumstances, the growth of cartels’ size is mostly impeded by the conflict existing
among organisations rather than the ability of the state to successfully reduce the levels of violence in Mexico. Our
model indicates that, given the current number of cartel members, their recruitment capacity and the limited effect of
state forces, the country will evolve into having even more conflicting cartels, with big cartels fragmenting into smaller
criminal groups and a large population of individuals at risk of being involved in cartels’ violence (Supplementary
information E). Cartels will remain salient and impactful in Mexican society for years.

3 Conclusion

For the last 15 years, Mexico has suffered from staggering levels of violence. Most of the violence has been perpetrated
by cartels fighting against each other [4]. The impact of cartels on society is pervasive, and notwithstanding the
significant human losses caused by such conflicts, cartels have been able to maintain their power without vanishing.
Despite the economic, political and societal relevance of cartels, however, and despite a rich literature aiming at studying
them, we lack basic information on the size of the population of individuals affiliated with cartels, as well as knowledge
on the impact of different policies seeking to curb their power. The lack of reliable data on cartels’ size, cartel-related
homicides and incarcerations represents the motivating goal of this work and its inherent limitation. We specifically
sought to shed light on the black box of cartel dynamics in Mexico, relying on a complex system approach and taking
several measures to ensure that the outcomes of our study are robust to alternative modelling choices and assumptions.

Although most cartel-related activities remain undercover, and without rich, fine-grained, reliable data on their
characteristics, we have leveraged four publicly available data sources that can be used to infer their size and their
behavioural dynamics. In particular, we build on data on homicides, missing persons and arrests over the last ten
years in the country and on data on alliances and rivalries among Mexican cartels available for the year 2020. Data on
homicides, missing persons and arrests show that human losses have increased over the period under consideration. The
network data on alliances and rivalries offer a rich picture capturing the complex nature of conflicts among cartels across
different states in Mexico, unfolding hierarchies of power and resources. Exploiting this information, we represent
cartels’ behaviours through a system of 150 differential equations (as many as the number of cartels included in our
data), in which we model the four sources of variation in cartel size, namely recruitment, incapacitation from the state,
conflict and saturation. The model is a simplified description of the mechanics of cartel dynamics. We mathematically
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demonstrate that the ability of cartels to compensate for the losses suffered due to high levels of violence is driven by
their ability to recruit a new workforce to remain operative.

We estimate that by 2022, the number of cartel-affiliated individuals in Mexico was 175,000 units, making cartels the
fifth largest employer in the country. Each year approximately 19,000 people are recruited by cartels, many of whom
will end up dead or arrested. Furthermore, we highlight how the current size of the cartel population, coupled with the
existing levels of violence among cartels, will translate into high levels of violence in the country for years. Even in
the hypothetical scenario of a 50% substantial drop in recruitment, it would take ten years to take back the levels of
violence to the ones experienced by the country in 2012.

In an attempt to offer hints on possible strategies to curb cartels’ violence in Mexico, we also assessed the effectiveness
of two main scenarios: proactive, intended to prevent recruitment, and reactive, designed to increase incapacitation
through arrests. We use our estimate within five years to compare different strategies. Given the current size of cartels,
violence will keep increasing at devastating levels. If current levels of incapacitation are doubled, some violence will be
contained, but still, we would expect an increase of 8% in the weekly casualties. Conversely, reducing recruitment
by half leads to a decrease in homicides of 25%. We also test the effect of two ancillary scenarios: reducing the
conflict by pushing for cartel agreement and fragmentation, intended to decrease cartels’ power through internal
fights (Supplementary information D). Results show that the proactive strategy remains substantially more effective in
reducing violence in the country. Tackling recruitment has a triple effect: first, it lowers the number of cartel members,
reducing the violence it can create by having fewer killers. Second, it lowers the number of targets, so fewer people are
vulnerable to suffering more violence. And third, it reduces the cartel’s capacity for future recruitment.

Our study has several relevant implications for broader research and policy. Research-wise, our modelling approach and
the robustness of the results suggest how complex systems can aid the study of criminal phenomena, especially when
imperfect proxies of behaviours are the only quantitative source of information available, which can apply to other types
of criminal organisations like mafias or terrorist groups. Policy-wise, the outcomes of this work call for profoundly
reformative approaches to how cartels are countered. More than 1.7 million people in Latin America are currently
incarcerated, and adding more people to saturated jails will not solve the insecurity problem [46]. Many initiatives to
counter organised crime (in Mexico and abroad) aim to increase incapacitation through incarceration. Here we indicate
how increasing incapacitation substantially may not positively impact the levels of violence, increasing it rather than
reducing it, given the current violent inertia in the country. Contrarily, policies oriented toward preventing further
recruitment will have longer-lasting beneficial effects. The ability of Mexican authorities to investigate and prosecute
crimes, especially severe ones like homicides, is often questioned, with proposals and calls to adopt better police-related
measures intended to structurally curb violence [47]. While enforcing justice fairly and effectively is necessary for
creating a more peaceful and just society, deploying more effective investigation and prosecution strategies is not the
only available measure. Concentrating on incapacitation through traditional forms of reactive policing will not reduce
the levels of violence in the country in the expected ways. Conversely, targeting recruitment, preventing people from
joining cartels, would lead to extensive reductions in violence.

Besides causing sizeable violence reductions, preventing recruitment has additional positive spillover effects. It provides
alternative pathways to individuals who would instead become targets of cartel violence or state incapacitation efforts.
Preventing recruitment would keep individuals at risk away from the prison and criminal justice systems, thus blocking
the array of detrimental effects incarceration has on people [48, 49]. Yet, we recognise that reducing recruitment
represents a challenge. It requires structural, and yet tailored, exhaustive efforts at the state and local levels to offer
male youth and young adults — who have increasingly become a primary target of cartels’ recruitment [50, 51] —
educational and professional opportunities that outweigh the short-term benefits offered by cartels’ attractive strength
[52, 53]. Such a challenge implies cultural, political, economic, and welfare reforms that disrupt the channels through
which cartels can exert their persuasive (and often violent) power, especially in areas where cartels benefit from high
support from the population [54].

4 Methods

4.1 A dynamic model of cartel size

Let Ci(t) ≥ 0 be the size of cartel i, with i = 1, 2, . . . , κ and let C(t) = (C1(t), C2(t), . . . , Cκ(t)) be the number
of members of each cartel at time t measured in weeks. Let C(t) =

∑κ
i=1 Ci(t) be the combined number of cartel

members. The size of each group changes due to saturation, recruitment, incapacitation, and conflict with other cartels.
We combine its impact on a system of differential equations. Let ρ ≥ 0 be the recruitment rate, so the cartel increases
its size instantly according to ρCi. Thus, after a (small) time interval h, the cartel size is Ci(t+ h) = Ci(t) + hρCi(t).
Taking the limit as h tends to zero, we obtain that Ċi = ρCi. For some initial size Ci(0) the differential equation gives
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Ci(t) = Ci(0) exp(ρt). Thus, considering only recruitment, we obtain that all cartels should grow exponentially [31].
But cartels then face saturation, incapacitation and conflict with others, preventing them from growing indefinitely.

The incapacitation captures state forces’ impact on cartels, with roughly 110 incapacitations due to federal crimes each
week in 2020 [38]. We assume that state forces have a fixed capacity, so more cartel members reduce the probability that
one of them is incapacitated [55]. Thus, the size of the cartel decreases instantly by ηCi/C, where C =

∑
i Ci is the

combined cartel size and η = 110 represents the weekly incapacitation rate. Then, we assume that large groups struggle
to maintain a stable and organised structure. Thus, due to internal instability, groups decrease their size instantly by
ωC2

i for some small value of ω > 0, known as the saturation rate. With very small values of ω compared to recruitment,
the impact of saturation is significant only for large groups. This effect mathematically prevents cartels from becoming
infinitely large, hence putting a limit on cartel size [32].

Finally, the impact of conflict depends on the interactions between cartels i and j, so the matrix Sij is defined using the
following properties of the network. The rivalry Rij ≥ 0 between i and j is the number of state across which groups i
and j fights, with Rij = 0 if cartels i and j do not fight. The strength of a cartel Ai is the number of alliances between
the pairs of groups across Mexican states (Supplementary information B). The size of a cartel is negatively affected by
the number of fights, but the impact is smaller with higher strength. The impact of conflict between two cartels, i and j,
is modelled according to the number of killers of the attacking group. Let Hj(t) be the number of killers of cartel j, so
cartel i suffers instant casualties according to θHCiHj , where θH ≥ 0 is the deadly rate of conflict and the proportion
of killers within cartels. We assume that casualties are proportional to the number of killers of each group and that all
cartels have the same proportion of killers among their members. Combined, the immediate impact on group i related
to its conflict with cartel j is proportional to

− θCiCjSij , where Sij =
Rij + ε

Ai + 1
, (2)

so the impact depends on the rivalry between i and j and the strength of i. The small value of ε is added so that all
groups have some (minor) friction with others. The impact of conflict by adding all cartels is θCi

∑
j 6=i CjSij . Other

models of violence between groups look at the impact of risk aversion of its members, the arrest probability, the internal
structure of the group or its mobility patterns [29, 56, 57], or they look at the frequency or severity of their events
[58, 59]. Here, we are interested in the cartels’ size and recruitment process.

Combining the instant recruitment, incapacitation, saturation and conflict, we obtain equation 1. The coupled system of
differential equations gives the rate of change in the size of each cartel. The instant casualties d(t) follow

d(t) = θ

κ∑
i=1

κ∑
j 6=i

CiCjSij = θC>SC, (3)

where S is the conflict matrix with entries Sij .

It has been observed that the size of organisations follows a heavy-tailed distribution, meaning that many employees
work in a small number of firms [60]. Based on that principle, we model the initial size of cartels as a power-law
distribution. Sorting cartels in a decreasing order by their strength Ai, we assume that for time t = 0 the initial cartel
size Ci(0) ∼ Po(C0i

β/
∑κ
i=1 i

β), where C0 =
∑κ
i=1 Ci(0) is the initial number of cartel members. We assume that

β = −1 and that there are C0 initial members of all cartels combined. The expected number of members of cartel i is
C0i

β/
∑κ
i=1 i

β . This expression enables us to fix the initial number of all cartel members C0 across the whole country
and obtain a reasonable distribution of each cartel’s initial number of members.

Given some initial size for each cartel Ci(0), its conflict matrix S and values of the parameters of the recruitment ρ, the
incapacitation η, the conflict θ and the saturation ω we can model what happens to each cartel at time τ > 0. We obtain
the solution for the coupled system of differential equations with an initial value using [61, 62].

4.2 Model calibration

The model depends on a set of parameters, including recruitment, incapacitation, saturation and conflict rates, and
also, the initial number of cartel members Ci(0). A set of parameters P produces a given number of casualties
Lj(P) for weeks j ∈ J . We approximate the weekly observed number of incapacitations and casualties reported in
Mexico. Thus, we minimise the error between our model’s predictions and what was observed, so we can consider
the parameter estimation as an optimisation problem. For a set of weeks J , the squared difference is defined as
E(P) =

∑
j∈J(Lj(P)− L)2. We keep the values of P? that minimise E(P?). In principle, we ask how cartels have

managed to kill each other at such high levels and for such a long period. The parameters that we keep are such that any
other combination of cartel members and recruitment results in more (or fewer) casualties and incapacitations than
observed in Mexico (Supplementary information C).
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Not all incapacitations and not all casualties are related to cartels, so we take an homogeneous fraction of each time
series and use them for parameter estimation (Supplementary information C). We then vary this fraction to analyse
the sensitivity of keeping only a fraction of the casualties and incapacitations. We obtain that the number of criminals
in 2012 was C2012 = 115, 000, but cartels have increased their size, so C2022 = 175, 000. Cartels recruit ρ? = 2.52
people per thousand cartel members. Thus, if one week a cartel has 1000 members, they will recruit 2.52 members.
Cartels recruited 260 people weekly in 2012 and nearly 375 people by 2022. Cartels had 68 casualties each week in
2012 and nearly 120 by 2022.

We obtain that the likely number of criminals in 2022 is C?2022 = 175, 000, between 160,000 and 185,000 members.
The biggest cartel is CJNG, with an estimated 31,000 people (between 28,600 and 33,100 members). Also, we detected
the presence of many small cartels with roughly 200 members in 2022.

To compare different policies, we take our 2022 estimate for the size of each cartel, and the recruitment, incapacitation,
saturation and conflict parameters. We then model the next ten years of conflict between cartels (between 2022 and
2031). We consider different scenarios. First, with the same estimate for the set of all parameters. Then, we compare if
incapacitation increases, or if recruitment is reduced to half or even zero. Results show that even if recruitment goes to
zero, it will take three years to go back to the 2012 levels and an additional five years to reduce that violence by half.

4.3 Model interpretation

The model enables us to understand the qualitative behaviour of the system when the recruitment of cartels or the
incapacitation rate is changed. Equation 1 depends on some parameters that alter the system’s behaviour. In its most
simple expression, we can consider a single cartel and the impact of incapacitation. With a low recruitment rate, the
cartel will eventually vanish, so C1 = 0 forms the unique stable point. However, with a higher recruitment rate (with
ρ > 2

√
ηω), a new stable equilibrium is formed, with an increased number of criminals. In this new equilibrium, the

cartel compensates for the impact of incapacitation by recruiting new people (Supplementary information E). Under this
scenario, if the cartel recruitment is 1 + ε times above the critical threshold, the incapacitation rate needs to increase by
a factor more significant than (1 + ε)2 to compensate.

We also observe that the dynamic changes according to the recruitment rate for two conflicting cartels. For small
recruitment, incapacitation is enough to dismantle any cartel. However, for a sufficiently large recruitment rate, large
cartels prevail (Figure 5). Given the initial number of cartel members C1(0) and C2(0), will the country evolve into a
system with no criminals (C1 = C2 = 0), or will it converge to any of the cartels overtaking the capacity of the police?
The basin of attraction of the attractor nodes is the set of the initial number of members that eventually converge to that
node [63, 32]. Starting from any point in the C1(0), C2(0) distribution, we look for the equilibrium point observed in
the dynamics after a long time t. We distinguish three significant nodes in the system: one, which we call “peace”, with
no cartel members, so O = (0, 0), W1 and W2, representing states where cartel 1 or cartel 2 dominate, respectively
(Figure 5). For a low recruitment rate, ρ, the system will eventually go to peace, regardless of the initial number of
criminals. The system does not continuously evolve into a peaceful state for a higher recruitment rate. It goes to
peace if the number of cartel members is small enough, but also with many cartel members fighting against the others.
Here, the country becomes peaceful as a result of conflicting cartels. However, for an even higher recruitment rate, the
conflict between cartels is no longer enough to create a peaceful state. Only for a very small number of cartel members
the power of incapacitation is sufficient to control them. However, the system becomes dominated by cartels for a
sufficiently large number of cartel members.

A relevant aspect that occurs with two or more cartels is the impact of conflict. It is desirable, although perhaps
unrealistic, for all cartels to vanish. There is a range where many cartel members and a large recruitment rate are
driven back to peace, even if cartels exceed what incapacitation can manage. Here, cartels cannot outnumber the state
forces, so they cannot avoid vanishing after some period. However, with many cartel members, there is a transition to a
perpetual violent state. State forces can no longer contain all cartels and their recruitment. With a sufficiently high
cartel recruitment rate, the country does not converge to a peaceful state. Instead, cartels fighting each other becomes
pervasive, as observed in most Latin American countries.

A Supplementary information

A.1 Data for the fluctuations of violence and incapacitations

We consider three data sources to model why a cartel loses members: homicides, missing persons and arrests. According
to the National Institute of Geography and Statistics in Mexico (INEGI), fewer than 9,000 murders happened in 2007,
but nearly 36,000 murders in 2021 [3]. Thus, the number of homicides in the country increased by more than 300%,
with the population only increasing by 19%. Roughly 90% of the victims of homicide victims in Mexico are males,
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Figure 5: Basin of attraction observed for different values of the initial number of cartel members (C1, C2) in the
horizontal and vertical axis for a varying recruitment rate. The cartels on the left have a low recruitment rate ρ, so the
system moves away from peace. The cartels in the middle have medium recruitment, and those on the right have high
recruitment. The arrows indicate the system’s instant movement of the cartel sizes and some trajectories, depending on
their initial conditions.

and half are between 20 and 40 years old. The number of people missing and yet to be found increased from less than
11,000 reports in 2012 to more than 22,000 by 2021 [37]. Finally, according to the Mexican prison census, roughly
108,000 people were imprisoned each year between 2012 and 2021 [38].

The data correspond to yearly observations between 2012 and 2021. We take the annual reports of homicides, missing
persons and arrests and interpolate them into weekly data by applying a cubic spline interpolation [62]. The procedure
transforms the ten yearly observations into 520 weeks with a smooth transition between one week and the next.
The weekly homicides and missing persons yet to be found are combined into the casualties time series Tt, with
t = 1, 2, . . . , 520. The weekly number of arrests gives the incapacitation time series It.

Between 660 and 1170 people were killed or reported as missing and yet to be found each week, and between 1700
and 2600 people were imprisoned each week. Thus, we get that Tt ∈ [660, 1170] and that It ∈ [1700, 2600]. However,
not all homicide casualties are directly linked to cartel-cartel conflict, many of which are a byproduct of their dispute.
Also, most incapacitations are not related to cartels either. Here we assume that a fraction f ∈ [0, 1] of those casualties
are directly linked to cartels and that a small fraction g ∈ [0, 1] of the incapacitations are referred to cartel members.
We take f and g as model parameters and vary their value to obtain estimates and intervals of the cartel size and their
impact (Supplementary information C).

A.2 Cartel rivalries and alliances

Data related to cartels in Mexico in 2020 was obtained from open sources, including national and local newspapers and
narco blogs and was compiled by CentroGeo, GeoInt and DataLab, part of Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología
(Spanish for National Council of Science and Technology; abbreviated CONACYT), Mexico’s governmental entity
in charge of the promotion of scientific and technological activities [39]. Rivalries between cartels are often verified
across many sources. The open-access data identified 150 active cartels. Some are national-wide structures, such as
Cartel Jalisco Nueva Generación, but others are local gangs. The data has some limitations. Some cartels might not
be detected by looking at internet sources, and some alliances and rivalries might also not be seen. Also, data is only
available for 2020, so it is impossible to trace cartel activities throughout the years. However, given the sources and the
impact of criminal activities in Mexico, we posit that unknown cartels are most likely small local gangs rather than big
national organisations. For sensitivity analysis, we evaluate the effect of assuming that the data has 10% cartels missing
and 10% rivalries missing (Supplementary information F).

The data identifies rivalries between cartels across different states (or 32 provinces) in Mexico. For example, Cártel
Jalisco Nueva Generación (CJNG) and La Nueva Familia Michoacana have been detected to fight across 13 states,
so we assume that their conflict is more lethal than cartels that only fight in a single state. A weighted network is
constructed where a node represents each cartel and edges between i and j represent that cartels have a conflict. The
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edge weight Wij > 0 is the number of states of their dispute. There are 92 conflicting pairs of cartels with a total
weight of 179. On average, when two cartels fight, they do it across 179/92 ≈ 2 states. The largest cartel (CJNG) has
77 state-cartel conflicts, reflecting its national presence and high relevance. Also, for 79 cartels (so 53% of the detected
cartels), there are no conflicting organisations, so they are primarily localised groups. We observe that the 28 most
prevalent and biggest cartels (19%) have 80% of the state conflicts.

Similarly, we construct alliances between cartels across different states in Mexico. We get 91 associations between
pairs of cartels with a total weight of 163. Thus, in 2020 there were 163 times when two cartels were allies in different
states in Mexico. Although the COVID-19 pandemic could have changed how some cartels fight or cooperate with
others, we do not observe any decrease in the number of intentional homicides in Mexico between 2019 (with 34,715
homicides) and 2020 (with 34,562 homicides) according to the Mexican Government [3]. From all pairwise interactions
between cartels (150× 149/2 = 11, 175, we get that 24% of them produce 80% of the cartel fatalities. Although the
data comprises information related to 150 cartels, only the conflict between the most prominent 50 cartels represents
more than half of the fatalities related to cartels.

We acknowledge two sources of uncertainty regarding the cartels and the alliances and rivalries networks. The first
is related to cartels that are not observed by our data. That means there could be some cartel that does not appear
in national and local newspapers and hence cannot be included in the data. The second pertains relationships (either
alliances or rivalries) that are not captured. To measure the impact of unknown cartels, we assess a scenario with
10% more cartels, so instead of 150 active organisations, we consider 165 cartels (Figure S1). We assume that the
probability that a cartel is unknown is inversely proportional to its size, so larger cartels are more challenging to maintain
undercover. To keep a reasonable cartel size, we randomly take 15 known cartels and assume that the unknown cartels
have a size equal to the sampled cartels. We repeat the same procedure 1,000 times and measure the combined number
of cartel members. Results show that if there are 10% more cartels in Mexico than the known ones in 2020, there would
be between 1.3 and 4.3% more cartel members. On average, with 10% more cartels, there would be 3.2% more units
than the estimated ones.

0% 5% 10%

3.2%

extra criminals with 10% more cartels

-5% 0%

extra deaths with 10% more conflict

combined cartel size (thousands)

combined cartel size (thousands)

cartel casualties (thousands)

cartel casualties (thousands)

40 45 50 55

40 45 50 55

115

113

111

200

170

140

Figure S1: Uncertainty intervals obtained for the initial cartel size (2012) and the size ten years later (left). We vary
the number of casualties considered (horizontal axis) and obtain different values for the initial and subsequent cartel
size. Impact of adding 10% more cartels in the number of active criminals (top right) and impact of adding 10% more
rivalries in the network (bottom right).

Concerning possibly undetected relationships, we randomly add 10% rivalries to the network, so if they were undetected,
we consider its impact (Figure S1). We repeat the same procedure 1,000 times and obtain that the total number of
casualties in ten years increases, on average, less than 1% when adding 10% more state rivalries, demonstrating the
robustness of the original data. We follow the same procedure for cartel alliances. There are 163 cartel alliances across
different states, so we randomly add 16 partnerships to the network and measure the simulated number of casualties
after ten years. Results show that with 10% more alliances, the fatalities would drop between -1.1 and -0.8%. Even in
this case, the impact of possibly missing relationships is tiny.
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In general, although the data has some limitations, the impact of its uncertainty remains within reason. If we are unaware
of 10% of the cartels, their rivalries or their alliances, the impact would be, at most, 5% of the overall dimension of
violence.

A.3 Cartel size and parameter estimation

We establish the initial size of cartels with a power-law distribution. We assume that for time t = 0 the initial cartel size
Ci(0) ∼ Po(C0i

β/
∑κ
i=1 i

β), where C0 =
∑κ
i=1 Ci(0) is the initial number of cartel members, with β = −1 and C0

the initial number of members of all cartels combined. The expected number of members of cartel i is C0i
β/
∑κ
i=1 i

β .
This expression enables us to fix the initial number of all cartel members C0 across the whole country and obtain a
reasonable distribution of each cartel’s initial number of members. We consider recruitment, incapacitation, conflict and
saturation between cartels and obtain

Ċi = ρCi︸︷︷︸
recruitment

− η
Ci
C︸︷︷︸

incapacitation

− θ
κ∑
j 6=i

CiCjSij︸ ︷︷ ︸
conflict

− ωC2
i︸︷︷︸

saturation

. (S1)

The weekly recruitment in the country r(t) obeys

r(t) = ρ

κ∑
i=1

Ci = ρC, (S2)

the weekly casualties d(t) follow
d(t) = θC>SC, (S3)

the weekly incapacitation i(t) is

i(t) = η

κ∑
i=1

Ci
C

= η, if C > 0 and 0 otherwise, (S4)

and the weekly saturation q(t) is

q(t) = ω

κ∑
i=1

C2
i . (S5)

The instant recruitment and saturation are unknown, but we can infer the incapacitation and casualties, gIt and fTt, for
some f and g. For a set of parameters P = (ρ, η, θ, ω), for some initial cartel size C0 and for some value of f and g,
we compute the squared difference, defined as E(P) =

∑
t∈1,...,520(fTt(P)− d(t))2 + (gIt(P)− i(t))2. Departures

from the observed values of gIt and fTt are less favoured. We keep the values of P that minimise the function E(P).
With f = 0.1 and g = 0.05, we obtain that the number of cartel members in 2012 was C2012 = 115, 000, but cartels
have increased their size, so C2022 = 175, 000. Although it is impossible to know with precision the number of
cartel members and their recruitment capacity, the number of kills can only be observed under specific circumstances,
including a high volume of cartel members and recruitment rate.

A.4 Varying saturation and the type of conflict

Varying the type of conflict with cartels having more or less saturation and having more or less conflict alters the
casualties within ten years (Figure S2). If the conflict is more lethal, it increases the number of deaths suffered since
cartels compensate for their losses by recruitment. If cartels have more fragmented structures, the number of casualties
decreases. Increasing the saturation by 20%, thus, making it more difficult for cartels to form large organisations, is to
reduce the number of deaths by 5.4%. Reducing the conflict by 20% decreases the number of casualties by 8.7%.

A.5 A dynamical system of cartel size

The cartel size model in equation S1 is a dynamical system with κ = 150 coupled differential equations. We analyse
its fixed points (those points in which Ċ = 0), and the corresponding basin of attraction [63]. First, we analyse the
scenario with κ = 1, so only one cartel against the state forces, and then we analyse competition between two cartels,
so κ = 2. For more cartels, the qualitative description of the results is similar.
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Figure S2: Impact of varying the incapacitation, the recruitment, the saturation and the conflict of cartels within a
reasonable range and measuring the number of casualties within ten years.

A.5.1 One cartel against the police

Although simple, the system with only one cartel helps us show the impact of the different parts of the model (Figure
S3). With only one cartel, their size varies with

Ċ1 = ρC1 − η − ωC2
1 , for C1 > 0 and Ċ1 = 0 at C1 = 0. (S6)

The system always has one fixed point of “peace”, at O = {C1 = 0} and, depending on the parameters’ values, it
could have one or two extra fixed points. If ρ = 2

√
ηω there is only one extra fixed point at H = {C1 = ρ/2ω}.

For a higher recruitment rate, we obtain two extra fixed points, one at A = {C1 = (ρ −
√
ρ2 − 4ηω)/2ω} and at

B = {C1 = (ρ +
√
ρ2 − 4ηω)/2ω}. The fixed point O = {C1 = 0} is always an attractive node. For higher

recruitment, there is an attractive node on one side and a repulsive one on the other side, where the impact of
incapacitation is in equilibrium with recruitment. With an even larger recruitment rate, there are two non-trivial fixed
nodes, one repulsive (A) and one attractive (B).
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Figure S3: Diagram with only one cartel. Its size is the horizontal axis. We vary the recruitment rate from having
a small value (top) to a large value (bottom). Fixed points are marked as circles in the diagram, and the dynamic is
represented by arrows.
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Suppose that ρ = 2
√
η0ω × (1 + ε), for some incapacitation rate η0 and for some value of ε > 0. Thus, there are two

attractor nodes at O and B. If the number of cartel members is at the stable node B, then the incapacitation rate has to
increase by a factor (1 + α) to guarantee that 2

√
η0(1 + α)ω > 2

√
η0ω × (1 + ε). We obtain that 1 + α > (1 + ε)2,

meaning that if the recruitment rate of a cartel is 10% above its critical threshold, then the incapacitation has to increase
more than 20% to dismantle the cartel. As has been observed before, we observe two stable nodes: one with low crime
and high probability of arrest and the second with high crime with a low probability of arrest [55, 64].

A.5.2 Two conflicting cartels

The dynamics between two conflicting cartels enable us to understand the behaviour of the simplified version of the
system. With κ = 2, and Sij = 1, we obtain that

Ċ1 = C1

(
ρ− η

C1 + C2
− θC2 − ωC1

)
, and

Ċ2 = C2

(
ρ− η

C1 + C2
− θC1 − ωC2

)
,

a system of two coupled differential equations. Equilibrium points are observed when Ċ1 = Ċ2 = 0. We obtain that
Ċ1 = 0⇐⇒ C1 = 0, or if ωC2

1 + (θC2 + ωC2 − ρ)C1 + θC2
2 − ρC2 + η = 0, and similarly for Ċ2 = 0.

Without the intervention of the police (with η = 0 so the incapacitation rate is zero), there are four equilibrium points,
at O = (0, 0), S = ( ρ

ω+θ ,
ρ

ω+θ ), W1 = (ρ/ω, 0), and W2 = (0, ρ/ω). The point O is an unstable node, meaning that if
the initial number of cartel members is slightly greater than zero (any of the cartels or both), then the dynamics will
evolve away from O. The point S is a saddle, meaning it can be defined in terms of two asymptotic curves, one with
C1 = C2. The other two points, W1 and W2 are stable nodes. Without police, the dynamics can be described as follows:
for any non-trivial initial number of cartel members, the point with no criminals is repulsive, so eventually, there will be
more criminals in the city. Further, even if the two cartels have any initial growth in size, any initial advantage will
become critical. If C1(0) = C2(0) + ε, then the impact of that initial advantage ε > 0 will eventually allow the group
C1 to become the dominant group and the dynamics will converge to W1. The cartels do not become even bigger due to
saturation. The cartels’ terminal size is ρ/ω. The weekly number of kills is 2θC1C2. Thus, the conflict between two
cartels is more lethal when there are more criminals but, more importantly, when they have a relatively similar size.

With a small intervention from the police, there are some changes to the system. For small values of η, the peace
point O = (0, 0) becomes an attractor node. Thus, even with a small number of criminals, the system returns to O
after some steps. Here, the police can deal with some criminals and reinstate peace. However, for a larger number of
criminals, the police are exceeded. Eventually, if C1 or C2 is greater than some threshold and they have the recruitment
capacity, they will exceed the capacity of the police. Formally, if ρ ≥ 2

√
ωη and C1(0) =

√
η/ω then the cartel has

exceeded the capacity of the police and will grow until it reaches a new equilibrium. With police intervention, we can
obtain two, four, five or up to six equilibrium points. If ρ = 2

√
ωη then there are two additional equilibrium points at

P1 = (
√
η/ω, 0) and at P2 = (0,

√
η/ω). For a larger recruitment rate, if ρ > 2

√
ωη then we obtain four equilibrium

points: Q1 = ((ρ+
√
ρ2 − 4ωη)/2ω, 0) and R1 = ((ρ−

√
ρ2 − 4ωη)/2ω, 0) and due to symmetry, the same points

Q2 and R2 within the other axis.

If ρ =
√
η(2ω + 2θ) there is a fifth equilibrium point at S = (ρ/(2ω + 2θ), ρ/(2ω + 2θ)). Finally, if

ρ >
√
η(2ω + 2θ) then we obtain two symmetric equilibrium points, T1 = (ρ +

√
ρ2 − η(2ω + 2θ))/(2ω +

2θ), (ρ +
√
ρ2 − η(2ω + 2θ))/(2ω + 2θ) and a second point at T2 = (ρ −

√
ρ2 − η(2ω + 2θ))/(2ω + 2θ), (ρ −√

ρ2 − η(2ω + 2θ))/(2ω + 2θ).

Having only two conflicting cartels enable us to get two results. First, if at any point in time τ , we observe that
C1(τ) > C2(τ) then C1(τ + t) ≥ C2(τ + t) for all t > 0, that is, any initial advantage that the cartel has, remains.
Also, if at some point τ we observe that the number of weekly casualties is increasing, compared to the previous
week, then the total cartel size C1(τ) + C2(τ) is also increasing. To see this, we express the number of casualties
as d(τ) = 2θC1(τ)C2(τ). If both cartels reduce their size at time τ + δ, then the number of casualties also has to
drop. Therefore, we analyse what happens when one cartel grows (with C1(τ + δ) = C1(τ) + ε1) and the other
one decreases (with C2(τ + δ) = C2(τ) − ε2), for some ε1 > 0 and ε2 > 0. If the number of casualties increases,
then it means that (C1(τ) + ε1)(C2(τ)− ε2) > C1(τ)C2(τ) from which we get that C2(τ)ε1 − C1(τ)ε2 − ε1ε2 > 0,
meaning that cartel 1 had a growth of at least ε1 > C1(τ)ε2/(C2(τ) − ε2). Thus, comparing the total cartel size,
we get that C1(τ + t) + C2(τ + t) = C1(τ) + ε1 + C2(τ) − ε2 > C1(τ) + C2(τ) + C1(τ)ε2/(C2(τ) − ε2) − ε2.
Since C1(τ) > C2(τ) − ε2 as any initial advantage remains, then C1(τ)ε2/(C2(τ) − ε2) > ε2, meaning that
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C1(τ)ε2/(C2(τ)− ε2)− ε2 > 0 and therefore, C1(τ + t) +C2(τ + t) > C1(τ) +C2(τ). Therefore, if the number of
casualties has a positive trend, the total cartel size also increases, despite suffering a greater loss.
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Figure S4: Impact of varying the recruitment rate on the total number of recruits (top), the number of deaths (middle)
and the total incapacitations (bottom). The analysis represents some initial size of Cartel 1 (horizontal) and Cartel 2
(vertical).

A.6 Cartel size changes (2012-2021)

Table S1: Estimated cartel size, recruitment, casualties and incapacitations between 2012 and 2021. Numbers reported
in thousands.

Initial Recruited Casualties Incapacitations Final
Year size + − − size
2012 115.4 13.9 3.6 5.7 120.0
2013 120.0 14.4 3.8 5.7 124.9
2014 124.9 15.0 4.1 5.7 130.0
2015 130.0 15.5 4.3 5.7 135.5
2016 135.5 16.1 4.6 5.7 141.2
2017 141.2 16.6 4.9 5.7 147.3
2018 147.3 17.3 5.2 5.7 153.6
2019 153.6 17.9 5.5 5.7 160.2
2020 160.2 18.5 5.9 5.7 167.1
2021 167.1 19.2 6.3 5.7 175.0

A.7 Cartel size in 2022
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Table S2: Top 20 cartels and their estimated size by 2022

Group State rivals State allies Size
Cártel Jalisco Nueva Generación (CJNG) 77 55 28,764

Cártel de Sinaloa 19 34 17,825
La Nueva Familia Michoacana 21 13 10,736

Cártel del Noreste 16 10 8,992
La Unión Tepito 13 9 7,561

Los Chapitos 9 10 6,823
Cártel del Golfo 10 7 5,556

Los Zetas 10 6 4,697
Guerreros Unidos 13 2 3,096

Gente Nueva 4 9 4,325
Zetas Vieja Escuela 9 4 3,084

Caballeros Templarios 8 4 2,686
Fuerza Anti-Unión Tepito 7 5 2,903

Los Rojos 12 0 813
Cárteles Unidos 6 4 2,051

Los Mayas 7 3 1,824
Cártel de Tláhuac 5 4 2,050
Cártel de Caborca 4 4 2,114

Los Cabrera 3 4 2,016
Los Cuinis 0 6 2,061

Other cartels (130) 105 133 55,023
Total 358 326 175,000

Acknowledgements

We are grateful for the insightful comments from Lisa Sánchez and Carlos A. Pérez Ricart.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author’s contributions

Funding

The research was funded by the Austrian Federal Ministry for Climate Action, Environment, Energy, Mobility,
Innovation and Technology (2021-0.664.668) and the Austrian Federal Ministry of the Interior (2022-0.392.231)

16



REDUCING CARTEL RECRUITMENT IS THE ONLY WAY TO LOWER VIOLENCE IN MEXICO

References

[1] UNODC, “UN Office on Drugs and Crime’s International Homicide Statistics database.” https://dataunodc.
un.org/dp-intentional-homicide-victims, 2010. Accessed on December 2022.

[2] Institute for Economics and Peace, “Global Peace Index,” tech. rep., Institute for Economics and Peace, 2022.

[3] Instituto Nacional de Estadística y Geografía INEGI, “Defunciones por homicidio 1990-2021 (deaths by homicide,
1990-2021),” 2022.

[4] C. R. Service, “Mexico: Organized Crime and Drug Trafficking Organizations,” tech. rep., 2020.

[5] M. W. Wright, “Necropolitics, Narcopolitics, and Femicide: Gendered Violence on the Mexico-U.S. Border,”
Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, vol. 36, pp. 707–731, Mar. 2011. Publisher: The University of
Chicago Press.

[6] A. Trelles and M. Carreras, “Bullets and Votes: Violence and Electoral Participation in Mexico,” Journal of
Politics in Latin America, vol. 4, pp. 89–123, Aug. 2012. Publisher: SAGE Publications Ltd.

[7] S. D. Morris, “Corruption, Drug Trafficking, and Violence in Mexico,” The Brown Journal of World Affairs,
vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 29–43, 2012. Publisher: Brown Journal of World Affairs.

[8] L. R. Blume, “The Old Rules No Longer Apply: Explaining Narco-Assassinations of Mexican Politicians,”
Journal of Politics in Latin America, vol. 9, pp. 59–90, Apr. 2017. Publisher: SAGE Publications Ltd.

[9] A. Anaya-Muñoz and B. Frey, Mexico’s Human Rights Crisis. University of Pennsylvania Press, Nov. 2018.

[10] Institute for Economics and Peace, “Mexico Peace Index,” tech. rep., Institute for Economics and Peace, 2022.

[11] N. Jones, “The unintended consequences of kingpin strategies: kidnap rates and the Arellano-Félix Organization,”
Trends in Organized Crime, vol. 16, pp. 156–176, June 2013.

[12] A. Diaz-Cayeros, B. Magaloni, and V. Romero, “Caught in the crossfire: the geography of extortion and
police corruption in Mexico,” Greed, Corruption, and the Modern State, pp. 252–274, Sept. 2015. ISBN:
9781784714703 Publisher: Edward Elgar Publishing Section: Greed, Corruption, and the Modern State.

[13] O. García-Ponce and A. Lajous, “How does a drug cartel become a lime cartel?,” Washington Post, Dec. 2021.

[14] S. D. Henkin, “The pits: Violence in Michoacán over control of avocado trade,” National Consortium for the
Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism (START), no. 119, 2020.

[15] N. P. Jones and J. P. Sullivan, “Huachicoleros: Criminal cartels, fuel theft, and violence in Mexico,” Journal of
Strategic Security, vol. 12, no. 4, pp. 1–24, 2019.

[16] G. Rubino, “Inside the Sinaloa cartel’s move toward Europe,” Dec. 2020.

[17] V. Pop, “Mexican Cartels Are Now Cooking Chinese Chemicals in Dutch Meth Labs,” Wall Street Journal, Dec.
2020.

[18] R. K. Shukla, J. L. Crump, and E. S. Chrisco, “An evolving problem: Methamphetamine production and
trafficking in the United States,” International Journal of Drug Policy, vol. 23, pp. 426–435, Nov. 2012.

[19] M. Medel, Y. Lu, and E. Chow, “Mexico’s drug networks: Modeling the smuggling routes towards the United
States,” Applied Geography, vol. 60, pp. 240–247, June 2015.

[20] N. P. Jones, I. Chindea, D. Weisz-Argomedo, and J. P. Sullivan, “Mexico’s 2021 dark network alliance structure:
an exploratory social analysis of Lantia Consultores’ illicit network alliance and subgroup data,” 2022.

[21] F. Calderoni, T. Comunale, G. M. Campedelli, M. Marchesi, D. Manzi, and N. Frualdo, “Organized crime groups:
A systematic review of individual-level risk factors related to recruitment,” Campbell Systematic Reviews, vol. 18,
no. 1, p. e1218, 2022. _eprint: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cl2.1218.

[22] J. Cohen, “Incapacitation as a Strategy for Crime Control: Possibilities and Pitfalls,” Crime and Justice, vol. 5,
pp. 1–84, 1983. Publisher: [University of Chicago Press, University of Chicago].

[23] G. Trejo and S. Ley, “Why Did Drug Cartels Go to War in Mexico? Subnational Party Alternation, the
Breakdown of Criminal Protection, and the Onset of Large-Scale Violence,” Comparative Political Studies,
vol. 51, pp. 900–937, June 2018. Publisher: SAGE Publications Inc.

[24] L. H. Atuesta and Y. S. Pérez-Dávila, “Fragmentation and cooperation: the evolution of organized crime in
Mexico,” Trends in Organized Crime, vol. 21, pp. 235–261, Sept. 2018.

[25] M. R. D’Orsogna and M. Perc, “Statistical physics of crime: A review,” Physics of Life Reviews, vol. 12, pp. 1–21,
2015.

17

https://dataunodc.un.org/dp-intentional-homicide-victims
https://dataunodc.un.org/dp-intentional-homicide-victims


REDUCING CARTEL RECRUITMENT IS THE ONLY WAY TO LOWER VIOLENCE IN MEXICO

[26] G. M. Campedelli, Machine Learning for Criminology and Crime Research: At the Crossroads. Routledge,
2022.

[27] F. Calderoni, G. M. Campedelli, A. Szekely, M. Paolucci, and G. Andrighetto, “Recruitment into organized
crime: An agent-based approach testing the impact of different policies,” Journal of Quantitative Criminology,
vol. 38, no. 1, pp. 197–237, 2022.

[28] L. G. Nardin, Áron Székely, and G. Andrighetto, “GLODERS-S: a simulator for agent-based models of criminal
organisations,” Trends in Organized Crime, vol. 20, pp. 85–99, June 2017.

[29] Y. li Chuang and M. R. D’Orsogna, “Mathematical models of radicalization and terrorism,” ArXiv preprint
arXiv:1903.08485, 2019.

[30] G. Feichtinger, W. Grienauer, and G. Tragler, “Optimal dynamic law enforcement,” European Journal of
Operational Research, vol. 141, no. 1, pp. 58–69, 2002.

[31] J. P. Caulkins, D. Grass, G. Feichtinger, and G. Tragler, “Optimizing counter-terror operations: Should one fight
fire with "fire" or "water"?,” Computers & Operations Research, vol. 35, no. 6, pp. 1874–1885, 2008.

[32] J. P. Caulkins, G. Feichtinger, D. Grass, and G. Tragler, “Optimal control of terrorism and global reputation: a
case study with novel threshold behavior,” Operations Research Letters, vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 387–391, 2009.

[33] R. M. Bakker, J. Raab, and H. B. Milward, “A preliminary theory of dark network resilience,” Journal of Policy
Analysis and Management, vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 33–62, 2012.

[34] J. Raab and H. B. Milward, “Dark networks as problems,” Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory,
vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 413–439, 2003.

[35] A. F. Martins, B. R. da Cunha, Q. S. Hanley, S. Gonçalves, M. Perc, and H. V. Ribeiro, “Universality of political
corruption networks,” Scientific Reports, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 1–10, 2022.

[36] J. Wachs and J. Kertész, “A network approach to cartel detection in public auction markets,” Scientific Reports,
vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 1–10, 2019.

[37] S. d. G. d. M. Comisión Nacional de Búsqueda de Personas, “Registro Nacional de Personas Desaparecidas y No
Localizadas (RNPDNO),” gob. mx, 2022.

[38] INEGI, “Censo nacional de sistema penitenciario federal 2021. personas ingresadas a los centros penitenciarios
federales.,” 2020.

[39] Política de Drogas México, “Plataforma de proyección de datos abiertos,” 2022.

[40] R. H. Coase, “The nature of the firm,” Economica, vol. 4, no. 16, pp. 386–405, 1937.

[41] A. Clauset, C. R. Shalizi, and M. E. Newman, “Power-law distributions in empirical data,” SIAM review, vol. 51,
no. 4, pp. 661–703, 2009.

[42] N. F. Johnson, M. Spagat, J. A. Restrepo, O. Becerra, J. C. Bohorquez, N. Suarez, E. M. Restrepo, and R. Zarama,
“Universal patterns underlying ongoing wars and terrorism,” arXiv preprint physics/0605035, 2006.

[43] D. D. J. Restrepo, M. Spagat, S. van Weezel, M. Zheng, and N. F. Johnson, “A computational science approach
to understanding human conflict,” Journal of Computational Science, p. 101088, 2020.

[44] N. Johnson, M. Spagat, J. Restrepo, J. Bohorquez, N. Suarez, E. Restrepo, and R. Zarama, “From old wars to
new wars and global terrorism,” arXiv preprint physics/0506213, 2005.

[45] Expansión, “Las 500 empresas más importantes de México (the 500 most important companies in Mexico),”
EXPANSIÓN, S.A. DE C.V, 2022.

[46] H. Fair and R. Walmsley, “Institute for criminal policy research, world prison brief,” Institute for Criminal Policy
Research, vol. 5, no. 3, 2022.

[47] V. Felbab-Brown, “Crime and anti-crime policies in Mexico in 2022: A bleak outlook,” Jan. 2022.

[48] C. Haney, “Prison Effects in the Era of Mass Incarceration,” The Prison Journal, p. 0032885512448604, July
2012. Publisher: SAGE Publications Inc.

[49] M. Massoglia and W. A. Pridemore, “Incarceration and Health,” Annual review of sociology, vol. 41, pp. 291–310,
Aug. 2015.

[50] J. Burnett, “Mexican Drug Cartels Recruiting Young Men, Boys,” NPR, Mar. 2009.

[51] E. Breckin, “Los Halcones: The Forgotten Children in Mexico’s Organized Crime Conflict,” Children, Youth and
Environments, vol. 29, no. 2, pp. 119–121, 2019. Number: 2.

18

http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08485
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0605035
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0506213


REDUCING CARTEL RECRUITMENT IS THE ONLY WAY TO LOWER VIOLENCE IN MEXICO

[52] N. P. Jones, “The strategic implications of the Cartel de Jalisco Nueva Generacion,” Journal of Strategic Security,
vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 19–42, 2018.

[53] S. D. Levitt and S. A. Venkatesh, “An economic analysis of a drug-selling gang’s finances,” The Quarterly
Journal of Economics, vol. 115, no. 3, pp. 755–789, 2000.

[54] T. E. Murphy and M. A. Rossi, “Following the poppy trail: Origins and consequences of Mexican drug cartels,”
Journal of Development Economics, vol. 143, p. 102433, Mar. 2020.

[55] E. L. Glaeser, B. Sacerdote, and J. A. Scheinkman, “Crime and social interactions,” tech. rep., National Bureau
of Economic Research, 1995.

[56] J. M. Epstein, “Modeling civil violence: An agent-based computational approach,” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, vol. 99, no. suppl 3, pp. 7243–7250, 2002.

[57] R. Prieto-Curiel, O. Walther, and N. O’Clery, “Uncovering the internal structure of Boko Haram through its
mobility patterns,” Applied Network Science, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1–23, 2020.

[58] W. Enders and T. Sandler, “Is transnational terrorism becoming more threatening? a time-series investigation,”
Journal of Conflict Resolution, vol. 44, no. 3, pp. 307–332, 2000.

[59] A. Clauset and F. W. Wiegel, “A generalized aggregation-disintegration model for the frequency of severe terrorist
attacks,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, vol. 54, no. 1, pp. 179–197, 2010.

[60] E. Mansfield, “Entry, Gibrat’s law, innovation, and the growth of firms,” The American Economic Review, vol. 52,
no. 5, pp. 1023–1051, 1962.

[61] K. Soetaert, T. Petzoldt, and R. W. Setzer, “Solving differential equations in R: Package deSolve,” Journal of
Statistical Software, vol. 33, no. 9, pp. 1–25, 2010.

[62] R Core Team, R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
Vienna, Austria, 2022.

[63] S. H. Strogatz, Nonlinear dynamics and chaos: with applications to physics, biology, chemistry, and engineering.
Florida, USA: CRC press, 2018.

[64] E. L. Glaeser and B. Sacerdote, “Why is there more crime in cities?,” tech. rep., National Bureau of Economic
Research, 1996.

19


	1 Introduction
	2 Results
	2.1 Estimating Cartels' Population
	2.2 Comparing Policy Scenarios

	3 Conclusion
	4 Methods
	4.1 A dynamic model of cartel size
	4.2 Model calibration
	4.3 Model interpretation

	A Supplementary information
	A.1 Data for the fluctuations of violence and incapacitations
	A.2 Cartel rivalries and alliances
	A.3 Cartel size and parameter estimation
	A.4 Varying saturation and the type of conflict
	A.5 A dynamical system of cartel size
	A.5.1 One cartel against the police
	A.5.2 Two conflicting cartels

	A.6 Cartel size changes (2012-2021)
	A.7 Cartel size in 2022


