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While quite a few recent papers have explored game-resource feedback using the framework of evolutionary
game theory, almost all the studies are confined to using time-continuous dynamical equations. Moreover, in
such literature, the effect of ubiquitous chaos in the resulting eco-evolutionary dynamics is rather missing.
Here, we present a deterministic eco-evolutionary discrete-time dynamics in generation-wise non-overlapping
population of two types of harvesters—one harvesting at a faster rate than the other—consuming a self-
renewing resource capable of showing chaotic dynamics. In the light of our finding that sometimes chaos is
confined exclusively to either the dynamics of the resource or that of the consumer fractions, an interesting
scenario is realized: The resource state can keep oscillating chaotically, and hence, it does not vanish to result
in the tragedy of the commons—extinction of the resource due to selfish indiscriminate exploitation—and yet
the consumer population, whose dynamics depends directly on the state of the resource, may end up being
composed exclusively of defectors, i.e., high harvesters. This appears non-intuitive because it is well known
that prevention of tragedy of the commons usually requires substantial cooperation to be present.

When a population of social, economic, biologi-
cal, or ecological interacting agents exploit a com-
mon resource selfishly, the resource is destroyed;
one says that the tragedy of the commons has
occurred. The depleted resource, in turn, natu-
rally has adverse effect on the agents’ survival.
Hence, a feedback between the agents and the re-
sources is set up. While the dynamics of the in-
teraction between the agents can be understood
using the game theory, the state of the resource
can be modelled using using some standard pop-
ulation growth model, like the famous logistic
equation. Thus, game-resource feedback dynam-
ics is what one should investigate mathematically
to understand the aforementioned scenario. In
this paper, we specifically look into a popula-
tion of agents and resource that are generation-
wise non-overlapping—parents and offsprings do
not exist together in any generation. This leads
to a time-discrete coupled dynamical equations.
Consequently, the simple deterministic dynamics
is very rich with occurrence of both convergent
and oscillatory—periodic and chaotic—outcomes.
We present the intriguing interplay between the
chaos and the tragedy of the commons. The main
goal is to show that chaos can help prevent the
tragedy of the commons even in the complete ab-
sence of cooperators.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The world we live in is full of situations where groups,
communities or populations compete for a shared re-
source in ecological, socio-economical, or political sce-
narios. However, conservation of a shared resource is in
direct conflict with private interest of an individual. This
conflict leads to the recurring theme of the tragedy of
the commons (TOC)1–4. The TOC occurs when individ-
uals, interested solely on their personal gains, consume
the shared common resource without any regard for the
needs of larger community. This results in the inevitable
destruction of the shared resource, leading to severe con-
sequences for the community (which includes the indi-
vidual) as a whole. Uncontrolled population growth3,
water pollution and crisis5, the contamination of earth’s
atmosphere6, property and communal rights or state reg-
ulation4, and wildlife crimes7 are a few of the illustrat-
ing examples of the TOC. A more contemporary example
could be seen during the COVID-19 outbreak when some
persons avoiding vaccine shots (due to fear of rare side-
effects and deciding to rely on herd immunity) or hiding
infection (in order to escape quarantine), lead to the more
severe spread of the disease8. The phenomenon of TOC
is not restricted to the cognitively superior human popu-
lation only—it can be widely witnessed in the biological
world from microbes9,10 to mammals11.

It is obvious that the state of shared resource—
i.e., how replete or deplete it is—can affect the evolu-
tionary fitnesses of the types of individuals present in
the population, consequently changing the preferences—
cooperation or defection—of the individuals (henceforth,
called players following the game-theoretic terminology).
As the environment deteriorates, the cooperation ten-
dency should develop in the population in order to avert
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the TOC.

Several recent investigations12–19 have delved into the
evolutionary dynamics of populations, specifically focus-
ing on the ecological expansion of population size. How-
ever, a limited number of noteworthy studies20–22 posit
that the potential of such ecological expansions may be
contingent on available resources. These studies have
explored the resource dependence of carrying capacity
of ecological growth dynamics in conjunction with evo-
lutionary processes. Within the paradigm of nonlinear
dynamics, recent studies23–31 have explicitly mathema-
tized this coupled dynamics of ecological resource and its
evolving consumers to gain insights about the TOC. Such
dynamical models are aptly called the eco-evolutionary
dynamics. In passing, it is worth directing readers to
the reviews32,33 that discuss works related to evolution-
ary dynamics of public goods—an important precursor
to eco-evolutionary game dynamics.

In this paper, we aim to fill a lacuna in the afore-
mentioned set of papers: We want to present a study
on deterministic eco-evolutionary dynamics in hitherto
overlooked generation-wise non-overlapping populations,
i.e., rather than working with the time-continuous models
studied till now in the literature, we plan to investigate
the time-discrete deterministic eco-evolutionary dynam-
ics. Non-overlapping populations are, of course, not as
common but examples are not hard to find: Populations
of certain plants34, insects35, parasites36, and rodents37
may be well-approximated to be of non-overlapping type.
An intriguing technical aspect that discrete dynamical
equations (henceforth, sometimes called maps) renders is
the possibility of chaotic outcomes even in the scenario
where the consumer population with only two types har-
vest a single resource. Thus, chaos induced prevention of
TOC may be seen in such cases.

In this context, we would like to bring a terminology
of relevance, coined and used in this paper, to the read-
ers’ attention. We know about hyperchaos38–40 which
essentially means that the underlying dynamics is such
that two of its largest Lyapunov exponents are positive.
Thus, the Lyapunov dimension, an estimate of the capac-
ity dimension as per the Kaplan–Yorke conjecture41, of a
hyperchaotic attractor must be greater than two. In fact,
if all the Lyapunov exponents of an N -dimensional map
are arranged as a finite sequence, {λk}Nk=1, in descending
order of magnitude, then the largest index k = K, for
which

∑K
k=1 λk ≥ 0, is conjectured to be a lower bound

of the attractor’s capacity dimension. Can there be maps
where the chaotic attractor’s capacity dimension is lower
than this lower bound? Apparently, the answer is in af-
firmative as we shall witness in this paper; such chaotic
attractor may appositely be said to be have arisen from
hypochaos.

Without further ado, let us delve into the precise math-
ematical description of the model which forms the back-
bone of our study in this paper.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODEL

Let there be only two distinct strategies that can be
adopted by any individual in a consumer population with
non-overlapping generations. Size of the population N
is considered to be constant, and practically infinite,
throughout all time t. The population is furthermore
considered to be well-mixed and unstructured. As the
model considers non-overlapping generations, time t is
also considered to be discrete: t ∈ N. Thus, the consumer
population that adopts ith strategy at time t is denoted
by N t

i and hence, the frequency of ith strategy being used
may be defined as xt

i ≡ N t
i /N , where i ∈ {1, 2}. At any

time instant, the row vector xt ≡ [xt
1, x

t
2] represents the

instantaneous state of the consumers.
Next, let mt, a non-negative real number, denote the

state of the shared resource being consumed at time t.
The composite system of the consumer population and
the shared resource is, thus, given by st ≡ [xt, mt]. Con-
sequently the model inherits three variables, viz., xt

1, xt
2,

and mt. However, since xt
1 and xt

2(= 1 − xt
1) are not

independent variables, we henceforth use xt(= xt
1) as the

only variable to represent the state of the consumer pop-
ulation xt.

In the simplest nontrivial description, the unfortunate
rise of the defector type of the consumers who consume
the shared resource at a greater rate than the coopera-
tors and lead the system to the TOC, can be exemplified
through the Prisoner’s Dilemma game42. The Prisoner’s
Dilemma game is a one-shot two-player–two-strategies
game in which the strategy ‘defect’ is the only symmet-
ric Nash equilibrium43,44 which turns out to be a non-
Pareto-optimal one45. The corresponding payoff matrix
can be written as

Player 2
Cooperate Defect

Player 1
Cooperate R,R S, T

Defect T, S P, P

where the first and the second entries in each cell are
the payoffs of player 1 and player 2 respectively. R, S,
T , and P respectively refer to Reward, Sucker’s payoff,
Temptation, and Punishment. In line with our model,
we identify xt

1 and xt
2 as the instantaneous fractions of

cooperators and defectors respectively.

A. Dynamical Equations

1. Time evolution of resource

In order to examine the fate of the shared resource,
we need to consider the dynamics of resource harvesting.
A considerable amount of studies discussed about one-
dimensional logistic harvesting models46,47. Of course,
there are more realistic and improved models like the
Ricker model48, the Beverton–Holt model49 and the Has-
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sell model50,51; however, for the purpose of the present
work, sticking with the logistic model is sufficient.

Our model assumes that the dynamics of the shared
resource is governed by two factors, viz., there is an in-
trinsic growth rate r of the shared resource by virtue
of which it tends to grow ‘logistically’36 up to its carry-
ing capacity k, and a negative inhibitory feedback due
to the harvesting of the resource by consumers. We use
a time-discrete version of the equation used in a recent
important study26 to model the aforementioned resource
dynamics, which is as follows:

mt+1 = rmt

(
1− mt

k

)
−mt

[
eLx

t + eH
(
1− xt

)]
,

(1)

where the resource state can take only non-negative real
values, and so can r, eL and eH . Here, eL (eH) denotes
the harvesting efforts of the cooperators (defectors). As,
by definition, the defectors consume the resource at a
greater rate than the cooperators, we have eH > eL;
furthermore, for simplicity, all the parameters are con-
sidered to be independent of time.

The harvesting term in the equation above may be
understood as follows: It is not quite physical that all
the consumers together harvest the finite-sized shared
resource at any time instant; it is more reasonable to
assume that at every time step, the resource is harvested
by a finite random fraction of the entire consumer pop-
ulation. Due to the inherent assumption of a well-mixed
unstructured population, the fractions of types of con-
sumers harvesting at any instant are present in exactly
the same proportions as in the entire population. Con-
sequently, the consumers of two types—low and high
harvesters—must be depleting the resource at a rate,
xeL + (1 − x)eH , dependent only on the fractions of
consumer-types.

We obviously should restrict ourselves to the cases
where non-negative values of m at any t are not allowed.
The detailed analysis presented below reveals that we can
identify a transformation mt → nt ≡ mt/ [k(1− eH/r)]
so that the resultant map, viz.,

nt+1 = rnt
[
1−

(
1− eH

r

)
nt
]
− nt

[
eLx

t + eH
(
1− xt

)]
,

(2)

renders the interval [0, 1] forward-invariant, provided

eH ∈ (0,∞) , (3a)
eL ∈ [eH − 1, eH) , (3b)

and r ∈ (r−, r+) ; (3c)

where

r∓ ≡ (eL + 2)∓ 2
√
(eL + 1)− eH . (4)

One notes that r− is always larger than eH . Henceforth,
we shall be concerned only with Eq. (2) as far as the
resource’s dynamics is concerned.

(r − eL)
(r − eH)1

nt

nt+1

nt
+1 = nt

(0,0) A

B C

D

E

(r − eH)
4

(r − eL)2

4(r − eH)

1

(a) The case where inequality (8) is not satisfied.

(r − eL)
(r − eH)

1
nt

nt+1

nt
+1 = nt

(0,0) A

B C

D

E(r − eH)
4

(r − eL)2

4(r − eH)

1

(b) The case where inequality (8) is satisfied.

FIG. 1: Cobweb diagrams for the resource dynamics
geometrically interpreting inequality (8). The green and
black parabolas, respectively, are the parabolas with the

minimum and the maximum attainable ordinate-values as
per Eq. (2). The base of the green parabola has a unit

length. Assume that the value of xt at a time step t is xred

(say) and the corresponding parabola for nt is the red
coloured one; nt at t is denoted by point A. At the

subsequent time step, t+ 1, xt+1 is xcyan < xred (say); the
corresponding parabola for nt is cyan coloured and nt at
t+ 1 is denoted by point E—reached as a trajectory,

ABCDE, in the cobweb diagram. See Sec. II A 2 for further
details. Subplot (a) depicts that when inequality (8) is not
satisfied, indicating that the maximum of the black curve
does not fall within the unit (green) square, iteration of

resource state from point D results in unphysical (negative)
value for the resource (observe point E). Whereas, subplot
(b), illustrates that when the maximum of the black curve
lies completely inside the unit (green) square, the values of

nt remain physically valid for all xt at all times.

2. Forward invariance of resource state

In order to identify the ranges of the parameters such
that the forward invariant interval of the (properly nor-
malized) resource state evolving under Eq. (1) ∀xt ∈ [0, 1]
is [0, 1], let us first define at(xt) ≡ eLx

t + eH (1− xt)
which measures the rate of feedback from the consumer



4

population. Consequently, we can recast Eq. (1) as

mt+1 =
[
r − at

(
xt
)]

mt

1− mt

k
(
1− at(xt)

r

)
 . (5)

Obviously, it has the form of a logistic map with
a time-dependent modified carrying capacity, kt ≡
k (1− at (xt) /r) and a time-dependent intrinsic growth
rate, rt ≡ (r − at (xt)).

To ensure the non-negativity of resource state mt, it
is imperative that the modified intrinsic growth rate rt

remains non-negative at all times (i.e., for values of xt).
Mathematically,

min
0≤xt≤1

rt(xt) ≥ 0,

=⇒ r ≥ eH . (6)

Since the rate of change of kt with respect to xt is
k(eH−eL)/r, we can conclude that kt is a strictly increas-
ing function of xt. Consequently, the minimum value of
kt is kmin ≡ k(1 − eH/r). From the term, [1 − mt/kt],
in Eq. (5), it is clear that mt = kmin is largest allowed
value for which mt+1 remains non-negative for any value
of xt. Therefore, the transformation mt → nt = mt/kmin

scales interval [0, kmin] to fill the range: [0, 1]. The mod-
ified equation for resource dynamics now reads

nt+1 =
[
r − at(xt)

]
nt

1− nt

(r−at(xt))
(r−eH)

 . (7)

Clearly, it has the form of a logistic map with a
time-dependent modified carrying capacity, k̃t(xt) ≡
(r − at (xt)) / (r − eH) and a time-dependent intrinsic
growth rate, rt.

In order that interval [0, 1] is forward invariant under
the action of map (7), it is required (see Fig. 1) that

max
0≤xt≤1

[
max

0≤nt≤1
nt+1

]
≤ min

0≤xt≤1
k̃t(xt)

=⇒ (r − eL)
2

4 (r − eH)
≤ 1. (8)

To comprehend this, note that for a fixed xt, nt-nt+1

plot is a parabola, such that the maximum of the
parabola, [r − at (xt)]

2
/[4(r − eH)], and the rightmost

point of the parabola, k̃t increase with increase in the
fixed value of xt. In fact, the biggest-sized parabola
(see the black curve in Fig. 1) has its maximum with
ordinate-value (r − eL)

2/[4(r − eH)] and it crosses ab-
scissa at (r − eL)/(r − eH) [see inequality (8)]. Simi-
larly, the smallest-sized parabola (see the green curve in
Fig. 1) has maximum ordinate-value (r − eH)/4 and it
crosses abscissa at 1. Therefore the geometrical meaning
of inequality (8) is essentially that the ordinate-value of
the maximum of the black parabola can not be greater
than the maximum abscissa-value of the green parabola.

Fig. 1a succinctly exhibits the problem in case the in-
equality is not satisfied: Suppose, as shown in the figure,
the black curve lies outside the green curve. Then for
some values of xt, there can be parabolae that lie within
these two curves. For illustration, we consider the red
and the cyan-colored parabolae; the former is for x-value
(xred, say) that is greater than that (xcyan, say) of the lat-
ter. A phase point (xred, nt)—where nt ∈ [0, 1]—at time
t, denoted by A in Fig. 1a should be mapped to point D
at time t + 1 via B and C. If at t + 1, the co-evolving
xt changes its value to xcyan, then on the next iteration
nt must take a negative value as depicted by point E—
an unphysical behavior. The source of this unphysical
behaviour is straightforward: nt+1 can not be greater
than the maximum of the parabola (given by Eq. (8) for
a fixed x-value) used to evolve the corresponding initial
nt. Fig. 1b illustrates the case where inequality (8) is sat-
isfied: Since all the parabolae must lie between the green
and the black ones, every nt point in the range [0, 1] must
be mapped back into the same range.

Finally, solving inequalities (6) and (8) yields a range
(r−, r+), where r∓ is given in Eq. (4), that renders [0, 1]
forward invariant. Since the intrinsic growth rate, r, can
not be complex-valued, eL must not be less than (eH−1).
In effect, we have derived conditions (3).

3. Resource-dependent replicator equation

Next, in order to get to the replicator equation cor-
responding to the high and low harvesters—being syn-
onymously called cooperator and defector respectively in
this paper—we start with the simplest situation where
R, S, T , and P are the payoffs realized ignoring the state
of the environmental resource, nt. In this case the pay-
off matrix, U(nt), for a focal player would have the nt-
independent form:

U(nt = constant) = U =

[
R S
T P

]
. (9)

Subsequently, we extend the payoff matrix U to include
the effect of state of environment23,26,27,52 as follows:

Ut(nt) = (1− nt)U0 + ntU1. (10)

Here Uk is the shorthand notation for U(nt = k) where
k ∈ {0, 1}. It is evident that the payoff matrix reduces
to U0 in the limit of nt = 0, which corresponds to the
poorest resource state. Whereas in the opposite limit
of nt = 1 of the richest resource state, it reduces to U1.
Guided by the form of Eq. (9), a natural parametrization
of U0 and U1 is

U0 =

[
R0 S0

T0 P0

]
(11)

and

U1 =

[
R1 S1

T1 P1

]
. (12)
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We note that the matrix Ut is independent of xt. How-
ever, our model considers matrix games53, for which xt-
dependence enters through the fitness. The fitness f t

i

of an individual consumer adopting the i-th strategy is
given by

f t
i (x

t) =

2∑
j=1

Ut
ij(n

t)xt
j ; i = 1, 2. (13)

As the consumer population grows and evolves through
a replication-selection process54, therefore it is appropri-
ate to use the paradigmatic replicator maps to model
its evolution. We use both type-I and type-II replicator
maps55,56 which are

xt+1 = xt + xt
(
1− xt

) (
f t
1 − f t

2

)
(14a)

and xt+1 = xt f
t
1

f̄ t
, (14b)

respectively. Here f̄ t ≡ ∑2
i=1

∑2
j=1 U

t
ij(n

t)xt
ix

t
j denotes

the mean fitness of the population.
Either Eqs. (14a) and (2) or Eqs. (14b) and (2)

describes the time-discrete eco-evolutionary dynamics.
Henceforth, we term the former system-I and the latter
system-II. It, however, must be ascertained that for what
values of S and T , the type-I and the type-II maps map
all initial conditions x0 ∈ [0, 1] to some xt ∈ [0, 1] ∀t.

B. Choice of Payoff Matrices

We fix R0 = R1 = 1 and P0 = P1 = 0 to reduce the
number of independent parameters in our model. This
choice suffices for our purpose as the model still captures
all the major ordinal classes of the payoff matrix. A re-
gion of the S-T parameter space is called a strict physical
region56 for a particular replicator map if the map ren-
ders [0, 1] interval forward-invariant. It was established56

that for a payoff matrix,

U =

[
1 S
T 0

]
, (15)

(where S and T are constants) the strict physical region
of the type-I replicator map is a leaf-like region in the
S-T parameter space, whereas the strict physical region
of the type-II map is the non-negative region in the S-T
parameter space, viz., S ⩾ 0 and T ⩾ 0.

As set up earlier, the payoff matrices used in the repli-
cator maps in the eco-evolutionary dynamics have nt-
dependence (see Eq. 10). It can be easily shown that if
both U0 and U1 are chosen such that (S0, T0) and (S1, T1)
are both inside the strict physical region of the S−T pa-
rameter space, then the resulting payoff matrix Ut(nt)—
which is in the form given by Eq. (15)—has S and T
(which now depend on nt) that also remains inside the
strict physical region. To see this, we notice that for

the type-I maps, the strict physical region is a leaf-like
region whose boundary has non-negative unsigned curva-
ture everywhere; and for type-II replicator map the strict
physical region is the first octant of the S−T parameter
space. Hence, a straight line segment joining of any two
points in either of the strict physical regions always re-
mains inside the region; any point on the line is nothing
but a convex combination (using factors nt and 1 − nt)
of the endpoints.

For the purpose of studying TOC, it is ideal to choose
U1 to represent a game where mutual defection is the
dominant strategy. One such game is the Prisoner’s
Dilemma. Therefore, to write a Prisoner’s Dilemma game
using the form of U in Eq. (15), we choose S ⩽ 0 and
T ⩾ 1. However, this choice gives us the liberty to choose
such payoff matrices for the type-I replicator map that
S and T may lie outside the strict physical region of the
type-II replicator map. Therefore, we need to use a differ-
ent class of payoff matrices so that the same payoff matrix
can be used in the two eco-evolutionary dynamics—one
with type-I and the other with type-II replicator maps;
this would bring the results to be obtained for the two
replicator maps on same footing so that we can compare
and contrast the two dynamics.

Consider a transformation: U → U + 1, where 1 is a
constant matrix with unity as every element. Under this
transformation, the type-I map keeps its form invariant,
but the type-II map modifies such that now the strict
physical region is given by S ⩾ −1, T ⩾ −1. Ergo,

U =

[
2 S
T 1

]
, (16)

which corresponds to the Prisoner’s Dilemma matrix if
S ∈ [0, 1] and T > 2, has the possibility of S and T
to lie inside the strict physical regions of both maps for
all twelve possible distinct games. Thus, henceforth, we
choose U0 and U1 for both the systems such that their
forms are given by Eq. (16).

We assume that in the fully replete case, the play-
ers interact through the Prisoner’s Dilemma game, U1,
which has ‘defect’ as its dominant strategy. However,
as the resource starts to degrade, cooperation may de-
velop. Consequently, we can allow U0 to be the payoff
matrix for any of the three major classes of games57,
viz., (i) the Harmony game (like Harmony I), (ii) the
anti-coordination game (like the Leader game), and (iii)
the coordination game (like the Stag-Hunt game). In
all these three games, cooperation may be maintained
as Nash equilibrium. With such choices, the fate of the
eco-evolutionary systems is what we eclectically present
in the next section.

III. RESULTS

We choose the Prisoner’s Dilemma game with U1 hav-
ing (S1, T1) = (0.9, 2.1) without much loss of generality
for our purpose of numerical exercises. Since we wish to
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investigate the role played by the growth rate r of the
resource in averting TOC, the harvesting efforts eL and
eH are kept fixed. Again, for the concreteness of nu-
merical exercises, we choose eL = 1 and eH = 1.1 so that
the forward invariance condition is adhered to. It implies
that r must lie between r− ≈ 1.103 to r+ ≈ 4.897. Subse-
quently, we have discovered the rich dynamical behaviour
in the x-n phase plane as we take different U0’s which do
not have defection as the exclusive Nash equilibrium.

Since the logistic map is known to exhibit periodic
and chaotic outcomes, and so does the type-I replica-
tor map 55,58, both system-I and system-II (i.e., the eco-
evolutionary dynamics respectively corresponding to the
type-I and type-II maps) can be non-convergent. While
we perform linear stability of about the fixed points of
the systems, the full non-linear dynamical behaviour can
be assessed through careful numerics. We plot the bi-
furcation diagrams along with the largest Lyapunov ex-
ponent59 of the systems and infer the character of TOC
from there. Let us now go through some examples illus-
trating some interesting observations.

A. Illustrative examples

Example 1 (Harmony game; S0 = 1.1, T0 = 1.9—
Harmony I game): Suppose the harvesters play a Har-
mony game when the resource is completely depleted.
The eco-evolutionary dynamics generates Fig. 2, where
we note that both systems I and II are almost identical.
As the intrinsic growth rate (r) of the resource increases
from its least possible value (r− ≈ 1.103), initially, the
resource remains depleted with the consumer population
exclusively consisting of low-harvesters. Beyond a critical
r = rc (here, rc = 2—the transcritical bifurcation point),
the resource starts to achieve non-zero asymptotic val-
ues. As r increases more, a flip bifurcation takes place at
around r ≈ 4 and the period doubles leading to a stable
oscillatory resource state. Finally, chaos appears through
the period-doubling route and emerges for many values of
r—except for some interspersing periodic windows. From
the point of flip bifurcation onwards, the harvester popu-
lation has no low-harvester: The oscillatory (periodic or
chaotic) state of the resource is sustained by harvester
population consisting of high-harvesters only. Thus, os-
cillatory outcome helps in preventing TOC even in the
absence of any cooperators. A very interesting regime
in this example is the flat horizontal plateau around
(r = 3, n = 0.5) in r-n plot: One notes that the sta-
ble consumer population composition linearly changes
from all low-harvesters to all high-harvesters while the
resource state remains unchanged.

Example 2 (Harmony game; S0 = 1.8, T0 = 1.9—
Harmony I game): The aforementioned horizontal flat
region, however, is not a generic feature. If we take a
slightly different Harmony game (S0 = 1.8, T0 = 1.9),
we note (see Fig. 3) its absence. In this particular game
as r increases, the resource state again undergoes period-

doubling bifurcation. However, in this case, the low-
harvester fraction never vanishes completely; unlike the
preceding example, here both x and n coordinates chaot-
ically oscillate in unison. Thus, avoidance of TOC is sus-
tained by chaotically varying fractions of harvester types.
These features are the same in both systems I and II.

Example 3 (Coordination game; S0 = 0.9, T0 = 1.9—
Stag-Hunt game): Next, we take the example of a coor-
dination game. We observe that the features are similar
to that of the case of example 1 except that bistability is
witnessed. Specifically, when r is just more than 2, the
low-harvesters take over the consumer population and
maintain a non-zero, albeit scarce, state of the resource.
However, such a state coexists with another stable state
(x = 0, n = 0). As r crosses 2.1, the latter state also
transitions to a non-zero resource state. In fact, there
is a regime of r-values (lying approximately between 2.1
and 2.9; see the blue curve and the black curve imme-
diately below it in Fig. 5) where two distinct non-zero
resource states—1 + 0.9/(1.1 − r) and 1 + 1/(1.1 − r)—
are respectively sustained by either all low harvesters or
all high-harvesters depending on the initial state of the
system under consideration.

Example 4 (Anti-coordination game; S0 = 8, T0 = 9—
Leader game): The case of anti-coordination games is
further interesting because systems I and II have quali-
tatively different dynamics for smaller values of intrin-
sic growth rate. The bifurcation diagrams and maxi-
mum Lyapunov exponent are depicted in Fig. (4). This
is because the type-I replicator dynamics is chaotic for
such Leader games, but type-II is not; at small n-values,
the dynamics is dominated by x variable. Note that for
higher values of r (≳ 3), the features in the case of the
Leader game chosen are the same as that of example 2.
Coming to the lower values of r, we note that in system
II, the non-zero state of the resource is sustained by a
mix of low and high harvesters beyond a threshold value
of r, viz., r = 2.05; below the threshold, however, the low
and high harvesters remain in equal proportions but the
TOC is unavoidable. In the case of system I, for r less
than 2.05 begets TOC but now the evolution of harvester-
fractions is chaotic. As soon as r crosses 2.05, both x and
n chaotically evolves. With further increase in r-value,
the chaos is ultimately replaced by periodic oscillations
and finally convergent fixed point solutions. In summary,
the harvester-fractions are chaotic for both high and low
r values, but in the former TOC is averted through chaos
in n-variable but in the latter TOC is unavoidable even
in the presence of low-harvesters.

In the above examples (specifically in examples 1, 2,
and 4), there are instances where chaos is exhibited by
either x or n variables (but not both simultaneously).
It is obvious that since the systems are bounded and
dissipative, such chaotic regimes in the two-dimensional
eco-evolutionary maps must be characterized by Lya-
punov spectra with two Lyapunov exponents—one nega-
tive (λmin) and another positive (λmax < λmin). The Lya-
punov dimension (DL) is, thus, 1+(λmax+λmin)/|λmin| >
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FIG. 2: Prevention of TOC in the resource state which
chaotically oscillates, in the complete absence of cooperators,

for large values of the intrinsic growth rate: This figure
exhibits bifurcation diagram and maximum Lyapunov

exponent for the case with U0 having S0 = 1.1 and T0 = 1.9,
i.e., Harmony-I game. We fix eL = 1, eH = 1.1, and

r ∈ [1.103, 4.897]. The first column is for system-I and the
second one is for system-II. The first two rows exhibit the
stable solutions (fixed points, periodic orbits, or chaos)
resulting from bifurcations as seen respectively in the

variables for low harvester fraction (x) and (normalized)
state of the resource (n). The third row represents the plot

of the maximum Lyapunov exponent (λmax) needed to
ascertain the regions of chaos (λmax > 0). The transcritical
bifurcation that happens at r = rc is marked by the grey

dashed line and the flip bifurcation leading to period
doubling is marked by the blue dotted line.

1. However, the phase points of the corresponding at-
tractor lie on a straight line, and hence the attractor’s
capacity dimension (D0) cannot be greater than one; in
fact, it is less than one (see, e.g., Fig. 6). Hence, by
definition, such instances of chaos can be recognized as
hypochaos.

Of course, one could have taken many other possi-
ble values of S0 and T0 to check for other possibilities
using stability analyses and numerics—which we have
exhaustively done in the backdrop—but same features
as illustrated by the above four examples would have
been found. We have essentially highlighted bistabil-
ity, r-independent resource state (flat plateau in Figs. 5),
hypochaos, and averting TOC through chaos. Expect

FIG. 3: Prevention of TOC in the resource state which
chaotically oscillates in the partial presence of cooperators
with chaotically oscillating fraction, for large values of the

intrinsic growth rate: This figure exhibits bifurcation
diagram and maximum Lyapunov exponents for the case

with U0 having S0 = 1.8 and T0 = 1.9, i.e., Harmony-I game.
Other details are analogous to the ones given in the caption

of Fig. 2.

for the bistability, the other features are very much par-
ticular to the discrete-time dynamics of the generation-
wise non-overlapping population; continuous-time eco-
evolutionary dynamics23,25–27,29,31 are known not to ex-
hibit these dynamical features.

B. Comprehending the generic features

Let us now try to understand the reasons behind cer-
tain generic features, like (i) the existence of a threshold
value of r after which n becomes non-zero, (ii) simulta-
neous chaotic evolution of x and n variables, e.g., in ex-
amples 2 and 4, and (iii) hypochaos resulting from chaos
exhibited by only one of x and n variables, e.g., in exam-
ples 1, 2 and 4.

It is not surprising that for all choices of U0, TOC
is found to be inevitable for small values of r, while it
may be only partially avoided—either through periodic
orbits or the chaotic ones—for larger values of r. The
critical value of resource growth rate r = rc (say), be-
low which state of the resource nt always fixates to zero,
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FIG. 4: Prevention of TOC in the resource state which
chaotically oscillates, in the complete absence of cooperators,

for large values of the intrinsic growth rate: This figure
exhibits bifurcation diagram and maximum Lyapunov

exponents for the case with U0 having S0 = 0.9 and T0 = 1.9,
i.e., Stag-Hunt game. Other details are analogous to the

ones given in the caption of Fig. 2. There are two different
values of rc depending on whether the consumer population
is composed of exclusively high harvesters (x = 1) or low
harvesters (x = 0). The two different coexisting outcomes
(fixed points) are marked with two different colours—black
and blue. Note that the blue curve and the part of black

curve immediately below it indicate bistability: Two distinct
resource states, given by 1 + 0.9/(1.1− r) and

1 + 1/(1.1− r), are maintained by exclusively low harvesters
and exclusively high-harvesters, respectively.

happens to be dependent on the choice of the payoff ma-
trix U0 and the type of the replicator map being used.
Its value may simply be determined by substituting the
asymptotic value of nt = n∗ = 0 in the replicator equa-
tions and finding what values of xt = x∗ are allowed at
r = r−; and then by using that particular value of x∗ in
the effective growth rate, r − [eLx

∗ + eH (1− x∗)], of nt

(see Eq. 5): The maximum value of r at which the max-
imum value of effective growth rate remains less than or
equal to unity is recognized as rc. In other words, at
(x∗, n∗ = 0) becomes unstable beyond rc and the TOC
is averted.

For example, when U0 corresponds to Harmony game
with S0 = 1.1 and T0 = 1.9 (Fig. 2) or with S0 = 1.8 and
T0 = 1.9 (Fig. 3), one find x∗ = 1 at r = r− ≈ 1.103.

FIG. 5: Prevention of TOC in the resource state which
chaotically oscillates in the partial presence of cooperators
with chaotically oscillating fraction, for large values of the

intrinsic growth rate: This figure exhibits bifurcation
diagram and maximum Lyapunov exponents for the case

with U0 having S0 = 8 and T0 = 9, i.e., Leader game. We fix
eL = 1, eH = 1.1, and r ∈ [1.103, 4.897]. The first and the
columns are, respectively, for system-I and system-II. The
stable solutions (fixed points, periodic orbits, or chaos)

resulting from bifurcations as seen in the variables for low
harvester fraction (x) and (normalized) state of the resource
(n) in the first and the second row, respectively. The third
row showcases the maximum Lyapunov exponent (λmax)

marking the regions of chaos (λmax > 0). The flip
bifurcations leading to period doubling are marked by blue
dotted lines. The gray dashed line marks the value of r = rc

up to which the TOC is inevitable.

Hence, rc = 1+[eLx
∗+eH (1− x∗)] = 2. Likewise, when

U0 corresponds to a Stag-Hunt game with S0 = 0.9 and
T0 = 1.9 (Fig. 4), rc is either 2 or 2.1 depending whether
the initial conditions are in the basin of attraction of
the fixed point with x∗ = 1 or x∗ = 0, respectively. Of
course, the cases where xt at r = r− and n∗ = 0 does
not converge to a fixed point, e.g., when U0 corresponds
to Leader game with S0 = 8 and T0 = 9 (Fig. 5), rc may
be evaluated using rc = 1 + [eLx

∗ + eH (1− x∗)] where
x∗ is replaced by the mean value of xt in the chaotic
attractor. For the specific case at hand (see top row of
Fig. 5), one finds that the mean value is 0.5 (when type-I
map is used) and hence, rc = 2.05. The value is the same
if type-II map is used, because x∗ = 0.5.
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FIG. 6: Illustrating hypochaos: Fractal dimension of
strange chaotic attractor for U0 having S0 = 0.9 and

T0 = 1.9, i.e., Stag-Hunt game (see Fig. 3), in system I.
Black squares, blue pentagons, and red circles represent

Lyapunov (DL), capacity (D0), and correlation (D2)
dimensions, respectively, of the attractors at corresponding
r-values. (Solid lines merely connect the markers.) Note

D0 < 1 < DL signifying hypochaos.

As pointed out earlier, chaos is not always seen in play-
ers’ fractions even if the coupled dynamics of the resource
is chaotic, or the other way round—such a situation at
hand is a physical manifestation of hypochaos. For which
sets of parameter values, hypochaos appears can be un-
derstood mathematically through the stability of invari-
ant manifolds and physically through the idea of mean
game. The mean game is defined as the game with payoff
matrix, ⟨U⟩ ≡ (1−⟨n⟩)U0+ ⟨n⟩U1, where ⟨n⟩ is the mean
value of nt over the time-series of nt on the attractor
of corresponding system. For example, when U0 corre-
sponds to a Harmony game with S0 = 1.1 and T0 = 1.9,
nt varies chaotically at r = 4.8; for various nt values the
effective payoff matrix Ut(nt) = (1 − nt)U0 + ntU1 fluc-

TABLE I: Condition on resource state (n) for local
asymptotic stability of x = 0 and x = 1 manifolds for the
case of four illustrative examples (discussed in Sec. IIIA)

with different U0. Conclusions are identical for system I and
system II.

U0 Invariant Manifold Attractive if

Harmony I game x = 0 n ∈ ( 1
2 , 1]

(S0 = 1.1, T0 = 1.9) x = 1 n ∈ [0, 1
2 )

Harmony I game x = 0 n ∈ ( 8
9 , 1]

(S0 = 1.8, T0 = 1.9) x = 1 n ∈ [0, 1
2 )

Stag-Hunt game x = 0 n ∈ [0, 1]

(S0 = 0.9, T0 = 1.9) x = 1 n ∈ [0, 1
2 )

Leader game x = 0 n ∈ ( 70
71 , 1]

(S0 = 8, T0 = 9) x = 1 n ∈ { }

tuates between that for Harmony game and Prisoner’s
Dilemma. The mean payoff matrix, ⟨U⟩, however, can be
shown to be that of the Prisoner’s Dilemma. Naturally,
the cooperator fraction should vanish in such a scenario
(as seen in Fig. 2a and Fig. 2d).

There are two invariant manifolds, x = 0 and x = 1,
as far as Eq. (14a) and Eq. (14b) are concerned. One can
find their linear stabilities (along x-direction) by calcu-
lating ∂xt+1/∂xt at each of the manifolds and by finding
if its absolute value is less than unity at the correspond-
ing manifold for which values of n. The conclusions of the
stability analysis are summarized in Table I. If n varies
chaotically (or even periodically) in the asymptotic limit,
then we propose the ansatz that the stability of the in-
variant manifolds can be ascertained by using ⟨n⟩ in place
of nt in ∂xt+1/∂xt. This ansatz about replacing a fluctu-
ating payoff matrix in the replicator equations with the
mean game payoff matrix implicitly assumes that the dis-
tribution of the phase points on the attractor is uniform.

To understand the mathematical reason behind the
hypochaos, let us focus as an example on Fig. 2 and
Fig. 7a (and Table I), i.e., example 1 of Sec. IIIA. We
note that the invariant manifolds are stable for mutually
exclusive ranges of n. For values of r when n is no longer
asymptotically convergent, which manifold is stable can
be predicted by finding ⟨n⟩ for these cases. It is seen to lie
between 1/2 to 1 for both systems I and II (see green solid
and black dot-dashed curves, respectively, in Fig. 7a).
Obviously, the x = 0 manifold is stable in such case
making the chaos a hypochaotic one. Moreover, in this
(blue-coloured) region of n-values, the mean game payoff
matrix corresponds to Prisoner’s Dilemma. Hence, it is
not surprising that defectors (i.e., high harvesters) fixate
in the consumer population while the resource varies pe-
riodically or chaotically. All other instances of hypochaos
(examples 1, 2, and 4) can be understood similarly.

The case of both variables behaving chaotically say in
example 2 (Fig. 3 and Fig. 7b) for r ≳ 4, can be reasoned
along the same line. We note that after period-doubling
starts, 1/2 < ⟨n⟩ < 8/9. In this region neither of the in-
variant manifolds is stable (see Table I); the region corre-
sponds to a mean game payoff matrix of anti-coordination
game making it reasonable the mixed states of the pop-
ulation is sustained. Obviously, since there is no other
invariant manifold (except irrelevant to this case: n = 0),
oscillatory n leads to oscillatory x, and generically, the
attractor dimension is more than unity; i.e., hypochaos
is not present in this case.

We end this section by making two brief remarks.
First, as far as non-convergent n is concerned, the fea-
tures of example 2 (Fig. 5 and Fig. 7c) are very similar
to the aforementioned discussion of example 1. The only
difference is that rather than the Prisoner’s Dilemma
game, the mean game corresponds to the coordination
game (yellow region) which has two pure and one mixed
state equilibria. In this case, however, only x = 0 is sta-
ble (see Table I) when 1/2 < ⟨n⟩ < 41/42; hence, high
harvesters fixate in the consumer population sustaining a
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FIG. 7: Mean game dictates long-term dynamics: Figure presents ⟨n⟩ vs. r plot for the four illustrative examples as listed in
Sec. IIIA, viz., (a) Example 1: S0 = 1.1 and T0 = 1.9, (b) Example 2: S0 = 1.8 and T0 = 1.9, (c) Example 3: S0 = 0.9 and

T0 = 1.9, and (d) Example 4: S0 = 8 and T0 = 9. Green solid and black dashed curves correspond to system I and system II,
respectively. The background colours—blue, green, pink, and yellow—indicate that the mean game matrix for the

corresponding values of ⟨n⟩ is that of Prisoner’s Dilemma game, Harmony game, anti-coordination game, and coordination
game.

chaotically fluctuating resource population. Second, just
as we use ⟨n⟩, one can use ⟨x⟩ in example 4 (Fig. 4 and
Fig. 7d) for r < rc to find that n = 0 manifold is sta-
ble for x = ⟨x⟩ = 0.5 and hence, appears an instance of
hypochaos with attractor lying on n = 0.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Some investigations23,25,27,29,30 have explored scenar-
ios close to the one examined herein. Specifically, these
scenarios are where resources for individual consumption
are generated by cooperators within an infinitely large
unstructured population—the kind of simple population
structure that we are interested in this paper. The in-
terplay of types composing the population influences the
dynamics of the shared resource, and feedback from the
shared resource state impacts the interaction among the
types.

Somewhat along similar line, some papers24,26,28 have
modelled an infinitely large unstructured consumer pop-
ulation engaged in the consumption of a self-renewable
resource—one of the main ingredients of this paper. How-
ever, the intrinsic growth rate in those papers carries a
different implication compared to ours. In those stud-
ies, where the resource dynamics are governed by a
continuous-time dynamics, the positivity of the effective
intrinsic growth rate ensures the resource state’s growth.
In contrast, in our study, we have aimed to model a
dynamic resource with non-overlapping generations, and
hence, the growth of the resource state is ensured only
when the (effective) intrinsic growth rate at any given
time exceeds unity. Also, due to the restriction of forward
invariance of the phase space, our discrete-time model
needs the intrinsic growth rate to be always more than
the harvesting rates; this is not a necessary requirement
in continuous time models31.

Furthermore, recent researches24,29 have also delved
into inquiries exploring the impacts of external motiva-

tors, such as incentives for resource preservation, penal-
ties for damage to it, and inspection imposed on the con-
sumer population. Another paper25 has also included
the spatial structure of the consumer population. An-
other notable extension28 of the aforementioned models
considers a time-lagged effect of the consumer popula-
tion on the dynamics of a self-renewing resource. All
these additional dimensions of inquiry have remained be-
yond the scope of our present study. Also, variations27,31,
within these classes of model, explore scenarios where
a consumer population is growing to reach its carrying
capacity—something we ignore in the present study.

The deterministic dynamics that we have dealt with in
this paper can actually be seen as a mean-field model of a
microscopic stochastic birth-death process in the popula-
tions. Some previous studies25,31 have aimed to elucidate
the dynamics of the consumer population and the shared
resource from a microscopic point of view. These investi-
gations unveil that the effective deterministic dynamics,
dictating the evolutions of types’ frequencies within the
population, population size, and the state of the shared
resource, can be deduced as mean-field dynamics from
more fundamental microscopic descriptions of the sys-
tem. However, in this paper, we have not derived the
dynamical equations of difference equations from any mi-
croscopic description; rather, the deterministic equations
have been formulated phenomenologically.

Moreover, one can actually, in principle, go beyond
the mean-field description and investigate the full un-
derlying stochastic equations governing the system. In
this context, it is worth pointing out some works20,60,61
that delved into the impact of stochasticity on eco-
evolutionary systems of this nature. However, these in-
vestigations presuppose that environmental fluctuations
arise independently of evolutionary individuals while at-
tributing the fluctuations to intrinsic factors. Conse-
quently, these studies analyze the repercussions of fluctu-
ations that are explicitly unrelated to the consumer pop-
ulation and disregard the feedback to the environment
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influenced by the changing fractions of types of individ-
uals within the population. It is definitely of interest to
extend such studies to the exact scenario considered in
this paper.

In the light of the above discussion, in this paper,
our goal may initially appear rather modest in the sense
that we have extended the deterministic eco-evolutionary
dynamics à la Tilman et al.26 to the unexplored case
of generation-wise non-overlapping populations of con-
sumers harvesting self-renewing resource. Nevertheless,
the dynamics is much more rich with the appearance
of chaos—something totally absent in the correspond-
ing continuous case. Moreover, we discover the interest-
ing physical implications of hypochaos: The signature
of chaos may be confined to either the dynamics of the
resource or that of the consumer fractions. A specific in-
triguing implication is that resource can keep chaotically
evolving, and hence does not vanish to manifest TOC,
and yet the consumer population may be composed ex-
clusively of defectors, i.e., high harvesters. This is at
odds with the general intuition23 that the prevention of
TOC requires cooperation in society to play a decisive
role.

We have been rather exhaustive in our choice of dy-
namical equations: We have used both the type-I and
the type-II replicator maps. Additionally, we have
used resource-dependent payoff matrices to ensure game-
environment feedback. We have ensured forward invari-
ance of the unit square, [0, 1]2 ⊂ R2 under the dynam-
ics, which leads to appropriate non-trivial bounds on the
system parameters. Even though the resource-dependent
payoff matrix fluctuates (sometimes chaotically), we have
established that the observations regarding the long-time
dynamics of the system could be satisfactorily under-
stood through the idea of a mean game payoff matrix.

The stark difference in the fate of the commons in
generation-wise overlapping population to that in non-
overlapping population should carry over to the finite
population as well. Thus, whether one considers the
Wright–Fisher process62,63 or the Moran process64 for the
microevolution of the players in a finite population of con-
sumers harvesting a finite population of self-renewing re-
source should make a difference in the resulting stochastic
eco-evolutionary outcomes. This is what we would like
to investigate in the future.

From another perspective, the present study may
be seen as a proposal for the simplest deterministic
framework of game-resource feedback dynamics where
the fate of resource is governed by the chaotic eco-
evolutionary dynamics. Of course, chaos can appear even
in continuous-time models but the corresponding phase
space has to be of higher dimensions and hence, they
mostly would be analytically intractable. Nevertheless,
how much of the features—e.g., hypochaos-mediated pre-
vention of TOC—presented in the model of this paper
carries over to chaotic time-continuous model is also of a
possible future direction of research.
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