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Abstract

The relationship between topology and dynamics of complex sys-
tems has motivated continuing interest from the scientific community.
In the present work, we address this interesting topic from the perspec-
tive of simple games, involving two teams playing according to a small
set of simple rules, taking place on four types of complex networks.
Starting from a minimalist game, characterized by full symmetry al-
ways leading to ties, four other games are described in progressive
order of complexity, taking into account the presence of neighbors as
well as strategies. Each of these five games, as well as their specific
changes when implemented in four types of networks, are studied in
terms of statistics of the total duration of the game as well as the
number of victories and ties, with several interesting results that sub-
stantiate, in some cases, the importance of the network topology on
the respective dynamics. As a subsidiary result, the visualization of
relationships between the data elements in terms of coincidence sim-
ilarity networks allowed a more complete and direct interpretation of
the obtained results.

1 Introduction

The specific interconnecting (topologic) properties of a complex system
can influence, or even determine, diverse types of dynamics taking place on
that system. This important relationship between topology and dynamics
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has motivated continuing interest also in the area of Network Science (e.g. [1,
2, 3, 4]).

Among the several possible types of dynamics taking place on complex
networks, games involving interactions between two or more teams has also
motivated interest from the scientific community developing studies on the
relationship between topology and dynamics. Several works have focused on
the prisoner dilemma (e.g. [5, 6, 7, 8, 9]). Other developments considering
diverse types of games taking place on complex networks include but are by
no means limited to [10, 11, 12, 13, 14].

The present work aims at studying in a systematic and incremental man-
ner a sequence of basic games between two teams (A and B), in the sense
of involving a small and simple set of rules, which can take place on diverse
types of complex networks. More specifically, two take randomly selected
individuals (one from each team) perform simultaneous choices at each suc-
cessive time step or iteration. Simultaneity is of particular interest because it
allows for complete symmetry to be achieved, always leading to ties between
the two teams (all individuals from both teams vanishing). Also of interest
in the present work is the topic of symmetry breaking [15, 16, 17], which is
intrinsically related to dynamics in complex networks.

In order to investigate the possible impact of the network topology on
the obtained game dynamics, we consider four types of complex networks,
namely: (a) regular lattice (REG); (b) ER; (c) BA; and (d) GEO. These types
of networks account for a good level of topological diversity, with the models
REG and GEO not following the small-world property, while the BA model
presents intense degree asymmetry (scale-free distribution of node degrees).
The ER type can be understood as a stochastic version of the model REG.

Though the reported developments follow a mostly abstract perspective,
which has been here identified as ‘games ’, the considered types of dynamic
and topology are related to several important real-world types of systems
and problems, including but by no means being limited to interaction be-
tween particles [18, 19], chemical reactions [20, 21], cell interactions [22, 23],
living beings [24, 25], economical groups [26, 27, 28], among several other
possibilities.

We start with what is possibly the simplest set of rules (game G1), in-
volving uniformly choice among the available positions unoccupied by the
adversary. Whenever two individuals meet, they cancel one another. Be-
cause of the complete underlying symmetry of the choices, this type of game
necessarily leads to ties, with the complete vanishing of both teams. Yet,
despite this intrinsic simplicity, the total time taken by the game may still
vary as a consequence of the specific topological features of each type of net-
work, an aspect that is respectively studied in the present work respectively
to each of the considered types of game and network topology.

In order to break the symmetry of case G1, the rules are changed so
that whenever two individuals meet, the one having the largest number of
neighbors from the same team prevails, so that the adversary is removed from
the game. This second type of game is referred to as G2. Now, victories by
any of the two teams become possible, as well as ties, so that it becomes
interesting to consider the respective statistics.
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Table 1: Abbreviated description of the five types of games considered in the present work.

Game Description
G1 Uniformly random choice of next positions.
G2 As G1, but the player with more neighbors prevails.

G3
As G2, but one of the teams moves to the

position with the largest number of neighbors.

G4
As G2, but both teams move deterministically to the

position with the largest number of neighbors.
G5 As G4, but both teams move in randomly preferential manner.

The third type of game (G3) studied in the present work differs impor-
tantly from the two previous cases in the aspect that it incorporates a strategy
by one of the teams, while the other makes random choices as in G1 and G2.
More specifically, the current player of team A (randomly selected among
the players of that team) moves deterministically to the node containing the
largest number of neighbors from its own team. In this particular case, two
more nodes have the same number of neighbors, and one of them is taken
with uniform probability. It is expected that team A will have more chance
to win as a consequence of adopting the above described strategy.

Another type of game (G4) is also considered here, characterized by both
teams (and not only team A) adopting the above described deterministic
strategy. Now, it could be expected that the individuals of each team would
tend to remain adjacent one another, irrespectively of the individuals of the
other team.

The last type of game (G5) studied in the present work consists in a
modification of G4 in which each choice is taken in randomly preferential
manner, instead of deterministically as in the previous case. More specifically,
each individual move randomly to the adjacent node preferentially to the
number of neighbors of its own team. One particularly interesting issue
related to G5 consists of the possible effects of the random preferential choice
leading to greater interaction between the two teams.

Table 1 provides, for the sake of quick reference, an abbreviated descrip-
tion of the five types of games considered in the present work.

A subsidiary development described in the present work concerns the use
of coincidence similarity networks as a means to obtain more complete and
intuitive visualization and analysis of the relationships between each of the
possible considered combinations of types of games and types of network
topology.

This work starts by reviewing the main adopted concepts and methods,
then presenting and discussing the performed experiments and obtained re-
sults respectively to percentages of victories/ties as well as the duration of
the games. The conclusions then provide a summary of the main findings as
well as some prospects for future developments.
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2 Methodology

In this study, four distinct network topologies were employed to run the
execution of the presented games.

The first network was a simple regular lattice (REG), in 2 dimensions,
with each node connecting to its nearest neighbors. Another topology em-
ployed was an Erdős–Rényi [29] (ER). We also use Barabási–Albert [30] (BA)
networks. The last type of topology adopted was a geometric network (GEO),
corresponding to the Delaunay triangulation (e.g. [31]) of a slightly perturbed
version of an orthogonal lattice.

Given a dataset of N entities, each with M respective properties, charac-
teristics, or features, it is often interesting to standardize (e.g. [32]) the values
of the latter, which can be implemented by using the following expression:

X̃j
i =

Xj
i − µj

σj

(1)

with i = 1, 2, . . . , N and j = 1, 2, . . . ,M . In addition, Xi stands for the
feature j of each respective sample i, and µj and σj correspond, respectively,
to the average and standard deviation of feature j among all the N entities.

Standardizing a specific dataset assumes that the range of magnitudes of
the features involved in that dataset are not important, as they will all be
normalized to unit standard deviation as a consequence of the standardiza-
tion procedure. In addition, the average value of each of the features should
also be known to have no importance for subsequent analysis of the dataset.
Indeed, the standardization of a dataset implies that the normalized data to
have null means and unit standard deviation. In addition, the feature values
of most of the entities will be comprised between −2 and 2. The standard-
ized values are non-dimensional. One of the interesting characteristics of
data standardization is that all features will have similar potential influence
on the respective analysis, even in cases involving features with markedly
distinct extreme values.

Though several approaches can be employed for data analysis, the consid-
eration of similarity indices provides some interesting intrinsic characteristics.
In particular, we have the possibility to express the relationship between pairs
of data elements in terms of the similarity between their respective features,
therefore providing an intrinsically intuitive interpretation. As described re-
cently, the coincidence similarity index (e.g. [33, 34, 35, 36]) can be applied
as a means to perform strict comparison between real-valued data elements,
being also normalized and presenting good tolerance to outliers and data
noise.

With the help of multiset concepts (e.g. [37]), and particularly by using
the extension to negative values described in [38], the Jaccard index (e.g. [39,
40, 41, 34]) involved in the coincidence similarity calculation can be applied
to two non-zero real-valued vectors v⃗ and r⃗ as:

J (v⃗, r⃗) =

∑
i{min(vPi , r

P
i ) + min(|vNi |, |rNi |)}∑

i{max(vPi , r
P
i ) + max(|vNi |, |rNi |)}

(2)

where v⃗P and v⃗N are the vectors with the positive and negative values of
v⃗.
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We have that 0 ≤ J (v⃗, r⃗) ≤ 1 and J (v⃗, r⃗) = J (r⃗, v⃗). The two vectors are
maximally similar at J (v⃗, r⃗) = 1 and maximally dissimilar for J (v⃗, r⃗) = −1.

As an example of numeric calculation, consider the two following vectors
v⃗ = [1.5,-2.1] and r⃗ = [3.5,-1.6]. It follows that v⃗P = [1.5,0], r⃗P = [3.5,0], v⃗N

= [0,-2.1], and r⃗N = [0,-1.6].
We have from Equation 2 that the Jaccard index can then be calculated

as:

J (v⃗, r⃗) =
[min(1.5, 3.5) + min(0, 0)] + [min(0, 0) + min(2.1, 1.6)]

[max(1.5, 3.5) + max(0, 0)] + [max(0, 0) + max(2.1, 1.6)]
=

=
1.5 + 1.6

3.5 + 2.1
=

3.1

5.6
≈ 0.5536

The extension of the interiority index (also called overlap, e.g. [42]) to
include negative values can be expressed as:

I(v⃗, r⃗) =
∑

i{min(vPi , r
P
i ) + min(|vNi |, |rNi |)}

min(
∑

i |vi|,
∑

i |ri|)
(3)

We also have that 0 ≤ I(v⃗, r⃗) ≤ 1 and I(v⃗, r⃗) = I(r⃗, v⃗).
Because the Jaccard similarity index does not take into account the rel-

ative interiority between the two compared multisets (or vectors), the coin-
cidence similarity index between to non-zero vectors with possibly negative
entries has been defined as follows:

C(v⃗, r⃗) = J (v⃗, r⃗)D I(v⃗, r⃗) (4)

where D is a parameter controlling how strict the performed similarity
comparison is performed. More strict comparisons are obtained for larger
values of D.

Expression 4 tends to provide maximally strict comparisons when ap-
plied over a dataset that has been previously standardized. That is because
the data elements then become distributed around the center of the fea-
tures coordinate system, where the coincidence similarity is most sensitive
(e.g. [35]). At the same time, as the result of standardization one or more
possible clusters may fall near the center of coordinate, becoming less likely
or even impossible to be detected. In these cases, it is possible to consider re-
turning the dataset center of mass to its original position, which can be done
by standardization followed by adding the respective features average. Data
normalized in this manner will have similar magnitude variations around the
original center of mass. In the particular case in which the original dataset
already had center of mass near the origin of the coordinate system, a same
positive constant can be added to each of the involved features, therefore
displacing the dataset away from the coordinates center. Another possibility
to control the sensitivity of the similarity comparisons near the center of the
features coordinates consists of regularizing expression 2 by adding a same
positive constant value to both its numerator and denominator.

As described in [36], coincidence similarity networks can be readily ob-
tained from the respective coincidence similarities among the elements of the
dataset. More specifically, each node corresponds to one of the data elements
(or entries), while the links between pairs of nodes have weights equal to the
respective pairwise coincidence similarity.
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Table 2: The statistics (percentages) of victories and ties respective to each of the 20
considered combinations of game and network topology types. The asterisk indicates that
the games never end.

REG ER BA VR

G1 [0, 100, 0] [0, 100, 0] [0, 100, 0] [0, 100, 0]

G2 [44.4, 10.4, 45.2] [43.0, 14.5, 42.5] [46.3, 9.8, 43.9] [42.1, 14.3, 43.6]

G3 [100, 0, 0] [99.3, 0.1, 0.6] [96.1, 0.9, 3.0] [100, 0, 0]

G4 [0,100, 0]∗ [44.8, 10.3, 44.9] [44.8, 10.6, 44.6] [44.4, 10.9, 44.7]

G5 [46.5, 6.4, 47.1] [45.6, 9.3, 45.1] [46.8, 6.8, 46.4]] [45.8, 8.9, 45.3]

3 Results and Discussion

The five types of games considered in the present work combined with
the four types of complex networks lead to 20 cases to be studied in the
present section. First, we investigate how these cases compare one another
regarding the respective statistics of victories and ties. Subsequently, the
20 cases are compared while taking into account the respective histogram of
total duration in basic steps.

All networks have 25 nodes and similar average degrees (REG: 5.76, ER:
5, BA: 3.76, and GEO: 5.08). All games are performed 10,000 times. A
total of 10 players for each team are initially distributed among the network
nodes in uniformly random manner. In all games, the active player can move
to a node that is either empty or has one or more players from the same
team. All network visualizations depicted in the present work adoptd the
Fruchterman-Reingold methodology (e.g. [43]).

The percentages of victories and ties obtained for each of the 20 cases are
depicted in Table 2, presented as [pA, t, pb], where pA and pB correspond to
the percentages of victories by teams A and B, and pt indicates the percentage
of ties.

A preliminary analysis of Table 2 indicates a relatively minor influence
of the topologies REG, ER, BA, and GEO on the results. A relatively small
probability of tie characterizes the results obtained for these cases, while the
percentages of victory are substantially higher. However, markedly distinct
results have been obtained for the REG topology respectively to G3 and G4.

The analysis of tabulated data can be greatly enhanced by considering
the respective coincidence similarity network, which is shown in Figure 1
relative to labeling the nodes (cases) by type of game (a) and type of network
topology (b).

The network in (a) indicates in an effective manner that the types of
games cluster neatly into three groups respectively to G1 and one element
of G4, G3, as well as a larger group corresponding to the remainder of the
configurations. The items within each of these three groups are intensely
similar one another while being markedly distinct from the configurations in
the other groups. We also have from the coincidence network shown in (b)
that the network types do not influence the obtained clusters.

Figure 2 presents the network in Figure 1(a) summarized in three groups
corresponding to the detected clusters. The relationship between these clus-
ters, which are associated to the types of games, indicates in a direct manner
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: The coincidence similarity networks, derived from Table 2 and using D =
1, expressing the relationships among the 20 considered configurations of game/type of
network labeled according to game types (a) and complex network models (b).

Figure 2: Summarization of the relative interconnections among the three clusters identi-
fied in Fig 1(a) as a respective coincidence complex network. The intermediate group G3
consists precisely to the game G3 implemented in the four considered topologies.

that the group G3 intermediates, in the sense of the percentages of victo-
ries/ties, the two other obtained groups.

Thus, as far as the statistics of victories and ties are concerned, the 20
considered cases resulted mostly clustered into three main groups respective
to G1 and G3, with the remainder cases constituting the third cluster.

Figure 3 presents the histograms of duration times respectively to the 20
possible combinations of types of games and types of networks considered
in the present work. The percentages of vitories/ties and duration times
have been standardize prior to the calculation of the respective coincidence
similarity networks. In addition, it should be observed that the case corre-
sponding to G4 on the REG topology has not been considered because of the
infinite duration of games obtained for this configuration.

The results in Figure 3 indicate that the types of networks do not tend
to influence substantially the game duration, except for the cases G3 and
G4, in which distinct histograms have been obtained for the BA and GEO
topologies. A more complete and systematic analysis of the histograms de-
picted in Figure 3 can be achieve by considering the respective coincidence
similarity network, which is shown in Figure 4.

In order to minimize the effect of the marked difference among the games
G3 and G4 and the other games on the visualization of the respective coin-

7



G5

REG

G1

G2

G3

G4

ER BA GEO

fr
eq
ue
nc
y

fr
eq
ue
nc
y

fr
eq
ue
nc
y

fr
eq
ue
nc
y

fr
eq
ue
nc
y

rounds rounds rounds rounds

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=143.0±56.2

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=159.3±61.9

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=421.6±192.3

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=∞

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=214.8±89.2

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=130.6±58.4

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=145.1±63.5

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=399.1±292.5

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=522.1±526.0

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=176.3±82.5

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=110.6±51.3

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=127.0±57.0

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=234.2±211.8

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=360.6±476.9

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=134.2±65.4

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=153.2±61.0

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=171.7±67.8

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=446.2±207.0

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=1111.3±624.8

0 1000 2000 3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 T=269.5±109.7

Figure 3: The histograms of the duration of the games respectively to the 20 considered
cases. The insets indicate the average ± the standard deviation of the duration times.

cidence similarity network shown in Figure 5, a new coincidence similarity
network disconsidering these two groups has been obtained, presented in
Figure 4.

We have from Figures 4 and 5 that the types of games G1 and G2 are most
similar among possible combinations when considered from the perspective
of game duration, followed by G5. The types of games G3 and G4 resulted
not only dissimilar to the other three types of games but also mostly different
one another. We can also infer from the visualizations in Figures 4 and 5
that the game G4 is the most external (outliers) to the overall network, with
the types of games G3 and G5 successively intermediating the connections
with the remainder two types G1 and G2, which are mostly indistinct one
another. This just discussed overall relationship between the five types of
considered games, which has been allowed by the consideration of the coinci-
dence similarity network, is summarized in Figure 6, which shows the relative
position in the overall network of the five types of games.

The types of games G3 and G4 resulted with longer duration because
they consider a deterministic preferential strategy implying displacements to
network positions having more neighbors of the same team. In the specific
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: The coincidence similarity network (D = 1) obtained respectively to the duration
of the games taking place in the several considered network topologies with the nodes
shown in colors corresponding to the types of games (a) and types of networks (b). In the
former case, the types of game G1 led to a well-separated group of nodes, with the nodes
corresponding to the type G3 intermediating the connections with the other three types
of games.

(a) (b)

Figure 5: The coincidence similarity network (D = 2) considering the duration of only the
games G1, G2, and G5 shown in colors corresponding to the types of games (a) and types
of networks (b). Two cases of the game G5 resulted more substantially separated from
the remainder of the network.
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Figure 6: Summarization of the relative interconnections among the durations of the five
types of games revealed by the coincidence similarity networks shown in Figs. 4 and 5.
The games G1 and G2 have short and mostly indistinguishable durations, with G4 leading
the longest durations. The types of games G3 and G5 resulted as intermediating the two
extreme groups G4 and G1/G2.

case of G3, this strategy is adopted only by one of the teams, which ends
up implying that the team mostly remaining at the same positions in the
overall network, hence the longer duration of the game. The removal of
players, leading to the eventual victory of the team following a strategy, takes
place mostly as a consequence of the random motion of the team devoid of
strategy. Similar game durations have been obtained for G4 in the case of the
topologies ER and BA. However, the duration tended to become substantially
larger in the case of the GEO type of networks. This result is at consequence
of this type of network having a large average topological distance between
pairs of nodes, therefore implying in less chance of players of contrary teams
meeting each other. Interestingly, the random preferential application of the
strategy of G4 adopted in the case of G5 fostered increased mobility of the
players, therefore leading to reduced respective duration.

Figure 7 depicts the coincidence similarity network obtained by consider-
ing both the percentages of victories/ties as well as the average and standard
deviation of the duration of 19 combinations of games and topologies (the
case G4 in the REG topology has been left out because of its infinite dura-
tion).

Interestingly, the game types G1, G3, and G4 resulted well separated, in-
dicating their homogeneity when implemented in respective types of complex
networks as well as their distinct properties. In addition, the network visu-
alization allowed a comprehensive indication of how the five types of games
relate one another. Figure 8 summarizes these relationships in terms of the
subsumption of the cases respective to each game type.

A cycle can be observed involving (in clockwise sequence) the relation-
ships G1 ↔ G3 ↔ G4 ↔ G5/G2 ↔ G1, which incorporates several of the
relationships observed considering the percentages of victories/ties and du-
rations separately. A weaker relationship can also be observed between the
game types G3 and G2/G5. The effect of the topology on the game types
G4 and G5 can be observed from the different widths of the links among the
nodes of those respective groups.

The network obtained while taking into account all types of features con-
sidered in this work provides an interesting example of situations in which
the incorporation of a more complete set of features contributes to a better
characterization and grouping of the data elements. However, this is not
always the case, since the inclusion of new features can also lead to less defi-
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(a) (b)

Figure 7: The coincidence similarity network (D = 1) considering both the percentages of
victories/ties and the average and standard deviations of 19 of the considered combinations
of games and network topologies. The plots have been identified with labels corresponding
to the game types (a) and network topologies (b). Most of the game types resulted well
separated one another, except for the G2 and G5 cases.

Figure 8: Summarization of the relative interconnections among the four clusters identified
in Fig 5, therefore considering information about both the percentages of victories/ties as
well as the game durations (averages and standard deviations). Four groups are interre-
lated in a cyclic manner, as well as the additional relationship between groups G3 and
G2/G5.
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nite clustering structures. This can take place in several situations, including
when noisy features are incorporated. In addition, the incorporation of sev-
eral intrinsically related features (redundant one another) can also tend to
reduce the clustering in the obtained networks.

4 Concluding Remarks

One particularly intriguing aspect underlying complex systems repre-
sented by respective networks concerns the possible relationship between
diverse types of topologies and dynamics. The present work addressed the
subject of relatively simple games taking place on four types of complex net-
works namely REG, ER, BA, and GEO. In addition to providing the context
for exploring the possible relationship between topology and dynamics, the
subject of simple games on complex networks is also interesting on itself,
especially regarding the identification of simplest possible games that can
lead to interesting dynamics obtained by symmetry breaking promoted by
specific types of rules governing the respective dynamics. All games in the
present work involve parallel, simultaneous movements by both teams.

The first type of game considered here, namely G1, was characterized by
involving uniformly random displacements of the players during the games,
with pairs of players being removed whenever they meet at a same node. This
type of game was characterized by full symmetry of dynamics that implied
always a tie between the two teams.

The type of game G2 was derived from G1 by considering the number
of neighbors from the same team when two players of distinct teams meet.
More specifically, the player having the largest number of neighbors from
its own team prevail over the other player, which is therefore removed from
the game. This simple rule was found to be enough to break the symmetry
underlying game G1, leading to a substantial probability of victory by one of
the two teams. Both G1 and G2 have been found to lead to relatively short
overall durations.

The incorporation of strategy was also contemplated in the present work
respectively to the types of games G3, G4, and G5. In the case of G3, only
one of the teams adopts the strategy of its players deterministically moving to
the node with the largest number of team companions, while the other team
follows the same rules as in G2. This modification implied in substantially
increased probability of the team following the strategy to win the game. At
the same time, a substantial increase in the respective game duration has
been identified which is a consequence of the players following the strategy
to remain close one another at about the same position in the network.

The type of game G4 was then derived from G3 by having both teams
to follow in a deterministic manner the above described strategy, which lead
both teams having the same probability to win and similar durations in the
case of the ER and BA topologies, as well as even longer durations in the
case of the GEO networks. By adopting a randomly preferential application
of the strategy instead of the deterministic dynamics adopted in G4, the
displacements now allowed increased mobility by both teams, which led to
reduced durations (comparable to the cases of G! and G2).
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In addition to the specific interesting results summarized above, we also
have the verification that the type of network topology tended to have little
influence on the respective game dynamics, at least when considered from
the perspectives of percentages of victories/ties and game duration, except
for the game types G3 and G4 respectively to the BA and GEO topologies.
Another interesting results concerns the fact that the probability of victories
resulted substantially larger in all cases except G1. Another aspect of special
interest regards the fact that the incorporation of deterministic application
of the considered strategy led to a substantial increase in the duration of
the games, which was promptly reduced with the adoption of preferentially
random application of the same strategy. It would be interesting to verify if
this is a more general phenomenon or if it is restrict to the considered types
of games.

The described approach and results also provided an interesting illus-
tration of how coincidence similarity networks can provide substantial help
while understanding and interpreting results, as compared to respective pre-
sentations as tables or plots (histograms). In particular, the visualization
of the coincidence similarity networks obtained respectively to the probabili-
ties of victory/tie as well as game durations allowed not only the immediate
observation of the relationships between each pair of cases but also the iden-
tification of possible groups or clusters involving specific types of games or
networks. In addition, the coincidence similarity network obtained for the
game durations also allowed the identification of the adjacency among the
five considered types of games.

The developments and results described in the present work pave the
way to several subsequent investigations, including the consideration of other
types of networks (e.g. modular), other types of rules (e.g. displacements pro-
portional to the degree of the destination node), as well as other additional or
alternative strategies (e.g. considering possible future game configurations).
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ness of cooperation in the evolutionary prisoner’s dilemma on complex
networks. New Journal of Physics, 9(6):184, 2007.

[7] A. Szolnoki, M. Perc, and G. Szabó. Diversity of reproduction rate sup-
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[12] J. Gómez-Gardeñes, D. Vilone, and A. Sánchez. Disentangling social
and group heterogeneities: Public goods games on complex networks.
Europhysics Letters, 95(6):68003, 2011.

[13] D. Li, J. Ma, Z.o Tian, and H. Zhu. An evolutionary game for the
diffusion of rumor in complex networks. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics
and its Applications, 433:51–58, 2015.

[14] K. Huang, Y. Zhang, Y. Li, C. Yang, and Z. Wang. Effects of exter-
nal forcing on evolutionary games in complex networks. Chaos: An
Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 28(9), 2018.

[15] F. Strocchi. Symmetry breaking, volume 643. Springer, 2005.

[16] D. Garlaschelli, F. Ruzzenenti, and R. Basosi. Complex networks and
symmetry i: A review. Symmetry, 2(3):1683–1709, 2010.

[17] K. Mainzer. Local activity principle: the cause of complexity and sym-
metry breaking. In Chaos, CNN, Memristors and Beyond: A Festschrift
for Leon Chua With DVD-ROM, composed by Eleonora Bilotta, pages
146–159. World Scientific, 2013.

14



[18] N. G. Deen, M. V. S.t Annaland, M. A. Van der Hoef, and J. A. M.
Kuipers. Review of discrete particle modeling of fluidized beds. Chemical
Engineering Science, 62(1-2):28–44, 2007.

[19] M. Liu and Z. Zhang. Smoothed particle hydrodynamics (sph) for mod-
eling fluid-structure interactions. Science China Physics, Mechanics &
Astronomy, 62:1–38, 2019.

[20] P. Maini, K. J. Painter, and H. N. P. Chau. Spatial pattern formation
in chemical and biological systems. Journal of the Chemical Society,
Faraday Transactions, 93(20):3601–3610, 1997.

[21] S. S. Andrews and D. Bray. Stochastic simulation of chemical reactions
with spatial resolution and single molecule detail. Physical Biology,
1(3):137, 2004.

[22] K. Matsuo and N. Otaki. Bone cell interactions through eph/ephrin:
bone modeling, remodeling and associated diseases. Cell Adhesion &
Migration, 6(2):148–156, 2012.

[23] D. B. Taylor, H. S. Dhillon, T. D. Novlan, and J. G. Andrews. Pairwise
interaction processes for modeling cellular network topology. In 2012
IEEE Global Communications Conference (GLOBECOM), pages 4524–
4529. IEEE, 2012.

[24] P. Kareiva and M. Andersen. Spatial aspects of species interactions:
the wedding of models and experiments. In Community Ecology: A
Workshop Held at Davis, CA, April 1986, pages 35–50. Springer, 1988.

[25] M. Andersen. Spatial analysis of two-species interactions. Oecologia,
91:134–140, 1992.

[26] Y.-C. Zhang. Modeling market mechanism with evolutionary games.
arXiv preprint cond-mat/9803308, 1998.

[27] D. O. Pushkin and H. Aref. Bank mergers as scale-free coagulation.
Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 336(3-4):571–584,
2004.

[28] D.-F. Li et al. Models and methods for interval-valued cooperative games
in economic management. Springer, 2016.
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