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We study a system of self-propelled, proliferating finite-size disks with game-theoretical interactions,
where growth rates depend on local population composition. We analyze how these interactions
influence spatial distribution, coexistence, and extinction. Three scenarios emerge: (i) stable
coexistence with well-mixed distributions, (ii) bistability, where the outcome depends on initial
conditions, and (iii) dominance, where one species always outcompetes the other. We further show
that activity enhances spatial mixing in coexistence and reduces extinction times in both dominance
and bistability. Additionally, stronger interactions promote coexistence while accelerating extinction
in the latter two regimes. By varying diffusivity, activity, and interaction strength, we show how
movement and spatial constraints affect population dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Various biological processes, such as tissue formation
[1], wound healing [2–4], microbial biofilm growth [5], and
tumor development [6], involve the interaction of motile
individuals that proliferate and/or die [7, 8]. These pro-
cesses are exemplary cases where the motion of individuals
is self-propelled [9–13], making such biological phenomena
key applications of the emerging framework of proliferating
active matter [7, 14–16].

Inspired by these biological processes, we recently intro-
duced a simple model of moving, proliferating finite-size
particles [17, 18]. In this model, particles interact through
a pairwise potential, and we implemented a mechanism of
space exclusion during birth processes. Specifically, repro-
duction events cannot proceed if there is not sufficient space
around the individual selected for reproduction. While
particle size is relevant for these processes, particles of the
same size were otherwise indistinguishable from one another.
That is to say, the only particle feature that matters in
this earlier model is the size of the particle. We explored
both passive and self-propelled motion, analyzing the spa-
tial structure of a single population of disks [12, 17, 19],
and investigating the conditions for coexistence in a binary
mixture of two disk types with different sizes [18, 20, 21].
Here, we generalise this model to include particles of dif-
ferent types or species. To model the interaction between
different types of particles we make use of ideas of game
theory.

Game theory has been widely applied to model social and
biological systems, where an individual’s success depends
on interactions with other individuals [22–26]. In a social
setting each individual plays a certain strategy at any one
time, and then receives a reward from interactions with
other individuals. The reward depends on the strategy
the individual played and on those played by the interac-
tion partners. Individuals can then update their strategy
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based on success. In the context of biology, individuals in
evolutionary games carry a fixed type representing e.g. a
given species or genotype. These then interact with other
members of the population, and biological fitness (i.e., the
propensity to reproduce) is determined from these interac-
tions.

Much of the existing work on evolutionary games as-
sumes either well-mixed populations or stylised interaction
graphs. In biological processes such as tissue formation or
biofilm growth, particles are mobile, and dynamic interac-
tion graphs are determined by this motion. This realization
has driven the development of proliferating active mat-
ter, integrating finite-size, active motion, and birth-death
dynamics [7, 9, 27]. Game theoretic interaction between
mobile particles has been studied in [28–32].

In a model with game theoretic interaction between par-
ticles, the reproduction rate of a particle is influenced by
the number of particles of both its own type and the other
type in its surroundings [22, 24, 33]. Such interactions are
inspired by ecological and evolutionary processes, where
competition and cooperation are main drivers of popula-
tion dynamics [23, 34, 35]. These interactions can lead
to different outcomes: coexistence of the two populations,
bistability, and dominance of one of the particle types or
species [36, 37]. In this work, we will analyze how the
parameters such as diffusivity, activity, or growth rates,
affect the spatial distribution of particles, extinction times,
and the response of the system to introducing a new par-
ticle [25, 38, 39] in the different scenarios. Our approach
highlights how active motion and spatial constraints can
reshape game dynamics, offering insights which could be
useful for phenomena ranging from tissue formation to mi-
crobial colony expansion.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Sec. II,
we present the model of mobile disks undergoing birth and
death subject to game-dynamical interaction. The main
outcomes are presented in Sec. III. We then summarise and
discuss our findings in Sec. IV.
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II. MODEL AND NUMERICAL ALGORITHM

The model is similar to that in [17] but with two types
of particles (or species), which we will call type A and
type B. The system describes a two-dimensional space with
N(t) = NA(t) +NB(t) interacting disks, all with diameter
σ. We consider the overdamped limit and take the friction
coefficient to be equal to unity for both species. The motion
of the disks is as follows (ri is the location of particle i),

ṙi = Fi + Fact
i +

√
2Diζi(t), i = 1, ..., N(t). (1)

If disk i is of type A then Di = DA, and if it is of type
B then Di = DB. The variables {ζi} are independent
Gaussian noise vectors satisfying ⟨ζi⟩ = 0, ⟨ζi,k(t)ζj,l(t′)⟩ =
δijδklδ(t− t′) (k and l are the entries of the two-component
vectors ζi and ζj). The diffusivities DA and DB are taken
as parameters of the model.

The finite size of the disks is simulated using a truncated
Lennard-Jones potential so that the force on particle i
resulting from the interaction with the rest of particles
(of any type) is Fi = −∇i

∑
j ̸=i U(|ri − rj |), where the

potential is given by (with r = |ri − rj |)

U(r) = 4ε
[(σ

r

)12

−
(σ
r

)6]
+ ε, (2)

if r < 21/6σ, and U(r) = 0 if r > 21/6σ. The parameter ε
is an energy scale [40, 41].

Particles can be self-propelled, which is modeled by using
active forces

Fact
i = v n[θi(t)] (3)

of constant modulus v (typically called activity or velocity),
and with a direction given by the unit vector n(θi) =
(cos θi, sin θi). The angle θi for disk i performs diffusive
motion, θ̇i(t) =

√
2Drηi(t). The term ηi represents a zero-

mean Gaussian noise with ⟨ηi(t)ηj(t′)⟩ = δijδ(t− t′), and
Dr is the rotational diffusion coefficient.

Disks may randomly self-replicate or die, so that the
number of disks of each type, NA(t) and NB(t), can change
with time. The birth and death dynamics are subject to
game dynamical interaction and occur as follows (see also
[17] for a similar model without game dynamics):

(i) Each existing particle dies with constant per capita
rate δ. Particles that die are removed from the system.

(ii) A potential reproduction of particle i is triggered with
rate

βX
i = β0[1 + α tanh(ΠX

i )], (4)

where ΠX
i is the payoff to particle i at the time of

the proposed event. The superscript X ∈ {A,B}
indicates that this payoff depends on the type of the
particle. As explained below ΠX

i also depends on the

number of types of particles in the vicinity of the
particle proposed for reproduction. The parameter
β0 in Eq. (4) describes a baseline reproduction rate,
in absence of other particles. This will become clear
below when we define the ΠX

i . The coefficient α is an
‘intensity of selection’, and modulates how strongly
the reproduction rate βX

i depends on the payoff to
particle i. For α = 0 selection is neutral, i.e., there is
no dependence on payoff.

(iii) In a reproduction event the parent particle produces
one offspring. The offspring is of the same type as the
parent, i.e., we do not consider mutation. Crucially,
proposed birth events are only executed if sufficient
space exists around the parent particle to accommo-
date the offspring without overlapping with other
disks. If there is no space, no birth event occurs.
This means that not all potential reproduction events
complete. We implement this as in [17, 18].

It remains to define the payoffs ΠX
i . These are

ΠA
i = NA

i a+NB
i b,

ΠB
i = NA

i c+NB
i d,

(5)

where NA
i is the number of particles of type A within a fixed

radius R around particle i, and NB
i is the number of type-B

particles within this radius. The coefficients a, b, c and d
in Eq. (5) are model parameters, they specify the payoff
matrix of the underlying game [42]. The setup reflects the
localized nature of interactions observed in many biological
and ecological systems, where the success of an individual
is influenced by the immediate environment [24, 34]. For
instance, microbial competition in biofilms or the dynamics
of resource allocation in spatially constrained populations
are strongly influenced by local densities and proximity to
competitors or cooperators [25, 35].

In the model, the birth rate βX
i will change in time, as

the set of particles around a focal particle will change as
the particles move. We employ a Gillespie-type thinning
algorithm to simulate the population dynamics [43, 44]. We
always assume that the baseline birth rate, β0, is larger
than the death rate (both are taken to be equal for all the
disks), β0 > δ. α is a positive parameter between [0, 1] to
ensure that the birth rate is always positive. Changing its
value does not qualitatively alter our results, as confirmed
by simulations not shown in the paper. Therefore, we set
α = 1 throughout.

The parameters that determine the interaction, a, b, c, d,
can be positive or negative, corresponding to well-known
evolutionary dynamics involving two-species competition.
We can distinguish between the following scenarios [45, 46]:

1. Coexistence. Populations of both types A and B can
coexist in stable proportions if a ≤ c and d ≤ b.
In this situation a population entirely consisting of
type-A particles can be invaded by type B, and vice
versa.
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To simplify the analysis, we consider a symmetric
scenario a = d = −b = −c and a < 0. Such symmetry
in the interaction matrix is commonly used in game
theory to reduce the complexity of parameter space
while retaining the essential dynamics of competition
and coexistence [22–24]. Under this assumption, the
payoffs for each particle type can be written as:

ΠA
i = a(NA

i −NB
i ) = a∆AB

i ,

ΠB
i = a(NB

i −NA
i ) = a∆BA

i .
(6)

The payoffs of each particle type thus depend on the
difference in the number of particles of each type.
We have ∆AB

i = −∆BA
i . Since for coexistence a

is negative, particles tend to mix more with each
other rather than segregating into separate regions of
space. As a result, this leads to spatially homogeneous
configurations, with no segregation of the two types.
Both particle types are evenly distributed throughout
the system.

2. Bistability. Each strategy is the best response to itself.
Depending on initial conditions, either type A or type
B will eventually vanish.
To study this scenario we set again a = d = −b =
−c, but now with a > 0. The payoffs can again be
written as in Eq. (6), but a is positive. Particles tend
to cluster with others of the same type, potentially
leading to spatial segregation.

3. Dominance. We focus on the dominance of type B
(but by symmetry the analysis can easily be adapted
to dominance of type A). We assume that the payoff
to B is always higher than that to A, given a set of
neighbours, i.e., we have c > a and d > b. In this case,
type-B particles dominate the system, and type-A
particles become extinct eventually. Unlike in the
case of bistability this occurs independently of the
initial mixture of A and B particles.

4. Neutrality. This corresponds to a = b = c = d (neu-
trality can alternatively also be achieved by setting
α = 0). Both types are identical in every aspect which
means so that we have only one type of particle. We
will not investigate this further in this paper.

For each of the first three scenarios, we perform different
studies varying the different parameters of the model, such
as the diffusivities, activity, or the birth parameters. In
the case of coexistence we will focus on the steady spatial
distribution, for the other scenarios we will mainly analyse
the time until one species goes extinct, and the fixation or
survival probability for particles of a given type.

III. RESULTS

We consider a two-dimensional box of length Ls = 70
with periodic boundary conditions, δ = 0.01, and σ = 1.0.

We set ε = 1.0 and Dr = 1.0. These choices do not affect
the qualitative behavior of the results. Also, we fix the
activity parameter at v = 1 when we do not study the
dependence on v. Simulation results are independent of δ
whose role is mostly to set the time scale needed to reach
the steady state [17]. Unless otherwise stated, we start with
50 particles of each type, together occupying around 2% of
the total area. The packing fraction for particles of either
type is given by ϕX(t) = NX(t)π(σ/2)2/L2

s, where NX(t) is
the number of particles of type X ∈ {A,B} at time t. The
radius R, used to determine what other particles a given
member of the population can interact with in the game,
is R = 2σ. This radius determines NA

i and NB
i in Eq. (5).

Choosing a radius that is too large would effectively remove
the notion of space (as all particles would interact with all
other particles in the game). If R is too small, no game
dynamical interaction occurs.

We study the coexistence in Sec. IIIA, the bistable sce-
nario in Sec. III B, and the situation in which type-A domi-
nates the game in Sec. III C.

A. Coexistence

1. Setup and general behaviour

We start with the scenario a = d = −b = −c and a < 0.
Using Eqs.(4) and (6), the reproduction rate of a given
particle increases when it is surrounded by particles of the
other type, enhancing mixing. This is observed in Fig. 1(a)
(for a = −1), compared to Fig. 1(b), where we show the
case a = b = c = d = 0, i.e., a system with no game
dynamcal interaction. We will discuss this in more detail
in Sec. III A 2 below.

In Fig. 1 (c) and (d) we plot the time evolution of the
packing fractions. Both particle types coexist. For a = −1
[Fig. 1(c)] fluctuations in time are small, and the populations
remain nearly balanced. In contrast, for a = b = c = d = 0.
Fig. 1(d) shows that the populations of both types fluctuate
around an approximately equal balance, with moments in
time where one type temporarily exceeds the other. These
fluctuations do not indicate a permanent imbalance but
highlight the dynamic nature of the system in the absence
of game dynamical interactions.

We now study in more detail the spatial distribution of
disks, and the response of the steady system when a new
particle is added. Given that coexistence is the ultimate
outcome, we cannot measure any fixation time or probability
(i.e., the time it takes for the descendants of a new particle
to dominate the system, or the probability with which this
happens). However, we can obtain the survival probability
for the lineage of a particle invading a population consisting
entirely of the other type.
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FIG. 1. Panels (a) and (b) show snapshots of the long-time spatial distribution of active disks in space. Panels (c) and (d) show the
corresponding time evolution of the packing fraction starting with a random configuration of 50 disks of each type. The snapshots in
(a),(b) are taken at the end of the time series in (c),(d), respectively. We have used a = −1 for (a) and (c), and a = 0 for (b)-(d).
The remaining parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05, v = 1.0.

2. Mixing and local neighborhood composition

In Fig. 2, we plot the percentage of particles of the same
type surrounding a given particle within a radius R = 2σ.
An increasing value of the absolute value of |a| indicates
stronger interactions between particles. These interactions
are here of the coexistence type, and with stronger interac-
tions, the system becomes more mixed. This is reflected in a
decrease in the percentage of same-type neighbors, showing
that particles are increasingly surrounded by particles of
the other type.

The most mixed situation would correspond to a fraction
of 50% on the vertical axis of Fig. 2, indicating that a
particle is equally likely to be surrounded by particles of its
own type or of the other type. We find that the percentage of
same-type neighbors never falls below 50%. This is because
reproduction events place the offspring near their parent
particles and because offspring and parent are of the same
type. Thus, while the system becomes increasingly mixed
with stronger interactions, there will still be a tendency for
a particle to be surrounded by particles of its own type.

In Fig. 3, we illustrate how mixing depends on the self-
propulsion velocity v, again by plotting the percentage of
neighbors of the same type for different fixed values of a < 0.
At low propulsion velocities, particles move slowly relative
to the rate of reproduction, leading to limited mixing and
a relatively high proportion of same-type neighbors. As v
is increased, particles explore larger areas and mix more
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FIG. 2. Percentage of neighbors of the same type vs a. The
remaining parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05, v = 1.
This is computed by averaging the percentages over all particles
in the system, considering a time window under steady-state
conditions and multiple realizations.

effectively, with the percentage of same-type neighbors ap-
proaching 50% at high velocities. This behavior is consistent
with the effectively enhanced diffusion coefficient associated
with increased self-propulsion velocity [47].

We show a typical configuration for large velocities (v =
50) and strong interactions of the coexistence type (a =
−1) in Fig. 4. The system shows motility-induced phase
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FIG. 3. Percentage of neighbors of the same type vs v for
different values of a < 0. The remaining parameters are β0 =
0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05.

FIG. 4. (a) Snapshots of the long-time spatial distribution
of active disks in space for a = −1. (b) The corresponding
temporal evolution of the packing fraction starting with a random
configuration of 50 disks of each type. The snapshots in (a) is
taken at the end of the time series in (b). The remaining
parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05, v = 50.

separation (MIPS), with dilute and densely packed areas of
the system. A degree of mixing is seen both in the dilute
and dense phases. In Fig. 4(b) we show how the numbers
of type-A and type-B particles evolve in time. As seen, the
system contains approximately equal numbers of particles

of either type at all times.

3. Factors affecting coexistence probability

In this subsection, we report results from numerical ex-
periments involving the introduction of foreign disks. We
begin with a system containing only type-A particles, and
introduce a few type-B particles at random positions. Given
that a is negative, particles surrounded predominantly by
the opposite type experience an increase in their birth rate.
We thus expect the newly introduced type-B particle to
have a high chance of reproducing, along with its offspring.
We can then ask under what conditions the lineage of the
newly introduced particle type survives in the long run.
Results are shown in Fig. 5.

FIG. 5. Probability of reaching coexistence vs |a|. It is com-
puted for a different number of initial particles, i.e., if we
start with 1, 2 or 3 particles. Brown pentagons and green
stars are obtained using Eq. (7) from the data of only in-
troducing one new particle. The remaining parameters are
β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05, v = 1.0. The percentage is com-
puted by averaging from 300 simulations for each value of |a|.

For very small values of |a|, the probability of achieving
coexistence is negligible, as shown in Fig. 5. This is true
regardless of whether the initial number of foreign particles
is 1, 2, or 3. However, as a becomes more negative (|a|
becomes larger), the probability of coexistence increases,
and the impact of the initial number of foreign particles
becomes more pronounced. When a single type-B particle
is introduced, the maximum coexistence probability, even
for very negative a, reaches about 85%. This indicates that
invasion is not successful with probability one, even if the
drive by the game dynamics towards coexistence is strong.
With only a single type-B particle initially, there is a chance
that this particle may die before reproducing, leaving no
particles of type B in the system. By introducing three type-
B particles, the coexistence probability increases to values
that are indistinguishable from 100% in our simulations.
The risk of complete extinction is then negligible when the
effect of the game is strong (large |a|).
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We now study this in more detail. Starting from a small
number of type-B particles, there are two possible outcomes,
either both types of particles coexist in the long run, or
the newly introduced type of particle goes extinct. If there
are k particles of type B initially we write Pk−coex for
the probability of the former outcome, and Pk−ext for the
latter. These two probabilities sum to one. We now further
assume that the extinction of each of the k B-particles occurs
independently from the other B-particles. This means to
assert that Pk−ext = (P1−ext)

k. From this we find

Pk−coex = 1− (P1−ext)
k. (7)

Thus, the probability of coexistence after introducing k
type-B particles can be predicted based on the outcome of
introducing just a single type-B particle. This is confirmed
in Fig. 5.

The influence of the activity on the probability of coex-
istence is shown in Fig. 6. Here, we always start with a
single foreign particle. For large values of |a| (i.e., strong
pull towards coexistence), activity has almost no effect, and
an 85% survival probability is reached for the foreign type
of particles, independently of v. For small values of |a| (i.e.,
less selection pressure), the influence of activity is small
but not negligible. In fact, larger activity increases the
probability of coexistence because it enhances the mixing
of particles in space, i.e., there is an increased tendency for
the invaders to be surrounded by particles of the opposite
type. As a consequence, the invading particles have a higher
probability of reproducing. Increased activity also allows
particles to explore larger areas and encounter regions popu-
lated by the opposite type, thereby promoting reproduction
and increasing the probability of coexistence.

FIG. 6. Probability of reaching coexistence vs |a| and different
values of the activity v. The remaining parameters are β0 =
0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05.

Due to the symmetry of the chosen values for a, b, c, d, we
have found that coexistence corresponds to approximately
50% of the total population for each type. However, with a
different choice of these parameters, this balance may shift,
and different percentages of coexistence for the two types
can emerge for long times.

B. Bistability

1. Setup and general behaviour

We now study the case when a = d = −b = −c and a > 0.
For positive values of a, disks tend to cluster with others of
their own type. This occurs because particles surrounded
by the same type are more likely to reproduce, as indicated
by Eqs. (4) and (6). If a particle finds itself in the middle of
a cluster of the opposite type, it is more likely to die before
it can reproduce. In the long-time there is no coexistence
and only one type of particle survives (which type this is,
depends on the initial conditions).

However, it is reasonable to expect particle-type segre-
gation in transient states. This is indeed what we find
in simulations. In Fig. 7(a) we show a transient spatial
configuration for a = 1 and v = 1. A segregation pattern
is observed where particles tend to stay near those of the
same type. In Fig. 7(b) we observe that one type of particle
becomes extinct in the long run (type B in this example).

2. Extinction time

We will now report results for time-to-fixation in the
bistable system, and its dependence on model parameters.
Unlike in the case of coexistence, we do not start from only
a small number of invading particles. This is because such a
small group is almost certainly going to be eliminated in the
bistable scenario, where the drive is towards monomorphic
all-A or all-B states. Instead, we start with an initial
configuration with equal number of type-A and type-B
particles. Eventually, one type will go extinct, and we can
measure the time that elapses until this happens.

In Fig. 8, we plot the extinction time as a function of the
diffusivity D for various values of a, and v = 1. As mixing
of both types increases due to more movement (higher D),
the time to extinction shortens. This suggests that larger
diffusivity enables one type of particle to dominate the
system sooner in the time evolution. Further investigation
is needed to fully understand the underlying mechanism.

In all cases, we observe that starting with the system
either almost empty or completely full of disks (but with
an equal number of each type) results in nearly the same
extinction time. This indicates that the outcome is largely
independent of the initial condition, as long as the initial
number of disks of each type is approximately balanced.
This behavior can be explained by the rapid filling of the
system with particles (of any type) when the initial number
of particles is very small. Once the system is filled, one
type goes extinct over a much longer timescale compared
to the time required for the system to fill.

If the diffusivities of the two types of particles are different,
one might expect that the population with the smaller
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FIG. 7. (a) Snapshots of the long-time spatial distribution of active disks in space for a = 1. (b) The corresponding temporal
evolution of the packing fraction starting with a random configuration of 50 disks of each type. The snapshot in (a) is taken at the
time indicated by the red line in (b) . The remaining parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05, v = 1.

FIG. 8. Extinction time vs D for different values a. The remain-
ing parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, v = 1.

diffusivity would dominate the system (assuming all other
parameters are equal). However, simulations (not shown
here) reveal the opposite: the particle type with smaller
diffusivity typically goes extinct. Moreover, in this situation,
the extinction time is largely independent of both diffusion
values. However, it varies significantly with the parameter
a. This conclusion is supported by the observation that the
type with larger diffusivity can explore the system more
effectively and invade areas where the opposite type resides.

We show how the extinction time changes as we vary the
activity v in Fig. 9. Extinction occurs sooner when activity
is high. This highlights again that activity and diffusivity

have similar roles, at least when v is not too large.

FIG. 9. Extinction time vs v for different values a. The remaining
parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05.

We observe in both Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 that the extinction
time decreases with increasing parameter a. We recall that
high values of a > 0 indicate strong bistability in the game
dynamics. The drive towards the monomorphic states is
then increased so that extinction occurs faster.

We further note that there is a non-zero minimum ex-
tinction time for large D or large v respectively, see the
right-hand ends of Figs. 8 and Fig. 9. The precise value of
this plateau depends on a, and represents the least amount
of time required to reach the all-A or all-B states from an
initial configuration with equal numbers for both particle
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types. This time decreases with increasing a, again because
larger values of a indicate a stronger pull towards extinction
by the game dynamics. Conversely, when a is near zero,
selection becomes neutral, and thus no particle type has an
advantage, independently of the composition of the system.
As a result, any possible extinction occurs purely through
random effects (genetic drift), and both types of particle
can coexist for longer periods of time than under bistable
selection.

C. Domination

1. Setup and general behaviour

We now study the third scenario, namely the case in
which one type of particle always has a higher fitness than
the other type, regardless of the number of interaction
partners. Without loss of generality we focus on the case
where the type-B particles dominate. Specifically, we set
c > 0, d = c and a = b = 0 so that

ΠA
i = 0,

ΠB
i = c(NA

i +NB
i ) ≥ 0.

(8)

This means that the birth rate of a type-A particle (βA = β0)
is not affected by the number of particles in its vicinity. The
birth rate for B-type particles is always higher than that
for type-A, and is given by βB = β0(1+tanhΠB

i ). We have
set α = 1.

In a first numerical experiment we start from a few par-
ticles of both types, randomly distributed in the system.
As time evolves both populations increase, but at some
moment, when the particle density is high enough, the pop-
ulation of type-A particles starts decreasing, and eventually
type A becomes extinct. An example is shown in Fig. 10 (b).
A typical spatial configuration at transient times can be
seen in Fig. 10(a). At difference with the case of bistability,
we do not find a transient segregation pattern.

In the next subsections we study the extinction time and
the fixation probability.

2. Extinction time

We first calculate the extinction time performing the
numerical experiment indicated above for different choices
of the activity v, and different values of the interaction
parameter c (see Fig. 11). Increasing c means to strengthen
the extent by which the game dynamics favor particles of
type B. By increasing c, the birth rate of type-B particles
increases, and consequently, the time it takes for type A to
go extinct reduces, as seen in Fig. 11.

For any fixed value of c, the extinction time decreases
as the mixing induced by higher activity v increases. This

occurs because particles with higher activity move rapidly
through low-density regions but spend more time in high-
density regions due to frequent collisions with other particles.
These are also the areas where the birth rate is higher
for type-B particles. However, while the extinction time
decreases as c increases, the difference in extinction time
between low and high activity remains relatively small. This
is because the birth rate of type-B particles depends on the
local density, which is not significantly altered by increased
activity. As a result, the parameter c, which controls the
sensitivity of the birth rate to density, has a much stronger
influence on the extinction time than the activity v.

3. Fixation probability

We can obtain an analytical approximation for the proba-
bility of dominance of the lineage of a single B-type particle
invading the system. Broadly speaking this follows the
methods of [48]. If the system contains m particles of type
B at a given time, then it can transition to states m ± 1.
We can then formulate a relation between the dominance
probabilities from these three states, m and m±1. This can
then be solved recursively. The effective birth and death
probabilities for these recursion relations can be estimated
by assuming that the invading particles of type B live and
die in an environment set by a stationary system of type-A
particles only, details can be found Appendix A. We find

PB−domination =
tanh(πR2ρc)

1 + tanh(πR2ρc)
. (9)

We have assumed that the system is spatially homogeneous
(which is a good approximation for small v) with particle
density ρ = N/L2

s. We introduce one particle of type B
when the system of fully type A particles reaches the steady
state. Therefore, the value of N is the number of particles
in this steady state. The quantity πR2ρ is thus the number
of particles in disk of radius R. From the expression in
Eq. (9) we find that PB−domination = 0.5 in the limit of very
large c.

In Fig. 12, we show the probability of dominance as a
function of c for different values of the activity v. This
probability was determined by running multiple simulations
with the same initial configurations and measuring the frac-
tion of trials in which the introduced particle of the other
type dominates the system. Our approximation becomes
less accurate for large values of v, where the system be-
comes less homogeneous due to the emergence of the MIPS
phase. We see that the probability of dominance in general
decreases with the activity, and that even for very large
values of c, it does not reach 50% for large v.
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FIG. 10. (a) Snapshots of the long-time spatial distribution of active disks in space for a = 1. (b) The corresponding temporal
evolution of the packing fraction starting with a random configuration of 50 disks of each type. The snapshot in (a) is taken at the
time indicated in the time series in (b). The remaining parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05, v = 1.

FIG. 11. Extinction time vs v for different values of c. The
remaining parameters are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

We have explored the dynamics of two populations of
motile, proliferating finite-size particles subject to interac-
tions in underlying games. This is performed by considering
a birth-death dynamics which is influenced by the local den-
sity of both populations, allowing us to simulate situations
in which the growth rate of each population depends not
only on its own local density but also on the density of
the other type. This setup naturally leads to a variety of
outcomes, including coexistence, bistability, and dominance,
depending on the payoff matrix of the game.

FIG. 12. Probability of dominance for the lineage of the invading
type B as a function of the payoff parameter c, for different
activities v. Since we have 3200 type-A particles homogenously
distributed so that πR2ρ ≈ 32, thus PB−domination = tanh(32c)

1+tanh(32c)
,

which is the solid line yellow line. The remaining parameters
are β0 = 0.05, δ = 0.01, D = 0.05.

Coexistence occurs when both populations maintain sta-
ble proportions over long timescales. Our results show
that increasing activity enhances spatial mixing by allow-
ing particles to cross larger areas, and to find particles of
the opposite type more frequently. In this scenario, what
we observe is that for stronger interaction (high |a| in our
notation), the particles are more mixed, i.e., they are more
likely to have balanced numbers of neighbours across the
two types. In addition, stronger interaction promotes coex-
istence by amplifying the birth rate in regions with mixed
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particle types.

In the bistable scenario, the system evolves to a state
dominated by one type. Which type this is depends on
the initial conditions. Here, particles tend to cluster with
those of the same type, leading to transient segregation and,
eventually, the dominance of one type. The extinction time
decreases with increasing diffusivity, or activity, as higher
mobility promotes mixing and accelerates the elimination
of one type. Interestingly, particles with higher diffusivity
are more likely to dominate over others of low diffusion. In
addition, stronger interactions, result in faster extinction
due to the increased segregation.

Dominance arises when one type consistently has a higher
payoff than the other, for given surroundings. Specifically,
when we study the dominance scenario, we choose parame-
ters such that type-B particles dominate the system due to
their enhanced birth rate when surrounded by particles of
any type, while type-A particles have a constant birth rate
(independent of any other particles nearby). The extinction
time decreases with increasing dominance (parametrized
by c in our setup), as stronger interactions accelerate the
replacement of type-A particles, and with higher activity v,
as particles explore the system more efficiently. However,
the impact of activity on extinction time is limited com-
pared to that of c, as the birth rate mainly depends on local
density. Furthermore, the system’s resilience to the intro-
duction of foreign particles increases with higher activity, as
the probability that an introduced particle dominates the
system decreases. This occurs due to reduced homogeneity
at high activity levels, which limits the ability of the foreign
particle to establish dominance. Even for large values of c,
the dominance probability remains below 50% when v is
high.

These findings emphasize the complex interplay between
activity, interaction strength, and diffusivity in shaping the
dynamics of proliferating motile-particle populations. They
offer a framework for understanding how local interactions
and mobility affect population outcomes in biological and
ecological systems. To extend this work, future studies could
incorporate more complex games with interactions between
more than two particles at a time (i.e., multi-player games).
One could also study the impact of varying particle sizes or
motion types to simulate real-world systems more accurately,
analyze systems with more than two species to understand
multi-species competition and coexistence. Further work
could focus on environmental factors such as gradients
or dynamic boundaries. Our study provides insights into
active matter systems with game-dynamical interactions
and highlights the potential for modeling diverse biological
and ecological phenomena.
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APPENDIX A: PROBABILITIES OF EXTINCTION
IN THE STOCHASTIC SYSTEM

In this appendix we derive an analytical approximation
for the probability that the lineage of a single invador goes
extinct [24, 48–50]. Our calculation applies to the scenario
in Sec. III C, i.e., a situation in which selection favours the
invading type B.

Initially the population is assumed to consist of N par-
ticles of type A. We also assume that the system has a
maximum capacity of M particles, where N,M ≫ 1. We
then introduce one particle of type B.

We use the following notation: ϕm represents the proba-
bility that the invader’s lineage goes extinct if there are m
invaders in the system. We now look at the system starting
from its current state. The next event changing the number
of invaders is either a completed birth (m → m+ 1), or a
death event (m → m− 1). The probability for the former
is written as b and that of the latter is 1− b. We assume
that this quantity, b, remains constant. This can be justi-
fied as follows. If the invader’s lineage goes extinct then
it is fair to assume that the number of invaders will never
become very high. Thus we can think of a small number
of invaders in a ‘sea’ of type-A particles. (We recall that
we start the dynamics by inserting one type-B particle into
the stationary state of a population made up entirely of
type-A particles.) We also assert that the number of type-A
particles and their distribution in space is not affected by
the invaders. Type-B particles only see type A particles.
The density of the latter in space determines b. Therefore,
we can assume that b remains approximately constant. Our
calculation is for the scenario in which invader birth is more
likely than invader death, i.e., b > 1/2.

Due to the Markovian nature of the dynamics, then

ϕm = bϕm+1 + (1− b)ϕm−1. (A1)

This is because, if there are currently m invaders, then after
the next event changing this number, the system is either
in a state with m− 1 or with m+ 1 invaders. These states
occur with probabilities b and 1− b respectively. Extinction
then has to occur from this new state.

Eq. (A1) be re-arranged as follows,

ϕm+1 − ϕm = γ(ϕm − ϕm−1), (A2)

where γ = (1− b)/b.
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We now follow the steps in [48]. We introduce ym+1 =
ϕm+1 − ϕm, and find from Eq. (A2),

ym+1 = γym. (A3)

Thus, we have for m ≥ 1,

ym = γm−1y1. (A4)

Further,

M∑
m=1

ym = y1 + y2 + y3...

= (ϕ1 − ϕ0) + (ϕ2 − ϕ1) + (ϕ3 − ϕ2) + ...

= −ϕ0 + ϕM .

The quantity ϕm is the probability of extinction of in-
vaders if there are m invaders. Thus, ϕ0 = 1, and ϕM = 0
(the latter indicates that extinction cannot occur if the sys-
tem is entirely populated occupied by invaders, and if their
number is large, M ≫ 1). Then:

M∑
m=1

ym = −ϕ0 + ϕM = −1. (A5)

Using Eq. (A4) on the other hand, we have

M∑
m=1

ym = y1

M∑
m=1

γm−1 = y1
1− γM

1− γ
. (A6)

We have γ = (1 − b)/b, where b > 1/2. Therefore, γ < 1.
We also assume M ≫ 1, and so we can neglect the term
γM ≪ 1 in Eq. (A5). We are then left with

M∑
m=1

ym =
y1

1− γ
. (A7)

Thus, from Eq. (A5) and Eq. (A7),

y1
1− γ

= −1. (A8)

Recalling that y1 = ϕ1 − ϕ0 = ϕ1 − 1, we finally obtain

ϕ1 = γ =
1− b

b
. (A9)

This is the probability that the lineage of a single invador
of type B will go extinct eventually.

We now proceed to approximate the ratio (1 − b)/b in
terms of the model parameters. Suppose, birth events of
invaders are triggered with rate βB , and that invaders die
with rate δ. Assume also that an invader birth event, once
triggered, completes with probability pC,B .

We distinguish between two cases: (i) an invader birth
event is completed before the next invader death event, (ii)

an invader death occurs before the next completed invader
birth event. The probability of the former is

b =
βBpC,B

δ + βBpC,B
. (A10)

and the probability of the latter,

1− b =
δ

δ + βBpC,B
. (A11)

Next we estimate the completion probability pC,B . It is
instructive to first look at a system without invaders (i.e.,
a population consisting only of particles of type A). In the
steady state the rate of completed birth events (for particles
of type A) is the same as the rate of death events (otherwise
there would be a systematic change in particle numbers,
i.e., the system would not be in the stationary state). We
write this as

βApC,A = δ, (A12)

where βA is the rate with which birth events (for particles
of type A) are triggered, pC,A is the probability that a
triggered birth event completes, and δ is the common death
rate for both types of particle.

Thus, we find

pC,A =
δ

βA
. (A13)

in the steady state of a system containing only type-A
particles.

In our system we choose the death rate δ to be same
for both types of particle. However, the birth rate for the
invading type of particle differs from that of the resident
type. More specifically, the rates with with birth rates are
attempted differ for the two types (as these rates are affected
by payoff). Nonetheless, the probability of completing a
birth event, once triggered, only depends on the local density
of particles and on particle size. In our system both types
of particle have the same size, and we proceed based on
the assumption of a spatially homogeneous particle density.
Therefore, the completion probability given a birth attempt
is the same for both types of particle. Thus, we can assume

pC,B =
δ

βA
, (A14)

where we stress that the right-hand side contains βA.

We then have, using Eqs. (A9), (A10) and (A11),

ϕ1 =
1− b

b

=
δ

βBpC,B

=
βA

βB
. (A15)
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Finally, in the system in Sec. III C we have ΠA = 0 and
ΠB = c(NA

i + NB
i ). That is the payoff to particles of

type A is zero no matter by how many particles they are
surrounded, and the payoff to a focal particle of type B is c
times the number of particles (of any type) in a radius R
around the focal particle.

Using Eq. (4) we can therefore write

βA = β0, (A16)

and

βB = β0[1 + α tanh(cρπR2)], (A17)

where ρ is the particle density per unit area. This leads to
Eq. (9), recalling that PB−domination = 1− ϕ1.
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