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Abstract – In this letter we consider a single parameter generalization of the standard three
species Rock-Paper-Scissors (RPS) model allowing for predator-prey reversal. This model, which
shall be referred to as κRPS model, incorporates bidirectional predator-prey interactions between
all the species in addition to the unidirectional predator-prey interactions of the standard RPS
model. We study the dynamics of a May-Leonard formulation of the κRPS model using lattice
based spatial stochastic simulations with random initial conditions. We find that if the simulation
lattices are sufficiently large for the coexistence of all three species to be maintained, the model
asymptotically leads to the formation of spiral patterns whose evolution is qualitatively similar
to that of the standard RPS model, albeit with larger characteristic length and time scales. We
show that there are in general two distinct scaling regimes: one transient curvature dominated
regime in which the characteristic length of the population network grows with time and another
where it becomes a constant. We also estimate the dependence of the asymptotic value of the
characteristic length of the population network on the likelihood of predator-prey reversal and
show that if the simulation lattices are not sufficiently large then predator-prey reversal can have
a significant negative impact on coexistence. Finally, we interpret these results by considering the
much simpler dynamics of circular domains.

Introduction. – The modeling of population dynam-
ics in simple biological systems often relies on spatial
stochastic predator-prey models where populations of dif-
ferent species are involved in interspecific interactions.
The spatial stochastic Rock-Paper-Scissors (RPS) model,
perhaps the most famous model of this type, describes the
spatial dynamics of a population of three species subject
to reproduction, mobility and cyclic predator-prey inter-
actions [1–5]. This model has been shown to successfully
describe some of the crucial features of simple biological
populations with interspecific competition, including cer-
tain populations of E. coli bacteria [2, 3] and lizards [1].

Several extensions of and modifications to the RPS
model incorporating further species [6–15], interactions
[16–26], as well as biases which can favor some species
over the others [15, 27–32], have been investigated in the
literature. In particular, the switch from unidirectional

predator-prey interactions — characteristic of the stan-
dard RPS model — to bidirectional ones has been shown
to have an enormous impact on the population dynamics,
affecting both the evolution of the characteristic size of
the spatial domains associated to the different species as
well as the properties of the corresponding spatial patterns
[7, 8].

In the RPS model, and most of its generalizations, the
role of an individual of a given species as predator or prey
only depends on the species of the individual with which
it interacts, and that dependence is fixed a priori. How-
ever, in real systems the predator-prey role can also be
affected by the relative strength of interacting individuals
(e.g. adult prey may attack juvenile predators [33, 34])
or by environmental factors which may trigger changes in
population densities [35,36].

In this letter we consider a generalization of the stan-
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Figure 1: Predator-prey interactions scheme of the 3 species
predator-prey κRPS model investigated in the present paper.
The solid lines represent unidirectional predator-prey inter-
actions characteristic of the standard RPS model while the
dashed lines illustrate additional bidirectional predator-prey
interactions featured in the κRPS model.

dard spatial stochastic RPS model — which we shall refer
to as the κRPS model — allowing for predator-prey rever-
sal. Its main feature is the incorporation of bidirectional
predator-prey interactions between all the species, in addi-
tion to the unidirectional predator-prey interactions of the
standard RPS model. Although in real systems the dis-
tinctive profile of interacting individuals — beyond that
characteristic of their own species — is expected to af-
fect the probability of occurrence of predator-prey rever-
sal, in the present paper we shall treat such probability
as uniform and investigate the corresponding impact on
the population dynamics. Although this simplifying as-
sumption can have some impact locally, it is not expected
to strongly affect the overall dynamics assuming that the
spatial distribution of the individuals of each species is not
particularly sensitive to their distinctive profile.

κRPS Model. – Here, we shall describe the May-
Leonard formulation of the spatial stochastic κRPS model
investigated in this letter. Consider a square lattice with
N2 sites with periodic boundary conditions in which indi-
viduals of all three species i = 1, 2, 3 are initially randomly
distributed. In a four-state May-Leonard formulation each
site is either occupied by a single individual or left empty.
The density of individuals of the species i shall be denoted
by ρi = Ii/N

2 while the density of empty sites will be re-
ferred to as ρ0 = I0/N

2 (Ii and I0 represent, respectively,
the total number of individuals of the species i and the
total number of empty sites).

At each time step, a site occupied by an individual of
one of the species i (active) and one of its adjacent neigh-
boring sites (passive) are randomly selected — here, we
shall consider a von Neumann neighborhood, composed
of the active central cell and its four adjacent sites. One
of three actions — mobility, reproduction, or predation is
then randomly selected — with probabilities m, r, and p,
respectively.

Whenever mobility is selected the active individual
moves to the passive site and the individual at the pas-
sive site (if it exists) moves to the active one. That is:

i � → � i ,

Figure 2: Snapshots of the spatial distribution of the different
species at t = 104 for a May-Leonard implementation of the
spatial stochastic κRPS model with κ = 0 (left panel) and
κ = 0.65 (right panel) and random initial conditions. Notice
that the size of the spiral patterns is significantly larger for
κ = 0.65 than for κ = 0.

where � represents either an individual of any of the three
different species or an empty site. If reproduction is se-
lected and the passive site is empty, a new individual of
the same species of the active individual is generated at
that site:

i 0→ i i .

Lastly, if predation is selected and the passive site is oc-
cupied by a prey of the individual of the species i at the
active site, a predator-prey interaction is performed and
the passive site is left empty:

i j → i 0 .

An individual of the species j at the passive site is consid-
ered a prey of the species i if j = i + 1 (with probability
1−κ) or if j 6= i (with probability κ) — see Fig. 1 for an il-
lustration of the two possibilities considered in the present
paper. Here, κ ∈ [0, 1] is the single extra parameter of the
κRPS model with respect to the standard RPS model —
the standard RPS model is recovered if κ = 0. Notice
that, predator-prey reversal will occur with probability κ,
whenever the passive site is occupied by an individual of
the species j − 1. Here, we are assuming modular arith-
metic — the integers i and j represent the same species
whenever i = j mod 3, where mod denotes the modulo
operation.

If an interaction cannot be executed, which may happen
when a reproduction interaction is selected and the passive
is not an empty site or when a predator-prey interaction
is selected and the passive is not occupied by a prey of the
active individual, the procedure described in the last two
paragraphs is repeated until a possible interaction is per-
formed and the time step completed. A generation time
(our time unit) is defined as the time necessary for N2

successive mobility, reproduction or predator-prey inter-
actions to be completed.

Population dynamics. – In this section we shall de-
scribe the results of spatial stochastic lattice based nu-
merical simulations of the κRPS model with random ini-
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Figure 3: Time evolution of the densities ρi and ρ0 over time
for the realizations of the spatial stochastic κRPS model con-
sidered in Fig. 2. Notice that the characteristic oscillation time
and fluctuations of the species densities are significantly larger
for κ = 0.65 than for κ = 0. Also, the relaxation of ρ0 towards
a nearly constant value is faster for κ = 0.

tial conditions — at the start of the simulations each site
was filled with an individual of any of the 3 species or left
empty with a uniform discrete probability of 1/4. The fol-
lowing parameters were used in all simulations: m = 0.8,
p = 0.1, r = 0.1. Also, N = 1000 except in the case of the
simulations used to produce Figs. 6, 7 and 8 (for which
N = 250).

Figure 2 presents snapshots of the spatial distribution
of the individuals of different species taken after 104 gen-
erations for κ = 0 (left panel) and κ = 0.65 (right panel).
Although a network of spiral patterns emerges in both
cases, their characteristic length is significantly larger for
κ = 0.65 than for κ = 0 (the latter corresponds to the
standard spatial stochastic RPS model), thus showing that
for sufficiently large values of κ predator-prey reversal can
have a significant impact on the overall dynamics.

This impact is quantified in Figure 3 where the evolu-
tion of the densities ρi and ρ0 of the different species and
empty sites with time is presented for the realizations of
the spatial stochastic κRPS model considered in Fig. 2.
It shows, in particular, that the larger characteristic size
of the structures observed for κ = 0.65 is associated with
a larger characteristic oscillation time and larger fluctua-
tions of the species densities (compared to the κ = 0 case).
Also, the relaxation of ρ0 towards a nearly constant value
is slower for κ = 0.65 than for κ = 0. Figure 4 displays the
same phase space evolution on a triangular plot, but con-
sidering a significantly larger time span (105 generations).
It again shows that the region of phase space explored in
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Figure 4: Phase space evolution for the realizations of the spa-
tial stochastic κRPS model considered in Fig. 2. Notice that
the phase space area explored in a fixed interval of time is
significantly larger for κ = 0.65 than for κ = 0.
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Figure 5: Time evolution of ρ−1
0 (proportional to the charac-

teristic length of the network L) for spatial stochastic κRPS
models with κ = 0.65, 0.71, 0.76, 0.80 and 0.84 — each point
on the two curves was estimated from an average of 102 simula-
tions with random initial conditions. Notice the increase with
κ of the asymptotic value of ρ−1

0 and of the transition time
between the transient and asymptotic scaling regimes.

a fixed interval of time is significantly larger for κ = 0.65
(compared to the κ = 0 case).

Predation interactions occur mostly at the borders be-
tween different domains. As a result, the empty sites are
mainly concentrated at such borders, defining an interface
network whose average thickness is time independent and
whose total length LT is roughly proportional to the den-
sity of empty spaces ρ0. The characteristic length of the
network may then be defined as L ≡ A/LT, where A is
the total of the simulation box, and satisfies L ∝ ρ−1

0 [8].
Figure 5 shows the time evolution of ρ−1

0 for spatial
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Figure 6: Probability of coexistence as a function of the value
of the parameter κ. Each point was estimated from 2 × 103

simulations with a total simulation time equal to 105 genera-
tions. Notice that coexistence is expected to be maintained for
κ < 0.4 while for κ > 0.7 extinction of two of the three species
is the most likely outcome.

stochastic κRPS models with κ = 0.65, 0.71, 0.76, 0.80
and 0.84. Each point on the curves was estimated from
the average of 102 simulations with random initial con-
ditions. In all cases there is a relatively long transient
scaling regime given approximately by

L ∝ ρ−1
0 ∝ t1/2 , (1)

before an asymptotic scaling regime with

L = L[assymptotic] ∝ ρ−1
0 = ρ−1

0[assymptotic] = const . (2)

Notice that both the asymptotic characteristic length and
the duration of the transient scaling regime are increasing
functions of κ. In fact they are directly related, since the
time of the transition ttransition between the transient and
asymptotic scaling regime scales roughly as

ttransition ∝ ρ−2
0[assymptotic] ∝ L

2
[assymptotic] . (3)

We shall provide provide a simple model for the depen-
dence of the asymptotic characteristic length and of the
duration of the transient scaling regime on κ in the next
section.

If the simulation lattices are not sufficiently large then
predator-prey reversal can have a significant negative im-
pact on coexistence. This will happen whenever the ex-
pected asymptotic characteristic length is of the same or-
der or larger than the box size. In order to investigate this
we performed simulations of the κRPS models with κ = 0
and κ = 0.65 considered in Fig. 6, but now using smaller
simulation boxes (with N = 250 instead of N = 1000).
Figure 6 displays the probability that the three species

still coexist after 105 generations estimated from these
simulations as a function of the value of the parameter
κ — each point was estimated from 2 × 103 simulations.
It shows that for the considered model parameters coexis-
tence is expected to be maintained for κ < 0.4, while for
κ > 0.7 extinction of two of the three species in less than
105 generations is the most likely outcome.
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Figure 7: The probability P of collapse of the region domi-
nated by the predator species 1 (initially confined to a circular
spatial domain of radius R) as a function of R. Each point
was estimated from 103 simulations. The left and right inset
panels show two snapshots of runs with initial radius R = 26
and R = 46, respectively. The times required for the initially
circular domain to collapse (left inset panels) or to invade all
the territory (right inset panels) are displayed between snap-
shots (lower and upper inset panels represent the initial and
final configurations).

Dynamics of circular domains. – Here we shall
consider the dynamics of a population of a single predator
species 1, initially confined to a circular spatial domain of
radius R surrounded by a territory occupied by a single
species 2 (the prey of species 1). This simple model incor-
porates two opposite contributions: i) standard predator-
prey interactions which contribute to increase to the ex-
pansion of the predator population of the inner domain;
ii) the possibility of predator-prey reversal which has the
opposite effect.

Figure 7 shows the probability P of collapse of the region
dominated by the predator species 1 as a function of R for
three different values of κ. Each point was estimated from
103 simulations. The left and right inset panels show two
snapshots of runs with κ = 0.86 and initial radius R = 26
and R = 46, respectively. The times required for the ini-
tially circular domain to collapse (left inset panels) or to
invade all the territory (right inset panels) are displayed
between snapshots (lower and upper inset panels repre-
sent the initial and final configurations). Figure 7 shows
that the larger the dynamical relevance of predator-prey
reversal (which increases with κ), the larger the value of
R for which the extinction probability of the inner and
outer species coincide (corresponding to collapse proba-
bility equal to 0.5).

For κ = 1 the dynamics of the κRPS model is curvature
driven, with the velocity of the interfaces separating differ-
ent domains being roughly proportional to the inverse of
their curvature radii (v ∝ R−1) [8] — the proportionality
constant being dependent on the values of r, p and m. On
the other hand, for κ = 0 one recovers the standard spa-
tial stochastic RPS dynamics in which the interfaces sepa-
rating different domains have a roughly constant velocity
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Figure 8: The value of R∗ ≡ R(P = 0.5) as a function of κ. The
open circles and the grey solid line represent respectively the
numerical results and the fit obtained using Eq. (4). Notice the
good agreement between the analytical and numerical results
for κ ∼> 0.7. The open circles corresponding to the values of κ
considered in Fig. 5 are crossed by dashed lines for an easier
comparison with the results presented therein.

(but dependent on the values of r, p and m) irrespectively
of their curvature radii. For 0 < κ < 1 the κRPS model
essentially combines the two effects with weight κ (κ = 1
model) and 1−κ (κ = 0 model). Hence, one would expect
R∗, the value of R for which P = 0.5, to scale as

R∗ ∝
κ

1− κ . (4)

Figure 8 displays the value of R∗ ≡ R(P = 0.5) as
a function of κ. The numerical results (open circles) and
the fit obtained using Eq. (4) (black solid line) are in good
agreement for κ ∼> 0.7. This is no longer true for smaller
values of κ (corresponding to R∗ ∼< 10), a regime where
finite spatial-grid effects are expected to significantly affect
the results.

The dashed lines passing through the open circles corre-
sponding to the values of κ considered in Fig. 5 allow for
easier comparison with the results presented therein. No-
tice that the ratios between the values of the asymptotic
characteristic lengths L ∝ ρ−1

0 = const obtained for the
different κ in Fig. 5 roughly coincide with the expectation
based on the ratios of the corresponding values of R∗.

Conclusions. – In this letter we investigated the dy-
namics of the κ RPS model, a single parameter generaliza-
tion of the standard three species RPS model allowing for
predator-prey reversal. We have shown that for κ < 1 and
sufficiently large simulation boxes, a population network
characterized by a spiral patterns qualitatively similar to
that of the standard RPS model eventually emerges. How-
ever, we have found that the emergence of such network
is in general preceded by a transient curvature dominated
scaling regime in which the characteristic length of the
population network grows with time (roughly proportion-
ally to t1/2). We have provided a simple model, based on
the dynamics of circular domains, to quantify the depen-
dence of the asymptotic value of the characteristic length
on κ and shown that if the simulation boxes are not suf-

ficiently large then predator-prey reversal can have a sig-
nificant negative impact on coexistence.
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