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The remarkable ecological success of humans is often attributed to our ability

to develop complex cultural artefacts that enable us to cope with environmen-

tal challenges. The evolution of complex culture (cumulative cultural evolu-

tion) is usually modeled as a collective process in which individuals invent new

artefacts (innovation) and copy information from others (social learning). This

classic picture overlooks the fact that in the digital age, intelligent algorithms

are increasingly mediating information between humans, with potential con-

sequences for cumulative cultural evolution. Building on an established model

of cultural evolution, we investigate the combined effects of network-based

social learning and a simplistic version of algorithmic mediation on cultural

accumulation. We find that algorithmic mediation has a strong impact on cul-

tural accumulation and that this impact generally increases as social networks

become less densely connected. Moreover, cultural accumulation tends to be

optimal when social learning and algorithmic mediation are combined, and

the optimal ratio depends on the network’s density. Our modeling results are
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a first step towards formalising the impact of intelligent algorithms on cumu-

lative cultural evolution within an established framework. Models of this kind

will also help to uncover mechanisms of human-machine interaction in cul-

tural contexts, guiding hypotheses for future experimental testing.

1 Introduction

Humans’ ability to create complex cultural artefacts such as languages, scientific theories, art

and technology, is often seen as one of the most important aspects of our success as a species [1,

2]. An important driving force behind this cultural accumulation is the ability of humans to learn

socially, i.e. from their peers [3, 4], and pass our their acquired knowledge on to others [3, 5, 1].

Social learning is a highly adaptive process, influenced by cognitive biases that can manifest as

different social learning strategies ranging from copying successful individuals (prestige bias)

[6, 7], to frequent cultural artefacts (context bias) [8, 9] to specific information (content bias)

[10]. At the population level, social learning is a necessary condition for cumulative cultural

evolution, a process that describes the emergence of increasingly complex cultural artifacts

through a ratchet effect: By preserving important information over time—i.e., from generation

to generation—social learning allows collectives to produce cultural artefacts that lie outside of

the scope of individuals [11, 12]. Yet the accumulation of culture in populations can also be

limited by factors such as population size [12] or the structure of the underlying social network

[13].

In the digital age, much of human social learning is shaped by intelligent algorithms. In-

stead of learning directly from their peers, individuals absorb information mediated by algo-

rithms. Examples of such algorithms include recommendation systems that influence consumer

behavior through personalized product information [14], algorithmically curated content feeds

on social media platforms [15] and search engines that rank websites and online content [16].
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By facilitating the targeted retrieval of information, these systems can significantly improve the

ability of individuals to navigate complex online information landscapes and promote the trans-

fer of knowledge within collectives. However, information-mediating algorithms also have a

potential downside: algorithmic personalization has been shown to restrict the scope for indi-

vidual exploration and limit the diversity of information, for example by actively creating filter

bubbles [17] or exacerbating natural tendencies towards homophily [18, 19]. Recognizing these

impacts, previous theoretical and empirical works have investigated the impact of algorithms on

the diversity of content [20], the formation of opinions [21, 22], and the spread of misinforma-

tion [23]. However, little attention has been paid to the question of how algorithmic mediation

may affect fundamental and more general processes of cultural evolution [24, 25]. In particular,

it is unclear how algorithmic mediation interacts with human social learning to influence the

accumulation of complex cultural artifacts.

In this paper, we take a step forward to close this gap by building on an established model

of cultural evolution [26]. More specifically, we extend the model by a simple algorithm that

first aggregates all available information and then redistributes it in a personalized way. This

allows us to study the interplay between social learning (i.e., people share information based

on a social network) and algorithmic mediation (i.e., information is mediated by an algorithm).

Our modeling results shed light on an emerging trade-off that humans face in the digital age:

cultural accumulation is neither optimal through pure social learning nor through purely algo-

rithmically mediated information transfer. Instead, both types of learning are most powerful

when combined, where the optimal ratio depends on the underlying social network. The dy-

namic interplay between social learning and algorithmic mediation suggests that understanding

cultural evolution in the digital age requires considering both types of learning together, rather

than in isolation.
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2 Model

We build on previous theoretical work [26] that examined how cultural accumulation is affected

by different constraints on the individual level. In particular, while the impact of different

(social) learning strategies and the costs associated to learning on cultural accumulation were

studied, the influence of a social network structure and algorithmic mediation was not investi-

gated.

To fill this gap, we first consider cultural accumulation in populations of agents that com-

municate based on random (social) networks with different densities of network connections.

In a second step, we extend the model by a simple algorithm that mediates information among

agents. The individual-based model presented in [26] considers a dynamic process that evolves

in generations, with each ”time step” comprising the birth and death of an entire generation of

agents. First, the agents copy from the previous generation and then, having learnt all possi-

ble information, they start to innovate. Here we deviate from this approach. We modify the

model by re-scaling the dynamics so that at each time step a single cultural trait can be acquired

either by copying or by innovation [27]. This modification allows us to study the interplay be-

tween different mechanisms of information transmission between agents—social learning and

algorithmic mediation—and the consequences for population-scale cultural accumulation.

2.1 Cultural space

We consider a space of cultural traits (or cultural space) that defines how new traits (innova-

tions) arise based on existing ones. In line with previous works, the cultural space consists of

several cultural branches (or paths), and that traits are functionally dependent, reflecting the

cumulative nature of human culture [13, 28, 26, 29].

More specifically, the cultural space is structured as follows. Each trait xl is defined by two

components: the cultural branch x it belongs to and its complexity level l, see Fig. 1A. Cultural
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branches x represent the fact that cultural evolution often follows multiple parallel paths of

development [28, 13], and levels l model the functional dependency and increasing complexity

of cultural artifacts built on top of each other. We consider a finite set of possible branches, i.e.,

x = 1, ..., X and assume that cultural complexity levels l are unbounded, i.e. l = 1, 2, ...,∞.

The functional dependency of the traits x additionally requires that the traits are acquired in

ascending order, starting with the lowest level l = 1, or more generally: an agent that wants to

acquire a trait on level l must possess a trait on level l − 1.

Each cultural trait xl is characterised by an inherent quality score, or payoff, z(xl), and we

assume that the extent to which the traits are beneficial to agents increases with z [5, 13, 30, 31].

Note, however, that we do not link an individual’s probability to survive to their payoff. Instead,

cultural selection happens through selective social learning, where agents copy from agents with

high payoffs [30, 32]. Motivated by empirical research on scientific [33] and technological

[34] breakthroughs and previous studies on cultural evolution [5], we assume that high-quality

(i.e. high-payoff) innovations are rare among many low-quality attempts to innovate. Hence,

we draw the payoffs of newly innovated items, z(x), from an exponential distribution, and

subsequently square, double, and finally round values to an integer value [27]. This procedure

results in a few traits with a payoff of around z = 50, and roughly half of the traits with z = 0

[26].

2.2 Dynamics

We consider a population of N agents that are embedded in a social network. Initially, agents

are naive, i.e. they do not possess any cultural traits, and their individual effort budget is B.

A finite effort budget B models the fact that individuals have limited resources, which also

constrains cumulative cultural evolution at the collective level. In particular, over time agents

spend their budget B on actions to acquire cultural traits, either by copying already discovered

5



traits (learning), or by discovering new traits (innovation). The dynamics of a focal agent i at

time t (at development level li and remaining resources B(t)) can be described as a cycle of the

following three events:

(i) Death-birth process. With probability q = 1/N agent i is replaced by a naive agent, i′,

which corresponds to the replacement of on average one agent per time step. The initial

effort budget of agent i′ is B and they do not possess any cultural traits. Agent i′ takes

the network position of agent i.

(ii) Social learning. Agent i selects its neighbour j with the highest cumulative payoff [7]. If

agent j is at a higher development level than agent i, i.e. lj > li, agent i copies the

(li+1)-stage trait of agent j, and the learning cost Cs is subtracted from agent i’s budget.

If the copying of a trait is not successful, either because the resources of agent i are not

sufficient (B(t) < Cs) or because the level of the highest trait of agent j is too low, i.e.

lj < li+1, the learning costs Cs are not deducted from the agent’s budget. Agent i then

continues with the innovation step (see below). If the social learning step was successful,

the innovation step is skipped. Social learning is schematically depicted in Fig. 1C.

(iii) Innovation. If social learning was unsuccessful, and agent i has a sufficient budget (B(t) ≥

Ci), it will proceed with innovation. First, i randomly selects a cultural branch x and at-

tempts to innovate a trait on level li + 1. If the trait is viable, i.e. its payoff z(xli+1) > 0,

the innovation step is successful and agent i acquires the trait. Note that unsuccessful

innovation concludes the time step for agent i without acquiring a new item. Regardless

of the success of the innovation step, the cost of innovation Ci is subtracted from agent

i’s effort budget. Innovation is schematically depicted in Fig. 1B.

To quantify the performance of a population with respect to cultural accumulation, we cal-

culate the mean payoff of all agents in the population, i.e. Z̄(t) = N−1 ∑Zi(t), where Zi is the
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cumulative payoff of agent i, defined as Zi =
∑lmax

l=1 z(xl). Note that to compute Zi, we only

sum over the complexity level l, as a consequence of the assumed dynamics of innovation and

learning: an agent can only acquire a maximum of one trait per complexity level l. Addition-

ally, we assume that the cost of acquiring a single trait depends only on the action performed,

i.e., learning or innovation, but is independent of other factors, including the payoff z and the

complexity level l of the trait. Furthermore, we follow the intuition that it is easier to copy

something from a peer than to innovate it, i.e. we assume Cs < Ci [26].

2.3 Algorithmic mediation

To investigate how algorithmic mediation can affect cultural accumulation, and to shed light

on the interplay between different types of information propagation, i.e. social and algorithm-

mediated learning, we extend the model described in the previous section. While still being

embedded in a social network, agents can now also learn cultural traits through algorithmic

mediation. For simplicity, we implement algorithmic mediation as a ’perfect’ recommender

system that has full knowledge about all cultural traits innovated so far in the system, i.e. the

cultural reservoirs of every agent. The knowledge about traits’ development levels (l) and their

payoffs (z(xl)) allows the algorithm to provide individuals with personalized recommendations.

We assume that learning through algorithmic mediation requires less effort than social learning,

i.e., we assume Cr < Cs, where Cr defines the costs of algorithmic mediation. In each time

step, the agent copies a trait through algorithmic mediation with probability r, or otherwise,

with probability (1− r), the agent learns socially.

Algorithmic recommendation (with probability r). In every time step, the recommender sys-

tem aggregates all cultural traits and selects only those on level li + 1 (personalization).

After sorting those li + 1-level traits in descending order (according to their payoffs) it

recommends the highest-payoff trait, which is acquired by agent i and the cost Cr is de-
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Zj

<latexit sha1_base64="hAYXP7mqpL8boifvxXSVGyar6Aw=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkfhwLXjy2YGuhDWWznbRrN5uwuxFK6C/w4kERr/4kb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjto5TxbDFYhGrTkA1Ci6xZbgR2EkU0igQ+BCMb2f+wxMqzWN5byYJ+hEdSh5yRo2VmqJfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQlv/IzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJ+6LqXVUvm7VKvZbHUYQTOIVz8OAa6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f0xOM7A==</latexit>

l
<latexit sha1_base64="xiwRRuWqSD4UwBlVGg7SGpb9aLQ=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAEIexKfBwDXjxGNA9IljA76U2GzM4uM7NCWPIJXjwo4tUv8ubfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlB3Hu9Uplt+LOQJaJl5My5Kj3Sl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk2I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsipVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14Y2fcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6RRuCt/jyMmleVLyryuV9tVyr5nEU4BhO4Aw8uIYa3EEdGsBgAM/wCm+OcF6cd+dj3rri5DNH8AfO5w+pX41c</latexit>

l + 1
<latexit sha1_base64="hAYXP7mqpL8boifvxXSVGyar6Aw=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkfhwLXjy2YGuhDWWznbRrN5uwuxFK6C/w4kERr/4kb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjto5TxbDFYhGrTkA1Ci6xZbgR2EkU0igQ+BCMb2f+wxMqzWN5byYJ+hEdSh5yRo2VmqJfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQlv/IzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJ+6LqXVUvm7VKvZbHUYQTOIVz8OAa6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f0xOM7A==</latexit>

l
<latexit sha1_base64="xiwRRuWqSD4UwBlVGg7SGpb9aLQ=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAEIexKfBwDXjxGNA9IljA76U2GzM4uM7NCWPIJXjwo4tUv8ubfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlB3Hu9Uplt+LOQJaJl5My5Kj3Sl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk2I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsipVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14Y2fcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6RRuCt/jyMmleVLyryuV9tVyr5nEU4BhO4Aw8uIYa3EEdGsBgAM/wCm+OcF6cd+dj3rri5DNH8AfO5w+pX41c</latexit>

l + 1

<latexit sha1_base64="xiwRRuWqSD4UwBlVGg7SGpb9aLQ=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAEIexKfBwDXjxGNA9IljA76U2GzM4uM7NCWPIJXjwo4tUv8ubfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlB3Hu9Uplt+LOQJaJl5My5Kj3Sl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk2I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsipVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14Y2fcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6RRuCt/jyMmleVLyryuV9tVyr5nEU4BhO4Aw8uIYa3EEdGsBgAM/wCm+OcF6cd+dj3rri5DNH8AfO5w+pX41c</latexit>

l + 1

<latexit sha1_base64="e4SWmPrXm3IP4TGCoZCEq9pkxGk=">AAAB/3icbVDJSgNBEO2JW4zbqODFS2MQ4iXMSFyOES8eI5gFkhB6OpVJk56F7hoxjDn4K148KOLV3/Dm39hZDpr4oODxXhVV9bxYCo2O821llpZXVtey67mNza3tHXt3r6ajRHGo8khGquExDVKEUEWBEhqxAhZ4Eure4Hrs1+9BaRGFdziMoR0wPxQ9wRkaqWMftBAeMC24J/TK9xX4E33UsfNO0ZmALhJ3RvJkhkrH/mp1I54EECKXTOum68TYTplCwSWMcq1EQ8z4gPnQNDRkAeh2Orl/RI+N0qW9SJkKkU7U3xMpC7QeBp7pDBj29bw3Fv/zmgn2LtupCOMEIeTTRb1EUozoOAzaFQo4yqEhjCthbqW8zxTjaCLLmRDc+ZcXSe206J4Xz25L+XJpFkeWHJIjUiAuuSBlckMqpEo4eSTP5JW8WU/Wi/VufUxbM9ZsZp/8gfX5A1g4laY=</latexit>

(1) Aggregation

<latexit sha1_base64="YjHj8fc3YPPSHzNNO0CmepZXXMk=">AAACAnicbVDJSgNBEO1xjXGLehIvjUGIlzAT4nIMePEYxSyQhNDTqSRNeha6a8QwBC/+ihcPinj1K7z5N3Ymc9DEBwWP96q6q54bSqHRtr+tpeWV1bX1zEZ2c2t7Zze3t1/XQaQ41HggA9V0mQYpfKihQAnNUAHzXAkNd3Q19Rv3oLQI/Dsch9Dx2MAXfcEZGqmbO2wjPGBcKJ3SW+CB54HfS6xJN5e3i3YCukiclORJimo399XuBTwyLyCXTOuWY4fYiZlCwSVMsu1IQ8j4iA2gZajPPNCdODlhQk+M0qP9QJnykSbq74mYeVqPPdd0egyHet6biv95rQj7l51Y+GGE4PPZR/1IUgzoNA/aEwo4yrEhjCthdqV8yBTjaFLLmhCc+ZMXSb1UdM6LZzflfKWcxpEhR+SYFIhDLkiFXJMqqRFOHskzeSVv1pP1Yr1bH7PWJSudOSB/YH3+ANxYlxI=</latexit>

(2) Recommendation

<latexit sha1_base64="8VqdNVK+tz2cgOA3owe554Cpc3Y=">AAACAnicbVDJSgNBEO1xjXEb9SReGoMQL2FG4nIMePEYwSyQhNDTqSRNenqG7hoxDMGLv+LFgyJe/Qpv/o2d5aCJDwoe71V1V70glsKg5307S8srq2vrmY3s5tb2zq67t181UaI5VHgkI10PmAEpFFRQoIR6rIGFgYRaMLge+7V70EZE6g6HMbRC1lOiKzhDK7XdwybCA6Z5/5SWmUYFmvJ+JDiM2m7OK3gT0EXiz0iOzFBuu1/NTsSTEBRyyYxp+F6MrdS+KriEUbaZGIgZH7AeNCxVLATTSicnjOiJVTq0G2lbCulE/T2RstCYYRjYzpBh38x7Y/E/r5Fg96qVChUnCIpPP+omkmJEx3nQjtDAUQ4tYVwLu6sNgGnG0aaWtSH48ycvkupZwb8onN8Wc6XiLI4MOSLHJE98cklK5IaUSYVw8kieySt5c56cF+fd+Zi2LjmzmQPyB87nD2MWlsM=</latexit>

(1) Partner choice

<latexit sha1_base64="Urf0TbBjlpWmTRkwMOCyzHY+eqw=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqLhyM1iEuilJqY9loRuXFewD2lAm00k7dJIJMzdiCQV/xY0LRdz6He78G6dtFtp64MLhnHu59x4/FlyD43xbubX1jc2t/HZhZ3dv/8A+PGppmSjKmlQKqTo+0UzwiDWBg2CdWDES+oK1/XF95rcfmNJcRvcwiZkXkmHEA04JGKlvn/SAPUJaqlzguownGBThMO3bRafszIFXiZuRIsrQ6NtfvYGkScgioIJo3XWdGLyUKOBUsGmhl2gWEzomQ9Y1NCIh0146P3+Kz40ywIFUpiLAc/X3REpCrSehbzpDAiO97M3E/7xuAsGNl/IoToBFdLEoSAQGiWdZ4AFXjIKYGEKo4uZWTEdEEQomsYIJwV1+eZW0KmX3qnx5Vy3WqlkceXSKzlAJuega1dAtaqAmoihFz+gVvVlP1ov1bn0sWnNWNnOM/sD6/AFczZUU</latexit>

(2) Copy trait

<latexit sha1_base64="hAYXP7mqpL8boifvxXSVGyar6Aw=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkfhwLXjy2YGuhDWWznbRrN5uwuxFK6C/w4kERr/4kb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjto5TxbDFYhGrTkA1Ci6xZbgR2EkU0igQ+BCMb2f+wxMqzWN5byYJ+hEdSh5yRo2VmqJfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQlv/IzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJ+6LqXVUvm7VKvZbHUYQTOIVz8OAa6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f0xOM7A==</latexit>

l

<latexit sha1_base64="Dbv6oZl3rK/PnfPDgwrb60gUAZk=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNPo4kXjxCIo8ENmR26IWR2dnNzKwJEr7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eTW1jc2t/LbhZ3dvf2D4uFRU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWj25nfekSleSzvzThBP6IDyUPOqLFS/alXLLlldw6ySryMlCBDrVf86vZjlkYoDRNU647nJsafUGU4EzgtdFONCWUjOsCOpZJGqP3J/NApObNKn4SxsiUNmau/JyY00nocBbYzomaol72Z+J/XSU1440+4TFKDki0WhakgJiazr0mfK2RGjC2hTHF7K2FDqigzNpuCDcFbfnmVNC/K3lX5sl4pVStZHHk4gVM4Bw+uoQp3UIMGMEB4hld4cx6cF+fd+Vi05pxs5hj+wPn8AehLjPo=</latexit>z

<latexit sha1_base64="hAYXP7mqpL8boifvxXSVGyar6Aw=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkfhwLXjy2YGuhDWWznbRrN5uwuxFK6C/w4kERr/4kb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjto5TxbDFYhGrTkA1Ci6xZbgR2EkU0igQ+BCMb2f+wxMqzWN5byYJ+hEdSh5yRo2VmqJfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQlv/IzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJ+6LqXVUvm7VKvZbHUYQTOIVz8OAa6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f0xOM7A==</latexit>

l

<latexit sha1_base64="hAYXP7mqpL8boifvxXSVGyar6Aw=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkfhwLXjy2YGuhDWWznbRrN5uwuxFK6C/w4kERr/4kb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjto5TxbDFYhGrTkA1Ci6xZbgR2EkU0igQ+BCMb2f+wxMqzWN5byYJ+hEdSh5yRo2VmqJfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQlv/IzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJ+6LqXVUvm7VKvZbHUYQTOIVz8OAa6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8f0xOM7A==</latexit>

l
<latexit sha1_base64="xiwRRuWqSD4UwBlVGg7SGpb9aLQ=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAEIexKfBwDXjxGNA9IljA76U2GzM4uM7NCWPIJXjwo4tUv8ubfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlB3Hu9Uplt+LOQJaJl5My5Kj3Sl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk2I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsipVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14Y2fcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6RRuCt/jyMmleVLyryuV9tVyr5nEU4BhO4Aw8uIYa3EEdGsBgAM/wCm+OcF6cd+dj3rri5DNH8AfO5w+pX41c</latexit>

l + 1
<latexit sha1_base64="Dgkh1++YMj7fZsV9nazo79VupwI=">AAACBnicbVBNSwMxEM3W7/q16lGEYBE8lV0p1WPBi8cKthbaUrLptA3NJksyK5alJy/+FS8eFPHqb/DmvzGtPWjrgxke782QzIsSKSwGwZeXW1peWV1b38hvbm3v7Pp7+3WrU8OhxrXUphExC1IoqKFACY3EAIsjCbfR8HLi396BsUKrGxwl0I5ZX4me4Ayd1PGPWgj3mF0OtLZAI8MUH1DXuzqWo3HHLwTFYAq6SMIZKZAZqh3/s9XVPI1BIZfM2mYYJNjOmEHBJYzzrdRCwviQ9aHpqGIx2HY2PWNMT5zSpT1tXCmkU/X3RsZia0dx5CZjhgM7703E/7xmir2LdiZUkiIo/vNQL5UUNZ1kQrvCAEc5coRxI9xfKR8wwzi65PIuhHD+5EVSPyuG5WL5ulSolGZxrJNDckxOSUjOSYVckSqpEU4eyBN5Ia/eo/fsvXnvP6M5b7ZzQP7A+/gG2kaZWA==</latexit>

Choose branch randomly
<latexit sha1_base64="Dgkh1++YMj7fZsV9nazo79VupwI=">AAACBnicbVBNSwMxEM3W7/q16lGEYBE8lV0p1WPBi8cKthbaUrLptA3NJksyK5alJy/+FS8eFPHqb/DmvzGtPWjrgxke782QzIsSKSwGwZeXW1peWV1b38hvbm3v7Pp7+3WrU8OhxrXUphExC1IoqKFACY3EAIsjCbfR8HLi396BsUKrGxwl0I5ZX4me4Ayd1PGPWgj3mF0OtLZAI8MUH1DXuzqWo3HHLwTFYAq6SMIZKZAZqh3/s9XVPI1BIZfM2mYYJNjOmEHBJYzzrdRCwviQ9aHpqGIx2HY2PWNMT5zSpT1tXCmkU/X3RsZia0dx5CZjhgM7703E/7xmir2LdiZUkiIo/vNQL5UUNZ1kQrvCAEc5coRxI9xfKR8wwzi65PIuhHD+5EVSPyuG5WL5ulSolGZxrJNDckxOSUjOSYVckSqpEU4eyBN5Ia/eo/fsvXnvP6M5b7ZzQP7A+/gG2kaZWA==</latexit>

Choose branch randomly

…

…

<latexit sha1_base64="vGbWc6Btkydii/ljGv+nTnZppoM=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqseCF71VsB/QhrLZTtqlm03YnYgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSKFQdf9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoZeJUc2jyWMa6EzADUihookAJnUQDiwIJ7WB8M/Pbj6CNiNUDThLwIzZUIhScoZW6PYQnzO4Qomm/XHGr7hx0lXg5qZAcjX75qzeIeRqBQi6ZMV3PTdDPmEbBJUxLvdRAwviYDaFrqWIRGD+bnzylZ1YZ0DDWthTSufp7ImORMZMosJ0Rw5FZ9mbif143xfDaz4RKUgTFF4vCVFKM6ex/OhAaOMqJJYxrYW+lfMQ042hTKtkQvOWXV0nrourVqrX7y0r9Mo+jSE7IKTknHrkidXJLGqRJOInJM3klbw46L86787FoLTj5zDH5A+fzB8cBkY0=</latexit>

Item
<latexit sha1_base64="aGUCHVu9/kvrpBkEV7qF4L78Cso=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqseCF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J2IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GNzO//ci1EbF6wEnC/YgOlQgFo2il+6e+7JcrbtWdg6wSLycVyNHol796g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUrOrDIgYaxtKSRz9fdERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb+8SloXVa9Wrd1dVuqXeRxFOIFTOAcPrqAOt9CAJjAYwjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtBacfOYY/sD5/AFkeI3Y</latexit>xl

<latexit sha1_base64="pgcVzaxc300iptEOsSnzE0YGqBc=">AAAB+3icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/Yj16CRbBU0mkVMFL0YvHCvYDmlI222m7dLMJuxNpCf0rXjwo4tU/4s1/47bNQVsfDDzem2FmXhALrtF1v63cxubW9k5+t7C3f3B4ZB8XmzpKFIMGi0Sk2gHVILiEBnIU0I4V0DAQ0ArGd3O/9QRK80g+4jSGbkiHkg84o2iknl30ESaY3ioq2Qj0zL+Z9OySW3YXcNaJl5ESyVDv2V9+P2JJCBKZoFp3PDfGbkoVciZgVvATDTFlYzqEjqGShqC76eL2mXNulL4ziJQpic5C/T2R0lDraRiYzpDiSK96c/E/r5Pg4LqbchknCJItFw0S4WDkzINw+lwBQzE1hDLFza0OG1FFGZq4CiYEb/XlddK8LHvVcvWhUqpVsjjy5JSckQvikStSI/ekThqEkQl5Jq/kzZpZL9a79bFszVnZzAn5A+vzB237lKo=</latexit>

Branches x

<latexit sha1_base64="QFSvFJgWOpo5/Ohc+HAufv7Tpcw=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqseCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPZpqgH9GR5CFn1Fip6Q3KFbfqLkDWiZeTCuRoDMpf/WHM0gilYYJq3fPcxPgZVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2s8Wh87IhVWGJIyVLWnIQv09kdFI62kU2M6ImrFe9ebif14vNeGtn3GZpAYlWy4KU0FMTOZfkyFXyIyYWkKZ4vZWwsZUUWZsNiUbgrf68jppX1W9WrXWvK7Ur/M4inAG53AJHtxAHe6hAS1ggPAMr/DmPDovzrvzsWwtOPnMKfyB8/kDefmMsg==</latexit>

1
<latexit sha1_base64="jeIOSs0LDLzzLh65l5isJjOm8Cw=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYJQY8kXjxCIo8ENmR2aGBkdnYzM2tCNnyBFw8a49VP8ubfOMAeFKykk0pVd7q7glhwbVz328ltbe/s7uX3CweHR8cnxdOzto4SxbDFIhGpbkA1Ci6xZbgR2I0V0jAQ2Ammdwu/84RK80g+mFmMfkjHko84o8ZKzcqgWHLL7hJkk3gZKUGGxqD41R9GLAlRGiao1j3PjY2fUmU4Ezgv9BONMWVTOsaepZKGqP10eeicXFllSEaRsiUNWaq/J1Iaaj0LA9sZUjPR695C/M/rJWZ066dcxolByVaLRokgJiKLr8mQK2RGzCyhTHF7K2ETqigzNpuCDcFbf3mTtCtlr1auNaulejWLIw8XcAnX4MEN1OEeGtACBgjP8ApvzqPz4rw7H6vWnJPNnMMfOJ8/e32Msw==</latexit>
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Payo↵ z(xl)

Figure 1: Schematic depiction of key model components. A: Open-ended cultural space de-
picted with four branches (X = 4), and an infinite number of (complexity) levels l. B: Agents
innovate a new item on a randomly chosen branch on a level l+1. C: Social learning is modeled
as a two-step process. (1) Agents choose their neighbor j with the highest cumulative payoff
Zj . (2) If agent j possesses an item on a sufficient level (l + 1), the item is copied by agent i
and the cost Cs is paid. D: Algorithmic mediation is also modeled as a two-step process. (1)
The recommender system aggregates all existing cultural traits and sorts traits on level (l + 1)
according to their payoffs z. (2) Agent i then receives a recommendation of the trait with the
highest payoff.

ducted from its budget. Note that when no suitable traits can be recommended, or if agent

i does not have enough resources (B(t) < Cr), the recommendation fails, the agent does

not pay a cost, and continues with the innovation step. When the recommendation is

successful, agent i does not attempt to innovate. Algorithmic mediation is schematically
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depicted in Fig. 1D.

Social learning (with probability 1− r). Agent i attempts to copy a cultural trait from neigh-

bors (the social learning step is identical to the one described in the previous section).

The order of events in each time step is identical to the one described in the previous section,

i.e., consisting of (i) the death-birth process, (ii) learning (either socially or through algorithmic

mediation), and (iii) innovation. The different model components are schematically depicted

in Fig. 1.

3 Results

If not indicated otherwise, we present results for populations of N = 100 agents that are em-

bedded in a random social network, where each pair of individuals is connected with probability

p and thus has on average k = pN neighbors. The effort budget of agents is set to B = 1000,

the costs for acquiring cultural traits are fixed at Ci = 10, Cs = 5, and Cr = 1, and we assume

X = 100 cultural branches.

Due to the finite effort budget B and the low probability of the death-birth process q, the

system reaches a quasi-stationary state regardless of the other parameters. In the following,

we will thus focus on these ”maximally achievable values”, i.e., population mean values at the

stationary state. For brevity, we will refer to these values as ”mean group values” and mark

them with a subscript max. Each simulation continues for t = 20N time steps and the last 200

time steps are used to compute the mean group values. Our results are then reported as averages

over 200 realizations.
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3.1 Network-based social learning

Figure 2 depicts the results for fully connected networks (p = 1). Similar to the findings

reported in [26], we observe that after the initial growth of Z̄ the dynamics reach a quasi-

stationary state where the mean group payoff approaches its maximum value, denoted as Z̄max.

In line with classical results in cultural evolution [12], we find that the maximum cultural com-

plexity increases with the system size uncovering a logarithmic relationship. This relationship

becomes more clear by plotting Z̄max as a function of log(N) (system size), as depicted in the

right panel of Figure 2.
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Figure 2: (left panel) The mean group payoff for fully connected networks as a function of time
for different system sizes. (right panel) Maximally achievable group payoff as a function of
system size. The remaining model parameters are: B = 1000, Ci = 10, Cs = 5, X = 100.

Figure 3 shows the results for random networks with different connectivity, as parameterized

by the average number of neighbours k of an agent. From left to right we plot mean group level

L̄max, mean number of cultural traits T̄max, mean group payoff Z̄max. The mean group level

grows with the number of neighbors until it reaches a plateau for very dense networks. Instead,

the number of discovered items T̄max decreases rapidly and monotonically with k. The most

striking behavior is observed for the mean group payoff. Initially, for very sparse networks (low

values of k) we observe an increase of Z̄maxwith k, but after a maximum value is reached, for

intermediate levels of connectivity, we observe that Z̄max decreases with k.
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Figure 3: System behavior in a stationary state as a function of network connectivity k. From
left to right we plot mean group level L̄max, mean number of traits T̄max, and mean group payoff
Z̄max. The remaining model parameters are: N = 100, B = 1000, Ci = 10, Cs = 5, X = 100

3.2 Algorithmic mediation

Next, we focus on the quantitative and qualitative impact of the algorithmic mediation on cu-

mulative cultural evolution. The results are shown in Fig. 4. Only the mean group level, L̄max,

shows a monotonous increase with increasing r for every value of k, see left panel of Fig. 4.

In line with the observations from the previous section, a higher level of development is ob-

served for denser networks. By contrast, the mean group payoff Z̄max gives rise to maximum

values for intermediate levels of r, and these maximum values decrease with k. This suggests

a trade-off between network connectivity and the ratio of recommendations, which can be seen

more clearly in Fig. 5. The highest payoff is observed for very sparse networks (every agent

has only one neighbor on average) and relatively high levels of recommendations (r ≈ 0.7),

which might be due to the high number of innovated traits T̄max, for low values of k, as can

be seen from the middle panel of Fig. 4). With fewer neighbors an individual benefits from a
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higher number of recommendations, but this number decreases with k. Note that both limiting

cases of r = 0 and r = 1 never give rise to maximum values, independently of the connectiv-

ity, suggesting that network-based social learning and algorithmic-mediation of information are

mutually beneficial.
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Figure 4: Stationary states for mean group level L̄max, mean number of traits T̄max, and mean
group payoff Z̄max (from left to right) as a function of recommendation probability r, and for
different network connectivities k including complete graphs (CG). The remaining model pa-
rameters are: N = 100, B = 1000, Ci = 10, Cs = 5, Cr = 1, X = 100

From our numerical simulations, it appears that both the size of the system (N ) and the

number of possible development paths X , do not qualitatively affect our modeling results. We

also did not observe non-trivial relationships between the parameters related to learning costs

(i.e. Ci, Cs, Cr, B) and the measures of cultural accumulation. Intuitively, the more we increase

the cost of learning or innovation, the lower the payoff of the group. Similarly, a larger effort

budget translates into higher cultural accumulation, where the resulting dynamics depend on

the network topology and the recommendation probability r. Nevertheless, our findings are

applicable within the context of reasonable parameter values, where the costs of acquiring items

12



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 10
0

k

1.0

0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0

r

MAX

MIN

Mean group payoff

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

Z m
ax

Figure 5: Heatmap of the mean group payoff Z̄max as a function of the average connectivity k
and probability of reccomendation r. The remaining model parameters are: N = 100, B =
1000, Ci = 10, Cs = 5, Cr = 1, X = 100

.

are significantly lower than the effort budget (C ≪ B). Finally, it is important to point out that

although we focused on cases in which the costs of social learning are higher than the costs of

algorithmic mediation, we confirmed that our results are robust for Cs = Cr.

4 Discussion

We investigated the effects of network-based social learning and algorithmic mediation on cul-

tural accumulation by building on, and extending, previous modeling efforts from the field of

cultural evolution [26]. In the first part, we considered the model without algorithmic mediation

and found a strong dependence of cultural accumulation on population size. In particular, for

fully connected networks, the ability of a population to accumulate culture showed a positive

relation (logarithmic growth) with population size, which is consistent with established find-

ings in cultural evolution [6, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39]. We then investigated cultural accumulation in

random networks that differ in the density of connections, as quantified by the average number
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of neighbors k of a single agent. Although increasing the link density always led to higher

levels of development (L̄max), this was not the case for the mean group payoff (Z̄max) and the

number of innovated traits (T̄max), which peak at intermediate values of k and monotonously

decrease with k, respectively. These non-trivial behaviors indicate that cultural accumulation

is subject to an exploration-exploitation trade-off between innovation (exploration) and social

learning (exploitation), a phenomenon that was previously also observed in both experimental

and theoretical works on social dynamics including cultural evolution [13, 28], wisdom of the

crowds [40], as well as collective problem-solving [41, 31, 42, 43]. Dense random networks

(i.e. networks with high values of k) generally allow to disseminate information about cultural

traits efficiently (exploitation) and therefore lead to high cultural complexity, however, do so

at the expense of cultural diversity (number of traits) as the rate of innovation is impaired due

to an over-reliance on social learning. Furthermore, previous empirical and theoretical findings

in cultural evolution and social learning studies suggest that collective performance depends

on both the complexity of the task and the underlying network structure. In particular, it was

found that performance in dense networks is often decreased for complex tasks [31, 42, 43], a

phenomenon which is best explained by sufficient levels of transient diversity in less densely

connected systems [44]. In Fig. 3, the shapes of L̄max and Z̄max, as a function of k, therefore

indicate that the different sub-processes of cultural accumulation vary in complexity: While

reaching a high level of complexity is a rather simple problem (high value of L̄max in dense

networks), it is more complex to collectively coordinate on high average payoffs (low values of

Z̄max in dense networks). In other words, populations easily reach high level of development,

but do not necessarily do so with high collective payoffs. In our model, collective payoffs are

optimal at a medium level of connectivity, where agents optimally solve the explore-exploit

trade-off, i.e., have access to the right amount of information through social learning while

maintaining sufficient incentives to innovate.
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In the second part, we investigated the combined impact of network-based social learning

and algorithmic mediation on cultural accumulation. For a fixed value of k, we find that increas-

ing r—the ratio between algorithmic mediation over network-based social learning—strongly

affects the overall dynamics: while the developmental level monotonously increases with r, the

mean payoff gives rise to maximum values for intermediate levels of algorithmic mediation,

which suggests a non-trivial interaction between k and r. The less we are connected, the more

we can benefit from algorithmic mediation. For a given link density, however, the benefits of

increased information sharing via algorithmic mediation become outweighed by their detrimen-

tal consequences: too high levels of r create too much of effective connectivity which decreases

performance as r → 1. This is in line, with the strongly decreasing number of traits as r in-

creases, indicating low levels of innovation. These results make a clear case for studying the

dynamics of algorithmic mediation not in isolation but in relation to social learning strategies

motivated by cognitive science (e.g. payoff-biased learning). In our model, both algorithmic

mediation and social learning acting alone consistently lead to worse payoffs and lesser cultural

traits than a combination of both processes. This behavior may point toward a general trade-off

in socio-technical systems between access to information (and thus the possibility to exchange

it) and the ability of individuals to innovate: while algorithms can be beneficial for cultural

accumulation, they may also lead to detrimental effects if used excessively [45, 46].

Our research takes a first step in modeling the impact of personalized algorithmic mediation

on cumulative cultural evolution, however, it does not come without limitations. By focusing on

the algorithmic mediation of information, inspired by recommender systems or feed algorithms,

we have not considered other types of intelligent algorithms that are increasingly intertwined

with human culture, in particular, generative artificial intelligence [47]. Importantly, generative

AI not only re-distributes information, but is able to create novel cultural variation, which is not

captured in our models. Furthermore, in line with previous models, we considered a very sim-
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plistic cultural space, namely cultural branches that are independent from each other. A more

realistic approach could therefore take into account that cultural innovations often arise through

the recombination of artefacts from distant domains, i.e. modeling interdependencies between

branches. Similarly, by investigating random networks and agents with identical social learning

strategies we have omitted many of the behavioral and structural heterogeneities observed in

real social systems [48, 49]. The use of more complex network models—such as scale-free [50]

and small-world networks [51]—as well as agents with individual preferences are promising

avenues for future research directions. Finally, we have operationalised algorithmic mediation

as a simple system that provides agents with ”ideal” personalised recommendations. Therefore,

extending our approach to more realistic models of algorithmic mediation, e.g. recommenda-

tions based on collaborative filtering [52], is a promising next step. Overall, our work is only a

first step towards a better theoretical understanding of the impact of algorithms on cumulative

cultural evolution. Ultimately, the predictions of our model must stand up to empirical test-

ing, both through controlled laboratory experiments and real-world observational studies across

different online environments.

Code availability

Simulation code is available at https://github.com/aga-cz/Mutual-benefits-of-SL-and-RS
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