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The study of societies of adaptive agents seeking m inority status is an active area of research.
R ecently, it hasbeen dem onstrated that such system s digplay an intriguing phase-transition: agents
tend to selfsegregate or to cluster according to the value of the prizeto— ne ratio, R . W e show that
such system s do notestablish a true stationary distrbution. T he w inning-probabilities of the agents
display tem poral oscillations. T he am plitude and frequency of the oscillations depend on the value
of R . The tem poral oscillations which characterize the system explain the transition in the global
behavior from selfsegregation to clustering in the R < 1 case.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he study of com plex system s is a grow Ing area of re—
search. A problem ofcentralin portance in biologicaland
socio-econom ic system s is that of an evolving population
In which individualagents adapt their behavioraccording
to past experience. O fparticular interest are situations in
which m embers (usually referred to as agents’) com pete
for a lin ited resource, or to be in a m noriy (seeeg., 11
and referencestherein.) In nancialm arkets for Instance,
m ore buyers than sellers in plies higher prices, and it is
therefore better for a trader to be n a m nority group of
sellers. P redators foraging for food w ill do better if they
hunt in areasw ith fewer com petitors. Rush-hour drivers,
facing the choice between tw o altemative routes, w ish to
choose the route containing the m inority oftra ¢ [B].

C onsiderable progress in the theoreticalunderstanding
of such system s has been gained by studying the sin ple,
yet realistic m odel of the m inority game ™M G) K], and
is evolutionary version EM G) [L] (see also [B{13] and
references therein) . The EM G consists ofan odd num ber
of N agents repeatedly choosing w hether to be in room
\0" (eg. choosing to sell an asset or taking route A)
or in room \1" (eg., choosing to buy an asset or taking
route B). At the end of each round, agents belonging to
the an aller group (them inoriy) are the w inners, each of
them gainsR points (the \prize"), w hile agentsbelonging
to them a prity room lose 1l point (the\ ne"). Theagents
have a comm on \m em ory" look-up table, containing the
outcom es of m recent occurrences. Faced wih a given
bit string of recent m occurrences, each agent chooses
the outcom e in the m em ory w ith probability p, known
as the agent’s \gene" value (and the opposite altemative
w ith probability 1 p). Ifan agent score allsbelow som e
valie d, then its strategy (ie., s gene valie) ismodi ed

O ne can also speaks In tem s of an agent quitting the
gam e, allow Ing a new agent to take his place.) In other
words, each agent tries to leam from his past m istakes,
and to adjist his strategy In order to survive.

Early studies of the EM G were restricted to sinple
situations in which the prizeto— ne ratio R wasassum ed

to be equaluniy (see however [6]). A rem arkable con—
clusion deduced from the EM G [1] is that a population
of com peting agents tends to selfsegregate into opposing
groups characterized by extrem e behavior. It was real-
ized that n orderto ourish in such situations, an agent
should behave In an extremeway o= 0 orp= 1) [L,2].

On the other hand, in m any real life situations the
prizeto— ne ratio m ay take a variety ofdi erent valies
[L4]. A di erent kind of strategy m ay be m ore favorite
in such situations. In fact, we know from real life situ-—
ations that extrem e behavior is not always optimn al. In
particular, our daily experience indicatesthat in di cul
situations (eg. when the prizeto— ne ratio is low) hu-
m an people tend to be confiised and indecisive. In such
circum stances they usually seek to do the sam e (rather
than the opposite) as the m a prity.

B ased on this qualitative expectation, we have recently
extended the exploration of the EM G to generic situa—
tions In which the prizeto- ne ratio R takes a variety
ofdi erent values. Tt has been shown [14] that a sharp
phase transition exist in them odel: \confusion" and \in—
decisiveness" take over in tim es of depression (for which
the prize-to— ne ratio is am aller than som e critical value
R ), In which case centralagents (characterized by p = % )
perform better than extrem e ones. That is, orR < R
agents tend to cluster around p= 1 (see Fig. 1 in [14))
rather than selfsegregate into two opposing groups.

In this paper we provide an explanation for the global
behavior of agents in the EM G . The m odel is based on
the fact that the population never establishes a true sta—
tionary distrbution. In fact, the probability of a par-
ticular agent to win, (o), is tin edependent. This fact
has been overlooked in fom er studies ofthe EM G . The
w Inning-probability oscillates in tin e: the am plitude and
frequency of the oscillations depend on both the value of
the prizeto— ne ratio R and on the agent’s gene value p.
The an aller the value of R the larger is the oscillation
am plitude. In addition, \extrem e" agents with p= 0;1)
have an oscillation am plitude which is larger than the
corresponding am plitude of \central" agents (those w ith
p=3).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206056v2

W e show that in the R > R, case these oscillations
are used by extrem e agents to cooperate indirectly and
to share the system ’s resources e ciently. O n the other
hand, when R < R, agents cannot a ord to share the
lin ited resources. They tend to cluster around p = %,
preventing any possibility of cooperation.

II.TEM PORAL OSCILLATIONS OF THE
W INNING-PROBABILITIES

A partial explnation for the (steady state) gene-
distrdbbution is given In [7]. It has been found that the
probability (o) of an agent wih a genevalie p to win
is given by:

) = 1=2

pd p); @)

where < 1 isa constant (which depends on the num ber
of agents N ). This result is used to explain the better
perform ance of extrem e agents as com pared to central
ones, which leads to the phenom ena of selfsegregation
[7]. However, the analytic m odel presented In [/] can—
not explain the phase transition (from selfsegregation to
clustering) observed In the exact m odel [14].

In Figure 4 of [14] we have displayed the time-
dependence of the average gene value, <p> , ordi erent
values of the prizeto— ne ratio R. It has been dem on-
strated that the distribbution P (o) oscillates around p =
%. The an aller the value of R, the larger are the am —
plitude and the frequency of the oscillations. Thus, we
conclude that a population which evolres in a tough en-
vironm ent never establishes a steady state distrdoution.
A gents are constantly changing their strategies, trying to
survive. By doing so they create global currents in the
gene space.

T he tem poraloscillations of < p> induce larger oscilla—
tions In the w nningprobabilities (o) of the agents. In
Fig. 1 we digolay the tem poral dependence of ( = 0)
and = %) PrR = 1. Figure 2 displays the same
quantities for the case ofR = 0:8. Both gures are pro—
duced from exact num erical sin ulations ofthe the EM G .
We ndthat when <p> iseven slightly higher than$,

= 0) (the winningprobability of an agent who acts
against the globalm em ory outcom e) is alm ost unity.

Tt should be em phasized that the w Inning probability
of a central agent, (% ), displays only m ild oscillations.
Fora centralagent (characterizedbyp ’ % ) it isbasically
irrelevant w hich room ism ore probable tow in in the next
round ofthe gam e. In either case, hisw Inning-probability
is approxin ately % In other words, the global gene-
distrdbbution of the population has a larger in uence on
extrem e agents as com pared to central ones.

Tt isevident from Figs. 1 and 2 that the am plitude and
the frequency of the oscillations increase as the value of
the prizeto—- ne ratio R, decreases. It is in portant to
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FIG .1. Tem poral dependence of the w inning probabilities

forR = 1. Theresultsare orN = 10001 agents,andd= 4.
= 0) oscillates in tin e, w ith an am plitude of 03, whilke
©= %) is practically constant ( 0:35) in tim e. T he period

of the oscillations is about 40 tin e steps.

note that Eq. (1) [7]isvalld only for a stationary distri-
bution of the genevalues. H owever, we have shown that
the steady-state assum ption is only m arginally justi ed
forR = 1, and far from being correct for am aller values
of the prizeto— neratioR .

T o better quantify the tem poraloscillations ofthe w in—
ning probabilities, we display in F ig. 3 the corresponding
Fourder transform s In the frequency dom ain. One nds
that the transform becom es sharper as the prizeto— ne
ratio decreases (ie., the oscillations are better character—
ized by a pure, wellde ned frequency). F igure 4 digplays
the dependence of the oscillations period (according to
the peak of the transform ) and their am plitude on the
prizeto— ne ratio R. The period of the oscillations de—
creases w th decreasing value of R, while the am plitude
of the oscillations increases w ith decreasing value ofR .

W e now provide a qualitative explanation for the tem —
poraloscillation w hich characterize the system . C onsider
for exam ple a situation in which <p> < % at a particular
Instant of tine. In these circum stances, the w nning—
probability of an agent w ith a gene value p > % is larger
than % (this is due to the fact that m ost agents are
located in the opposite half of the gene-gpace, and are
therefore m aking decisions which are opposite to his de—
cision). At the same tine, agents with p < % have a
an all w inning-probability, and they are therefore losing
points on the average. Eventually, the scores of som e of
these agents allbelow d, in which case they m odify their
strategy. The new genevalieswhich are now pining the
system lead to a global current of genevalues from the
p < % side of the gene space to the p > % side. This
Increases the value of <p>, and eventually the system
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FIG .2. Tem poral dependence of the w inning probabilities

for R = 0:8. The param eters are the same as n Fig. 1.
(= 0) oscillates in tim e, w ith the m axin ally possible am —
plitudeof 05,while (= %) ispractically constant ( 0:5)
in tim e. T he period of the oscillations is about 10 tin e steps.
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FIG . 3. Fourder transfom s of the w inning probabilities in

the frequency domain or R = 1 (top panel) and R = 038
(bottom panel). The param eters are the same asin Fig. 1.
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FIG . 4. D ependence of the oscillations period (solid line)
and the am plitude (dashed line) of the w inning probabilities
on the value of the prizeto—- ne ratio R . The param eters are
thesameasnh Fig. 1.

will cross from <p>< % to <p>> 3.

5. I must be real-
ized that the reaction of the system to this transition is
not Inmediate. Agents wih p > % are quite wealthy
at thispoint (they had large w inning-probabilities in the
last few rounds). Thus, even tough they start to lose
(due to the fact that m ost of the population is now con-—
centrated in their half of the gene space) they do not
m odify their genevalies nm ediately. Atthe sametin e,
som e of the survived agents with p < 1 are quite vul-
nerable (@fter losing in the last few tums), in plying that
one w rong choice could drive their score below d, forcing
them to change strategy. In other words, inm ediately
I o <p>> 1

after the crossing from <p>< 3 > agents

wih p < % are stillmore lkely to change their strat-
egy. T hus, the average gene value continues to Increase.
Eventually, agents w ith p > % (the ones who now have
poor w nning-probabilities) lose enough tin es and start
to m odify their strategy. T hisw ill drive the average gene
value back towards <p>= . T his periodic behavior re-
peats itself again and again, producing the tem poral os—
cillations which characterize the system .

III. M PLICATIONS OF THE TEM PORAL
OSCILLATIONS

The main feature which characterizes the system’s
behavior is the tem poral oscillation of the winning—
probability. In order to capture this e ect we consider
tw o types of agents: agent A whose w inning-probability
altemates repeatedly between 1 and 0, and agent B whose
w nning-probability, g, is constant In tine. Agent A
represents an extrem e agent ( = 0;1) whose w inning-
probability oscillates in tin €, while agent B represents a
central agent (= % ) whose w inning probability is prac—



tically constant in tin e (seeF igs. 1 and 2), and is slightly
Jess than £ [7].

The two types of agents di er in the standard devia—
tion oftheir success rate, a fact which dictatesa di erent
m ean life span. C onsider for exam ple, the sim ple case of

= O0Oandd= 1.Themean lift span ofplayerA is1:
rounds (averaging over the two situations: starting the
gam e w ith a victory, or losing in the st round of the
gam €) . T he probability ofagent B to change his strategy
after n rounds is 1@ g, and hismean life span is
therefore given by o ng® ' (1 q). Thisequals 1:98
forg= 0495 (this value of g is taken from the R = 1
case). Thus, agent B has a onger m ean life span. This
conclusion is In agreem ent w ith the results of the fiill
non-linear m odel (the EM G ), n which i was dem on—
strated that under tough condiions R < R.) central
agents perform better than extrem e ones (note that this
is despite the fact the the average w inning probability of
a central agent is less than that of an extrem e agent).
On the otherhand, orR = 1 agentA hasan In nite life
span, whil agent’s B lifespan is nie. Again, this is n
agreem ent w ith the resuls of the fiilll non-linear m odel,
according to which extrem e agents w ith large tem poral
oscillations in their w inning-probability) live longer than
centralones in the R > R, case.

Figure 5 digplays the average lifespan of agents A and
B asa function ofthe prizeto— neratioR.W e nd that
the sin pli ed toy m odel provides a fairly good qualita—
tive description of the com plex system . In particular,
In the R = 1 case agent A (the extrem e one) perfom s
better wih a longer m ean lifespan) than agent B (the
centralone), In agreem ent w ith the fact that the popula—
tion tends to selfsegregate nto opposing groups charac—
terized by extrem e behavior [L]. On the other hand, for
R < R, agent A perform s worse, in agreem ent w ith the

nding [L4] that In tin es of depression the population
tends to cluster around p = % .

The sinpli ed m odel can explain another interesting
feature of the lullEM G : it was found in [14] that the
relative concentration P (0) :P (% )lofagentsaround p =
0 @ndp= 1) nhtheR =1 R > R.) case is larger than
the relative concentration P (%) :P (0)] ofagents around
p= < intheR = 0971 R < R.) case (e Fig. 1 of
[14]). This resul can be explained by the fact that the
lifespan di erence betw een the various agents is larger n
the R = 1 case as compared wih the R < R, case (see
Fig. 5).

Tt should be realized that In order to have a long av—
erage lifespan in the R > R, case, i is best not to take
unnecessary risks. An agent who plays w ith a constant
(ie. tin e ndegpendent) w nning probability (agent B)
takes the risk of losing m ore tin es than he wins (@nd
thism ay derive his score below d). T he average life span
of agent B is therefore shorter than the corresponding
average life span of agent A who w Ins and loses exactly
the sam e num ber of tin es.
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FIG.5. The life spans of agents A and B as a function
of the prizeto—- ne ratio R. d = 4. Agent A wins once
every second round of the game. Agent B has a constant
w Inning-probability of 0:495.

On the other hand, in the R < R case, agentsm ust
take risks In order to survive. An individual agent can—
not a ord him self to win and lose the sam e num ber of
tin es (sihce the ne is Jargerthan the prize). In order to
survive under harsh conditions an agent m ust win m ore
tin es than he lose. Thus, In such conditions R < R¢)
agent B has a longer average life span as com pared w ith
agent A (P laying w ith a constant w inning probability is
the best strategy to achieve m ore w innings than loses.)

IV.SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In summary, we have considered a sem ianalytical
m odel of the evolutionary m inority gam e w ith an aroi-
trary value of the prizeto— neratioR . Them ain resuls
and their In plications are as ollow s:

(1) The winning-probabilities of the agents display
tem poratoscillations. T he an aller the value of the prize—
to— ne ratio R, the farther the system is from a steady-—
state distribbution (the larger isthe am plitude ofthe oscik-
lations) . E xtrem e agents (onesw ith p= 0;1) have larger
oscillations in theirw Inning probability as com pared w ith
central = %) agents. Thus, extrem e agents are sen—
sitive to the global gene-distrbution of the population
(their w innIng-probabilities display large tem poral oscil-
lations), whilke central agents have an aln ost constant
(tin e<ndependent) w inning probability ( ).

(2) In the R > R case the population tends to self-
segregate Into opposing groups. T he w inning probabilities
of these two groups oscillate in tin e In such a way that
each group w Insand lose approxin ately the sam e num ber
oftines. The e ciency of the systam is therefore m ax—
In ized due to the fact that at each round of the gam e



one of the groups (containing approxin ately half of the
population) wins. T hus, by selfsegregation into two op—
posing groups, the agents cooperate indirectly to achieve
an optim um utilization of their resources.

On the other hand, in the R < R, case an Individ—
ualagent cannot a ord him self to w in and lose the sam e
num ber of tim es. In order to survive under harsh condi-
tions R < R¢) an agent must win m ore tim es than he
Iose. Thus, In a tough environm ent agents cannot coop—
erate (ot even indirectly) by selfsegregating into two
opposing groups. Rather, they tend to cluster around
p= % . Playing w ith a constant (ie., tin e-independent)
w Inning probability ( %) provides an individual agent
w ith the best chance to w in m ore tim es than he loses fan
extram e agent on the other hand W ith large oscillations
In hisw Inning probability) w ins and loses approxin ately
the sam e num ber of tim es]. N ote that w hilk playing w ith
a constant w Inning probability isthe only way to survive
n a tough environm ent (the only way to w in m ore tin es
than losing), it is also the riskiest strategy: such an agent
takes the risk of losing m ore tin es than he w ins.

T he clustering phenom ena creates a situation in which
the population asa whole isnot organized. D ue to statis—
tical uctuations, the average num ber ofw inners at each
round of the gam e is less than half of the population,
Inplying a low e ciency of the system asa whole.
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