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W e discover the m echanisn for the transition from selfsegregation (into opposing groups) to
clustering (tow ards cautious behaviors) in the evolutionary m nority game (EM G ). The m echanian
is ilustrated with a statistical m echanics analysis of a simpli ed EM G involving three groups of
agents: tw o groups of opposing agents and one group of cautious agents. Two key factorsa ect the
population distrbution of the agents. O ne is the m arket in pact (the self-interaction), which has
been identi ed previously. T he other is the m arket ine ciency due to the short-tin e in balance in
the num ber of agents using opposite strategies. Large m arket in pact favors \extrem e" players w ho
choose xed strategies, whilk large m arket ine ciency favors cautious players. T he phase transition
depends on the num ber of agents N ), the reward-to— ne ratio R), aswellas the wealth reduction
threshold (d) for sw itching strategy. W hen the rate for sw tching strategy is large, there is strong
clustering of cautious agents. On the other hand, when N is am all, the m arket In pact becom es

large, and the extrem e behavior is favored.

PACS numbers: 89.65Gh, 8723Ge, 0250 Le

C om plex adaptive systam s are ubiquitous in social, bi-
ological and econom ic sciences. In these system s agents
adapt to the changes in the global environm ent, which
are Induced by the actions of the agents them selves. T he
maln theme in the study of com plex system s is to un—
derstand the em ergent properties in the globaldynam ics.
O fparticular interest are the system s In which the agents
have no direct interaction but com pete to be In them -
nority; they m odify their behaviors (strategies) based on
the past experiences @J, -'_2]. Exam ples of such system s
include nancial m arkets B], rush-hour tra c [4'_1, and
ecological system s. In the context of dem and and supply
In econom ic system s, the idea of the m nority gam e is
particularly relevant. If the dem and is larger than the
supply, the price of the goods w ill ncrease; this bene ts
the sellers who are In the m nority. M any agent based
m odels ofeconom ic system sand nancialm arkets indeed
hocorporate the essence of the m nority gam e.

In this letter we shall focus on the EM G proposed by
Johnson, et al E]. Them odelisde ned as follow s. T here
areN (odd num ber) agents. A t each round they choose to
enter Room 0 (sella stock or choose route A) or Room
1 (uy a stock or choose route B). At the end of each
round the agents in the room with fewer agents (in the
m inority) win a point; while the agents in the room w ith
m ore agents (n the m a prity) lose a point. The w nning
room num bers (0 or 1) are recorded, and they form a his—
torical record of the gam e. A 1l agents share the comm on
m em ory containing the outcom es from the m ost recent
occurrences of all 2" possble bit strings of length m .
T he basic strategy is derived from the com m on m em ory
and is changing dynam ically. G iven the current m it
string, the basic strategy is sin ply to choose the win—
ning room num ber after the m ost recent pattem of sam e
m bit string in the historical record. To use the basic

strategy is thus to ©llow the trend. In the EM G each
agent is assigned a probability p: he w ill adopt the ba-
sic strategy w ith probability p and adopt the opposite
of the basic strategy w ith probability 1 p. The agents
wih p= 0orp= 1 are \extreme" players, whilke the
agentsw ith p = 1=2 are cautious players. T he gam e and
its outcom es evolve as less successfiil agents attem pt to
m odify their p values. This is achieved by allow ing the
agents w ith the accum ulated wealth lessthan d (d < 0)
to change their p values. In the origihalEM G m odel, the
new p valie is chosen random ly in the interval of w idth

p centered around its origihal p value. His wealh is
reset to zero and the gam e continues. Thus in the EM G
the agents constantly leam from m istakesand adapt their
strategies as the gam e evolves.

A rem arkable feature em erges from the study of the
EM G : the agents selfsegregate into two opposing ex—
trem e groups w ith p 0 and p 1 -'_15,:_:6,:_:7]. This
conclusion is rather robust; it does not depend on N , d,

P, m , or the initial distrbution ofp. The naldistri-
bution always has sym m etric U -shape. T his leads to the
follow ing conclusion : in order to sucoeed in a com pletive
society the agent m ust take extrem e positions (either al-
ways follow s a basic strategy or goes against i). This
behavior can be explained by the m arket Im pact of the
agents’ own actions w hich largely penalizes the cautious
agents i_‘/!]. By introducing the reward-to— ne ratio R,
Hod and N akar found that the above conclusion is only
robust when R 1.W hen R < 1 there is a tendency to
cluster tow ards cautiousbehaviors and the distribbution of
thepvalue, P (o), m ay evolve to an inverted-U shapew ih
the peak at them iddle. In som e ranges ofthe param eters
M -shape distributions are also ocbserved. To explain the
clustering of cautious agents, Hod gives a phenom eno—
logicaltheory relating the accum ulated wealh reduction
to a random walk with tin edependent oscillating prob—
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FIG.1l: Thedistrbution P (p) orR=0971 andd= 4. A
set of values of N = 101;735;1467;2935;5869, and 10001 are
used. T he distrbution is obtained by averaging over 100,000
tin e steps and 10 independent runs

abilities [1G]. H ow ever, the dynam icalm echanism forthe
phase transition is not clar. T his letter ain s to present
such m echanian from the analysis based on statistical
m echanics.

W e rst present our num erical results which show
that the transition from selfsegregation to clustering is
generic or R < 1. W e have perfom ed extensive sin —
ulations of EM G for a wide range of the values of the
param eters, N ;R, and d. The transition depends on
all three parameters, N, R, and d. Figure 1 shows
the distrbution P () or R = 02971, d = 4, and
N = 101;735;1467;2935;5869 and 10001. For a given
R K 1) and d, we observe the transition from self-
segregation to clustering as the num ber of agents N in—
creases. T he shape ofthe distrbution P (p) changes from
a U-shape to an inverted U shape (near the transition
point P (o) hasM -shape). T he standard deviation [ of
the distrbution decreasesasN increases. W e de ne the
criticalvalue N ; as the value of N when  equalto the
standard deviation ofthe uniform distrdbution, ie. when

2= S 1=2FP (p)dp equalto 1=12. Our resulscan
be summ ar:lzedhby theigeneral expression for the criti-

_ A3
A1 R)

one. A fematively onem ight view the transition by vary—
hgdwih xed N and R. As fjincreases the system
changes from clustering to se]f—segre?jag'on. T he critical
valie isthen givenby ©¥.j= A (1 R) N .Figure2 plts
N. vs fdjforvariousR . W hen R ! 1 the clustering only
occurs or very large N orvery anall @dj. At R = 1 the
clustering disappears and the behavior of self-segregation
becom es robust.

Hod and N akarexplain thatR < 1 correspondstodi —
cul situations (tough environm ents) in which the agents
tend to be confused and indecisive and thusbecom e cau—

calvalueN . = ,where A isa constant of order

FIG. 2: The critical valie ©.j vs N Hor R =
0:5;0:6;0:7;0:8;0:9;0:94, and 0:975.

tious. W e nd that the rate of strategy sw tching (Wwhich
depends on both R and d) a ect the distrdbution of the
agents m ore directly. For R < 1 the agent sw itches is
strategy every 2¥F(1 R) time steps on average. So
when R or fjis an all, the agents have less patience and
sw itch their strategies m ore frequently; this, as we ex—
plin below, causes large m arket ine ciency and thus

favors cautious agents. It is the rapid adaptation that
m akes the agents \confused" and \indecisive". On the
otherhand, when the num ber ofagents is sm all, them ar-
ket Im pact becom es large. Take forexam ple a population
consists of only three agentswih p = 0;1=2, and 1 re—
spectively. The cautious agent wih p = 1=2) always
loses because he is always In the m a prity, while the ex—
trem e agentsare In them a prity halfofthe tin es. In this
case the cautious agent experiences the full m arket in —
pact ofhis own action. Indeed our data show that when
N is an all enough the selfsegregation into extrem e be-
haviors dom nnates.

W enow show thatthem echanisn forclistering around
p = 1=2 and the transition to selfsegregation can be
understood from a sin pli ed m odelin which p takesonly
three possble values p = 0;1=2, and 1. The agents in
Group 0 wih p= 0) m akes the opposite decision from
theagentsih Group 1l Wihp= 1).W edenotesthe group
with p = 1=2 \Group m". The probability of w nning
only depends on N ;N ;N;, which are the respective
num bers ofagents in Group 0, m, and 1.

W e begin by evaluating the average wealth reduction
for the agents In each of the three groups. Let n be the
num ber of agents in G roup m m aking the sam e decision
(let us call it decision A) asthose n Group 0 N n
w il then be the num ber of agents in G roup m m aking
the sam e decision (decision B) as those in Group 1). If
No+n< N, n)+ N;,orn < N, =2+ N; Nj)=2,the
agents m aking decision A willwin; when n > N, =2 +
N1 Ng)=2,the agentsm aking decision B willwin. The



w Inner has tswealth ncreased by R, while the loserhas
tswealth reduced by 1. W th Ny,N, ,andN; xed, the
probability ofw inning depends on n.

W hen N, 1, the distrbution of n can be
approxin ated by a Gaussian distrdbution Ep(n) =
p=—exp( O N, =2)°=Q ?))jwhere n = Ng=2.

G ven the distrdbution, one can w rite down the average
wealh change for the agents in G roup O,

Z N, =24N =2 Zy.

wo=R P (n)dn
0 N =2+ N g=2

P (n)dn;

whereNg4 = N4 No.Thjscaﬁberewn'ttenjntenn of

the error function erf(x) = #= Oxe 2 dt,
1 R 1+4R Ng
W= + = 1)
2 2 2 2 n

Sin ilarly we can derive the average w ealth change for the
agents in G roup 1,
1 R 1+R Ng

W= P—
1 > > 2y2m

2)

Since the number Ny and N; are uctuating, and on
the average N 3 and N ; should be the sam e, we can av—
erage out the short tine uctuations in N 4. Thisallow s
us to nd out how the agents in the \extrem e" groups
com pare w ith the cautious agentsin G roup m in the long
run. T he average wealth change ofthe agents in G roup 0
and 1l isgivenby w o= Ng w o+ N; w 1)=No+ Nq).
Substiuting the expressions for w o and w 1, we have

1 R 1+R Ng4 Ng

W= =
N 2 2 Nog+ Ny 21421-“

3)

N ote that the second term in w o, which isdue to the
uctuations in N 4, is always negative (since erf(x) is an

odd function). W hen Ny § N;, the w inning probabili-
ties form aking decision A and decision B are not equal,
and the m arket is not e cient. Thus this temm can be
Interpreted as the cost due to m arket ine ciency. Large
m arket ine clency on average penalize the playerstaking
\extrem e" positions m ore.

Forthe agentsin Group m, ifn < N, =2+ N 4=2, then
n agents in the group win, while N n agents in the
group lose. O n the otherhand, ifn > N, =2+ N 4=2, then
N n agents in the group win, but n agents lose. W e
need to take these tw 0 cases into account w hen evaluating
the average.

Wn = — Rn N n))P ()dn
N 0
Z . #
+ R Ny n) n)P (n)dn :

N =2+ N g=2

A fter a few algebraic steps, we arrive at

1+R ,
L R)=2 WGXP( NG=@Ny,)) @)

The rsttetm in [, isthesameasthatin .. The
second term can be Interpreted as the m arket im pact E'j].
The m agniude of the temm is in fact the largest when
N4 = 0. Largem arket In pact (selfinteraction) penalizes
the cautious players; their own decisions increase their
chances ofbeing in the m a prity and hence their chances
of Josing.

To determ ine the transition from clustering to self-
segregation, we need to calculate the distrdbution of N 4
which allow s us to evaluate w . and w , . Let us de-
note the change n Ny In one tine step as N . On av-
erage N = 2No=(@HF(0L R)=2))= No(l R)=#3 this
is the average num ber of extrem e agents sw itching their
strategies per tin e step (adaptation rate). T he factor 2
is included because the agent only loses about halfofthe
tines. PYF (L R)=2) is the average tin e step taken be-
fore the wealth threshold is reached. T he dynam ics ofN 4
can be described as a random wak with mean reversal
(there is a higher probability m oving towards N4 = 0).
T he individual step of the walk is given by N . The
probability for changing from N4y toNg4+ N isgiven by
W+ N 4), and the probability for changing to N
isSgiven by W ,whereW = 1[0 erfNg=@ 2 )l
T he steady state probability distribbution Q N 4) for N4
should satisfy

QWNg) =W Ngt+ N)Q Ng+ N)

W Ng N ))Q Ny N): ©)

For anall N one can convert the above equation to a
di erentialequation. T he solution ofQ N 4) is given by

Zy,

erf(—p—2 )dn) ©)
0 m

o]

2
QCNd)/ exp( _N

N

Now we average w o and Ww , over the distrbution of
Q Ng4). W e can easily obtain that

1 R 1+ R) N
2 2 2No+ Nq)

W n , on the other hand, is given by

1+R )
W = 1 R)=2 W < exp( Nyj=@Ng))>;
m

w here the average is over the distribution Q N 4). This
can be approxin ated as

1 R 1+R 1
w - B .
m 2 !:’—2 L‘iNm-l— CziI

sihce In the range Ng < [, where the maih contri-
bution to the average comes from , Q N4) can be well



approxin ated by a Ga&ssjan distrbbution centered at

P-p
zero with width 4 = - n N . At the crtical
point, No = N; = N, = N=3,and w, = wp._It
is easy to verify that this occurs when N Np .
As N = Ny, R)=%j the crossover value for {jis
T.j= Aol R) N_,wherer is a constant of the order
one.

In the above derivation we sin ply use the averaged
valie for N . This underestin ates the m agniude of
W . For R close to 1, the strategy swiching in the
\extrem e" group is rather interm ittent. There are no
agents sw tching strategy for m any tim e steps, but in a
sihgle step m any agents in the group sw itch strategies.
A loss at a single round, for exam ple, w ill not m ake the
agents In the extrem e group to switch strategy if they
had won in the previous two rounds. W e can take this
Interm ittency into acoount, by introducing the probabil-
ity z that strategy sw itching occurs in the extrem e group
after it loses. W e Jleave out the case N = 0, shce it
does not a ect the distrlbbution ofN 4. The average N
isnow Ny (@ R)=(@z#d). The ver value for d is
then given by ©.j= @Ro=2z)1 R) N A(@ R)N.
If N is close to its averaged value and z 1, A is
of the order one. The broader the distrbution of N
and the larger the intem itency in strategy sw iching
am ong the agents In the extrem e groups, the larger the
valie of A. One can estin ate the upper bound for A
as follow s. The probability z and N are related to the
wealh distribution of the agents in the extrem e groups.
Them nimum width of the wealth distrdbution is {7 so
N < N=dj The upper bound in d. is thus obtad'ngd
with N = N=dandz= 1 R;thislkadstod N,
orA 1= R).Figure 3 showsA vsN forvariousR
values. One can see that A becom es independent of N
rsu cintly argeN (thismeansthat # .3/ N holds
wellnum erically) . T he valie of A Indeed approaches the
upper bound Ay=(1 R) forthe threegroup EM G when
N > 1= RY¥. This can be understood by the follow —
Ing sin ple argum ent: T he w idth of the wealth distribu-
tion is close to {Wjwhen jjjﬂs greater than the wealh
uctuation, which isroughly d=(0 R), given that the
average tim e for strategy sw itching isabout ¥+ (@1 R).
Thuswhen 3> 1=(1 R)orN > 1=(1 R3, theupper
bound for A is reached. H ow ever, this is lkely to be the
unigue feature for the threegroup EM G m odel. For the
orighal EM G the value of A is of order one for a wide

range ofR, as can also be seen from F igure 3.

The theory can be generalized to the original EM G
m odelby generalizing the de nition ofN 4 toNg4 = 2@
1=2), where p is the average of the p valies am ong all
the agents at a given tim e step. T he m arket Ine ciency
is again m easured by the wuctuation In N 4. Consider
the version in which the agent choose a new p random Iy
when its wealth is below d, then we can argue that N
(the average change in N 4) isagain given by N N @1

25
—e— R=0.5
—— R=0.7
—=— R=0.8

20 1 —&— R=0.9
—e— R=0.94
—v— R=0.975
—o— R=0.5(3p)
15 4 —— R=0.7(3p)
—o— R=0.8(3p)
< —o— R=0.9(3p)
—o0— R=0.94(3p)
10 1 —— R=0.975(3p)

o=

10 10 103 10 108

FIG.3: A vsN forvarious valuies of R. The results from
the threegroup EM G and the origihal EM G w ith random
redistribution are shown

R)=1j Sowehave .= Ao (1 R )p N ; thisworkswell
because the uctuation of N islkely tobemuch an aller
In the originalm odelthan in the threegroup m odel. W e
can also understand the version ofthem odelin which the
new p valie is chosen In the intervalofwidth p around
the old p value. Since a analler p lkads to a an aller

N , the cost due to m arket ine ciency is reduced. T his
favors the \extrem e" agents (. jis sm aller for a sm aller

p); it is consistent w ith the results obtained in Ref. [1].
Ref. E_S;] found that the periodic boundary condition used
In the redistribution ofthe p value favors clustering. T his
is also not surprising. W hen the boundary condition is
periodic in p, N is e ectively Increased, because som e
p= 0 agentscan swich top= 1 agents, even when p is
gn all.

In conclusion, we have derived a general form alism for
studying the transition from clustering to selfsegregation
based on the statisticalm echanics of a sin pli ed three-
group model. W e nd that frequent strategy sw itching
lradstom arket Ine ciency which favorsthe clustering of
cautious agents. A general expression relating the num -
ber of agents, the wealth threshold, and the reward-to—

ne ratio at the critical point is derived. T his expression
is found to be equally valid for the generalEM G .
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