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W e discover the m echanism for the transition from self-segregation (into opposing groups) to

clustering (towardscautiousbehaviors)in theevolutionary m inority gam e (EM G ).Them echanism

is illustrated with a statisticalm echanics analysis ofa sim pli� ed EM G involving three groups of

agents:two groupsofopposing agentsand onegroup ofcautiousagents.Two key factorsa� ectthe

population distribution ofthe agents. O ne is the m arket im pact (the self-interaction),which has

been identi� ed previously. The otheristhe m arketine� ciency due to the short-tim e im balance in

thenum berofagentsusing opposite strategies.Large m arketim pactfavors\extrem e" playerswho

choose� xed strategies,whilelarge m arketine� ciency favorscautiousplayers.Thephasetransition

dependson the num berofagents(N ),thereward-to-� ne ratio (R ),aswellasthe wealth reduction

threshold (d)for switching strategy. W hen the rate for switching strategy is large,there is strong

clustering ofcautious agents. O n the other hand,when N is sm all,the m arket im pact becom es

large,and the extrem e behaviorisfavored.

PACS num bers:89.65.G h,87.23.G e,02.50.Le

Com plex adaptivesystem sareubiquitousin social,bi-

ologicaland econom ic sciences. In these system sagents

adapt to the changes in the globalenvironm ent,which

areinduced by theactionsoftheagentsthem selves.The

m ain them e in the study ofcom plex system s is to un-

derstand theem ergentpropertiesin theglobaldynam ics.

O fparticularinterestarethesystem sin which theagents

have no directinteraction butcom pete to be in the m i-

nority;they m odify theirbehaviors(strategies)based on

the past experiences [1,2]. Exam ples ofsuch system s

include �nancialm arkets [3],rush-hour tra�c [4], and

ecologicalsystem s.In thecontextofdem and and supply

in econom ic system s,the idea ofthe m inority gam e is

particularly relevant. Ifthe dem and is larger than the

supply,the price ofthe goodswillincrease;thisbene�ts

the sellers who are in the m inority. M any agent based

m odelsofeconom icsystem sand �nancialm arketsindeed

incorporatethe essenceofthe m inority gam e.

In thisletterwe shallfocuson the EM G proposed by

Johnson,etal[5].Them odelisde�ned asfollows.There

areN (odd num ber)agents.Ateach round theychooseto

enterRoom 0 (sella stock orchoose route A)orRoom

1 (buy a stock or choose route B).At the end ofeach

round the agentsin the room with feweragents(in the

m inority)win a point;whiletheagentsin theroom with

m oreagents(in them ajority)losea point.Thewinning

room num bers(0or1)arerecorded,and they form ahis-

toricalrecord ofthegam e.Allagentssharethecom m on

m em ory containing the outcom es from the m ost recent

occurrences ofall2m possible bit strings oflength m .

The basic strategy isderived from the com m on m em ory

and ischanging dynam ically.G iven the currentm � bit

string,the basic strategy is sim ply to choose the win-

ning room num berafterthem ostrecentpattern ofsam e

m � bitstring in the historicalrecord. To use the basic

strategy is thus to follow the trend. In the EM G each

agentis assigned a probability p: he willadoptthe ba-

sic strategy with probability p and adopt the opposite

ofthe basic strategy with probability 1� p.The agents

with p = 0 or p = 1 are \extrem e" players,while the

agentswith p = 1=2 arecautiousplayers.Thegam eand

its outcom esevolve aslesssuccessfulagentsattem ptto

m odify their p values. This is achieved by allowing the

agentswith the accum ulated wealth lessthan d (d < 0)

to changetheirp values.In theoriginalEM G m odel,the

new p value ischosen random ly in the intervalofwidth

�p centered around its originalp value. His wealth is

resetto zero and the gam econtinues.Thusin the EM G

theagentsconstantlylearn from m istakesand adapttheir

strategiesasthe gam eevolves.

A rem arkable feature em erges from the study ofthe

EM G : the agents self-segregate into two opposing ex-

trem e groups with p � 0 and p � 1 [5, 6, 7]. This

conclusion isratherrobust;itdoesnotdepend on N ,d,

�p,m ,orthe initialdistribution ofp. The �naldistri-

bution alwayshassym m etricU-shape.Thisleadsto the

following conclusion:in orderto succeed in a com pletive

society theagentm usttakeextrem epositions(eitheral-

ways follows a basic strategy or goes against it). This

behaviorcan be explained by the m arketim pactofthe

agents’own actionswhich largely penalizesthe cautious

agents [7]. By introducing the reward-to-�ne ratio R,

Hod and Nakarfound thatthe above conclusion isonly

robustwhen R � 1.W hen R < 1 there isa tendency to

clustertowardscautiousbehaviorsand thedistribution of

thepvalue,P (p),m ayevolvetoaninverted-U shapewith

thepeak atthem iddle.In som erangesoftheparam eters

M -shape distributionsare also observed.To explain the

clustering ofcautious agents,Hod gives a phenom eno-

logicaltheory relating theaccum ulated wealth reduction

to a random walk with tim e-dependentoscillating prob-
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FIG .1: The distribution P(p)for R= 0.971 and d = � 4. A

setofvaluesofN = 101;735;1467;2935;5869,and 10001 are

used.The distribution isobtained by averaging over100,000

tim e stepsand 10 independentruns

abilities[10].However,thedynam icalm echanism forthe

phasetransition isnotclear.Thisletteraim sto present

such m echanism from the analysis based on statistical

m echanics.

W e �rst present our num erical results which show

thatthe transition from self-segregation to clustering is

generic for R < 1. W e have perform ed extensive sim -

ulations ofEM G for a wide range ofthe values ofthe

param eters, N ;R, and d. The transition depends on

all three param eters, N , R, and d. Figure 1 shows

the distribution P (p) for R = 0:971, d = � 4, and

N = 101;735;1467;2935;5869 and 10001. For a given

R (< 1) and d, we observe the transition from self-

segregation to clustering asthe num berofagentsN in-

creases.Theshapeofthedistribution P (p)changesfrom

a U-shape to an inverted U shape (near the transition

pointP (p)hasM -shape). The standard deviation �p of

the distribution decreasesasN increases.W e de�ne the

criticalvalueN c asthe value ofN when �p equalto the

standard deviation oftheuniform distribution,i.e.when

�2p =
R1
0
(p� 1=2)2P (p)dp equalto 1=12.O urresultscan

be sum m arized by the generalexpression for the criti-

calvalueN c =

h
jdj

A (1� R )

i2
,whereA isa constantoforder

one.Alternatively onem ightview thetransition by vary-

ing d with �xed N and R. As jdjincreases the system

changesfrom clustering to self-segregation. The critical

valueisthen given by jdcj= A(1� R)
p
N .Figure2 plots

N c vsjdjforvariousR.W hen R ! 1 theclustering only

occursforvery large N orvery sm alljdj. AtR = 1 the

clusteringdisappearsand thebehaviorofself-segregation

becom esrobust.

Hod and Nakarexplain thatR < 1correspondstodi�-

cultsituations(tough environm ents)in which theagents

tend to beconfused and indecisiveand thusbecom ecau-

|d|

1 10 100

N
c

101

102

103

104

105

R=0.5

R=0.6

R=0.7

R=0.8

R=0.9

R=0.94

R=0.975

FIG . 2: The critical value jdcj vs N for R =

0:5;0:6;0:7;0:8;0:9;0:94,and 0:975.

tious.W e�nd thattherateofstrategy switching (which

dependson both R and d)a�ectthe distribution ofthe

agents m ore directly. For R < 1 the agentswitches its

strategy every 2jdj=(1 � R) tim e steps on average. So

when R orjdjissm all,theagentshavelesspatienceand

switch their strategies m ore frequently;this,as we ex-

plain 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". O n the

otherhand,when thenum berofagentsissm all,them ar-

ketim pactbecom eslarge.Takeforexam pleapopulation

consists ofonly three agents with p = 0;1=2,and 1 re-

spectively. The cautious agent (with p = 1=2) always

losesbecause he isalwaysin the m ajority,while the ex-

trem eagentsarein them ajorityhalfofthetim es.In this

case the cautious agentexperiences the fullm arketim -

pactofhisown action.Indeed ourdata show thatwhen

N is sm allenough the self-segregation into extrem e be-

haviorsdom inates.

W enow show thatthem echanism forclusteringaround

p = 1=2 and the transition to self-segregation can be

understood from asim pli�ed m odelin which ptakesonly

three possible values p = 0;1=2,and 1. The agents in

G roup 0 (with p = 0)m akesthe opposite decision from

theagentsin G roup1(with p = 1).W edenotesthegroup

with p = 1=2 \G roup m ". The probability ofwinning

only depends on N 0;N m ;N 1, which are the respective

num bersofagentsin G roup 0,m ,and 1.

W e begin by evaluating the average wealth reduction

forthe agentsin each ofthe three groups. Letn be the

num berofagentsin G roup m m aking the sam e decision

(letus callitdecision A) asthose in G roup 0 (N m � n

willthen be the num ber ofagents in G roup m m aking

the sam e decision (decision B)asthose in G roup 1). If

N 0+ n < (N m � n)+ N1,orn < N m =2+ (N 1� N0)=2,the

agents m aking decision A willwin;when n > N m =2 +

(N 1� N0)=2,theagentsm aking decision B willwin.The
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winnerhasitswealth increased by R,whiletheloserhas

itswealth reduced by 1.W ith N 0,N m ,and N 1 �xed,the

probability ofwinning dependson n.

W hen N m � 1, the distribution of n can be

approxim ated by a G aussian distribution P (n) =
1p

2��m
exp(� (n � Nm =2)

2=(2�2m ));where�m =
p
N m =2.

G iven the distribution,one can write down the average

wealth changeforthe agentsin G roup 0,

�w 0 = R

Z N m =2+ N d=2

0

P (n)dn �

Z N m

N m =2+ N d=2

P (n)dn;

where N d = N 1 � N0. Thiscan be rewritten in term of

the errorfunction erf(x)= 2p
�

Rx
0
e� t

2

dt,

�w 0 = �
1� R

2
+
1+ R

2
erf

�
N d

2
p
2�m

�

: (1)

Sim ilarly wecan derivetheaveragewealth changeforthe

agentsin G roup 1,

�w 1 = �
1� R

2
�
1+ R

2
erf

�
N d

2
p
2�m

�

(2)

Since the num ber N 0 and N 1 are 
uctuating,and on

the average N 0 and N 1 should be the sam e,we can av-

erageoutthe shorttim e 
uctuationsin N d.Thisallows

us to �nd out how the agents in the \extrem e" groups

com parewith thecautiousagentsin G roup m in thelong

run.Theaveragewealth changeoftheagentsin G roup 0

and 1 isgiven by �w e = (N 0�w 0 + N 1�w 1)=(N 0 + N 1).

Substituting the expressionsfor�w 0 and �w 1,wehave

�w e = �
1� R

2
�
1+ R

2

N d

N 0 + N 1

erf

�
N d

2
p
2�m

�

(3)

Notethatthesecond term in �w e,which isdueto the


uctuationsin N d,isalwaysnegative (since erf(x)isan

odd function). W hen N 0 6= N 1,the winning probabili-

tiesform aking decision A and decision B arenotequal,

and the m arket is not e�cient. Thus this term can be

interpreted asthe costdue to m arketine�ciency.Large

m arketine�ciency on averagepenalizetheplayerstaking

\extrem e" positionsm ore.

Fortheagentsin G roup m ,ifn < N m =2+ N d=2,then

n agentsin the group win,while N m � n agentsin the

group lose.O n theotherhand,ifn > N m =2+ N d=2,then

N m � n agentsin the group win,butn agentslose. W e

need totakethesetwocasesintoaccountwhen evaluating

the average.

�w m =
1

N m

"Z N m =2+ N d=2

0

(Rn � (Nm � n))P (n)dn

+

Z N m

N m =2+ N d=2

(R(N m � n)� n)P (n)dn

#

:

Aftera few algebraicsteps,wearriveat

�w m = � (1� R)=2�
1+ R
p
2�N m

exp(� N
2
d=(2N m )) (4)

The �rstterm in � m isthe sam e asthatin � e. The

second term can beinterpreted asthem arketim pact[7].

The m agnitude ofthe term is in fact the largest when

N d = 0.Largem arketim pact(self-interaction)penalizes

the cautious players;their own decisions increase their

chancesofbeing in them ajority and hencetheirchances

oflosing.

To determ ine the transition from clustering to self-

segregation,we need to calculate the distribution ofN d

which allowsus to evaluate �w e and �w m . Letus de-

note the change in N d in one tim e step as �N . O n av-

erage�N = 2N0=(jdj=((1� R)=2))= N0(1� R)=jdj;this

isthe averagenum berofextrem e agentsswitching their

strategiespertim e step (adaptation rate). The factor2

isincluded becausetheagentonly losesabouthalfofthe

tim es.jdj=((1� R)=2)istheaveragetim estep taken be-

forethewealth threshold isreached.Thedynam icsofN d

can be described as a random walk with m ean reversal

(there is a higher probability m oving towardsN d = 0).

The individualstep ofthe walk is given by � �N . The

probability forchanging from N d to N d + �N isgiven by

W + (N d),and the probability for changing to N d � �N

is given by W � ,where W � = 1

2
[1 � erf(Nd=(2

p
2�m )].

The steady state probability distribution Q (N d) for N d

should satisfy

Q (N d) = W � (N d + �N )Q (Nd + �N )

+ W + (N d � �N ))Q (Nd � �N ): (5)

For sm all�N one can convert the above equation to a

di�erentialequation.The solution ofQ (N d)isgiven by

Q (N d)/ exp(�
2

�N

Z N d

0

erf(
n

2
p
2�m

)dn) (6)

Now we average�w e and �w m overthe distribution of

Q (N d).W e can easily obtain that

�w e = �
1� R

2
�
(1+ R)

2

�N

2(N 0 + N 1)
(7)

�w m ,on theotherhand,isgiven by

�w m = � (1� R)=2�
1+ R
p
2�N m

< exp(� N
2
d=(2N m ))> ;

where the average is overthe distribution Q (N d). This

can be approxim ated as

�w m � �
1� R

2
�
1+ R
p
2�

1
p
N m + �2

d

;

since in the range N d < �m , where the m ain contri-

bution to the average com es from ,Q (N d) can be well
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approxim ated by a G aussian distribution centered at

zero with width �d =

q p
2�

2

p
�m �N . At the critical

point,N 0 = N 1 = N m = N =3,and �w e = �w m . It

is easy to verify that this occurs when �N �
p
N m .

As �N = N0(1 � R)=jdj,the crossover value for jdjis

jdcj= A 0(1� R)
p
N ,whereA 0 isa constantoftheorder

one.

In the above derivation we sim ply use the averaged

value for �N . This underestim ates the m agnitude of

�w e. For R close to 1, the strategy switching in the

\extrem e" group is rather interm ittent. There are no

agentsswitching strategy form any tim e steps,butin a

single step m any agents in the group switch strategies.

A lossata single round,forexam ple,willnotm ake the

agents in the extrem e group to switch strategy ifthey

had won in the previous two rounds. W e can take this

interm ittency into account,by introducing the probabil-

ity z thatstrategy switching occursin theextrem egroup

after it loses. W e leave out the case �N = 0,since it

doesnota�ectthe distribution ofN d. The average �N

is now N 0(1 � R)=(zjdj). The crossover value for d is

then given by jdcj= (A 0=z)(1� R)
p
N � A(1� R)

p
N .

If �N is close to its averaged value and z � 1, A is

ofthe order one. The broader the distribution of�N

and the larger the interm ittency in strategy switching

am ong the agentsin the extrem e groups,the largerthe

value ofA. O ne can estim ate the upper bound for A

asfollows. The probability z and �N are related to the

wealth distribution ofthe agentsin the extrem e groups.

The m inim um width ofthe wealth distribution isjdj,so

�N < N =jdj. The upper bound in dc is thus obtained

with �N = N =d and z = 1� R;thisleadsto dc �
p
N ,

orA � 1=(1� R). Figure 3 showsA vsN forvariousR

values. O ne can see that A becom es independent ofN

forsu�ciently largeN (thism eansthatjd cj/
p
N holds

wellnum erically).ThevalueofA indeed approachesthe

upperbound A 0=(1� R)forthethree-group EM G when

N > 1=(1� R)2.Thiscan be understood by the follow-

ing sim ple argum ent:The width ofthe wealth distribu-

tion is close to jdjwhen jdjis greater than the wealth


uctuation,which isroughly
p
d=(1� R),given thatthe

averagetim e forstrategy switching isaboutjdj=(1� R).

Thuswhen jdj> 1=(1� R)orN > 1=(1� R)2,theupper

bound forA isreached.However,thisislikely to be the

unique feature forthe three-group EM G m odel.Forthe

originalEM G the value ofA is oforder one for a wide

rangeofR,ascan also be seen from Figure3.

The theory can be generalized to the originalEM G

m odelby generalizingthede�nition ofN d to N d = 2(�p�

1=2),where �p is the average ofthe p values am ong all

the agentsata given tim e step.The m arketine�ciency

is again m easured by the 
uctuation in N d. Consider

the version in which the agentchoosea new p random ly

when its wealth is below d,then we can argue that�N

(theaveragechangein N d)isagain given by �N � N (1�

N
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FIG .3: A vs N for various values ofR . The results from

the three-group EM G and the original EM G with random

redistribution are shown

R)=jdj.So wehavejdcj= A 0(1� R)
p
N ;thisworkswell

becausethe
uctuation of�N islikely tobem uch sm aller

in theoriginalm odelthan in thethree-group m odel.W e

can alsounderstand theversion ofthem odelin which the

new p value ischosen in the intervalofwidth �p around

the old p value. Since a sm aller �p leads to a sm aller

�N ,the costdue to m arketine�ciency isreduced.This

favorsthe\extrem e" agents(jdcjissm allerfora sm aller

�p);itisconsistentwith theresultsobtained in Ref.[11].

Ref.[9]found thattheperiodicboundary condition used

in theredistribution ofthepvaluefavorsclustering.This

is also notsurprising. W hen the boundary condition is

periodic in p,�N is e�ectively increased,because som e

p = 0 agentscan switch to p = 1 agents,even when �p is

sm all.

In conclusion,wehavederived a generalform alism for

studyingthetransition from clusteringtoself-segregation

based on the statisticalm echanicsofa sim pli�ed three-

group m odel. W e �nd that frequent strategy switching

leadstom arketine�ciency which favorstheclusteringof

cautiousagents.A generalexpression relating the num -

ber ofagents,the wealth threshold,and the reward-to-

�neratio atthecriticalpointisderived.Thisexpression

isfound to be equally valid forthe generalEM G .
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