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1 Figure captions

Fig. 1l.Nom alized volatility averaged over 40 runs (generated by standard
MG forN = 101;during t= 10000 iterations after stationary regin e hasbeen
attained ty = 10000) asa function ofm em ory size and fraction ofplayersusing
realhistory inform ation.

Fig. 2. Nom alized com plxiy as a function of m em ory size and fraction of
players using real history infomm ation. D ata were obtained under the sam e
conditionsasin Fig.l.T he nset show sprofction ofcom plexiy on them em ory
plane for real (pelow ) and invented history @bove) players.

Fig.3.Nom alized com plexiy ofthe binary string of outcom es of length 1000
bits, averaged over 40 runs. For each value of N, memory m was varied in
=2"=N .

Fig.4.Entropy H for standard M G as a function of = P=N : P robability
p was evaluated by series expansion of erfc finction.Foreach xed m am ory
size param eter was varied by changing the num ber of players. Follow Ing a
maxinum valie of 1; H starts decreasing at 034, the value at phase
transition.
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Quantifying Com plexity in the M inority
G am e
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A bstract

A Leam pelZiv com plexity m easure is introduced into the theory ofa M nority Gam e

M G ) in order to capture som e features that volatility, one of the central quantities
In thism odel of interacting agents, is not able to. E xtracted sokly from the binary
string of outcom es of the gam e com plexity o ers new and valuable inform ation on
collective behavior of players. A 1so, we show that an expression for volatility m ay
be ncluded in the analytical expression for com plexity.

PACS:0250Le, 05404, 05654+b,8723Ge
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Introduction

The M nority G am e has been a topic of considerable recent attention as a
paradigm ofa com plx adaptive system where individalactions ofeach partic-
Jpant (agent) give rise to cooperative e ects re ected in the collective behavior
ofthe whole population ofplayers. T hem odel is also a valuable tool for study-—
Ing nancialm arkets as particular cases of an interacting agent system s. T he
central issue of thiswork is the com plexity ofa binary string which represents
outoom e of the gam g, and is role in the understanding of collective behavior
ofplayers. T he Lem pelZ v com plexity isused asam easure of com plexiy and
it tums out that it captures m any features othermw ise eluding usual analysis.
T he paper is organized such that st a bref presentation of this com plex—
iy m easure is given followed by an introduction to the sstup of the M nority
Game M G).The relationship between phase transitions, sym m etry breaking
and com plexity is also presented In this section ollowed by a com parison w ith
a sin ilar work on physical com plexity In M G . Fihally we discuss results and
their relevance in explaining collective behavior of players.
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1 The Complexity M easure of Lem pel and Z iv

A coording to the w idely accepted notions of com plexity [1, 2] the com plexity
of a string of zeros and ones (ie. a binary string) is given by the number of
bits of the shortest com puter program which can generate the string. From
the poolofallpossible program s Lem peland Ziv [B]have chosen the ones that
nvolve only two operations: copying and inserting, and instead of calculating
the length of the program s the calculation is focused on a single num ber c(n)
which isa usefilm easure ofthis length.Very brie y the algorithm consists in
scanning a given n-digit sequence from Jft to right and at each point of the
sequence a test isperform ed to check whether the rest ofthe sequence m ay be
reconstructed by sin ple copying or w hether one has to nsert new digits. The
num ber of production steps re ected In the number of new Iy inserted digits
represents a com plexiy of a binary string. D etails of the algortihm m ay be
found in the origihalpaperofLeam peland Z i [3]. In orderto shed m ore light on
the results we shall consider som e analytic featuresofc(n) . T he com plexiy of
abinary string of length n in the lim it of lJarge num ber of uncorrelated random
digits tends to

Jmoch)= & @) n=bgn:

G () hence represents the asym ptotic value of com plexity ofa binary random

string’i. N aturally in the case when probabilities of nding each of two digits
In a binary representation, say 1 and 0, are di erent from 0.5 we would expect
the com plexiy to be an aller than in the case when probabilites of nding
both digis are the sam e. In this case ch) tendsto [3, 4]

dm el = H @)

n
= pbgpt+ 01 p)lgd p)m, 1)
where H (p) is known as the source entropy. C learly this quantity ism axim al
forp= 05 and once p and H (o) are detemm Ined it can be tested wheather
deviation of lim ,, ; clh)=x )] from 1 is due to the fact that H (o) di ers
from 1 (and the string is still as random as possble) or, as is the case when
Iim 4, 1 )=k h)]< H (o); due to the presence of correlations in the string.

! W e nom alize all cur num erically obtained com plexity values by the m axin al
com plexity ofa random string evaluated by averaging over 100 000 random sam ples
whose length corresponds to the length used in sin ulations.



2 M inority Gam e

M inority gam e [B] consists of N players trying at each tine step tobe In m i
noriy taking an action a; (t) = 1, where, for exam ple, 1 m ay be interpreted
asbuyingand 1 asselling an asset. T he choice ism ade based on the nformm a—
tion stored as a binary tin e series of the Jast m actions taken by the m inority
e= (¢ 1725 ) .Each player has at his disposal the sam e number s (but
iIn generaldi erent) of strategies am ong the S possble strategies, denoted by
s , whith give a prediction for the next outcom e of the gam e based on the
history of the lJast m outoom es. Since there are 2" possible histories there
are S = 2% possblk strategies. Each strategy is dynam ically assigned a vir-
tualpayo based on its perform ance and at each tin e step every player uses
hism ost sucoessfiil strategy in tem s ofthe highest payo (highest & (©)A (©)
where the di erence In the population ofagents choosing the + and the  sign
attinetisA ) = | a;@®).Therebre, this interaction rewards the m inority
ofagents (those who took the action a; (t) = sign A (t)), and hence the nam e
m Inority gam e. If a player i1 ollow s his s —th strategy and the history infor-
mation is his action is denoted by a,,;: The variance ofA (t) (volatility
In nancial context) represents one of the m ost interesting cbservables since
the an allest value attained by representsthem axim alpayo distribution to
agents and m inin al globalw aste of resources by the com m uniy of agents.

3 Complexity in the M inority gam e
3.1 Phase transition, sum m etry breaking and com plkxity

The M G undergoes a second order phase transition w ith symm etry breaking
asthe controlparam eter = 2" =N isvaried [6, 10]: the system is in the sym —
m etric phase (tem poral average of A (t) conditionalto () = equals O, ie.
A i=0) or < [ and it is In the asymm etric phase for > ..In cother
words In the symm etric phase both actions are taken by the m nority w ih
the sam e frequency whilk in the asymm etric phase the m inority prefers one
action over the other.M oreover, for < . allplayers use all their available
strategieswhilke for > (a nitepopulation ofplayersusesonly one strategy
(analogous to spontaneous m agnetization in the spin fom alism ). it has been
suggested that behavior of does not depend on the realhistory of the gam e
[7], however it was shown that this assertion is true only In the symm etric
phase B].A dditionally, volatility was criticized for its nsensitivity to the real
history ofthe gam e and anotherm easure based on the algorithm ic com plexiy
was suggested [11]. Actually, In reference [11] the physical com plexity (on
nom alized Shannon entropy) of substrings of the string of outcom es is eval-



uated which is equalto zero for random sequences, and the e ect ofm em ory
size on the degree of random ness was in the focus of the study. O n the other
hand the Lam pelZ v com plexity ism axin al for white noise and the focus of
our work lies in proving that this com plexity m easure m ay be used to detect
phase transitions and other inform ation about players and the gam e In general
that can not be ocbtained by using volatility alone.From ourpoint ofview also,
volatility is Inferior In m any aspects to the com plexiy m easure of Lem peland
Z i, or variations of it, however due to its In portant rolk in theory of soin
glass system s which are analogous to the sstup of M G, t would be ussful if it
appears In the analytic expression for com plexiy. In order to clearly illustrate
the advantage of using the com plexity m easure of Lam peland Z v, we num er—-
jcally simulate a gam e w ith two types of players: those who use real history in
selecting an optin al strategy and those who use assigned invented (random )
history at each tin e step. The behavior of 2 is shown in Fig. 1.Note that in
this case too there is a second order phase transition w ith symm etry break—
Ing and two phases of the gam e can be clkarly distinguished. H owever, when
the gam e is played by only one group of players the graph of 2 vs.m em ory
is qualitatively the sam e while the graph of com plexity, presented In Fig. 2
clearly show s the di erence. Speci cally, when the gam e is played solkly by
players using invented history no phase transition is detected and com plex—
ity is practically constant in the com plkte range of m em ory values (inset of
Fig.2).W hen only players using real history take part in the gam e there is
a phase transition at m = 5 indicated by the m axinum value of com plexity.
Com paring them Inin um value of volatility w ith respect to m em ory size w ith
the corresponding m axinum value of com plexity we m ay expect that m axi-
m al collaboration am ong the players (and m inin al global waste) is achieved
very close to the m axinum valie of com plexity. M axin al collaboration is an
Inherently com plicated occurrence considering the fact that none of the play—
ers are aware of actions taken by other participants in the gam e. Based on
these ndingswem ay add that history is relevant! An in portant informm ation
conveyed by com plexity is its ability to distinguish types of players involved
In the gam e based on the Inform ation contained only in the binary string of
outoom es. In the econom ic context this would m ean that such nference m ay
be cbtained from the direction of the sign of the order Inbalance, ie. from
retums. In addition, this nding supports the interm ediate version of the ef-

cient m arket hypothesis, nam ely that a num ber of In portant inform ations,
Including the ones that are not availabl to the players (agents) playing the
gam e (taking part in the nancialm arket activiy), are re ected In the out-
com e (price Index) at each m om ent of tin e. O ne m ore in portant feature is
that the m axinum value of com plexity (an indication of phase transition) is
independent of m em ory as indicated in Fig. 3, where com plexiy is presented
asa function ofthe usualorder param eter = P=N 2' =N ; with allplayers
relying on the true history of the gam e. N ote that for each m axin al value of
com plexity the order param eter value is 034, a universally acospted value
at phase transition.



32 Compkxity and Entropy

Ingoired by the expression (1) for source entropy, we introduce the follow ing
entropy flinction

H = — P logp + @ pllgd p)k; @)

where P is the state space of all histordes of size m , ie. P = 2" ; and the
sum m ation is over the histories. W e also assum e that the probabilities guring
in the above expression depend on the history of the outocom es of the gam e.
N am ely, the probability p represents the probability of nding a m inority
sign a; = sign A: provided a speci ¢ history of outocom es occurred. H ence,
it is a conditional probability

p = PrbfAl)>0] ©= g.

In the lm i of bhrge N, A is a gaussian variabl wih average FA 1 and
variance h@ )?i-hA i%:A calulation yields

1 A 17 11 1
p = erfcH 'S P/ 3)
2 2@ 21 mi¥) 2 2 2

h

where 2 = h@ )%ijand WA i? = h; and where we have expanded the erfc
function to linear order under the assum ption that A 1 Var@ ).Conse-
quently, this entropy expression contains both 2 and h keeping the analogy
w ith the soin glass system s (the dynam cis of the M inority G am e is sin iliar
to spin dynam ics with ham iltonian 2) [10]. In Fig. 4 we show the entropy
given by expression (2) for standard M G asa function of = P=N :A striking
feature of this graph inm ediately draw s attention, nam ely for an iniial range
ofthe order param eter the entropy ismaxinal (" 1) and then it starts de-
creasing at ’ 0:34;the value ofthe controlparam eter at phase transition . In
the sym m etric phase ofthe gam e, when both actions are taken by them inority
w ith sam e frequency the entropy is m axin al and close to 1, and this result
m ay be easily predicted using expressions (2) and (3).H oweverwhen m inority
starts preferring one action over the other the entropy starts decreasing and
a phase transition occurs. Snce the Lem pel Z v algorithm is optin al in the
sense that at least for ergodic and in nite sequences com plexiy approaches
the Shannon entropy [P], i is of interest to com pare the Shannon entropy
and the entropy given In expression (2) In order to shed m ore light on the
di erence between the com plexity shown In Fig. 3 and the entropy presented
In Fig. 4.Num erically, the Shannon entropy from a nie binary sequence of
Iength N isusually estin ated by calculating allblock (subsequence or "word")
probabilities p(s;; 5 s, ) by the standard lkelhood estim ate,

pn = Ng s, =N 4)



where ng, ..., is the number of occurrences of the block s;;::5s,; and s; 2
£0;1g; and where the expression for the Shannon entropy is

: 1X
Hg = NJJIml N fsgPn (S17 25 8y) Jogpy (S17::58n) ¢ ©)
Hence, the probabilities (3) and (4) guring in the entropy expressions (2) and
(B) respectively, are inherently di erent.Asa nalrem ark wem ay add that in
the context ofM G com plexity m ay be linked to N ash equilbria, collaborative

behavior am ong players and bounded rationality [12].

4 Summ ary

A com plexiy m easure based on the algorithm of Lempeland Ziv o0 ers new
evidence that history is relevant in M G, and that m axin al com plexiy corre—
soonds to the m axin al collaboration am ong players. Ik reaches itsm axin um
at phase transition value ofthe order param eter regardless ofthem em ory size.
A 1so, types of players involved In the gam e m ay be recognized using the com -
plxity m easure and overall ndings support the hypothesis that im portant
Inform ation is contained in the outcom es. Inspired by an analytic expression
for asym ptotic com plexiy we ntroduce an entropy expression which contains
volatility, a central quantity in the theory of the M inority G am e, enabling
Iinks to the exact solution and analytical results [13] .
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