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U sing the m inority gam e as a m odel for com petition dynam ics, we investigate the e ects of
Interagent com m unications on the global evolution of the dynam ics of a society characterized by
com petition for lim ited resources. T he agents com m unicate across a socialnetw ork w ith am allworld
character that form s the static substrate of a second network, the in uence network, which is dy-
nam ically coupled to the evolution ofthe gam e. The In uence netw ork is a directed netw ork, de ned
by the inter-agent com m unication links on the substrate along which com m unicated inform ation is
acted upon. W e show that the in uence network spontaneously develops hubs w ith a broad dis-
tribbution of In-degrees, de ning a robust ladership structure that is scale—free. Furthem ore, In
realistic param eter ranges, facilitated by inform ation exchange on the netw ork, agents can generate
a high degree of cooperation m aking the collective aln ost m axim ally e cient.

PACS numbers: 87.23G¢,02.50Le,89.65Gh,89.75Fb

In a com petitive environm ent w ith seriously lim ited
resources, an individual w ill be abl to m ake the m ost
gains, if he avoids the crowds, and nds strategies that
places hin into the distinguished class of the elites, or
of the \few ". Even though this class form s a m inority
group when com pared to the whole agent society, i can
largely n uence the dynam ics of the entire society for
the sin ple reason that the elites hold the best strategies
In the given siuation, and thus they becom e key target
nodes for others to com m unicate w ith, and follow . For
our purposes, an agent is a leader if at least one agent is
follow ing, and thus acting on hisadvice. The in uence of
a leader is m easured by the num ber of ollow ers he has.
Agents who are not leaders are sin ply coined \follow —
ers". However, leaders can follow other leaders, thereby
creating a leadership structure. C ertainly, the leadership
structure, and even which particular agents are leaders
at all, is often very dynam ic (m ostly because the success
of a certain strategy is determ ined by the context of the
strategies used by the other agents).

O ne of the m ost ubiquious m echanisn s guiding peo—
pl In deciding whom , or what to follow is reinforcem ent
]eamjngij], which is a mechanisn for statistical infer—
ence created through repeated interactions w ith the en—
vironm ent. For exam ple, In iterated situations/gam es, it
can be argued that we allm onior our social circle, and
\score" our acquaintances, including ourselves, based on
past perform ance (successm easure). W e then take m ore
seriously, and often follow those w ith a higher score (suc—
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cess rate) [_2].

In order to study the scenario described above, In this
Letterweuse awellknown m ultiagentm odelofcom peti-
tion, the M nority G am eg,:fl,:fz] M G ), which wem odify
to include inter-agent com m unications/in uences across
a social network. The two m ain questions we address
here are: 1) W hat type of leadership structure is gener—
ated? and 2) Can the e ects of nteragent com m unica—
tions aggregate up to the levelofthe collective and a ect
is behavior?

The orighalM G is an abstraction of a m arket played
by agents w ith bounded rationality, inspired by the E1
Farolbarproblm introduced by Brian W .A rthurfa]. In
this iterated gam e, at every step, N agentsm ust choose
between two di erent options, sym bolized by A and B,
eg. \buy" and \sell". O nly agents in the m inority group
get a reward. T he agents have access to global inform a—
tion, which is the identity of the m nority group for the
past m rounds. Each agent bases his choice on a set of
S strategies available to them . A strategy, which is an
agent’s way of thinking’, is a prediction i_é] for outcom e
A orB, in response to allpossible histories of length m .
T he strategies are distrbuted random ly am ong agents,
and thus In general each agent has di erent set of S
strategies. T hey m ake their next choice In the gam e us-
Ing reinforoem ent leaming: every agent keeps a score for
each ofthe S strategieswhich he then increm entsby one
each round if that strategy correctly predicted the m i-
nority outcom e (regardless of usage). T he strategy used
to m ake the new choice is the one w ith the best score up
to that tine. If two, or m ore strategies share the best
score, then one of those strategies is picked random ly.
P reviously, the e ects of local nform ation in the M G
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were studied both with reinfroem ent keaming type [1]
and non-reinforcem ent leaming type i_é, :_9, :_l-(_)'] of agent
com m unication m echanisn s on K au m an netw orks Efl_:],
and w ith non-reinforcem ent leaming type ofm echanian s
on linear chains i_?., :_l-Q']

In ourm odel, a socialnetw ork ofagents is described by
a graph w ith vertices representing the agents, and edges
representing acquaintanceship between pairs of agents.
T his network of acquaintances form s the substrate net—
work (G ), or skekton for interagent comm unications
[_2, :j, :g, :_ﬂ, E-Q', E-Z_i] An edge ab in G m eans that agents
a and bm ay exchange gam erelevant inform ation. H ow —
ever, i doesnot Indicate w hether the exchanges In uence
the action by any of the involved agents. That inform a—
tion ism odeled by a second network, the In uence net—
work (F), which is a directed subset 0of G , and In which
an edge ab, pointing from a to b, m eans that agent a
acts on the advice of agent b when deciding the m inor—
ity choice. In the com petitive environm ent of the stock
m arket, Kullm an, K ertesz and K aski, by studying tin e~
dependent cross-correlationshave recently shown the ex—
istence of such a directed network of in uence am ong
com paniesE ) based on data taken from the New York
Stock Exchange t_l-Z_'i] W e do not, in general, know the
precise topology of the social networks. However, it is
known that socialnetw orkshave a an alkw orld character
ﬁ_l-é_il,:_ii,:_l-]']. HerewetakeG tobean Erdps-Renyi ER)
random graph wih link probability p. An ER random
graph show s the an allworld e ect, since the diam eter of
the graph increases only logarithm ically w ith the num ber
of vertices [_ié] and the nodes also have a wellde ned av—
erage degree, pN , w hich results from cognitive lim itation
f_l-:/!]. Studies using other types of network topologies,
which are m ore suited to describe social networks (one
drawback of ER is its ow clustering coe cient [}4]) will
be presented In future publications. Just as in the origi-
nalM G, in ourm odel, in order to m ake his next decision,
each agent uses his best perform ing strategy to predict
w hat the next m Inority choice w illbe. H ow ever, he does
not necessarily act on that prediction. Instead, the pre—
diction sin ply constiutes the agent’s opinion, which he
then sharesw ih allhis rst neighbors on the substrate
network G . This is done by all agents sin ultaneously,
and thus every agent obtains as inform ation the predic—
tionsofalltheir rstneighbors. Each agent then usesthis
inform ation to m ake their nal choice, via reinforcem ent
laming: they keep scores of the prediction perform ance
of all their rst neighbors and them selves, and update
the scores after every round by increm enting the scores
of the agents whose prediction was correct. Each agent
then acts on the prediction/opinion of the neighboring
agent w ith the highest score. O f course, if they have a
higher score than any of their neighbors, then they act
on their own prediction.

The gam e is Initialized by xing at random S strate—
gies for each agent, an arbitrary initial history string,

and a xed Instance of the substrate network G . A fter
m any iterations, the gam e evolution becom es insensitive
to the particular iniial history string. However, i m ay
rem ain sensitive to the quenched disorders in the strat-
egy space ofthe N S strategies that are used, and in the
quenched disorder associated w ith the particular social
netw ork chosen. T hus, there are four relevant param eters
In thisgame:N , S, m,andp 2 [0;1]. O fcourse, n real
ity the substrate network can also change we m ake new

friends and others fade away). However, we assum e is
dynam icsto bem uch slowerthan that ofF , and therefore
it is neglected here. A s de ned previously, an agent i is
a leader if it has at least one follower, j, and thus agent j
follow s through action what agent i suggests. For this to
happen, ihas to have the largest prediction score am ong
the acquaintances of j, which are de ned as the k; edges
jhasin G . In an ER graph, the num ber ofk; links has
a Poisson distrbution with an average valueat = pN ,
and an exponentialtail. An agent j will ©ollow only one
agent’s opinion to decide his action, and thus its num —
ber of out-links is aways one, kj(out) = 1. However, the
num ber of in-links for agent j, kj(in) , can be any num ber
between 0 and k;, according to the num ber ofagents act-
Ing on his advice. F J'g!:L' show s the in-degree distribution

for various num bers of agents N , network connectiviy
P, and mem ory length m . The rst striking observation

from F jg@a) is that over a w ide range of param eters the
In-Iink distrbution is descrbed by a power-law wih a
sharp cut-o . Thus, the average num ber of leaders w ith

k Hlowers, N, isa scale-free distrbution [1d]. Thishap-
pens in soite ofthe fact that the substrate netw ork, w hich

isan ER graph isnot a scale free netw ork, and therefore
i was not introduced a priori into the underlying struc—
ture. The scale-free character of the in uence network
F is selected for by the renforcem ent leaming nature of
the agent-agent interaction rules. T he fact that a broad
scale-free structure is selected on the back of a P oisson
distrbbuted netw ork, seriously lin is the size of the lead—
ership. Indeed, Figild), which show s the non—lkeaders, or
follow ers, expresses this fact: the pure followers consti-
tute over 90% of the population for the cases presented
n Figila).

P otting N =N;, all the curves can be collapsed in
the scaling regim e up to their cuto s, indicating that
NyN;m;p) / k N;N;m;p). The power of the de—
cay, isvery close to uniy, which m eans that kN is
Independent ofk and the other param eters in the scaling
regin e. Since k isthe In uence ofa kaderw ith k follow —
ers, kN ¢ represents the total In uence of the k-th layer
In the leadership hierarchy. T he above observation there—
forem eans that all layers of the hierarchy are equally in—

uential; in uence is evenly distrdbbuted am ong all levels
ofthe leadership hierarchy. T his result is robust, and in—
sensitive to the particular param eters, even in the low m
(m em ory) regin e. Here, however, oscillations build up
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FIG . 1l: Leaders and followers. a) and b) show the average
of the num ber of leaders w ith k follow ers nom alized by the
average num ber of kaders w ith exactly one follower N; . The
sym bols correspond to varying system sizes and link proba—
bilities, p = 0:1 and p = 02, respectively, whilke the dashed
and thin continuous lines corresgpond to the sam e quantity for
the Random Choice Gam e on the ER substrate. N ext to the
curves, the thick continuous line has a slope of -1. b) shows
the sam e quantity for snallmemories, m = 2 and m = 4
with S = 2 orp = 01 and p = 02. The curves oscillate
around the same 1=k law . For all curves in a) and b) the
averages w ere taken over 17 runs, which was su cient, due to
the strong selfaveraging property of the quantities. c) show s
that a (p) N; with good approxim ation is independent on
the system size N . d) represents the num ber of ollowers as
a function of the system size N . Both fora) and b), m = 6
and S = 2.

around the 1=k behaviorwhich still serves as a backbone
for the kadership structure, but it becom es less obvious
asm is decreased, see Fjg[_]:b) . Another in portant ob-
servation isthat N1 NN ;m ;p) depends strongly only on p
and noton N orm , thusN; N ;m ;p) = a(p), as shown
In Fig. 1c). T herefore, we have

Ny W ;m;p)=k apE)fk N ;m;p): 1)

The fact that N1 N ;m ;p) is virtually ndependent ofN ,
m eans that ifthe num ber of agents is Increased, the lead-
ership structure and size in the scaling regim e will not
change! W hat changes though, is the number of the
\sheep" or llowers, which isNy. &k will grow in pro-
portion to N , as seen in Fjg:_]:d). A Iso, the cuto at the
high-k end ofthe distribution w illoccur at largerk asN
is Increased. The deviation of the fiunction fy N ;m ;p)
from a constant accounts forthe uctuations in the lead—
ership structure which vanish (the uctuations) wih in—
creasingm . T hisisdue to the fact that the strategy space
su ersa com biatorialexplosion asm is Increased (there
are in total 22" strategies), and the agents’ strategies
therefore becom e highly uncorrelated H, 4, &1.

T his suggests that the results for lJargem can be repro—
duced if the agents sim ply play a Random Choice Gam e

(RCG) on the network. In a RCG, agents do not use
strategies, but instead jist toss a coin when m aking pre—
dictions. Indeed, Fig. la) shows that the RCG on the
ER network produces the sam e scale — free backbone of
the leadership structure. Thus, iIn our m odel the close—
ness to the scale-free backbone is determm ined by the level
ofm utual decorrelation of agents’ strategies. This is to
say that Increased trait diversiy (strategy space) leads
to stable scalefree leadership structure.

A though the ladership structure is stable for large
m , the position of an individual agent in the leadership
hierarchy is not. By com puting the tim e correlations
present in the num ber of in-links we can show that the
average lifetin e of an agent In a particular leadership
position is short for largem , as detailed In Ref. f_l-gl] In
contrast, at Jow m values, leaders becom e frozen in their
positions. In other words, n the Iow m regin e, where
trait diversity is an all, as in a dictatorship, w here agents’
action space is severely 1 ited, leaders \live" longer in
their positions.

Next, we brie y study the global perform ance of the
collective on the network. Consider choice A as the ref-
erence option, and denote by A (t) the attendance, or the
num ber of agents choosing option A at tine t. One of
the m ost frequently used m easures for a \world utility"
finction for the collective 0] is the variance  of the

uctuations in the tim e serdes of A (t) . In the Janguage of
econom ics, it is the volatility of the m arket, and from a
system s design point of view [_2-9'] i is the quantiy that
we ultim ately want to m Inim ize.

A s mentioned before, this game has two types of
quenched disorder embedded into i. A natural ques—
tion then is ifone can nd/evolve netw orks that achieve
zero, or alm ost zero volatility given a group and their
strategies, or, altematively, if one can nd strategies
that achieve zero, or near zero volatility, given a par-
ticular substrate network. To answer this question, we
perform ed sin ple random searches in one ofthe quenched
disorder spaces (network or strategy) keeping the other
quench disorder xed (strategy or network). An exam —
pewithm = 2 andm = 8 is displayed in FigZa) as a
function of connectivity p. The st conclusion is that
overall, the collective does worse wih \sm art agents"
(largem ) on highly connected netw orks if they exchange
Inform ation about their strategies. However, In the low
m regine (m 2), the system e ciency can im prove
not only beyond that of the standard M G, but also be—
yond that oEtlle RCG wihout network (lue line wih

rce = 05 N ), and even beyond the standard M G 's
best perform ance which is at a di erent value ofm = 6
for these param eters). T hus, a networked, low trai di-
versity system can bem ore e ective as a collective, than
a sophisticated group. Note that the optim al p values
are stillm uch larger than the critical value for the giant
com ponent in the ER netw ork, which is1=N , and thuswe
need well connected single com ponent graphs in order to



Gs(ra((mvp)s Gne(w(mvp)

5x10° 1x10° 1.5x10° 2x10°
t

FIG. 2: Collective e ciency. a) shows the tin eaveraged

volatility (over 5 10° steps) of the m arket as a function of
the substrate netw ork connectivity param eter, p. T he em pty
circles m = 2) and the solid squares (m = 8) are obtained
by xing the strategy space disorder and taking random 1y 50
netw ork sam ples, w hile the crosses (m = 2) and the diam onds
(m = 8) are obtained w ith the network space disorder xed
for 50 strategy disorders. Here S = 2 and N = 101. b) shows
a sam ple tin e series in (green/gray) for one of the Iow lying
pointsin a) atp= 01, m = 2. The black tim e serdes corre—
soonds to a run for the ordinary M G at m ininum volatility
which isatm = 6,3 = 2. The black curve has a variance of
2 36, while the green/gray has a variance of1.07.

observe the collective e ciency em erge from the agent—
agent interactions. H owever, the optin al values are ac—
tually in the realistic range for social networks, giving
for the average number of contacts = pN ' 10 20.
IfN is varied the optin um range for p shifts such that
optin um value ofpN rem ains constant. Fjgl':a*b) showsa
sam ple tin eserdes from the optin al connectivity region.
N otice the low volatility com pared to the best perfor-
mance ofthe M G (In the background). In the standard
M G thevariationsin at the best perform ance point are
Iow , and even an extended search (500 sam ples) in the
strategy disorder space could not generate -s lowerthan
20, whil in contrast, tin e serdes such as the red one In
Fjg:_Zb) are easily generated within 50 random sam ples
In the optin alconnectivity region. T his em erging collec—
tive e ciency can be understood In tem s of the crow d—
anticrow d description ofthe M G, as introduced by John-
son, Hart and Hui E_F';]. In the MG, Jow m means that
only a sm all num ber of di erent strategies are possble,
thusm any agents are forced to use the sam e strategy and
thus they behave as a crowd, or a group. This group—
Ing e ect generates the large voltility In the ordinary
M G .W hen the gam e is played on a network, however,
an agent, even if it shares the sam e strategy as the oth—
ers In a large group, now has the possibility to listen to
som e other agents, and possbly even from other groups.
Thus, it is no longer foroed to behave the sam e way as
its own group, thereby breaking the grouping behavior.
If, however, p is too large, there is a grouping behavior
appearing due to the netw ork, because an agent w illhave
too m any followers if his score is the highest, creating a
group on the network. T he two crow ding e ects com pete
and a balance between them is reached in the optin um

connectivity region.

In summary, we have shown that the evolution of
m ultiagent gam es can strongly depend on the nature of
the agent’s inform ation resources, including local infor-
m ation gathered on the socialnetw ork, a netw ork whose
structure In tum is in uenced by the fate of the game
itself. In our study, we allowed for this dynam ic cou-
pling between the gam e and the network by using rein—
forcem ent lraming as an ubigquitousm echanisn for inter—
agent com m unications. O ur observations are: 1) if rein—
forcem ent lraming is used, a scale-free leadership struc—
ture can be created, even on the backbone of non-scale
free networks; 2) In low trait diversity collectives, en—
hanced collective e ciency m ay appear, m akJng this ef-
foct worthw hile r system s design studies R0].
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