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Abstract

We consider a version of large population games whose aysnpete
for resources using strategies with adaptable preferentke system
efficiency is measured by the variance of the decisions. énréigime
where the system can be plagued by the maladaptive behdvibe o
players, we find thatliversity among the players improves the system
efficiency, though it slows the convergence to the steadg.sBiversity
causes a mild spread of resources at the transient stateedudes the
uneven distribution of resources in the steady state.

1 Introduction

In recent years, there is an increasing interest in studyie@daptive behavior of players
when they learn to play games togeth.er [1]. Much work focusedearning algorithms
computing Nash equmbrla for players connected by graﬁﬂ\,sc[r mutually interacting
through global functions  [3]. Since these processes arardical in nature, it would be
interesting to consider how the transient and steady stidtéise system depend on the
choice of initial conditions. When it reaches the steadtestais possible that the system
evolves periodically or even chaotically, or gets trappeduboptimal attractors. It is
therefore important to study the collective dynamical wédreof multi-agent systems.

In this paper, we consider the dynamics of a version of lamjeufation games which
models the collective behavior of players simultaneousig adaptively competing for
limited resources. The game is a variant of the Minority G&é), in which the players
making the minority decision are the wmners [4]. It may belaa to various adaptive
systems, such as predators searching for hunting groutid$amier competitors, network
routers trying to find the path with least delay, or tradera fmancial market trying to buy
stocks at a low price when most other traders are trying tq@eVice versa).

We are interested in whether the entire system performdesfflg. For example, if the

MG corresponds to the distribution of resources among aor&tef load balancers, then
the system is said to be efficient if the load is uniformly dligited among the players.
Similarly, if the MG corresponds to trading agents in a stowkrket, then the system is
said to be efficient if the fractions of winners and loserstheesame.

Previous work:j‘.S] showed that when the complexity of the playstrategies is too high,
the players cannot collectively explore the strategy sgaa®ughly, thus limiting the mar-
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ket efficiency. On the other hand, when the complexity of thgers’ strategies is too low,
the market efficiency suffers from thealadaptive behavior of the players, meaning that
they prematurely rush to adapt to market changes in burstdadygatation is a common
but undesirable phenomenon in many adaptive systems. Asaxshown in this paper, the
introduction of diversity to the preference of strategiéshe players can lead to a better
system efficiency.

2 The Minority Game

The Minority Game (MG) involves a population of players rafggly competing to be in
the minority group in an environment of limited resouro'_é}s Each of then players can
make a decision 1 or 0 at each time steépheing odd. The decisions may represent buy (1)
or sell (0) if the MG models a market, or the choice of one of tagks if the MG models
a group of load balancers. Each agent makes her decisiopgndently according to her
own finite set of “strategies” which will be defined later. éftall players have made their
choices, players who have made decision 1 are declared msiifrikere are fewer 1's than
0’s, and we denote the outcome by 1; otherwise, players wiie lade decision 0 win
and the outcome is 0. The wealth acquired by an individuglgrla measured by her real
points, which increases (decreases) by 1 if she wins (Ieges)ime step. The time series
of 1's and O’s is called “history”, and is made available tbphyers as the only global
information for their next choices.

At each time step, the players make their decisions baseti@mobst recenk bits in
the history, hence: is known as the memory size. There are 2 possible histories,
thusD is the dimension of the strategy space. A strategy is themetifin which maps
each of theD histories to decisions 1 or 0. Before the game starts, eaghtagndomly
picks s strategies from the pool of strategies, with repetitiohnsvadd. Each agent holds
her strategy set throughout the whole game. At each time #teplayers choose, out of
the s strategies she has, the one which has so far adapted mosssfudly to the game,
and make decisions accordingly.

The success of a strategy is measured by its virtual poinighwimcreases (decreases)
by 1 if it indicates the winning (losing) decision at a timest irrespective of whether
it is chosen at that time step by an agent or not. The avathalof multiple strategies
provides an agent with adaptivity, such that she may usetamative strategy when the
one she chooses does not work well. Though we only considédora strategies instead
of organized ones, we expect that the model is sufficientptuca the main features of the
macroscopic collective behavior of many players with déesstrategies.

To model diversity among the players, the players may ehtegame with diverse pref-
erences of their strategies. This is done by randomly aisgjgn virtual points to thes
strategies of each agent before the game starteing an odd integer. Hence the initial
virtual point of each strategy obeys a multinomial disttibo with mearr =s and variance
R (s 1)=¢.R can thus be considered as a parameter of randomness. The ratk =N

is referred to as théiversity. Furthermore, the game is deterministic for ad@nds = 2,
since in this case no two strategies have the same virtuaiihiroughout the game.

This is in contrast with previous versions of the game, inclitthe virtual points of all
strategies are initialized to zero, corresponding to thecigth case oR = 0. The ho-
mogeneous initial condition leads to the further simpliima that the virtual points of a
strategy appears the same to all players subsequently.\gowtieis assumption needs to be
re-examined for two reasons. First, if the MG is used as a hafdistributed load balanc-
ing, it becomes natural to investigate whether the artlfica@eated maladaptive behavior
has prevented an efficient exploration of the phase spage hihdering the attainment of
optimal system efficiency. Second, if the MG is used as a moidighancial markets, it is



not natural to expect that all agents have the same prefeddracstrategy at all instants of
the game.

3 Main Features of the MG

Let N ; () be the population of players making decision 1 at ik time step. To study
whether the game distributes resources efficiently, wedinssider the case of small. As
shown in Fig;_tl(a), the variancé=N of the population for decision 1 scales as a function
of the complexity D =N, agreeing with previous observations [5]. Wheis small,
games with increasing complexity create time series ofaesing fluctuations. However,
the variance does not decrease witmonotonically. Instead, there is a minimum around

< ' 035, after which it increases gradually to a so-called coirstowit, as if they were
making their decisions randomly, withF=N = 025.
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Figure 1: (a) The dependence of the variance on the complexity -at 2 and averaged over 128
samples for each data point. (b) The dependence of the weariam the diversity as = 2 and
averaged over 1024 samples. Solid line: theoretical iefalin not too large, with the three leftmost
data points replaced by results for= 1 and smallr .

The existence of a minimum variance lower than the coindiogsshows that the players
are able to cooperate to improve the system efficiency, tietig fact that the players are
selfish and making independent decisions. Sewvit1[B] identified that as the complexity
changes across a critical value, the system undergoes a phasition. In the high com-
plexity phase, the players cannot coordinate to explorstitategy space effectively. This
is because the coordination of the players’ strategiesrakpen the availability of informa-
tion of the population’s responsestodifferent strings. Whem D, the numbeeN of
strategies possessed by the population is much less thanthiged of input states of the
strategies. This makes the coordination of players diffidinhiting the market efficiency.

On the other hand, the dynamics is highly periodic in the lomplexity phase:_[S]. This
periodicity is caused by the existence of some players whigsing the game, switch their
strategies in an attempt to win at the next occurence of the ggame history. However,
their switch turns out to tip the balance of the strategyrittistion, and the previously
winning bit (which used to be the minority bit) becomes at tiext occurence a losing
bit (which newly becomes the majority bit). This switchingncgo on back and forth
indefinitely, resulting in the periodic dynamics. In otheords, the game is undesirably
influenced by players who are maladaptive to the environn¥éris causes the very large
variances of the decisions, which becomes larger than flrahdom decisions in most of
the low complexity phase.



Hence we show, on the same figure, the variance for differeluteg of diversity . It

is observed that the variance decreases significantly viirglty in the low complexity
phase, although it remains unaffected in the high compleptitase. Furthermore, for a
game efficiency prescribed by a given value of variantev , the required complexity of
the players is much reduced.

Figure-'_iL(a) also illustrates the scaling of the variancéwespect to complexity and diver-
sity. When bottm andN vary, we find that the data points collpase together for theesa
values of and . This means that randomness affects the system behaviarltiplas of
N .

The scaling of the variance with diversity is further confiuhin Figure: L(b) for given
memory sizesn . Furthermore, except for the several points with very srralR =
1;3;7), the variance scales as' over a wide range of diversity.

To illustrate the physical picture, we consider the frattib players switching strategies at
low values ofm . In this case, there are relatively few pairs of possiblatsgies. Hence
whenRr is not too small, the virtual point distribution for a_strgyepair can be described
by a Gaussian distribution with standard deviation scadiag R. At each time step, the
fraction of players switching strategies is determinedinse whose strategies have equal
virtual points. Hence this fraction scalesias R, leading to a variance of?=N .
(The scaling relation deviates at snalbecause the multinomial nature of the virtual point
distribution deviates from the Gaussian profile at lagygrQualitatively, with random ini-
tial conditions, there is now a diversity of players haviiffedent preferences of strategies.
At each time step, only those with weak preferences switeltesiies. This greatly reduces
the maladaptive behavior and the population variance.

This physical picture is further illustrated by considerithe fraction of players who
switches their strategies even after the game has reacbetiethdy state. Thesggnamic
players hold strategy pairs whose virtual point differences arérithisted near zero, and

hence should scale as R. This is confirmed in Fig[_:2(a).
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Figure 2: The dependence of (a) the fraction of dynamic players onahdamness, and (b) the
convergence time on the diversity,sat 2 and averaged over 1024 samples for each data point.

On the other hand, since diversity reduces the fraction @fqrk switching strategies at
each time step, it also slows down the convergence to thdysstate. It has been argued
that the dynamics of thg game proceeds in a direction whighaes the variancig: [6]. Since
the step size scales as R, and the fractionaﬂ?diﬁerence of the population with dexis
1's and 0’s has an initial variance scaling’as N , the convergence time scales as2.
As shown in FigI_.‘Z(b), the dynamics converges almost instémthe steady state for small



R. Beyond that, the predicted scaling relation holds foraasivalues ofi over a wide
range of diversity.

It is instructive to consider how the distribution of weatih resources acquired by the
players changes with diversity, both at the transient apddst states. We find that all
frozen players (that is, players who do not switch their strategiethe steady state) have
constant average wealth at the steady state. Hence anyediffes in their wealth are a
consequence of the transient dynamics. The variance of dadthwdistribution should
scale as the square of the convergence time, that is,&s shown in Fig:_:3(a), this scaling
relation indeed holds beyond the region of snkalvhere the dynamics converges almost
instantly to the steady state. It is interesting to note thmlarities between Figs., 3(a) and
J(b), demonstrating that they have the same origin. -
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Figure 3:(a) The dependence of the variance of wealth among the figagers; (b) the individual
wealth accquired per step of all players (in descendingrpfdethree games with different values of
atm = 4,s= 2andN = 1023, averaged over 1024 samples.

Figure-'_3(b) shows the individual wealth acquired per stefhbyplayers at the steady state,
ranked from left to right in descending order for games wihiaus diversity. FOR =

0, the game is relatively inefficient, since even the most essiul players cannot break
even in their wealth acquisition. When diversity increasksre is an increasing fraction
of players with maximum individual wealth. It is interegiito note that the individual
wealth of the players has a maximum of O per step in all casesnenvanishing diversity,
indicating the tendency of the game to distribute resouvemlg. The collective wealth
acquired by the game, or the overall resource utilizat®measured by the area under the
curve of individual wealth, which again increases with dbity.

4 Dynamics of the MG

We have formulated a theory for the dynamics of the MG at smalinory sizes . Con-
sider the history of the game denoted by the series= 0;1. We describe the state of the
game at time:by an integer () of moduloD , where

1% 1
) = € O2-: 1

t=0

Let  be the decision of strategy at state . In the following analysis, we will write
= 1fordecisions 1 and O respectively. The strategiase labelled from 1t& . The



D -dimensional phase space of the game is described by tleeted decision components
X
A @)= Ni n © ; (2)

wheren () denotes the number of players using strategat timet. Note that one of
these states corresponds to the historical state of the,gamdés denoted by ©).

Below, we computex () for s = 2; generalization to other values sfs straightforward.
Lets (') be the number of players holding strategieand (with < ), and the
virtual point of strategy is initially displaced by! with respect to . The average of
S (!)isgiven by

. N R 1
This equation is valid for general values ®f In particular, wherr is not too small,
the binomial distribution in Eq.: (3) approaches a Gaussiatrikution with variances,
rendering the analysis even more transparent.

The key to analysing the game dynamics with random initialditions is the observation
that the virtual points of all strategies displace by exatttt same amount when the game
proceeds, though their initial values may be different. ¢tefor a given strategy pair,
the profile of the virtual point distribution remains binahibut the peak position shifts
with the game dynamics. If the virtual point displacemensiotegy is () at time

t, then the players holding strategiesand make decisions according to strategyf

I+ () (t) > 0, and strategy otherwise.

Let us consider the changein (t) when state is the historical state. Since the winning
stateis sgnA (t), thevirtual points of strategyshiftfrom ©to ) smA )
Changes in the collective decision are only contributedlbygrs with virtual points on the
verge of switching signs, that i, + () ty= 1,and = 2sgnA ().
Hence we have

2 X
A &+1) A ®©= symA (t)N— S (1 () + )

( i 2sgnA ©)+ s @ O+  ©) ( i2sgnA - (©) ;(4)
where @ ;n) denotes the Kronecka delta. I'n the region where N, we have
s (1) 1, and the decision componentin Eg. (4) is self-averagingtittgr

1
( pa=40 )i (5)

and observing that the magnitude of virtual point displagets are typically much less

than the width R of the virtual point distribution, so thas (! )ican be approximated
by its value at! = 0, we arrive at

r
1 X 2
A (t+1) A (= sgnA (t)ﬁ —R(l ): (6)
. P . .
Since = 0, the final result is
r
2
A+l A@©= spA O —i = O (7)

Similarly, one can verify that if is not the historical state at timethen
A (t+1) A @©=0; 6§  (O: (8)



Now we can consider the steady state dynamics, which hasadper2D . This is consis-
tent with the picture that the dynamics proceeds in the tiorevhich reduces the variance
of the decisions, as evidentin Ed]'. (7). Concretely, thestaplution is given by the integer
equation

t+ 1)= mod @ @+ ©);D); ()]

so that every stateappears as historical states two times in a steady-statalpesith ()
appearing as 0 and 1, each exactly once. One occurence bmgkecision component
A from positive to negative, and another bringing it back freegative to positive, thus
completing a cycle. Due to the maladaptive nature of the ohyos the component keeps
on oscillating, but never reaches the zero value. For exasnfiie steady state for = 1

is given by the sequencet) = () = 0;1;1;0, where one notes that both states 0 and
1 are followed by 0 and 1 once each. kor= 2, there are 2 attractors, described by the
sequences () = 0;1;3;3;2;1;2;0and () = 0;1;2;1;3;3;2;0. Again, one notes that
each of the states 0, 1, 2, 3 are followed by an eveg)(= 0) and an odd state (t) = 1)
once each.

As aresult, each state is eventually confinedin-dimensional hypercube of si§e2= R,
irrespective of the initial position of the decision compats. This confinement enables
us to compute the variance of the decisions. Without lossokglity, let us relabel the
time steps in the periodic attractor, with= 0 corresponding to the state with ) = 0
and ¢+ 1) being odd, and let us denote asthe step at which state first appears
in the relabeled sequence. (For example, for the first 2 attractor mentioned above,
to= 0,1 = 1, = 4andt; = 2.) When state first appears in the attractor on or after
t= 0, its decision components (= 0) by virtue of Eq. (8), and the winning state is
2 () 1. When state appears in the attractor the second time, its decision caergo
iSA (t=0)+ R () 1] 2= R from Eq. (7), and the winning stateis 2 ().
Since the winning state is determined by the minority decisihese impose the conditions
r

2
—R<A t= 0R ) 11< 0: (20)

Suppose the game starts from the initial state which are Gaussian numbers with mean

0 and varianca=N . They change in steps of size2= R until they reaches the attractor,
whose2D historical states are then given by
r___ _&r ' r__ (&r 7 )
2 R 2 R
— —A d — —A 1 ; 11
R 2 b0 & R 2 70 (11)

wheredxe represents the decimal part »f This corresponds to a variance of decisions
given by

oY Y om 9 @ifie —r() (12)

N 4 2 ’
wheref ( ) is a smooth function of,, which approachegl ~ 1=4D )=3 for 1. Note
that Eq. [12) holds for general valuesmf provided that they are not too large. This is
verified in Fig. -_i(b) where the simulation results for= 1 andm = 2 collapse, and
agree with the theory. Results for higher valuesnafto be presented elsewhere, also
yield excellent agreement with simulations. For small ealofr , the2D historical states
can be computed similarly, taking into account the multirdmature of the virtual point
distribution, and yield excellent agreement with simwaatresults.

Other parameters, such as the convergence time, the fraaftidynamic players, and the
wealth distribution, can be computed from the same phypictire of the game dynamics.
Detailed derivations will be presented elsewhere.



5 Conclusion

We have studied the effects of diversity in the initial prefece of strategies on a version
of large population games. We find that it leads to an incrégaskee system efficiency,
and a reduction of the required complexity for a given efficie Both theoretical and
simulational studies show that scaling relations existlier dependence of the efficiency
on the diversity. The variance of decisions in the low comipyghase decreases, showing
that the maladaptive behavior is reduced. Likewise, theue at the steady state is also
more evenly distributed. On the other hand, the convergeémecincreases with diversity.

Theoretical studies confirm the physical picture that thegaroceeds in steps which tend
to reduce the difference between the population of the tveisttns, projected along one
state at each step. Maladaptation prevents the differeanereducing to zero, overshoot-
ing at each step by a step size scaling-asR, resulting in the periodic attractor at the low
complexity phase. This provides an explanation for theisgddehavior of the variance of

decisions and other parameters as a function of the diyersit

The sensitivity of the steady state to the initial condiibias implications to adaptation and
learning in games. When distributive learning algorithmhghe reinforcement-learning
type are devised, it may be possible that a Nash equilibriannet be reached. In the
present example of MG, we find that the dynamic players losattveontinuously at the
steady state, because of their untimely switching betweerstrategies. In other words,
the dynamical rules of virtual point updates prevent thesmfadopting the best response
in a timely fashion.

Hence care should be taken to avoid maladaptation. If mptatan is indeed a problem,

it will be useful to limit its effects by introducing divetgiamong the players, so that the
phase space is more efficiently explored. Like the presgmraxent, diversity may help

us to attain an increased system efficiency with less conpéspers.
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