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Based on the adiabatic theory for the evolutionary m inority gam e (EM G ) that we proposed

earlier[1],we perform a detailanalysisofthe EM G lim ited to three groupsofagents. W e derive a

form ula forthecriticalpointofthetransition from segregation (into opposing groups)to clustering

(towards cautious behaviors). Particular to the three-group EM G ,the strategy switching in the

\extrem e" group doesnotoccuratevery losing step and isstrongly interm ittent.Thisleadsto an

correction to thecriticalvalueofthenum berofagentsatthetransition,N c.O urexpression forN c

isin agreem entwith the resultsobtained from ournum ericalsim ulations.

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

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Therehavebeen growinginterestsin study ofcom plex

adaptive system susing agent-based m odeling. Com plex

adaptivesystem sareubiquitousin social,econom ics,and

biologicalsciences;they consistofagentsusing adaptive

strategiestocom peteforlim ited resources.Aschangesin

the globalenvironm entareinduced by the agentsthem -

selves, it is im portant to study dynam ics of such sys-

tem s. Even though agent-based m odels are sim ple,the

outcom esm ay notbe atallobviousbecause the agents

typically useadaptiveratherthan optim izing strategies.

TheM inorityG am e,proposed byChalletand Zhang[2,

3],isa prototypicalagent-based m odelthatcan be ana-

lyzed using the toolsofstatisticalm echanics.The gam e

capturessom eessentialfeaturesofcom plex adaptivesys-

tem s in which the agents with lim ited inform ation and

rationality com pete forlim ited resources.The key ques-

tion in the study ofagent-based m odels is,how evolu-

tion changes the behaviors ofthe agents. In the con-

text of a sim ple evolutionary m inority gam e (EM G ),

Johnson and coworkersfound thattheagentsuniversally

self-segregate into two opposing extrem e groups.[4]Hod

and Nakar,on the other hand,claim ed that a cluster-

ing ofcautiousagentsem ergesin a \tough environm ent"

where the penalty for losing is greaterthan the reward

for winning.[7]W e have derived a generalform alism to

understand the dynam icalm echanism forthe transition

from segregation to clustering.[1]O urtheory isbased on

an adiabatic approxim ation,in which short-tim e  uctu-

ations are integrated out to obtain a steady state pop-

ulation distribution. W e found that the e� ective rate

ofevolution playsan im portantrole in determ ining the

resulting steady-state population distribution. Frequent

strategy switching leadsto largem arketine� ciency that

favors clustering of cautious agents. The theory is il-

lustrated with a detailstatisticalm echanicalanalysisof

the EM G lim ited to three groupsofagents: two oppos-

ing groups and one cautious group;it agrees very well

with thenum ericalsim ulationsoftheoriginalEM G ,but

deviates from the num ericalresults ofthe three-group

EM G .In thispaperweperform a furtheranalysisofthe

three-group EM G .W e show thatwith an interm ittency

correction,which isparticularto the three-group EM G ,

the num ericalresultscan be explained.

II. P H EN O M EN O LO G Y O F T H E

EV O LU T IO N A R Y M IN O R IT Y G A M E

W e � rst brie y describe the EM G m odel. There are

N agents. At each round they choose to enter room 0

or room 1. At the end ofeach round the agents in the

room with fewer agents (in the m inority) win a point;

while the agents in the room with m ore agents lose a

point.Thewinning room num bers(0 or1)arerecorded.

The agents’decisions are based on the sam e record (a

bit-string oflength m )ofthe m ostrecentwinning room

num bers. G iven the current m -bit string,the com m on

basicstrategyissim ply tochoosethewinningroom num -

berafterthem ostrecentpattern ofthesam em -bitstring

in thehistoricalrecord.To usethebasicstrategy isthus

to follow the trend. In the EM G each agentisassigned

a probability p: he willadopt the basic strategy with

probability p and adoptthe opposite ofthe basic strat-

egy with probability 1� p. The agentswith p = 0 or1

are\extrem e" players,whiletheagentswith p = 1=2 are

cautious players. The gam e and its outcom es evolve as

the less successfulagents,de� ned as the ones with the

accum ulated wealth less than d (d < 0), change their

p values. In the originalEM G m odel,the new p value

ischosen random ly in the intervalofwidth � p centered

around its originalp value. His wealth is reset to zero

and the gam econtinues.

Johnson and coworkers showed that the agents self-

segregate into two opposing extrem e groupswith p � 0

and p � 1.[4,5,6]Thus,in orderto succeed in a com pet-

itivesociety theagentm usttakeextrem epositions.This

behaviorcan be explained by the m arketim pactofthe

agents’own actionswhich largely penalizesthe cautious

agents.[6]However,Hod and Nakarlaterfound thatthe

above conclusion isonly robustwhen the reward-to-� ne
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ratioR � 1.W hen R < 1thereistendencyfortheagents

to cluster towards cautious behaviors and the distribu-

tion ofthe p value,P (p),m ay evolve to an inverted-U

shape with the peak at the m iddle. W e show that the

transition from segregation to clustering in factdepends

on allthreeparam eters,N ,R,and d.W ederived a gen-

eralexpression[1]forthe criticalvalue N c =

h
jdj

A (1� R )

i2
,

whereA isa constantoftheorderone.Thiswasveri� ed

by ourextensivesim ulationsoftheEM G forawiderange

ofthe param eter values.[1]W hen R ! 1 the clustering

only occursforeithervery largeN orvery sm alljdj.At

R = 1 the clustering disappears and the segregation to

extrem ebehaviorsbecom esrobust.

III. D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E G EN ER A L

A D IA B A T IC T H EO R Y FO R T H E EM G

W enow brie ydescribeourtheory,illustrated with the

three-group EM G m odel,in which ptakesonly oneofthe

threepossiblevalues0;1=2,and 1.Theagentsin group 0

(with p= 0)m aketheoppositedecision to the agentsin

group 1 (with p = 1).W edenotethegroup with p = 1=2

group m ;thisisthe group ofcautiousagents.

W e begin by evaluating the average wealth reduction

fortheagentsin each ofthethreegroups,given thenum -

ber ofagents N 0;N m ;N 1 in group 0,m ,and 1 respec-

tively.By com paringtheaveragewealth reduction in the

extrem egroupsand in thecautiousgroup,wecan deter-

m inethetransition from clustering to segregation.Letn

bethenum berofagentsin group m m akingthesam ede-

cision (decision A)asthose in group 0.W hen N m � 1,

thedistribution ofn can beapproxim ated by a G aussian

distribution P (n) = 1p
2��m

exp(� (n � Nm =2)
2=(2�2

m
));

where �m =
p
N m =2. By averaging over n,we obtain

the averagechangeofwealth forthe agentsin group 0,

� w0 = �
1� R

2
+
1+ R

2
erf

�
N d

2
p
2�m

�

; (1)

where N d = N 1 � N0; erf(x) is the error function
2p
�

R
x

0
e� t

2

dt.Sim ilarly theaveragechangeofwealth for

the agentsin group 1 isgiven by,

� w1 = �
1� R

2
�
1+ R

2
erf

�
N d

2
p
2�m

�

: (2)

Theaveragechangeofwealth oftheagentsin theextrem e

groups (group 0 and 1) is given by � we = (N 0� w0 +

N 1� w1)=(N 0 + N 1),or

� we = �
1� R

2
�
1+ R

2

N d

N 0 + N 1

erf

�
N d

2
p
2�m

�

: (3)

The second term in � we isdue to the  uctuationsof

N d;it is alwaysnegative. The largerthe  uctuation in

N d, the less e� cient the m arket becom es. This term

can beinterpreted asthecostdueto m arketine� ciency.

Largem arketine� ciencyonaveragepenalizestheplayers

taking \extrem e" positions.

The average wealth reduction forthe agentsin group

m can be evaluated sim ilarly by averaging overn,

� wm = � (1� R)=2�
1+ R
p
2�N m

exp(� N
2

d
=(2N m )): (4)

The � rst term in � wm is the sam e as that in � we.

The second term can be interpreted as the m arket

im pact.[6]A large m arket im pact (self-interaction) pe-

nalizesthecautiousplayers;theirown decisionsincrease

theirchancesofbeing in them ajority and henceincrease

their chances oflosing. The relative m agnitudes ofthe

second term sin � we and � wm determ ine whetherclus-

tering orsegregation dom inates.

Tofurtherevaluate� we and � wm ,weneed toaverage

overthe distribution ofN d. Let �N denote the change

in N d in onetim estep.Asargued in Ref.[1],thesteady

stateprobabilitydistribution Q (N d)forN d should satisfy

Q (N d) = W � (N d + �N )Q (Nd + �N )

+ W + (N d � �N ))Q (Nd � �N ); (5)

whereW � = 1

2
[1� erf(Nd=(2

p
2�m )].Thisequation can

besolved togivethedistribution Q (N d).Afteraveraging

N d overQ (N d),weobtain

� we = �
1� R

2
�
(1+ R)

2

�N

2(N 0 + N 1)
: (6)

� wm ,on theotherhand,isgiven by

� wm � �
1� R

2
�
1+ R
p
2�

1
p
N m + �2

d

: (7)

Here �d =

q p
2�

2

p
�m �N . At the criticalpoint,N0 =

N 1 = N m = N =3,and � we = � wm . Itiseasy to verify

thatthisoccurswhen

�N �
p
N : (8)

Note that �N is the num ber ofextrem e agents switch-

ing their strategies per tim e step. O n average �N =

2N 0=(jdj=((1� R)=2))= N0(1� R)=jdj,thusthecrossover

valueforN isN c = d2=[A(1� R)]2.Asshown in Ref.[1]

the derivation can be generalized to a generalEM G in-

volving m orethan threegroupsofagents.

IV . G A P D IST R IB U T IO N A N D

IN T ER M IT T EN C Y C O R R EC T IO N

W hile the expression N c = d2=[A(1 � R)]2 describes

very wellthe transition in the originalEM G with a con-

tinuousdistribution ofp,itdoesnotdescribe the R de-

pendence ofN c correctly forthe transition in the three-

group EM G .Thisisdue to the following particularfea-

ture ofthe three-group EM G .The strategy switching of
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FIG .1: Schem atic illustration ofthe wealth distributions of

group 0,m ,and 1.Therearegapsin thedistributionsforthe

extrem e group 0 and 1

theagentsin the\extrem e" groupsdoesnotoccuratev-

ery losing step and isratherinterm ittent. A lossatthe

currentround,forexam ple,willnotm ake the agentsin

theextrem egroupstoswitch strategyifthey havewon in

the previoustwo rounds.Thisgivesrise to a gap � be-

tween thelowestvalueofthewealth in an extrem egroup

and the strategy-switching threshold at d,as schem ati-

cally illustrated in Figure1.

W hen the wealth distribution of the losing extrem e

group has� > 1,N d doesnotchange,becausenoswitch-

ing occurs in or out ofthe extrem e groups. O nly the

cases with � < 1 a� ect the distribution ofNd. Thus

we need to use the e� ective num ber ofextrem e agents

switching their strategies per tim e step,averaged only

overthe caseswith � < 1.Thise� ective rate ofswitch-

ingisgiven by �~N = �N =z = N0(1� R)=(zjdj),wherezis

the probability that� < 1. The e� ectofinterm ittency

ofthe strategy switching can be taken into account by

using thise� ective �~N .

To obtain the interm ittency correction to the expres-

sion ofN c,we need to � rst calculate the probability z.

Let P (� ) be the probability distribution of � . Since

there are alwaysnew agentswith wealth 0 com ing from

group m ateach step,� cannotbegreaterthan jdj.Thus

P (jdj) = 0. Since there are roughly equalnum bers of

winning and losing steps,P (� )should satisfy

P (� )=
1

2
P (� + 1)+

1

2
P (� � R): (9)

Forjdj� 1wecan approxim atetheaboveequation using

the following di� erentialequation (this is adequate as

P (� )israthersm oothly varying asa function of� ).

P
00

(� )+ �P
0(� )= 0; (10)

where � =
2(1� R )

1+ R 2 . G iven the condition P (jdj)= 0,the

|d|

1 10 100

N
c
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R=0.975

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

0:6;0:7;0:8;0:9;0:95,and 0:975

solution ofthe equation is

P (� )= B (e� �� � e
� �jdj): (11)

B is determ ined using the norm alization condition
Rjdj
0

P (� )d� = 1:

B =
�

1� e� �jdj� �jdje� �jdj
:

Now z isgiven by

z =

Z 1

0

P (� )d� =
1� e� � � �e� �jdj

1� e� �jdj� �jdje� �jdj
(12)

The critical value N c is determ ined from the relation

�~N c �
p
N c;thisgivesriseto

N c � (zd)2=(1� R)2: (13)

The num ericalvalues ofN c vs jdjfrom our extensive

sim ulationsareplotted in Figure2.O ne notablefeature

isthatN c isproportionalto d
2,butisindependentofR

forsu� ciently largevaluesofjdj.Thiscan be explained

using theaboveexpression ofN c.Forjdj(1� R)� 1and

1� R � 1,zcan beapproxim ated byz � � � 1� R.This

givesrisetoN c � d2 forjdj� 1=(1� R).From the� gure,

wecan see the crossoverto the N c � d2 behavioroccurs

roughly atd = 2=(1� R),in agreem entwith the theory.

This unique feature ofthe three-group EM G m odelis

com pletely due to the existence ofa gap in the wealth

distribution oftheextrem egroups.FortheoriginalEM G

m odel,thereisno such gap,and N c � d2=(1� R)2 holds

very well.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,we have derived an interm ittency cor-

rection to thecriticalvalueN c forthethree-group EM G .
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O ur estim ates ofN c agree wellwith the num ericalre-

sults. W e have identi� ed the key di� erence between the

three-group EM G and the originalEM G with a contin-

uousdistribution ofthe p values:the existence ofa gap

in the wealth distribution ofthe extrem e groups in the

three-group EM G .This key di� erence leads to a quali-

tative correction to the expression for N c. The general

fram ework ofthe adiabatic approxim ation,however,is

equally valid forstudying thetransition in both theorig-

inalEM G and the three-group EM G .
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