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Base'oll on the adiabatic theory for the evolutionary m nority game (EM G) that we proposed
earlier{]], we perform a detail analysis of the EM G lim ited to three groups of agents. W e derive a
om ul orthe critical point of the transition from segregation (into opposing groups) to clustering
(tow ards cautious behaviors). Particular to the threegroup EM G, the strategy swiching in the
\extrem e" group does not occur at every losing step and is strongly interm ittent. T his leads to an

correction to the critical value of the num ber of agents at the transition, N ..

O ur expression forN .

is In agreem ent w ith the results obtained from our num erical sim ulations.

PACS numbers: 89.65Gh, 8723Ge, 0250 Le

I. NTRODUCTION

T here have been grow ing Interests in study of com plex
adaptive system s using agent-based m odeling. C om plex
adaptive system sare ubiquitous in social, econom ics, and
biological sciences; they consist of agents using adaptive
strategies to com pete for lim ited resources. A s changes in
the globalenvironm ent are induced by the agents them —
selves, it is Inportant to study dynam ics of such sys—
tem s. Even though agentbased m odels are sin ple, the
outcom es m ay not be at all obvious because the agents
typically use adaptive rather than optin izing strategies.

TheM inority G am e, proposed by C hallet and Zhang-g,
:_3], is a prototypical agent-based m odel that can be ana-
Iyzed using the tools of statisticalm echanics. The gam e
captures som e essential features of com plex adaptive sys—
tem s n which the agents w ith lin ited inform ation and
rationality com pete for lim ited resources. T he key ques—
tion iIn the study of agentbased m odels is, how evolu—
tion changes the behaviors of the agents. In the con-—
text of a simnpl evolutionary m inority game EMG),
Johnson and cow orkers found that the agents universally
selfsegregate into two opposing extrem e groups.g] Hod
and N akar, on the other hand, clain ed that a clister-
ing of cautious agents em erges in a \tough environm ent"
w here the penalty for losing is greater than the reward
for wjnnjng.ij.] W e have derived a general form alism to
understand the dynam icalm echanism for the transition
from segregation to c]uster:ing.@] O ur theory isbased on
an adiabatic approxim ation, In which short-tine uctu-
ations are Integrated out to obtain a steady state pop-
ulation distrbution. W e found that the e ective rate
of evolution plays an in portant role in determ ining the
resulting steady-state population distrbution. Frequent
strategy sw tching leads to largem arket ine ciency that
favors clustering of cautious agents. The theory is ik
lustrated w ith a detail statisticalm echanical analysis of
the EM G lin ited to three groups of agents: two oppos—
Ing groups and one cautious group; it agrees very well

w ith the num erical sin ulations of the orighalEM G, but
deviates from the num erical results of the three-group
EM G . In thispaper we perform a further analysis of the
threegroup EM G . W e show that with an interm ittency
correction, which is particular to the threegroup EM G,
the num erical resuls can be explained.

II. PHENOMENOLOGY OF THE
EVOLUTIONARY M INORITY GAME

We rstbrie y describe the EMG model. There are
N agents. At each round they choose to enter room 0
or room 1. At the end of each round the agents in the
room wih fewer agents (in the m inority) win a point;
while the agents n the room wih m ore agents lose a
point. The winning room numbers (0 orl) are recorded.
T he agents’ decisions are based on the sam e record (@
bitstring of length m ) of the m ost recent w inning room
num bers. G iven the current m -bit string, the comm on
basic strategy is sin ply to choose the w nning room num —
ber afterthem ost recent pattem ofthe sam em bit string
In the historical record. To use the basic strategy is thus
to follow the trend. In the EM G each agent is assigned
a probability p: he will adopt the basic strategy with
probability p and adopt the opposite of the basic strat—
egy wih probabilty 1 p. The agentswith p= 0orl
are \extrem e" players, while the agentsw ith p= 1=2 are
cautious players. The gam e and its outcom es evolve as
the less successfiil agents, de ned as the ones w ith the
accum ulated wealth less than d (d < 0), change their
p values. In the origihal EM G m odel, the new p value
is chosen random ly In the intervalofwidth p centered
around its orighalp valie. His wealth is reset to zero
and the gam e continues.

Johnson and coworkers showed that the agents self-
segregate into tw o opposing extrem e groups w ith p 0
and p 1 Jr_[%l,-'_s,-'_E] T hus, In order to succeed In a com pet—
iive society the agent m ust take extrem e positions. T his
behavior can be explained by the m arket in pact of the
agents’ own actions w hich largely penalizes the cautious
agents.f_d] However, Hod and N akar Jater found that the
above conclusion is only robust when the reward-to— ne
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ratioR 1.W henR < 1 there istendency forthe agents
to cluster towards cautious behaviors and the distrbu-
tion of the p value, P (o), m ay evolve to an inverted-U

shape w ith the peak at the m iddle. W e show that the
transition from segregation to clistering in fact depends
on allthree param eters,N ,R,and d. W e derﬁzed a g?rzl—

eralexpression@] for the critical valuie N . = A—(lﬁjR) ’

where A isa constant ofthe orderone. Thiswasveri ed
by ourextensive sin ulationsofthe EM G fora w ide range
of the param eter va]ues.'gj] W hen R ! 1 the clustering
only occurs for either very large N or very small @j. At
R = 1 the clustering disappears and the segregation to
extrem e behaviors becom es robust.

III. DESCRIPTION OF THE GENERAL
ADIABATIC THEORY FOR THE EM G

W enow brie y descrbe ourtheory, llustrated w ith the
threegroup EM G m odel, in which p takesonly one ofthe
three possble valies 0;1=2, and 1. T he agents in group 0

W ith p= 0) m ake the opposite decision to the agents in
group 1 Withp= 1). W e denote the group wih p= 1=2
group m ; this is the group of cautious agents.

W e begin by evaluating the average wealth reduction
for the agents in each ofthe three groups, given the num —
ber of agents N ;N ;N1 in group 0, m, and 1 respec—
tively. By com paring the average wealth reduction in the
extram e groups and in the cautious group, we can deter—
m ine the transition from clustering to segregation. Let n
be the num ber ofagents in group m m aking the sam e de—
cision (decision A) asthose In group 0. W hen N 1,
the distrdbution ofn can be approxin ated by a G aussian

distrbution P ) = pz_l—mexp( m N=2)*=@ 2));

where , = N, =2. By averagihg over n, we obtain
the average change ofwealth for the agents in group 0,

1 R 1+R Ng
Wo = + = i @)
2 2 2 24
whi Ng = N; Ny; erf(x) is the error function
e OX e Ydt. S ilarly the average change ofwealth for

the agents in group 1 is given by,

1 R 1+R Ng
w1 = o
2 m

2
> > > @)

T he average change ofw ealth ofthe agents in the extrem e
groups (group 0 and 1) is given by Ny wo+
N; wi)=@o+ Ni),or

We =

1 R 1+ R Ny Ny
We = o
2

3)

2 2 Np+ Ny 2

The second tetm in w. is due to the uctuations of
N g4; & is always negative. The larger the uctuation In
N 4, the less e cient the m arket becom es. This tem

can be interpreted as the cost due to m arket ine ciency.

Largem arket Ine ciency on average penalizesthe players
taking \extrem e" positions.

T he average wealth reduction for the agents in group
m can be evaluated sin ilarly by averaging overn,

1+ R

wn = (I R)=2 p———exp( Nj=@Np)): ()
2 N,
The rsttetm in w, is the same as that n we.

The second temm can be interpreted as the market
n pact.t_é] A large m arket inm pact (self-interaction) pe-
nalizes the cautious players; their own decisions increase
their chances ofbeing in the m a prity and hence increase
their chances of losing. The relative m agnitudes of the
second tetm s in - we and w, determ ine whether clus—
tering or segregation dom inates.

To furtherevaliate we and wy, ,weneed to average
over the distribbution ofN4. Let N denote the change
N4 in one tine step. Asargued in Ref. {{], the steady
state probability distribution QO N 4) forN 4 should satisfy

QWNg) =W Ng+ N)QWNg+ N)

+W, Ng N ))Q Ny N); ©)
jo

whereW = [l erffg=@2 2 ,)]. Thisequation can

be solved to give the distrdbution Q (N 4) . A ffer averaging

N4 overQ (N 4), we obtain

1 R 1+ R) N

We = : (6)
2 2 20N g+ Nq)

Wy , on the other hand, is given by

1 R 1+R 1
Wmn p—pﬁ: (7)
2 2 Np + 3
q'p:p
Here 4= —2 . N.At the critical point, Ng =
N; =N, =N=3,and WwWe= Wy, . Itiseasy to verify
that this occurs w hen
P_—
N N : 8)

Note that N is the number of extrem e agents sw ich-
Ing their strategies per tine step. On average N =

2N o=(FF (L R)=2))= No (@ R)=37 thusthe crossover
valie orN isN.= d®>=R (I R)}.Asshown in Ref. {l]

the derivation can be generalized to a generalEM G In—
volving m ore than three groups of agents.

IV. GAP DISTRIBUTION AND
INTERM ITTENCY CORRECTION

W hile the expression N. = d’°=Rp (I  R)} describes
very well the transition in the origihalEM G w ith a con—
tinuous distrdbution of p, it does not describbe the R de—
pendence ofN . correctly for the transition in the three—
group EM G . T his is due to the follow ing particular fea—
ture of the threegroup EM G . T he strategy sw itching of
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FIG . 1l: Schem atic illustration of the wealth distributions of
group 0, m , and 1. There are gaps in the distrbbutions for the
extrem e group 0 and 1

the agents In the \extrem e" groups does not occur at ev—-
ery losing step and is rather interm ittent. A loss at the
current round, for exam ple, w ill not m ake the agents in
the extrem e groups to sw itch strategy ifthey havewon in
the previous two rounds. This gives rise to a gap  be-
tween the lowest value ofthe wealth in an extrem e group
and the strategy-sw itching threshold at d, as schem ati-
cally illustrated In Figure 1.

W hen the wealth distribution of the losing extrem e
group has > 1,N4 doesnot change, because no sw itch—
Ing occurs In or out of the extrem e groups. Only the
cases w ith < 1 a ect the distrdloution of Ngy. Thus
we need to use the e ective num ber of extram e agents
sw itching their strategies per tin e step, averaged only
overthe caseswih < 1. Thise ective rate of switch-
ngisgivenby N'= N=z= Nyl R)=(@E@),wherezis
the probability that < 1. The e ect of interm ittency
of the strategy sw itching can be taken into account by
using thise ective N'.

To obtain the Intemm ittency correction to the expres—
sion of N, we need to rst calculate the probability z.
Let P ( ) be the probability distribbution of Since
there are always new agents w ith wealth 0 com ing from
groupm ateach step, cannotbegreaterthan ©j. Thus
P (@) = 0. Since there are roughly equal num bers of
w inning and losing steps, P ( ) should satisfy

P()—lP( + 1)+ 1P( R): 9)
2 2 )

For{j 1wecan approxin ate the above equation using
the ollow ing di erential equation (this is adequate as
P ( ) is rather am oothly varying as a function of ).

P ( )+ PO )=0; 10)

2(1 R)

where = =+

. G iven the condition P (@) = 0, the
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FIG. 2: The critical value N
0:6;0:7;0:8;0:9;0:95, and 0:975

vs #.j or R =

solution of the equation is

e ). an
B is determm ined using the nom alization condition

e ()a = 1:

BTV e A
Now z is given by
z .
B () L e c * 12)
z= = T -
0 1 e Hj e FI

The cd '_l value N . is detemm lned from the relation
N'¢ N .; this gives rise to

N. (df=@ RY: (13)

T he num erical valies of N . vs ©j from our extensive
sin ulations are plotted In Figure 2. O ne notable feature
is that N . is proportionalto d?, but is independent of R
forsu ciently large values of {3 T his can be explained
using the above expression ofN .. For @jl R) 1 and
1 R 1, z can be approxin ated by z 1 R.This
givesrisetoN., & orij 1=(01 R).From the gure,
we can see the crossoverto the N, & behavior occurs
roughly atd= 2=(1 R), In agreem ent w ith the theory.
This unigue feature of the threegroup EM G model is
com pltely due to the existence of a gap in the wealth
distrbution ofthe extrem e groups. Forthe originalEM G
m odel, there isno such gap,and N, d=(@ RY¥ holds
very well

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have derived an Interm itency cor—
rection to the criticalvalue N . for the threegroup EM G .



Our estin ates of N, agree well with the num erical re—
sults. W e have identi ed the key di erence between the
threegroup EM G and the originalEM G w ith a contin—
uous distrbution of the p values: the existence ofa gap
In the wealth distrbution of the extrem e groups in the
threegroup EM G . This key di erence lads to a quali-
tative correction to the expression for N.. The general
fram ew ork of the adiabatic approxim ation, however, is
equally valid for studying the transition in both the orig—
nalEM G and the threegroup EM G .
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