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A bstract. W e discuss a crow d-based theory for describing the collective behavior
In Com plex System s com prising m ultiagent populations com peting for a lim ited
resource. These system s { whose binary versions we refer to as B-A-R (Binhary
A gent Resource) system s { have a dynam ical evolution which is detemm ined by
the aggregate action of the heterogeneous, adaptive agent population. A cocounting
for the strong correlations between agents’ strategies, yields an accurate analytic
description of the system ’s dynam ics.

1 Introduction

Complex System s { together w ith their dynam icalbehavior known as Com —
plxiy { are thought to pervadem uch ofthe natural, nfom ational, sociolog—
ical, and econom ic world Er}';'j] Com plex Systam s are probably best de ned
In tem s of a list of comm on features which distinguish them from Yimpl’
systam s, and from system s which are just bom plicated’ as opposed to being
complex.A list of Complex System Stylized facts’ should inclide: feedback
and adaptation at the m acroscopic and/orm icroscopic level, m any (out not
too m any) Interacting parts, non-stationarity, evolution, coupling w ith the
environm ent, and observed dynam ics which depend upon the particular re—
alization ofthe system .

Castihasargued that ﬁ_}] “....a decentm athem atical form alism to describe
and analyze the [socalled] E1FarolProblem would go a long way toward
the creation of a viable theory of com plex, adaptive system s'. T he rationale
behind this statem ent is that the E1 Farol P roblem , which was originally
proposed by Brian A rthur B] to dem onstrate the essence of C om plexity in

nancialm arkets involving m any interacting agents, incorporates the key fea—
tures ofa Com plex Systam in an everyday setting.Very brie y, the E 1Farol
P roblem concems the collective decision-m aking of a group of potential bar—
goers (ie.agents) who repeatedly try to predict whether they should attend
a potentially overcrowded bar on a given night each week. They have no
Inform ation about the others’ predictions. Indeed the only inform ation avail-
able to each agent is global, com prising a string of outcom es (bvercrow ded’
or undercrow ded’) for a lim ited num ber of previous occasions. Hence they
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end up having to predict the predictions of others.No Yypical’ agent exists,
since all such typical agents would then m ake the sam e decision, hence ren—
dering their com m on prediction schem e useless. W ih the exception of Ref.
?_f], the physics literature has focused on a sinpli ed binary form ofthe E1
FarolP roblem called the M inority Game M G ) as introduced by Challet and
Zhang 5@]

In this paper, we present a theoretical fram ew ork for describing a class of
Com plex System s com prising com petitive m ulriagent populations, which we
refer to as B-A-R (Biary Agent Resource) systam s. T he resulting C row d-
A nticrowd theory is not lim ited to M G —lke gam es, even though we focus on
M G -like gam es In order to dem onstrate the accuracy of the approach. T he
theory is built around the correlations or trow ding’ in strategy-space. Since
the theory only m akes fairly m odest assum ptions about a speci ¢ gam e’s
dynam icalbehavior, it can describe the dynam ics in a w ide variety of system s
com prising com petitive populations ij].
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Fig.l. Schem atic representation of B-A-R (B inary Agent Resource) system . At
tin estep t, each agent decides between action 1 and action + 1 based on the
predictions of the S strategies that he possesses. A total of n ; [t] agents choose

1, and n; 1 k] choose + 1. Agents may be subfct to som e underlying netw ork
structure which m ay be static or evolving, and ordered or disordered (see Refs.
U;g]) . The agents’ actions are aggregated, and a globaloutcom e 0 or 1 is assigned.
Strategies are rewarded/penalized one virtual point according to whether their
predicted action would have been a w Inning/losing action.
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2 B-A-R (Binary A gent R esource) System s

Figure 1 sum m arizes the generic form ofthe B-A-R (B Inary A gent R esource)
systam under consideration. At tin estep t, each agent (eg. a bar custom er,
a comm uter, or a m arket agent) decides whether to enter a gam e w here the
choices are action +1 (eg. attend the bar, take route A, or buy) and action

1 (eg.go home, take route B, or sell). The global inform ation available
to the agents is a comm on m em ory of the m ost recent m outcom es, which
are represented as either 0 (eg. bar attendance below seating capaciy L)
or 1 (eg. bar attendance above seating capacity L). Hence this outcom e
history is represented by a binary bitstring of length m . For generalm ,
there willbe P = 2" possibl history bitstrings. T hese history bit-strings
can altematively be represented in decimal form : = £0;1;:5P lg.For
m = 2, brexample, = 0 correspondsto 00, = 1 correspondsto 01 etc.
A strategy consists of a predicted action, 1 or+ 1, foreach possible history
bit-string. H ence there are 2f = 2" possblk strategies.

Strategy space e.g. for memory m=2
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Fig.2. Strategy Space form = 2, together with som e exam ple strategies (eft).
T he strategy space shown is known as the Full Strategy Space ('SS) and contains
allpossible pem utations of the actions 1 and + 1 for each history. T here are 22"
strategies in theF SS.The 2" dim ensionalhypercube (right) show sal2?" strategies
in the F'SS at its vertices. T he shaded strategies form a Reduced Strategy Space
RSS. There are 22" = 2P strategies in the RSS. The grey shaded line connects
tw o strategies w ith a H am m ing distance separation of 4.

Figure2 showsthem = 2 strategy space from Figurel.A strategy isa set
of instructions to describbe what action an agent should take, given any par-
ticularhistory .T he strategy space isthe set of strategies from which agents
are allocated their strategies. T he strategy space shown is known as the Full
Strategy Space (SS) and contains all possble pem utations of the actions

1 and + 1 for each history. A s such there are 22" strategies in this space.
O ne can choose a subset 0of22™ strategies, called a R educed Strategy Space
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R SS), such that any pairw ithin this subset has one ofthe follow ing tw o char—

acteristics: (i) A nti-correlated.Forexam ple, any two agentsusing the m = 2)
strategies ( 1; 1;+1;+1)and +1;+1; 1; 1) respectively, would take the
opposite action irrespective of the sequence of previous outcom es and hence
the history. Their net e ect on the excessdemand D k] = ni1ft] n 1]
wWhich is an in portant quantiy in a socio-econom ic setting such as a -
nancial m arket) therefore cancels out at each tim estep, regardless of the
history. Hence they will not contrbute to uctuations in D f]. (i) Uncor-
relhted. For exam pl, any two agents using the strategies ( 1; 1; 1; 1)
and ( 1; 1;+1;+1) respectively, would take the opposite action for two of
the four histories, and the sam e action for the rem aining two histories. If
the histories occur equally often, the actions of the two agents w ill be un—
correlated on average. N ote that the strategies in the RSS can be labeled by
R = f1;2;::52P = 22" g.

The strategy allocation am ong agents can be described in tem s of a
tensor describing the distrbution of strategies am ong the N individual
agents. T his strategy allocation is typically xed from the beginning of the
gam e, hence acting as a quenched disorder In the system . The rank of the
tensor is given by the num ber of strategies S that each agent holds. W e
note that a single I acrostate’ corresponds to m any possible h icrostates’
descrbing the speci ¢ partitions of strategies am ong the agents. Hence the
present C row d-A nticrow d theory retained at the levelofa given , describes
the set of all gam es which belong to that same m acrostate.W e also note
that although isnot symm etric, it can be m ade so since the agents do not
distinguish between the order in which the two strategies are picked. G ven
this, we w illhenceforth focuson S = 2 and consider the sym m etrized version

1

of the strategy allocation m atrix given by = 5 ( + 7).

3 Crowd-A nticrowd Form alism

Consider an arbirary tim estep t during a run of the game. W e w ill focus
on evaliating the ¥xcess dem and’ D ft] D Bfkl; kIl = ny1kl n (]
although any other function ofn, ; Eland n 1 k] can be evaluated In a sim ilar
way. Here S [t] is the 2P -dim ensional scorevector whose R th com ponent
is the virtual point score for strategy R . [Strategies gain/lose one virtual
point at each tim estep, according to whether their predicted action would
have been a w inning/losing action]. T he current history is k]. T he standard
deviation ofD f] for this given run, corresponds to a tin e-average for a given

realization of and a ngyen set of initial conditions. Sum m ing over the RSS,
wehave:D Bl K= o, a; ny " .Thequantitya, " = 1 istheaction
predicted by strategy R in response to the history bistring attinet.The

quantity ni[t] is the num ber of agents using strategy R at tin e t.W e use the
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notation hX Ec]it to denote a tim e-average over the variabl X k] for a given
.Hence

b ft] S[t]E [t]E o S[t]E
D BE B - e np” = a™ o} W

R=1 R=1

where we have used the property that a; ® and n% ¥ are uncorrelated. W e

now consider the special case in which all histordes are visited equally on
average: even if this situation does not hold for a speci ¢ , it may indeed
hold once the averaging over has also been taken. For exam ple, In the
M inority G am e all histories are visited equally at smallm and a given .If
we take the additionalaverage overall , then the sam e is also true for large

m . Under the property of equalhistories:
|

xP 1 X1 D E
. S ]
DB BE= o " npl @)
R=1 =0 |
1 "D E
_ is( JRRCTARN C I-Y :XP 0: nSH
P R R R t TR t
R=1 =0 R=1
=0
where we have Bsed téle exact reﬁult that a, M- aR—[t] orall ], and the
approxin ation ni B - ¥ This approxin ation is reasonable for a
t

R
com petitive gam e since there is ttprcaJJy no a priori best strategy: if the
strategies are distrbuted fairly evenly am ong the agents, this then inplies
that the avegage ngm begplaying each strategy is approxin ately equal and
hence n% ®- ni—[t] . In the event that all histordes are not equally
visited over tltn e, even aﬂE.er averaging over all , i m ay still happen that
the system ’s dynam ics is restricted to equalvisits to som e subset of histordes.
In this case one can then carry out the averaging in E quation @'_2) over this
subspace ofhistories.M ore generally, the averagings in this form alisn can be
carried out w ith appropriate frequency weightings for each history. In fact,
any non-ergodic dynam ics can be ncorporated if one know s the appropriate
history path {§].
T he variance of the excess dem and D f] is given by
D E

2= D BR; HF _ DB (SI1 g @)
For sin plicity, we w ill here assum e the gam e output is unbiased and hence
D Bk Rl = 0.Hence

b - x D ]S k) []S[t]E
[t
= D Bk EII' = ag Ny ago Npo @ 4)
t

2



6 NeilF . Johnson et al.

U sing the iientjrjesa_R:aRo =P (ully oone]ated),a_R:aRo = P (fully anti-
correlated), and ag @gro = 0 (fully uncorrelated) where ag is a vector of
dim ension P w ith com ponents a, ) for k]= 1;2;:3P ,we obtain
RP 5 %P D E D E
2 _ S It] S [l _S [t] el [l Sl_Sl
- R Ny N= + 8z 3Ago N R DRro
R=1 t ReRUE
P
_ % Skl _Sk_SHK
- ns ngnZ® . ©)
R=1 t

The sum over 2P tem s can be w ritten equivalently asa sum overP tem s,
X 2 2

2 S It] Skl_S ] S [t] Stl_S il
= = = -+ i il =
ny R 07 n- n—ng .
R=1 " N
3 x skl skl 2 x sSEl sk 2
= ny n— ny n=
R=1 t R=1 t
St S It . .
Thevaluesofny  and n=— foreach R willdepend on the precise form of

R
T he ensem bleaverage over all possible realizations of the strategy allocation

matrix isdenoted by h:iii .Usihg thenotation 2 = 2,yilds
* x + +
2 _ X BRI OB ©)
R R
R=1 t

Tt is straightforward to obtain analogous expressions for the variances in
n.fJandn 4 fl.

E quation (_6) providesusw ith an expression for the tin eaveraged uctu-
ations. Som e form of approxim ation m ust be introduced In order to reduce
E quation (:_6) to explicit analytic expressions. It tums out that E quation ('§)
can bem anipulated in a variety ofw ays, depending on the levelofapproxin a—
tion that one is prepared to m ake. T he precise form ofany resulting analytic
expression w ill depend on the details of the approxin ationsm ade. A dopting
one such approach which is wellksuited to the Iow m regin e, we start by re—
labelling the strategies. Speci cally, the sum in Equation (r_é) is re-w ritten to
be over a virtunatpoint ranking K as opposed to R . C onsider the variation in
points for a given strategy, as a function oftin e for a given realization of
The ranking (ie. label) of a given strategy in tem s of virtualpoints score
w il typically change in tin e since the Individual strategies have a variation
In virtualpointswhich also varies in tim e. For the M inority G am e, this vari-
ation is quite rapid in the low m regin e of interest, since there are m any
m ore agents than available strategies { hence any strategy em erging as the
Instantaneously highest-scoring, w ill in m ediately get played by m any agents
and therefore be likely to lose on the next tim estep .M ore generalgam es in—
volving com petition w ithin a m ultiagent population, w ill typically generate
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a sin ilar ecology of strategy-scoresw ith no all-tin e w inner. T his In plies that
the speci ¢ ddentity ofthe X 'th highest-scoring strategy’ changes frequently
In tine. It also in plies that ni[t] varies considerably in tim e. T herefore in
order to prooceed, we shift the focus onto the tim eevolution of the highest—
scoring strategy, second highest-scoring strategy etc. T his should have am uch
an oother tin e-evolution than the tin eevolution for a given strategy. In the
case that the strategiesallstart o w ith zero points, the anticorrelated strate—
gles appear as the m irror-in age, ie. Sx kl= Sz kl. The labelK isused to
denote the rank in tem s of strategy score, ie. K = 1 is the highest scoring
strategy position, K = 2 is the second highest-scoring strategy position etc.
w ith

Sk=1> Sg=2> Sg=3> Sg=4> :u (7)
assum Ing no strategy-ties. G ven that Sg = Sg (le. all strategy scores
start o at zero), then we know that Sx = SK—.Equatjon (_6) can hence be
rew ritten exactly as

* % + +
x 2
S [t] S [t]
2= ny n;_ : 8)
K=1 t

Since in the system s of Interest the agents are typically playing their highest—
scoring strategies, then the relevant quantity in determ ining how m any agents
w ill Instantanously play a given strategy, is a know ledge of its relative ranking
{ not the actualvalue of s virtualpoints score. T his suggests that the quan—
tities ng " and ni—[t] will uctuate relatively little in tin e, and that we should
now develop the problem in temm s of tin eaveraged values. W e can rew rite
the num ber of agents playing the strategy in position K at any tim estep t, In
term s of som e constant value ng plusa uctuating tem n% - ng + "x fkl.
W e assum e that one can choose a suitable constant ng such that the uctu-

ation "x ft] represents a sn allnoise tem . Hence,

* +

¥ D E
2= nk %k Bong BT E)

K=1

* + * +
¥ D JE ® ,

nNg n-— = nNg n— H

K=1 t K=1

assum Ing the noise term s have averaged out to be an all. T he averaging over
can now be taken inside the sum .Each term can then be rew ritten exactly
using the pint probability distribution for ng and ng-, which we shall call
P (g ;nK—) .Hence
¥ D 2E DD U 2
= ng N = ng nge- P (g ;nK—) :(10)
K=1 K:an:OnK—:O

2



8 NeilF . Johnson et al.

W e now look at E quation ('_l-(_j) In the lim ing case w here the averaging over
the quenched disorder m atrix is dom Inated by m atrices which are nearly
at. This will be a good approxin ation in the trowded’ Im it of snallm
In which there are m any m ore agents than available strategies, since the
standard deviation ofan element in  (ie.the standard deviation in bin-size)
is then much sm aller than the m ean bin-size. T he probability distribution
P (g ;ng) willthen be sharply peaked around the ng and ng- values given
by the mean values for a at quenched-disorder m atrix .W e label these

mean valiesasng and ng-.HenceP (k jng) = n, s n—a— and O
b3
2 _ ___ 2
- ol 1)
K=1

T here is a very sin ple interpretation of E quation Q-]_;) . It represents the sum

ofthe variances for each C row d-A nticrow d pair.For a given strategy K there
is an anticorrelated strategy K .The g agents using strategy K are doing
the opposite of the N~ agents using strategy K irregpective of the history
bit-string. Hence the e ective group-size for each C row d-Anticrowd pair is
niff = Tng N :this representsthe net step-size d ofthe C row d-A nticrow d
pair n a random -walk contrbution to the total variance. Hence, the net
contrbution by this C row d-A nticrow d pair to the variance is given by

2

11
Shy'F= Wg T 12)

[k = dpad = 455
where p= g= 1=2 fora random walk.Since all the strong correlations have
been Included (ie. anticorrelations) it can therefore be assum ed that the
separate C row d-A nticrow d pairs execute random walks which are uncorre—
lated w ith respect to each other. Recall the properties of the RSS —all the
ram aining strategies are uncorrelated.] H ence the total variance is given by
the sum ofthe individual variances,

= [ 2]KK—= ng D @3)

which correspondsexactly to E quation C_l-]_:) . If strategy-ties occur frequently,
then one has to be m ore carefiil about evaluating ng  since its valie m ay be
a ected by the tiebreaking rule. W e w ill show elsew here that this becom es
quite in portant In the case of very smallm in the presence of network con-
nections -g] —this is because very smallm naturally lads to crowding in
strategy space and hence m ean-reverting virtual scores for strategies. This
m ean-reversion is am pli ed further by the presence of netw ork connections
which increases the crow ding, thereby increasing the chance of strategy ties.
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F ig.3. Schem atic representation of the strategy allocation matrix wihm = 2
and S = 2, In the RSS. The strategies are ranked according to strategy score, and
are labelled by the rank K .In the lin it that isessentially at, then the num berof
agents playing the K "th highest-scoring strategy, is just proportionalto the num ber
of shaded bins at that K .

4 TIm plem entation of C row d-A nticrow d T heory

Here we evalute the C row d-A nticrow d expressions, in the in portant Iim iting
case of am allm . Since there are m any m ore agents than availabl strategies,
crowding e ectsw illbe in portant.Each elem ent of hasam ean ofN=@2pP )5
agentsper bin’. In the case of am allm and hence densely— lled ,the uctu-
ations in the num ber of agents per bin w illbe sm all com pared to thism ean
value { hence the m atrix looks uniform or ' at’ in temm s of the occupa—
tion num bers In each bin.F igure 3 provides a schem atic representation of
withm = 2,3 = 2, in the RSS. Ifthematrix is indeed at, then any re-
ordering due to changes in the strategy ranking hasno e ect on the form of
the m atrix. T herefore the num ber of agents playing the K "th highest-scoring
strategy, w illalw ays be proportionalto the num ber of shaded bins at that K
(seeFig.3 orK = 3).Forgeneralm and S, one nds

—_ N s 1,56 1) S 2, ..
ng —(2P = 5 @2p K) + 72 2P K) + it 1] 14)
5 1
N S!
P )S (S r)lr! e i

r=0
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|
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1 K
= N: 1 7€K ) 1 — ;
2P 2P



10 NeilF . Johnson et al.

wih P 2™ . In the case where each agent holds two strategies, S = 2; g
can be simpli ed to

., & D KT et o
MmN Lo »®  zwrn NP0
Hence
, ¥ vt ok o+ 1) ek 1) °
- 22(m +1) N 22(m +1) N ae)
K=1
N2 ¥ - N ? 2@m+1)
2722‘2"‘”)“12 2K+1]2=32m @ 2 )

This derivation has assum ed that there are no strategy ties { m ore pre—
cisely, we have assum ed that the gam e rules goveming strategy ties do not
upset the identical form s of the rankings In temm s of highest virtual points
and popularity. Hence we have overestin ated the size of the C rowds using
high-ranking strategies, and underestin ated the size of the A nticrow ds using
low ranking strategies. T herefore the analytic form for w ill overestin ate
the num ericalvalue, as is lndeed seen In F igure 4.N otw ithstanding this over—
estim ation, there is rem arkably good agreem ent between the num erical re—
sults and our analytic theory. In a sin ilar way to the above calculation, the
C row d-A nticrow d theory can be extended to dealw ith the in portant com -
plem entary regin es of (i) non— at quenched disorderm atrix ,at snallm,
and (i) non- at quenched disorderm atrix ,at largem .A sshown in Figure
4, the agream ent for these regin es is also excellent [:4’;_”2]

T he C row d-A nticrow d theory hasalso been applied successfiilly to various
generalizations of the M inority G am e. For exam ple, excellent agreem ent be—
tween the resulting analytic expressions and num erical sin ulations has been
dem onsuiate_d for (i) Alloy M inority Gam e Q], (i) T_henn alM inority Gam e

CMG) {0,11], (i) Them ala lby M inority Gam e 4], and () BA-R sys
tem s w ith an underlying netw ork structure ij].

5 Conclusion and D iscussions

W e have given an overview of the C rowd-A nticrowd theory for com petitive
m ultiagent system s, In particular those based on an underlying binary struc—
ture. E xplicit analytic expressions can be evaluated at various levels of ap—
proxin ation, yielding very good agreem ent w ith num erical sin ulations. W e
note that the crucialelem ent of this C row d-A nticrow d theory { ie.properly
acocounting for the dom inant Interagent correlations { is not lim ited to one
speci ¢ gam e. G ven its success in describing a num ber of generalized B-A —
R system s, we believe that the C row d-A nticrow d fram ew ork could provide
a powerflil approach to describing a wide class of Com plex System s which
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Basic
Minority Game
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Fig.4. Crowd-Anticrowd theory vs. num erical sin ulation resuls for in theM i-
nority G am e as a function ofm em ory sizem , for N = 101 agents, at S = 2, 4 and
8.At each S value, analytic form s of (ie. standard deviation in excess dem and
D []) are shown.The num erical values were obtained from di erent sin ulation runs
(triangles, crosses and circles) . F igure adapted from Ref. @].

m In ic com petitive m ultiagent gam es. This would be a welcom e develop—
m ent, given the lack of general theoretical concgpts in the eld of Com plex
System s as a whole. It is also pleasing from the ponnt of view of physics
m ethodology, since the basic underlying philosophy of accounting correctly
for “Interparticle’ correlations is already known to be successfiil In m ore
conventional areas of m any-body physics. T his success in tum raises the in—
triguing possbility that conventionalm any-body physics m ight be open to
re-interpretation in termm s of an appropriate m ultiparticle Yame’: we leave
this for fiture work.

O foourse, som e properties ofC om plex System s cannot be described using
tim e-and con guration-averaged expressions as discussed here. In particular,
an observation ofa realworld Com plex System which is thought to resemble
a multiagent gam e, m ay corresoond to a singke run which evolves from a
speci ¢ initial con guration of agents’ strategies. This i plies a particular
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, and hence the tin eaveragings w ithin the C row d-A nticrow d theory m ust
be carried out for that particular choice of .However thisproblem can still
be cast in tem s of the C row d-A nticrow d approach, since the averagings are
then just carried out over som e sub-set of paths in history space, which is
conditionalon the path along which the C om plex System is already heading.

W e have been discussihg a Com plex System based on muliagent dy-
nam ics, In which both detem inistic and stochastic processes co-exist, and
are ndeed Intertw Ined. D epending on the particular rules of the gam g, the
stochastic elem ent m ay be associated w ith any of ve areas: (i) disorder as-
sociated w ith the strategy allocation and hence w ith the heterogeneiy in the
population, (ii) disorder in an underlying network.Both (i) and (i) m ight
typically be xed from the outset (ie., quenched disorder) hence it is inter—
esting to see the interplay of (i) and (i) in termm s of the overall perform ance
ofthe system E]. T he extent to which these two hard-w ired’ disordersm ight
then com pensate each other, as orexam ple in the Parrondo e ect or stochas—
tic resonance, is an interesting question. Such a com pensation e ectm ight be
engineered, for exam ple, by altering the rules-ofthe-gam e conceming inter—
agent com m unication on the existing netw ork . T hree further possible sources
of stochasticity are (iil) tiebreaks in the scores of strategies, (iv) a stochastic
rule in order for each agent to pick which strategy to use from the avaibble S
strategies, as in the Them alM inority Gam e, (v) stochasticity in the global
resource kevel L ft] (e4g. bar seating capacity) due to changing extemal con—
ditions. To a greater or lesser extent, these ve stochastic elem ents w ill tend
to break up any detemm inistic cycles arising in the game. W e refer to Ref.
ﬂ_l-I_*i] for a discussion of the dynam ics ofthe M nority G am e viewed from the
persoective of a stochastically-perturbed determ inistic system .
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