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W e exam Ine the feasbility of predicting and subsequently m anaging the future evolution of a
Com plex A daptive System . O ur archetypal system m im ics a com petitive population ofm echanical,
biological, nform ational or hum an ob fcts. W e show that shorttem prediction yields corridors
along which the system will, with very high probability, evolve. W e then show how an all am ounts
of bopulation engineering’ can be undertaken in order to steer the system away from any undesired
regin es which have been predicted. D espite the system ‘s m any degrees of freedom and inherent
stochasticity, this dynam ical soft’ control over future risk requires only m inin al know ledge about

the population’s com position .

PACS numbers: 0250Le, 8723K g, 89.65Ef, 05.402a

Complex Adaptive System s (CA S) are of great inter—
est to theoretical physicists because they com prise large
num bers of interacting com ponents or agents’ which, un—
like particles In traditionalphysics, m ay change theirbe—
havior based on past experience 'E:]. Such adaptation
yields com plicated feedback processes at the m icroscopic
J¥evel, which in tum generate com plicated globaldynam —
icsat them acroscopic evel. CA S also arguably represent
the hard’ problem in biclogy, engineering, com putation
and sociology 'g:]. D egpending on the application dom ain,
the agents In CA S m ay represent species, people, bacte—
ria, cells, com puter hardw are or software, and are typi-
cally fairly num erous, eg. 10> 10° i, d1.

There is also great practical interest In the problem
of predicting and subsequently controlling a Com plex
A daptive System . Consider the enom ous task facing a
Complex Adaptive System M anager’ iIn charge of over—
Seeing som e com plicated com putational, biological, m ed—
ical, sociologicalor even econom ic system . Hewould cer—
tainly like to be able to predict its future evolution w ith
su clent accuracy that he could foresee the system head-
Ing towards any Yangerous’ areas. H owever, prediction
is not enough. He also needs to be able to steer the sys—
tem away from this dangerous regim e. Furthem ore, the
CA S-m anager needs to be abl to achieve this without
detailed know ledge of the present state of its thousand
di erent com ponents, nor does he want to have to shut
down the system com pletely. Instead he is seeking som e
form of soft! control. Unfortunately, histask lookshope-
Jess. Even In purely determ inistic system sw ith only a few
degrees of freedom , it iswellknown that highly com plex
dynam ics such as chaos can arise Ej] m aking both predic—
tion and controlvery di cul { forexam pl, the butter-

y e ect/ wherein sm all perturbations have huge unpre-
dictable consequences. Consequently, one would think
that things would be considerably worse in a CA S, given
them uch lJarger num ber of interacting ob ects. A san ad—
ditional com plication, a CA S m ay also contain stochas—
tic processes at the m icroscopic and/or m acroscopic lev—
els, thereby adding an inherently random elem ent to the

system ’s dynam ical evolution. The Central Lim it T heo—
rem tells us that the combined e ect of a large num ber
of stochastic processes tends fairly rapidly to a G aus—
sian distrbution. H ence, one would guess that even w ith

reasonably com plete know ledge of the present and past

states of the system , the evolution would be essentially

di usive and hence di culk to controlw ithout in posing
substantial global constraints.

In this paper, we exam ine this question of evolution
m anagem ent fora sin pli ed, yet highly non-trivialm odel
ofa CAS.W e show that a surprising level of prediction
and subsequent control are indeed possble. First we
show that w ih very little know ledge about the system ’s
past behavior, one can produce corridors (Future< asts)
along which the system w ill subsequently m ove, charac—
terized by their w idth (C haracteristic Stochasticity) and
their average direction (Characteristic D irection). A -
though these corridors evolve as the system evolves, at
any particular point in tin e they provide an accurate
prediction regarding the subsequent evolution of the sys—
tem . W e then show that if the Future<C ast predicts sig—
ni cant fiuture risk, the system ’s subsequent evolution
can be steered to a safer regin e via bopulation engi-
neering’, ie. by introducing sm all perturbations to the
population’s heterogeneity. D egoite the m any degrees of
freedom and inherent stochasticity both at the m icro—
socopic and m acroscopic levels, this global control requires
only m inim alknow ledge and intervention on the part of
a CA S m anager. For the som ew hat sim pler case ofCel-
lular A utom ata, Israeli and G oldenfeld t_4] have recently
obtained the ram arkable resul that com putationally ir-
reducible physicalprocesses can becom e com putationally
reducible at a coarsegrained level of description. Based
on our ndings, one could speculate that sim ilar ideas
hold for populations of decision-taking, adaptive agents.
W e nish the paper by discussing a num ber of possible
practical applications ofour ndings.

It is w idely believed (see fr exampl, Ref. [i]) that
A rthur'sE1FarolBarP roblem [§] provides a representa—
tive toy m odel for CA S’s which com prise a population of
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ob cts com peting or som e lin ited global resource (e4g.
space In an overcrow ded area). Tom ake thism odelm ore
com plete In term s of realw orld com plex system s, the ef-
fect of netw ork interconnections has recently been incor-
porated fj]. A s m entioned later, our present analysis
also applies to such netw orked populations. The E 1Farol
BarP roblem concems the collective decision-m aking ofa
group ofpotentialbargoers (ie. agents) who use lin ited
global inform ation to predict whether they should at-
tend a potentially overcrow ded bar on a given night each
week. T he StatisticalM echanics com m uniy has adopted
a binary version of this problem , the so-called M inority
Game M G) E,:_S]'], asanew form ofIsingm odelwhich is
worthy of study In its own right because of tshighly non—
trivial dynam ics. H ere we consider a generalized version
of such m ultiagent binary gam eswhich (@) lncorporates
a nitetin ehorizon T overw hich agents rem em ber their
strategies’ past successes, to re  ect the fact that them ore
recent past should have m ore in uence than the distant
past, ) allows for uctuations in agent num bers, since
agents m ight only participate if they possess a strategy
wih a su ciently high success rate, and (c) allows fora
general rew ard structure thereby disposing ofthe M G ’s
restriction to autom atically rew arding the m nority i_ﬁ].
The form alisn is applicable to any CA S which can be
m apped onto a population of N obcts which repeat-
edly taking actions in som e form of global Yam e’. For
sim plicity, we restrict ourselves here to sim ply invoking
com petition for a lim ited resource L. O ur m odel there—
fore incorporates the features typically associated w ith
com plex system s: strong feedback, adaptation, intercon-—
nectivity etc. At each tin estep t, each agent m akes a
(binary) decision a ), in response to som e global infor-
mation (). This global nform ation is a bitstring of
length m , and m ay for exam ple represent the history of
past global outcom es. The global outcom e at a given
tin estep is based on the aggregate action of the agents
and the value of the global resource kevel L . Each agent
holds k strategies (com prising a resoonse to every possi-
ble history) em ploying the one which would have proved
m ost successfiil over the last T tim esteps. By assign-—
Ing these random Iy to each agent, wem in ic thee ect of
large—scale heterogeneity in the population. T he strategy
allocation is xed at the start of the gam e, and can be
described by a tensor of rank k or D uenched D isorder
M atrix” QDM ) E_Si]. A dding network connections sim —
ply has the e ect of redistributing elem ents w ithin the
QDM . The agents’ aggregate action at each timestep t
is represented by D (t), and S(t) = S 1)+ D & 1)
gives the current global output value [_IQ‘] Stochasticity
arises via coin-tosses at both the m icroscopic level (to
resolve an agent’s tied strategies) and the m acroscopic
¥vel (to resolve any ties when deciding the global out—
com e) . T his stochasticity im plies that fora given QDM ,
the systam ’s output is not unigque. In short, the future
evolution of the system resuls from the tim e-dependent

Interplay of tim e-dependent determm inistic and stochastic
processes. W e refer to the set of allpossble future tra-
Ectories of the gam e’s output at t 1 tin estegps in the
fiture, as the Future-C ast distrdbution.

T he gam e’s dynam ics can be transferred into a tim e—
horizon space  spanned by all possible com binations
ofthe last m + T global outcom es (or equivalently, the
w Inning actions) Eﬂ]. For a binary game,  hasdinen-
sion 2" *T . For any given tin ehorizon state  in this
space, there exists a unique score vector G (t) whose ele—
ment Gy (t) is the score for strategy R at tine t. Each
tin e a particular tin ehorizon state is reached, the ac—
tions ofthe agentsholding strategiesw hose scoresare not
tied, or agents holding tied strategiesw hich prescribe the
sam e action, w ill necessarily be the sam e. In addition,
the num ber of rem aining agents (ie. those holding tied
strategies prescribbing di erent actions, which need to be
resolved via a coin-toss) will also be the same. Subse-
quently, the probability distribution ofD (t) w illbe iden—
ticaleach tim e this tin e-horizon state occurs. T he prob—
abilities associated w ith the global outcom es which rep-—
resent the transitions between these tin e-horizon states
are also static. Hence it ispossible to construct a M arkov
Chain description for the evolution of the probabilities
P ( ) Por these tin e-horizon states:

P(t)=£P(t1): 1)

T he transition m atrix T is tin e-independent and sparse
since there areonly tw o_poss:b]e globaloutcom es foreach
state. T he num ber of non-zero elem ents In the m atrix is
thus 2®*T*1)  Thesevalues can be generated directly
from the QDM [I4]. Tt is straightrward to obtain the
stationary state solution of Eq. (1) in order to calcu-
late the system ’s tim e-averaged m acrosopic quantities.
G enerating the FutureC ast probability distrdbutions in—
volvesm apping from the Intemal (tin e-horizon) state dy—
nam ics of the system to its globaloutput. This requires
(d) the probability distribution ofD (t) for a given tim e~
horizon T, (i) the corresponding global outcom e for a
given D (t), and (i) an output generating algorithm ex—
pressed In tem sofD (t). W e know that In the transition
m atrix, the probabilities represent the summ ation over
a distrdbbution which is binom ial in the case where the
agents are lin ted to two possble decisions. U sing the
output generating algorithm , we can construct an ad-—
poency m atrix _ to the transition m atrix T, with the
sam e din ensions. The elem ents of contain probabilk-
iy functions corresponding to the non-zero ekm ents of
the transition m atrix, together w ith the discrete convo—
lution operator. For the increm entalalgorithm described
above, we de ne and ]J:.;Si% a convolution operator such
that (€ 903 = 5 ; £G 3 g0@) (e Ref
f_l@] for fullm athem aticaldetails). C onsider an arbitrary
tin estep In the game, and label  as t = 0 for conve-
nience. The adpcency m atrix can then be applied to



a vector &(S;t= 0), where the elem ent of &(S;0) corre—
soonding to the current tim e-horizon state com prises a
probability distribution function for the current output
value. Since &(S;t) = _t& (S;0), the FutureCast at t
tin esteps in the future, (S;t), is given by:

2(1}n{+T)
& (S;1): 2)

(S;0 =
i=1

D ue to the state dependence of the M arkov Chain, this
Future<€ ast probability distribbution is non-G aussian.
Considert= 1. Since we are not interested In transients,
we really need a Steady state’ fom 1 = S;1) ]
representing a tin eaverage over an In niely long pe—
riod. Fortunately, we have the steady state solutions
of P( ) = T P ( ) which are the (static) probabili-
ties ofbejng?n a given state at any tine. By repre-
senting these probabilities as the appropriate functions,
we can construct an initial vector , which is equivalent
to &(S;0) f_l-g:] Hence we can generate the C haracteristic
FutureCast 1, describing the characteristic behavior of
the Future€ ast profcted forward from a general tine
t, ora given QDM .The element ; is sin ply the point
0;Pi( )). Characteristic Future< asts for any num ber
oftinesteps t 1 into the future, can be generated by
sin ply premultiplying _ by :t: ie. use Eq. @) wih
& = % . Henoce the Characteristic Future<€ ast over t
tin esteps is sin ply the Future€ ast of kength t from all
the 2" * T possble initial states, w ith each contrioution
being given the appropriate weighting factor. N ote that

t is not equivalent to the convolution of 1 wih iself
t tin es, and hence is not necessarily G aussian. In other
words, the Central Lim i Theorem does not provide a
good estin ate of the future behavior of the system . The
system is only quasidi usive at best.

Figure 1 show sa typicalexam ple ofthe evolution ofthe
FutureC ast at t tim esteps ahead of the present tin estep
(Which we labelt= 0). The Future< ast acts to provide
non-G aussian bvorridors’ along which the system subse—
quently evolves. T he reason for the non-di usive behav—
jor is that, unlke the standard binom ial paths set up
during a sin ple coin-toss experin ent, not all paths are
realized at every tin estep. The stochasticity generated
at a given tin estep, and hence the possble future paths,
are conditional on the system ’s past history. Now sup—
pose that an extemalCA S m anager decides it dangerous
forthe system to havea largepositive S (t) ort> 0. Fig—
ure 2 show s the corresponding QDM fort < 0, together
with the QDM perturmation which the system m anager
decides to introduce at t = 0. Such bopulation engi-
neering’ can be achieved by sw itching on/o , rew iring or
reprogram m ing a group ofagents in a situation where the
agentsare accessib le ob Ects, orby introducing som e form
of com m unication channel { or even a m ore evolutionary
approach whereby a an all subset ofagents (species’) are
rem oved from the population and a new subset added

Future-Cast
distributions

Global system
output
S(t)- $(0)

path until
present
Past .

Future

. example trajectories
timesteps

FIG .1: Evolution of the unperturbed Future€ ast probabil-
iy distrbution (plue solid) during a typical run of a gam e
w ith the Quenched D isorder M atrix QDM ) ofFig. 2. The
region of large positive deviation S (t) is considered danger—
ous territory. R ed distrdbutions show corresponding evolution
follow ing a m inor QDM perturbation (ie. population engi-
neering of Fig. 2) Introduced at t = 0. Exam ples of future
tra pctories also shown. Note that t = 0 labels an arbitary
tin estep chosen after initial transients have disappeared.

to replace them . This evolutionary m echanisn need nei-
ther be com pletely determ inistic (ie. know ing exactly
how the form ofthe QDM changes) nor com plktely ran—
dom (ie. a random perturbation to the QDM ). In this
sense, it seem squite close to som em odem ideasofbiolog—
icalevolution, w hereby there is som e purposem ixed w ith
som e random ness. Figure 1 show s the In pact that this
relatively m inor perturbation has on the FutureC ast. In
particular, the system gets steered away from danger’
(ie. toward sn aller S () values). N ote that a substan—
tial reduction In future risk has been achieved without
needing to know the m icroscopic details of each agent’s
Individual strategies, since each QDM corresoonds to a
m acrostate in the physicalsense: ie. i isonly the aggre—
gate num ber of agents holding each strategy pair which
m atters, not what an Individual agent is holding.
Engineering an appropriate QDM perturbation in—
volves understanding the interplay between the (i) the
m ean of the Future€ ast distrbbution, referred to as the
Characteristic D irection which acts as a Yrift’ n tem s
of the future output signal, and (i) the spread in the
Future€ ast distribution, referred to as the Character—
istic Stochasticity which acts as hoise’ In tem s of the
foture output signal. Figure 3 show s how these quanti-
ties vary for di erent QDM s for the illustrative case of
m = 1 wih a snall population. This indicates the ef-
fects of adding such a population as a perturbation to
an unbiased system . In order to reliably steer S (t) to-—
ward larger/sm aller values, the C haracteristic D irection
m ust be m uch larger than the Characteristic Stochastic—
ity. A s shown, the perturbation m ust therefore be biased
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FIG . 2: The unperturbed Q uenched D isorder M atrix QDM

blue) and its perturbation (red) used to generate Fig. 1.
The I coordinates represent strategy labels for the k = 2
strategies per agent, R and R . These binary strategies R

and R are ordered according to their decin al equivalent.
Herem = 2. The valie in each box represents the num ber
of agents assigned that particular pair of strategies during
the initial random allocation. An em pty bin in plies no agent
holds that particular strategy pair.

tow ard the upperdeft/lower+ight halfofthe QDM (out

not both). Thism eans that the perturbed population is

Ess adaptive than the unperturbed one (ie. m ore agents

hold two identical strategies) and less heterogenous (ie.

m ore agentspopulate the sam e region ofthe QDM ).This

Observation explains why the QDM perturbation of F ig.

2 had the desired steeringe ect shown in Fig. 1. By con-—
trast forperturbationswhich are unbiased in term softhe

upper-eft/low erright halfofthe QDM , the C haracteris-
tic D irection is zero and hence there is no net steering,

w hile the C haracteristic Stochasticity isnow large. T hese

e ects can be understood in tem s of C row d-A nticrow d
form ation in the strategy space §,9].

Finally, we give some examples to Justify why we
think our C om plex-A daptive-System s controlproblem is
so0 generic. Next-generation aircraft wings m ay contain
thousandsofautonom ousm Ini- apsplaced along the rear
ofawing [I1]. D enoting the binary actions ofeach m ini-

ap as up’ and Yown’, and rewarding aps for their ac-
tions given the Yesource kvel’ L (eg. the plane’s current
tilt), Fig. 3 show s that one can sin ply switch on a small
num ber of additionalm ini aps In order that the aircraft
then m oves autonom ously in a given direction. This is
achieved w ithout requiring sophisticated control of indi-
vidualm ini aps, or nterm ini ap com m unication :__[J_:l].
In hum an health, there is a possble application In so—
called dynam ic diseases. For exam ple, Epilepsy is a dy—
nam ic disease nvolving sudden changes in the activity of
m illions ofneurons. O urwork raiseshopesthat one could
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FIG . 3: Characteristic D irection and C haracteristic Stochas—
ticity, for ilustrative QDM swih m = 1 and k = 2. Resuls
are shown for t= 1 tin esteps into the future.

develop a relatively non-intrusive brain de brillator’ us—
Ing brief electrical stim uli over a an all part of the brain,

rather than intrusive control over each and every one of
the constituent agents (ie. neurons). In the area of can—
cer therapy, the tum or to be eradicated com prises a pop—

ulation of cancerous and nom alcells which com pete for

a lin ited resource (ie. oxygen in blood supply, and space

to grow ). It is possble that by understanding how the

overalltum or cell population behaves, one could do som e

population engineering ofa an allgroup ofthe m alignant

cells In order to steer the tum our toward benign status.

Even in the Inm une system , where the body supposedly

selfrequlates itself as a result of the interaction of hun—

dredsofdi erentbiologicalprocesses (@gents), and w here
the corresponding steering w heel’ rem ainsunknown, our

w ork suggeststhat onem ight be able to engineerone part

of the system so that it boosts or suppresses the over-
all mmunological activity level. Tn a nancial setting,
where Intervention In a m arket costs m oney, one could

In agihe that an extemal regulator could use our anal
ysis to steer a particular m arket indicator or exchange

rate into a desired range w thout having to invest huge

am ounts of m oney. Further details of these applications

w il be published elsewhere. In short, we believe that

the present problem lies at the heart of com plex system s

science both in temm s of findam ental non-linear dynam —
ical behavior and the consequences for practical safety

m anagem ent.
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aerospace application.
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