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W e provide an analytic theory to explain Anghel et al’s recent num erical nding whereby a
m axin um in the globalperfom ance em erges for a sparsely-connected com petitive population P hys.
Rev. Lett. 92, 058701 (2004)]. W e show that the e ect originates in the highly-correlated dynam ics
of strategy choice, and can be signi cantly enhanced using a sin ple m odi cation to the m odel.
PACS numbers: 0250Le, 05654b,8723Ge, 89.65Gh

T here are tw 0 particularly active areas of research into
Com plex System s am ong physicists: m ultiagent popu—
Jations @:,:_2,:3] and com plex netw orks EI]. A rthur's bar-
attendance probkm [I] and its binary Ising-lke sin pli-

cations (eg. the M nority Game (M G) :_fz,:_B]) consti-
tute everyday exam ples of m ultiagent com petition for
lim ted resources. However researchers have only jast
started considering com bining netw orks w ith such m ulti-
agent system s E, :5]. Anghelet al 1:5] reported som e fas—
cihating num erical results in which the wuctuation in the
num ber of agents taking a particular action can exhibit
aminimum at an all connectivity (see Fig. 1l inset). It is
truly rem arkable that there exists an optim alnum ber of
netw ork connections such that the overall system perfor-
m ance ism axin ized, and that this optin al connectivity
is actually quie an all.
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FIG.1: Mean success rate lwi and uctuation (Inset) as
a function of connectivity p form = 1, with N = 101 and
s = 2. Symbols are num erical results. Lines are theore“dcal
results. Inset show s them ininum in the uctuation [!j].

Anghelet al’s results have so far lacked any theoret-
ical explanation, yet they represent an in portant chal-
lenge for physics { not just because of the potential ap—
plication areasbut also because they expose our lim ied
understanding of com plex dynam icalnetworks. Here we
provide the rst analytic theory which explains their re—
m arkable nding. The essential underlying physics com —
prises () the highly correlated, non-random tem poral
evolution of strategy scores, (i) the tendency to link to
foture w nners (losers) at low (high) connectivity p, and
(ii1) the em ergence ofdi erent species ofagent character—
ized by the relative Ham m ing distance D of their strate—
gies. The in portance of the underlying dynam ics m eans
that approaches based on assum ptions of random histo—
ries, eg. spin-glass theories, are invalid. O ur theory also
show s that netw ork connections play a crucial role, even
when only a tiny fraction exist. T his enables us to pro—
poseam norm odi cation to Angheletal’/sm odelwhich
provides signi cantly enhanced global perform ance. In—
terestingly, there is recent em pirical evidence to suggest
that our proposed “econd-best’ rule does actually arise
In everyday life E'/.]. O ur theory In the zero-connectivity
Iim i (le. p= 0) also provides a new m icroscopic theory
for the M G . Note that the theory we present does not
bene t from the sin pli cationsand hence beauty of con—
ventionalm any-body theory in physics. This is because
{ In contrast to conventional physical system s { the dy—
nam ics and con guration space are now so closely inter—
tw ned. However it is precisely this feature which m akes
the problem so interesting for a theoretical physicist [_é].

Anghel et al’s m odel E] features N agents who re—
peatedly choose between two actions 1’ or 0’ [_2]. The
w Inners are those in the m inority group. T he global in—
form ation is the bit-string containing the m m ost recent
w Inning outcom es (ie. history). Each agent holds s= 2
strategies. Each strategy is one ofthe 22" possble m ap—
pings from the 2™ historiesto action 1’ or 0’. A llstrate-
gies collect one virtualpoint (VP ) if they predicted the
w Inning outcom e correctly, whilke each agent collects one
(real) point ifhe wins. Them ean success rate lw i is the
average num ber of real points per agent per tum. The
agents are connected by an undirected random network
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w ith p being the probability that a link between two ran-
dom }y chosen agents exists. E ach agent com pares the cu—
m ulated perform ance ofhisbest-perform ing strategy (ie.
hispredictor) w ith that ofhisneighbors, and then ©llow s
the prediction ofwhoever holds the best-perform ing pre—
dictor, ncluding him self. The p= 0 lin i of the m odel
reduces to the M G . T he identity of the bestperform ing
strategy changes over tim e, and forp > 0 the predictor’s
perform ance is generally di erent from the agent’s per—
form ance. Figure 1 (ihset) iluistrates the m inimum In
uctuation arisihg at nite p:_:[5], togetherwih lwiasa
function ofp form = 1. Since these quantities are sin ply
related, we focus here on hw i.

The features of Interest occur at smallm and small
p, hence we focus on the explicit example ofm = 1
(see Fig. 1) and m ake the reasonable assum ption that
the predictors’ perform ance can be approxin ated by the
p= 0 results. Generalization tom = 2;3:::and s> 2
is straightforward but lengthy. Forp= 0 and snallm ,
no single strategy outperfom s the others (ie. no run-—
away VP s) and the system restores tself n a nie m -
dependent) num ber of tim esteps. T he Eulerian trailacts
as a quastattractor of the system ’s dynam ics i_é], yield-
Ing antipersistent behavior whenever the system revisits
a given history node on the de Bruih graph of possible
history bit-strings. Let ft ., g (ft 449) be a set consist-
Ing of the tums in a history series at which a particular
history occurred an even (odd) number of tin es from
the beginning ofthe run untilthe m om ent ofthe current
history . Fort2 ft,,9g, the agents decide random ly
since the strategy scores are not biased. Fort 2 ft_, g,
the success rate is detemm ined by: (I The number of
histordes  that had occurred an odd number of tim es
at the m om ent of decision. Since there are 2™ histo—
ries, we have 0 2" . (i) The Hamm ing distance
d between an agent’s bestperform ing strategy and the
best perform Ing strategy am ong all strategies BP S) at
that particular tum. (i) The Hamm ing distance D be—
tween the strategies that an agent holds. For s = 2, the
probability that the strategies are separated by a Ham —
m ing distance D is given by the binom ialcoe cientCZ

N =4 agentsbelonging to theD = 0 pecies’ (ie. two per—
fectly correlated strategies), N=2 in the D = 1 ‘yecies'
(ie. two uncorrelated strategies), and N=4 in theD = 2
Ypecies’ (ie. two anticorrelated strategies). Form = 1,
= 0;1 or 2 since there are two possible history bit—
strings. Consider a particular tim e t corresponding to
= 0:t2 ft .., g orboth histordes assum ing the system
follow s the Eulerdan trail. Hence the agents becom e dy—
nam ically segregated by their perform ance, according to
their D value. Aswe now explain, N=4 O = 0) agents
should have a score of =2, N=2 O = 1) agents should
have a score of 3t=8, and N=4 O = 2) agents should
have a score of 5t=16, in the long time lim . P rior to
a current history of, say, 0, each history bi (1 and 0)
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FIG.2: Num erical (symbols) and theoretical (lines) resuls
for the average success rate wp oftheD = 0;1;2 agentsas a
function ofp.

has occurred an even num ber of tin es. The strategies
are alltied. T he outcom e isthus random (ie. coin-toss).
Agents wih a given D m ight have won w ith probabil-

(even) (even) )

ity w5 < 1=2 or lost with probability @ w _
and hence there are two subgroups (ie. won or lost) of
agents for a given D , wih di erent sizes. Regardless of
the outcom g, the system now correspondsto = 1 and
the agents’ scores can be classi ed Into six groups. W e
denote the groups by the label fD ;Y g , where gives
the num ber of history bit-strings occurring an odd num —
ber oftines (0 2™ ) and Y is the net num ber of
tin es that the group has won (ie., number of w inning
tums m nus num ber of losing tums) starting from the
m ost recent occurrence of = 0. If the outcome is O,
then t2 ft ,,g9. FortheD = 0 species, their strategies
do not allow them to change their action and hence the
agentswho won in the last occurrence (carrying the label
f0;19;) willde nitely lose and those who lost (carrying
the lbbel £0;0g;) willde nitely win, a situation denoted
by the w nning probabilities S¢g;14, = 0 and S¢p;04, = 1.
FortheD = 1 species (ie. two uncorrelated strategies),
those agents who won in the last occurrence of the his—
tory (carrying the label fl;1g;) must hold a strategy
that points to the m ost recent w nning option, and hence
they w illm ake the sam e choice { they willde nitely lose
due to the crowd e ect. For those who lost, their w in—
ning probability depends on w hether their tw o strategies
give the sam e ordi erent predictions for the history con—
cemed. For those agents w ith strategies giving the sam e



(di erent) prediction (s) (for history 0 In our exam pl),
they will ose win). Thus the group of agents labelled
by £1;0g; will have an average winning probability of
Sfi1;0q, = 1=2. FortheD = 2 species, these agents’ anti-
correlated strategies give di erent predictions and hence
they willde nitely lose, ie., Sp;14, = Se2;09, = O-

If the outcom e is 1 instead of 0, the situation corre—
soonds to = 1 since the history 0 has occurred an odd
numberoftimesand t2 ft, ., g since the current history
1 occurred an even num ber oftim es. T he strategies’ VP s
do not indicate a preference and hence do not lad to a
crowd e ect. In thiscase, each ofthe six groups ofagents

even)

has a probability of w (= ;, ofwining. As a resuk,
the population will subsequently be grouped into nine
groups according to the agents’ perform ance in the last
twotums, ie. win-win, w in—lose or Jose-w In, and lose—lose
groups for each valie of D . Regardless of the outcom e,
the system isupdated to = 2 and t2 ft ,g. The in-
stantaneous BP S is the strategy that predicted correctly
themost recent £t 2 ft, ., g outcomes orboth = 0;1.
The BP S w ill predict incorrectly in the ollow ing tums,
due to the VP s’ antipersistence. T he strategiesw ith the
second highest VP s, ie. one correct prediction out oftwo
tums, will predict correctly w ith probability 1=2. The
m om entarily worseperform ing strategy is the one that
predicted incorrectly for both histordes at t 2 ft_ .., 9.
H ow ever, it w illpredict correctly in the com ingt 2 ft .9
tin esteps. T herefore, agents holding the BP S willuse it
and are bound to lose. Hence the fD ;2g, groups have
w Inning probabilities S¢p 15, = 0 forD = 0;1;2, since
they hold the BPS. For the other D = 0 agents, those
who won (lost) In the last occurrence of the current his—
tory will lose (W n). T herefore, the w Inning probabilities
are S¢png, = 1=2 and S¢p;g, = 1. Forthe otherD = 1
agents, their w inning probabilities are S¢1;14, = 1=4 and
S¢1;09, = 1=2. ForD = 2, the £2;0g; agentsmust hold
tw o anticorrelated strategies of second highest VP s and
thus S¢5,04, = 1=2. For the £2;19, group, an agent m ay
either hold (i) the BP S and the worseperform ing strat—
egy, or (i) two strategies w ith the second highest vir-
tual points. For combiation (i), this agent’s w inning
probability is 0 while for combination (ii), his w inning
probability is 1=2. A veraging over these tw o possibilities
gives Seppng, = 1=2. A common feature of the w nning
probabilities is that fD ; g is always zero, ie. agents
with m om entarily high-perform ance predictors are bound
to Jose in the follow ing tim esteps.

Thisdynam icsisvalid forp 0.An agentofHamm ing
distance D has an average w Inning probability at t 2
ft 449 Por a given

odd) _ 1

D ; NfD Y9 st g 7 @)
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y=0

where N is the number of agents with Ham m ing dis-
tance D and Sg¢p ;g is the winning probability of the
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FIG . 3: Themean success rate lw 1 as a finction ofcolr}nec—
tivity p ©or our m odi ed m odel and the m odel of Ref.|b] for
m = 1.

group of agents labelled by fD ;yg , as discussed above.

Here Ng¢p ;g is the number of agents in the group
(even)

fD ;yg which can be found using w .Foramallm,
the probabilities of occurrence of all histories are equal.
Hence the probability ofhaving a particular value of is
P ()= Cc? =22" .Fora given valuie of , the probability
ofhavingt2 ft ,ygandt2 ft ., g in arandom y picked
tum is =2" and (1 =2"), respectively. Combining
w ih Eq.@'), the w Inning probability of the agents w ith
a given Ham m ing distance D is t_é]
%" h h i i

P () Zngo;dd’ L
=0

(even)

where w is the winning probability for tin esteps
wih t 2 fteeng and can be found by random walk ar-
guments forp= 0Oandp & 0 t_l-(_j]. Forp= 0,Eq. z_Z)
gives the segregation In success rates determ ined by the
agents’ ypecies’ type D . The overallm ean sucoessrate
ishence

wp Np ¢ (3)

For the range of p where the in portant features arise,
the agents’ predictorperform ance is identicalto the (real)
scores or sucoess rates at p = 0 discussed above. For
p$6 0, the agents in each group fD ;yg can be separated
nto two subgroups:

. X
Nfpiyg = Ngpyg +
D %j

N tp jyg D %39 “)

w here N_fD g I8 the number of agents In the
group fD ;yg who follow their own predictor, and



N ¢p ;yg ;6D 059 IS the number of agents who follow
the predictor of a neighbor belnging to group D % g ,
due to the presence of links. Since agents only follow
neighbors w ith better perform ing predictors, only links
to neighbors in the group wih labelsD°< D orj> y
(ifD = DY aree ective. For given p, the probability of
an agent n fD ;yg having at least one link to agents in
fD%jg is1 ' %s ,whereq 1 p.Thenumber
of agents having predictor perform ance better than the
group D ;yg isgiven by

K 1x X
N +
D%03=0 >y

At yg N¢p ;59 ¢ ©)

T he num berofagentsN_fD wg I Eq.(:ﬁf) is then given by
N g wo = Npyg €000 ®)

since of* f0 %3¢ is the probability of the agents in group
fD ;yg nothaving any links to other groupsw ith better
predictor perform ance, and so still have w inning proba—
bility S¢p ;yg rt2 ft ;9. Agentswill ollow the pre-
diction ofagents in fD % g only if (i) they have connec—
tionsto them and (ii) they do not have any connection to
a better perform ing group. Therefore, N ¢p ;g ;¢p 0;4g
n Eq.{) isgiven by

qN £ O;3g )qA £D O;3g 7)

and these agents w ill have the sam e w inning probabil-
ity Sepo,i; as those in group fD %jg Prt 2 ft ,,q9.

Nepyg 0 %39 = Ngpyg @

Hence the m ean success rate S¢p g DOr agents labelled
by fD ;yg fort2 ft g isgiven by

s L
fD jyg N N ivg Sep g T
fD_jvg
X
Np jyg ;0 %39 Sep 055g ®)
D %3

For generalp, Eq.@) ismodi ed to

X
(0dd) 1
Wp, = N N¢p vy Sepyg - ©)
D y-o
=

w iasa function ofthe connectivity p. E quations (1_2) and
6'_3) coupled w ith Eqs.(:ff)—@) areourm ain form alresuls.
Figure 1 showslw i asa function ofp. T he theory can
alsobeused to evaluatethe uctuation (seeinset). The
theoretical results are In excellent agreem ent w ith the
num erical sin ulations. O ur theory is further validated
In Fig. 2, where we com pare theoretical and num erical
results for the success rateswp for each speciestypeD .
Each D specieshasa distinct p dependence, show Ing w hy
a peak appears In the m odel ofAnghelet al.. For am all

connectivity p, D = 1 and D = 2 agents can bene t
by hooking up to the better perform ng D = 0 agents.
However as p Increases, these agentsm ay hook to agents
belonging to groups w ith m om entarily better predictor
perform ance. These links hurt the agent’s success rate

since m om entarily better strategies are bound to lose in

subsequent tums. Hence the success ratesofD = 1 and

D = 2 agents will increase at am all p and decrease at
higher p, while that for D = 0 agents decreases m ono—
tonically with p.

F inally, having understood the underlying physics, we
can propose a perform ance-enhancing m odi cation to
Anghel et al’s model. Instead of follow ing the best-
perfom Ing agent, suppose an agent follow s the second—
lest perform ing agent am ong his neighbors. Figure 3
show s that lw i is substantially larger over a w ide range
ofp. In addition, the value ofp at the peak corresponds
to a much larger num ber of netw ork links. Interestingly,
there is recent em pirical evidence to suggest that such
second-best’ rules do Indeed m ake hum ans happier on
average In everyday life Ej].
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For non-connected (p = 0) agents, w ©”*") is found by
treating each agent as Independent random walkers. For
connected (e 6 0) agents, the system consists of clus—
ters of agents and w ©"®"’ is und by treating the clus-
ters as independent random walkers w ith di erent step
(cluster) sizes. The results in Figs. 1 and 2 Include this
self-interaction (l arket—im pact’) e ect.
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