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Abstract

W e consider a version of Jarge population gam es w hose agents com pete for resources using strate-
giesw ith adaptable preferences. T he gam es can be used to m odeleconom icm arkets, ecosystem s or
distributed control. D iversity of nitialpreferences of strategies is introduced by random Iy assigning
biases to the strategies of di erent agents. W e nd that diversity am ong the agents reduces their
m aladaptive behavior. W e nd interesting scaling relationsw ith diversity for the variance and other
param eters such as the convergence tin ¢, the fraction of ckle agents, and the variance of wealth,
ustrating their dynam ical origin. W hen diversiy increases, the scaling dynam ics ism odi ed by

kinetic sam pling and waiting e ects. A nalyses yield excellent agreem ent w ith sim ulations.
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I. NTRODUCTION

M any natural and arti cial system s Involve Interacting agents, each m aking Indepen—
dent decisions to com pete for Iim ited resources, but globally exhibit coordinated behavior
through their m utual adaptation I, 2, 3,4]. Exam pls include the fom ation of ecological
pattems due to the com petition of predators hunting for food, the price ad justm ent due to
the com petition of buyers or ssllers In econom ic m arkets, and the load adjistm ent due to
the com petition of distributed controllers of packet ows in com puter networks. W hik a
standard approach is to analyse the steady state behavior of the system described by the
N ash equilbria B], it is Jegitin ate to considerhow the steady state is approached, since such
processes are dynam ical n nature, and the approach m ay be interfered by the presence of
periodic, chaotic or m etastable attractors. D ynam ical studies are egpecially relevant when
one considers the e ects of changing environm ent, such as that In econom ics or distributed
control.

T he recently proposed M nority Gam es M G ) are prototypes of such m ultiagent system s
21. Extensive studies have revealed the steady-state properties of the gam e when the com —
plexity of the agents is high [§]. On the other hand, the dynam ical nature of the adaptive
processes is revealed when the com plexity of the agents is low , wherein the nal states of
the system depend on the initial conditions, and the system often endsup with large uctu-
ations at nalstates, much rem ote from the e cient state predicted by equilbrium studies
[6,11]. The lJarge uctuations in the orighalM G is related to the unifom Iy zero preference of
strategies for allagents. T hishasto be re-exam Ined for at least two reasons. F irst, when the
gam e isused to m odeleconom ic systam s, it is not realistic to expect that all agents have the
sam e preference when they enter the m arket. R ather, the agents have their own preferences
acoording to their lndividual ob fctives, expectations and avaibble capial. For exam pl,
som e have stronger inclinations tow ards aggressive strategies, and othersm ore conservative.
Furthem ore, n gam es which use public nform ation only, dentical nitial preferences m ply
that di erent agents would m aintain identical preferences of strategies at all subsequent
steps of the gam e, which is again unlkely. Second, when the gam e is used to m odel dis—
tributed control in m ultiagent system s, identical preferences of strategies of the agents lead
to m aladaptive behavior, which refers to the bursts of the population’s decisions due to the

agents’ prem ature rush to certain state B, ¢]. Asa resul, the population di erence between



the m a prity and m Inority groups is large. For econom ic m arkets, this corresoonds to large
price uctuations; for distributed control, this corresponds to an uneven resource allocation;
both mply Iow system e ciency. Hence, m aladaptation hinders the attainm ent of optim al
system e ciency.

T here have been m any attem pts to In prove the system e ciency. For exam ple, them al
noise [10] orbiased strategies [I1] are und to reduce the uctuations. M ore relevant to this
work, there were Indications that m aladaptation can be reduced by appropriate choices of
the Iniial condition at the low com plexity phase. T he dependence of nitial condiions was
noted in the replica approach to the exogenousM G [§]. System e ciency can be in proved by
random initial conditions in the orighalM G [L2], or system s driven by vectorized extemal
inform ation f1]. It was noted that the reduced variance can be obtained hysteretically
by quasistatic increase and decrease of the com plexity from an unbiased initial condition,
clarly dem onstrating the non-equilbbrium nature of this phenom enon [13]. By generalizing
the strategy evaluation m echanisn to the batch m ode, and using a payo function lnear in
the w nning m argin, the generating functionalanalysis showed that uctuations are reduced
by biased starts of the agents’ strategy payo valuationsi[I4]. The sam e isvalid in itsnoisy
extension [I§]. However, no system atic studies about the e ects of random biases have been
m ade.

In thispaper, we consider the e ects of random ness in the Iniial preferences of strategies
am ong the agents. Initialconditions can be selected tom ake the system dynam ics com pletely
detemm inistic, thus yielding highly precise sin ulation resuls usefill for re ned com parison
w ith theories. A swe shall see, a consequence of this diversity is that agents sharing com m on
strategies are less lkely to adopt them at the sam e tin e, and m aladaptation is reduced.
This results in an mproved system e ciency, as re ected by the reduced variance of the
population decisions. W e nd interesting scaling relationsw ith the diversity forthe variance,
and a num ber of dynam ical param eters, such as the convergence tim g, the fraction of &kl
agents, and the variance of wealth, illustrating their dynam ical origin. W hen diversity
Increases, we nd that the scaling dynam ics ismodi ed by a sam pling m echanisn self-
Inposad by the requirem ent of the dynam ics to stay In the attractor, an e ect we tem
kinetic sam pling. P relin inary results have been sketched in [14].

T his paper is organized as follow s. A fter introducing the M inority G am e in Section II,

we discuss the variation of uctuations when diversity ncreases, ddentifying 3 regin es of



behavior: multinom ial, scaling, and kinetic sam pling, analyzed in Sections {II] to Vi repec-
tively. Besides the uctuations, other dynam ical properties, nam ely, the fraction of <kl
agents, the convergence tin e, and the variance of wealh, are discussed in Sections ¥V T to
NV It respectively. T he paper is concluded in Section [IX!.

II. THE M INORITY GAME

W e consider a population of N agents com peting sl shly to be in the m inority group
in an environm ent of lin ited resources, N being odd P]. Each ofthe N agents can m ake a
decision 1 or 0 at each tin e step, and them nority group w ins. For typical controltasks such
as the distrbution of shared resources, the decisions 1 and 0 m ay represent two attemative
resources, so that lss agents utilizing a resource in plies m ore abundance. For econom ic
m arkets, the decisions 1 and 0 correspond to buying and selling respectively, so that the
buyers can win by belonging to the m inority group, as a consequence of the price being
pushed down when supply is greater than dem and, and vice versa.

E ach agent m akes her decision independently according to herown nite set of strategies,
random ly picked before the gam e starts. Each ofher s strategies is based on the history of
the gam e, which is the tin e serdes of the w inning bis in the m ost recent m steps. Hence,
m isthem em ory size. There are D 2! possble histordes, thus D is the dim ension of the
strategy space. W hile m ost previous work considered the case D N ,wewillmanhly study
thecasem & 1 in thispaper. Aswe shallsee, thissinpli cation enablesustom ake detailed
analysis of the system , revealing m any new features.

A strategy is then a Boolean function which m aps each ofthe D histories to decisions 1
or 0. Denoting the winning stateat tinetby ) ( &) = 1;0), we can convert an m bit
history (¢ m + 1); ; () to an Integer historical stat® of m odulo D , given by

IX 1
) = t B2; @)
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and the B oolan decisions of strategy a responding to input state aredenotedby _ = 1;0,

a

corresponding to the binary decisions _ = 1 via 2 1. For subsequent analyses

a a a
of strategies, the label a of a strategy is given by an integer between 0 and 2P 1, where

1
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T he success of a strategy ism easured by its cum ulative payo (@lso called virtual point
In the literature), which increases (decreases) by 1 if it indicates a w inning (losing) decision
at a tim e step. Note that the payo s attrdbuted to the strategies at each step depend only
on the signs of the decisions, and is independent of the m agnitude of the w inning m argins.
This is called the step payo , and ollow s the original version ofthe M G R]. M any recent
studies used payo s wih m agnitudes Increasing w ith the di erence between the m aprity
and m norty population. In particular, payo sthat are linear in the population di erence
are called linear payo s, and are found convenient in the application of analytical techniques
such as the replica m ethod [] or the generating fiinctional analysis {[4]. In the analysis of
this paper, the step payo ism ore convenient.

At each tin e step, each agent chooses, out of her s strategies, the one w ith the highest
cum ulative payo  (updated every step irrespective of whether it is adopted or not) and
m akes decisions accordingly. The di erence between the totalnum ber of w nning and losing
decisions of an agent up to a tin e step is called her wealh at that tim e. T he long-term goal
of an agent is to m axin ize her wealth.

To m odel diversity am ong the agents, the agentsm ay enter the gam e w ith diverse pref-
erences of their strategies. This m eans that each agent has random Integer biases to the
Iniial cum ulative payo s of each of her s strategies. W e are interested In how the extent
of random ness a ects the systam behavior, and there are m any choices of the bias distrdou—
tion. A natural choice is the m ultinom ial distrbution, which can be m odeled by assigning
Integer biases to the s strategies of each agent, which add up to an odd Integer R . Then,
the biased payo ofa strategy of an agent obeys a m ultinom ial distribution w ith m ean R=s
and variance R (s 1)=<¢. The ratio R=N is referred to as the diversity.

For the binom ial case s = 2 and odd R, which will be studied here, no two strategies
have the sam e cum ulative payo s throughout the gam e. Hence there are no ties, and the
dynam ics of the gam e is determm inistic, resulting in highly precise sim ulation results useful
forre ned com parison w ith theories. T his is In contrast w ith previous versions of the gam e,
which corresoond to the specialcase ofR = 0.

Furthem ore, for an agent holding strategies a and b with a < b), the biasessa ect her
decisions only through the bias di erence ! of strategy a with respect to b. Hence we kt

Sap (!') be the num ber of agents holding strategies a and b, where the bias of strategy a is



displaced by ! with respect to b, and is disordered average is

N 1 R
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To describe the m acroscopic dynam ics of the system , we de ne the D -din ensional phase

}-Sab (M)i=

soace w ith the com ponentsA  (t), which is the fraction ofagentsm aking decision 1 resoond—
Ing to nput oftheir used strategies, subtracted by that for decision 0. W hile only one of
the D oom ponents corresoonds to the historical state () ofthe system , the augm entation
to D oom ponents is necessary to describe the attractor structure and the transient behavior
ofthe system dynam ics.

T he key to analysing the system dynam ics is the cbservation that the cum ulative payo s
of all strategies digplace by exactly the sam e am ount when the gam e proceeds, though their
Initialvaliesm ay be di erent. Hence for a given strategy pair, the pro I ofthe cum ulative
payo distrbution rem ainsbinom ial, but the peak position shiftsw ith the gam e dynam ics.
Hence once the cum ulative payo sare known, the state Jocation in the D -din ensionalphase

Soace is given by

X
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where (@) is the cumulative payo of strategy a at tine t, S, is the number of agents
holding 2 identical strategies labelled a, and  (x) is the step function of x. For agents
holding non-identical strategies a < b, the agents m ake decision according to strategy a if
'+ L @© b () > 0, and strategy botherw ise. Hence ! + , (©) b (£) is referred to as the
preference of a w ith respect to b. In tum, the cum ulative payo ofa strategy a is updated
by

et D= 0 L “sna ©@: 5)

Fig.T @) illustrates the convergence to the attractor for the visualizable case of m =
1. The dynam ics proceeds In the direction which tends to reduce the m agniude of the
com ponents of A (t) E(-}]. However, a certain am ount of m aladaptation always exists in the
system , so that the com ponents of A  (t) overshoot, resulting in periodic attractors of period
2D , as reported in the literature {{,18]. T he state evolution is given by the integer equation

(t+ 1)=mod@ @®+ ©;D); (6)



so that every state appears as historical states two tin es in a steady-state period, w ith

(t) appearing as 0 and 1, each exactly once. One occurence brings A from positive to
negative, and another bringing it back from negative to positive, thus com plkting a cycle.
T he com ponents kesp on oscillating, but never reach zero. This results in an antipersistent
tin e serdes [19]. For the exam pke in Fig. 1 (@), the steady state is descrbed by the ssquence

= ©=0;1;1;0; 7

w here one notes that both states 0 and 1 are followed by 0 and 1 once each.

Form = 2, there are 2 attractor sequences as shown in Fig.T (),

(t) = 0;1;3;3;2;1;2;0; (8)

= 0;1;2;1;3;3;2;0: 9)

A gain, one notes that each of the states 0, 1, 2, 3 are ollowed by an even ( () = 0) and
an odd state ( ) = 1) once each. Furthem ore, we note that the attractor sequences in
Eags. @) and (9) are related by the conjugation symmetry (t) ! 3 (t) . Forgeneralvaluies
ofm , an attractor ssquence can be cbtained by starting w ith the state )= © =0,
and assigning () = 1 if the value of (t) appears the rst tine in the sequence, and
0 the second time, such as the attracters in Eq. (1) and @). In general, other attractor
sequences can be obtained by com puter search, and the num ber of attractor sequences can
be veri ed to be 2 =2D , which fom s the de Bruih sequence in temm s ofm , corresponding
to the num ber of distinct ring con gurations of length 2D , orwhich all sub-strings of length
m + 1 are distihct Q.

T he population averages of the decisions oscillate around 0 at the steady state. Since a
large di erence between the m a prity and m inority populations In plies ne cient resource
allocation, the ine ciency of the gam e is often characterized by the nom alized variance

2N ofthe population m aking decision 1 at the steady state. Since this population size at
tinetisgivenby N (I A ®)=2,wehave

= lim

i Nh ) MM OLFi; 10
N tllz@ © (© i T i 10)

whereh i, denotes tin e average at the steady state.
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FIG.1l: (@) The state motion of a sam ple in the phase space orm = 1, s= 2, N = 1023 and
R = 16383. Em pty dots: transient states. Solid dots: attractor states. (o) T he attractors in the
phase subspace of A’ and A? orm = 2. 6 of the 8 states rem ain I the second quadrant of the
subspace ©m ed by A2 and A°%. The Iocation of the other 2 states are indicated in the A3 and A°
subspace, nstead of the A! and A? subspace. The numbers in the circles denote the elem ents of

the attractor sequences in Egs. @) and {:9}) .

Asshown in Fig.2, thevariance 2N ofthe population fordecision 1 scalesasa finction
ofthe com plexity D =N , agreeing w ith previous observations [8]. W hen  issm all, gam es
w ith Increasing com plexity create tin e serdes of decreasing uctuations. A phase transition
takes place around . 03, after which i increases gradually to the lin it of random
decisions, with 2=N = 025.W hen < ., the occurences of decision 1 and 0 responding

to a given historical state  are equal, and is referred to as the symm etric phase RL]. On
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FIG.2: The dependence of the variance of the population m aking decision + on the com plexity
for di erent diversities at s = 2 averaged over 128 sam ples. T he horizontal dotted line is the lin i

of random decisions.

the other hand, in the asym m etric phase above ., the occurences of decisions are biased
for at Jeast som e history
Figure?? also show s the data collapse ofthe variance fordi erent values of diversity . &
is observed that the variance decreases signi cantly w ith diversity in the symm etric phass,
and remains una ected In the asymm etric phase '22]. Furthem ore, for a game e ciency
prescribed by a given variance 2=N , the required com plexity ofthe agents ism uch reduced.
The dependence of the variance on the diversity is further shown in Figs.3 and 4 for
meanory sizesm = 1 andm = 2 regpectively. The follow ing three regin es can be identi ed
and explained in Sections {IIT to V' respectively: (@) muldnom ial regim e: when N 1,
2N N w ih proportionality constants dependent onm ; () scaling regim e: when 1,
2N ! with proportionality constants independent of m for m not too large; (c)
kinetic sam pling regim e: when N, 2N deviates above the scaling with ! due to
kinetic sampling e ects as explained below, and the scaling is given by 2=N £ (),
where  isthe kinetic step size given by
r_ s _
N 2. 2ﬂ; 11)
R
and f, isa function dependent on them em ory sizem .

To analyse the behavior In these regin es, we derive the follow ing expression for the step
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FIG.3: The dependence of the variance of the population m aking decision + on the diversity at
m = 1 and s= 2. Symbols: sin ulation results averaged over 1024 sam ples. Solid lnes: theory.

D ashed-dotted line: scaling prediction.
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FIG .4: The dependence of the variance of the population m aking decision + on the diversity at
m = 2 and s= 2. Notations are the sam e as those ofFjg.-';. Inset: A com parison of the variances

atm = landm = 2 in Figs.3 and 4.
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A () At+1) A (),attinet.UsingEq. {4), we have

X

1
A = N Sap(M)E [P+ a2+ 1) p(tt 1)] L+ .0 b, )

a< b;!

12)

Since the argum ents ofthe step functions are odd integers, nonzero contribbutionsto Eq. {12)

com e from term swih '+ L (& 1) it 1) = land !+ () b () = 1.UsingEqg. ®),
the two argum ents di er by G p,)SONA () with = (t) . Hence the conditions for
nonzero contributionsbecom eequivalentto ! + 4 (t) b () = land , = 2sgnA (o)
for = (t) . This reduces the steps to
X
A = N Sap(t) !+ L0 b () 1) b 2sgnA ©)( ) (, L)
a<b;!;

13)
where = (t),and (@)= 1 ifn= 0, and 0 otherwise. For = (t), this can be further
simpli ed to

2 X
A (= snA (t)N— Sa( 1 0O+ 0O (4 L 2s9nA (©); (14)

a< b;

To interpret this resul, we note that changes n A (t) are only contrbuted by ckle agents
w ith m arginal preferences of their strategies. That is, those with ! + (t) t) = 1
and = 2sgnA () for = (t) . Furthem ore, the step points in the direction that
reduces the m agnitude of A ().

Sin ilarly, the steps along the direction  other than the historical state  (t) are given
by
X

Sav( 1 20O+ »®) (o H 2smA O )G ) 15)

A(t)—1
N

a<b;
where = (t) . T his show sthat the steps along the non-historical direction are contributed
by the subset ofthose ckle agents that contribute to the step along the historical direction,
and they can be positive or negative.
N ext we consider the disordered average of the steps .n Eq. (13). For this purpose, it is

convenient to decom pose the cum ulative payo s as

X
a0 = k © .7 16)

11



where k () is the number of w ins m inus losses of decision 1 up to tine t when the gam e
responded to history . Since there are 2° variablesof , (t) and D variables ofk (t), this
deoom position greatly sin pli es the analysis, and describes explicity how . (t) depends on
the strategy decisions. Introducing the integral representation ofthe K ronecka delta for the
preference, we can factorize the contrlbutionsof , (t) b (£) Into a product over the states,

¢+ 0 L 1= —et D gkl bl a7)

w here the explicit dependence on t is om itted for convenience here and in the subsequent
derivation. U sing the identities

1
(o 2mA ) = S0 DsmmA L 18)

e * v = o + (, L)ish cos + _ ,si® ; @9)

and introducing the average n Eq. (), we obtain the fllow ing factorized expression from

Eq. @3) or = @),
Z
.1 X R 1 2d ;.4
h A ®i= 22 1 R_! R 2—e

a<b;!; 2 0
1
ZD— (a b)SgnA ab]( )(a b)
ok + (, ,)ishk ocosk + , s’k ]
Y

ok + (, ,)isnk ocosk + _ s’k I (20)
6
The summ ation over a < b can now be replaced by half tin es the independent sum m ations
over a and b. Noting that for given states ; ::: ,

X
= 0; @1)

a
we nd that alltem s in the expansion of Eq.!(2D) vanish ifthey contain unpaired decisions

. 0r ,.The nalresul is

zZ , Y

d
h A {©i= smnA 2—0053 cos@k  sgnA ) ok : 22)
0 s

Eq. £2) describbes the change induced by the payo component k (t) increm ented by
sonA (£). Since the step size depends on tin e In plicitly through the payo com ponents,

12



the sum of all changes induced by k (t) increm ented from 0 yields

Z
2 d snk oosk Y
M © A 0i= — o —————— ok : (23)
0 2 sin .

Sin ilarly, the steps along the non-historical direction are given by

z, v
h A (t)i= 2—oosR sink cosk s @k sgnA 1) ok ; 4)

0 s

where 6 () = . The same resulk can be obtained from Eq. £3) by considering the
di erence of 2 equations when one ofthe states labeled becom e historical and k changes

by  sonA .

ITT. THEMULTINOM IAL REGIM E

W hen N !, orR 1, there is a nite number of clusters of agents who m ake
identical decisions throughout the gam e. Since there are m any agents in a typical cluster,
their denticaldecisions w illcause large uctuations in theirbehavior. C onsider the exam pl
ofm = landR = 1. There areonly 4 strategies. Fora pair ofdistinct strategies, there isan
average of N =8 agents picking them , and N =16 agents in each clusterwith biases 1.Asa
result, we have 2=N N . The proportionality constant depends on m , and is sensitive to
thepro I ofthe biasdistrdbution. Since we consider the m ultinom ialdistrbution in Eq. (3)
In this paper, we call this the m ultinom ial regin e. Another choice In the literature is the
bin odal distroution {1,12,13,14, 15]

Consider the casem = 1. Egs. £22) and @4) show thatthe step sizeh A ()i O ()

, which m ay have di erent behavior.

and is thus selfaveraging. Since A (0) is G aussian w ith varance N !, the values of A (t)
at the attractors can be computed to O (1). Depending on the initial position A (0)

@1 0);A°(0)), 4 attractors can be identi ed. Forexam ple, ifA (0) lies .n the rst quadrant,
and the initial historical state is 0, then the payo components k k);k° ) at the
attractor are given by kK (0) = (0;0), k@) = ( L;0), k@) = ( 1; 1),k@ = ( 1;0),
provided that when A () = O to order 1, A () is also equalto 0 to order N 172,
Analysis can be simnpli ed by noting that when the payo oom ponents k (t) are restricted

to the values 0 and 1, Eqg. {23) can be w ritten as
Z 2

P .
A=k d—(oos yErrz o kol o

o 2 Re1v2 o % 5 @3)
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FIG.5: (@d) The 4 attractors form = 1 and s= 2 in the multinom ial regim e. T he tin e steps

are relabeld w ith t= 0 corresponding to the state w ith (t) = 0 and t+ 1)= 1.

where ¢, 2" niz for even integer n, and we have used the facts that A (t) is self-

averaging, A (0) N 7. The locations of the 4 attractors are shown in Fig.§ and
summ arised in Table:.

T he variance of A (t) ofthe historical states (t), averaged over the period for each
of the 4 attractors, can be obtained from Tablk . The variance of decisions in Eq. @0),
averaged over the 4 attractors, is then given by
N
iy A (L PRRNESEC SER L SEE (26)
T he theoretical values are com pared w ith sinulation results for the rst 3 points of each
curve corresponding to given valies of N in Fig.3. The agream ent is excellent. Note that

the variance in this regin e deviates from the scaling relation with !

In the next regin e,
asevident from the splaying down from the linear relation in Fig.3. H owever, when R 1,
R+1  @a3 P 2= R, 22N reducesto 3=16 , show ing that the deviation from the @
scaling gradually vanishes.

Now oconsider the casem = 2. Starting from initial positions near the origin of the 4-
din ensional phase space, we consider the attractors resulting from the 16 quadrants and 4
nitialstates. W e nd 16 attractors forthe attractor ssquence in Eg. (8) . The positions ofone

ofthe attractors are summ arised iIn Tablk :j;, and the values of A (t) for the historical states

14



t|ki® ko® | AT A°® |k ko | AT® A°@®
@) b)

0 1 1 R+3  CR+3 0 1 0 R+1

1 1 0 R+1 o* 0 0 0 o*

21 0 0 o* 0 1 0 Cr+1 0

3 1 0 &R+ OF 0 0 0 o*
© d)

ol o0 0 0 0 1 0 &k+1 O

1 0 1 0 R+1 1 1 R+3  R+3

2| 1 1 | ®+3  r+s 0 1 0" R+1

3 0 1 0 R+l 1 1 R+3 R+3

TABLE I: The 4 attractors form = 1, s = 2 in the mulinom il regim e. Tn Tabls,I and IJ, the
tin e steps are relabeled w ith t= 0 corresponding to the state w ith ) = 0and t+ 1) = 1, the
superscripts  of the value 0 indicate the possblk signs to order N ™2, and A  (t) w ith asterisks

correspond to the historical states, which are used to com pute the variance of decisions In Eg. ('_1-(_11) .

= (), which are used to com pute the variance of decisions .n Eq. @0) are sum m arised
in Table II]. A veraging over the period and over the attractors, the variance of decisions in

Eqg. @0) becom es

2
N
N_ = ﬁ(l4cé+7+ 41C§+5+ 42C§+3+ 15C§+1
+2GR+7GR+s5  2@+7%R+3t 2&R45Gk+3 2@+5Gk+1): @7)

Since the attractor sequence in Eq. () is related to Eq. @) by conjigation symm etry, this
expression is already the sam plk average of the variance. A gain, the theoretical values of
the st 3 points of each curve in Fig.# have an excellent agreem ent w ith the sin ulation
resuls, and deviates from the ! scaling in the next regine. W hen R 1, xR+ @+3
GR+5  ®+7 P 2= R, 22N approaches 7=32

T he variance of decisions for higher values ofm can be obtained by exhaustive com puter
search starting from the 2° quadrants of the phase space and the D initial states. Since the
num ber of cases grow s rapidly wih D , onem ay use a M onte C arlo sam pling of the niial

conditions to determm ine the variance.
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1|1 0 0 O |x+1 O 0 0
21 1 0 0 |k+3 sz O 0
311 1 0 1| xis ®es 0 @xes
4| 1 1 0 0 |xr+3 xr+3 O 0

511 1 1 0 | ®+5 ®R+s5 x+s O

6 l O l 0 CR+3 O CR+3 0

7171 0 0 O |x+1 O 0 0

TABLE II: An atractor orm = 2, s= 2 in themulinom ial regim e w ith the sequence in Eq. {8).

Before we close this section, we rem ark that the perodic average of the decisions A (t)
at the historical states = (t) have a vanishing sam plk average, but the periodic average
does not necessarily vanish for individual sam ples. For exam ple, the attractor (a) in Tabl T
has a periodic average of FA  (t)i= @+1 1t x+3)=2 at the histordcal states = (t). The
variance is often regarded asam easure ofthe system e ciency, based on the cbservation that
the average decisions vanish at high valuesofm [, &, 21]. However, this is not the case for
the Iow values ofm we are studying. In the context ofm arket m odeling, a nonzero periodic
average of decisions indicates the existence of arbitrage opportunities, and in the context
of m odeling m ultiagent control, it m eans that there is an inbalance In the utilization of
resources. Hence the variance cannot be regarded as an Intrinsic m easure ofglobale ciency.
N evertheless, the phase space m otion points in the direction of reducing the w nningm argin,
as seen in Eq. {14), which traps the attractors around the origin, as shown in F igs.’, and §.
A s a result, the average of decisions is bounded by the step sizes at the attractor, so that
an allvariances also In ply an all averages, and the variance can stillbe considered as a good

approxin ate m easure ofe ciency.

Iv. THE SCALING REGIM E

W hen 1, the clusters of agents m aking identical decisions e ectively becom e con—
tinuously distrbuted In their preference of strategies. Since the shift of preferences at the
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A ttractor 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
O)y=20| O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
=1 0 0 0 0 R+3 R+5 R+5 R+7
@)=3 O x+s O &+7 O x+3 O XR+5
B)= 3| ®+s 0" XR+7 0" XR+3 0" XR+5 0"
@=2 0 0 ®+5 @®+7 O 0 R+3 R+5
G)= 1| cr+5 R+7 ®R+3 ®es O 0" 0" 0
6)= 2| ®®+3 xR+5 o o* R+5 XR+7 o* o*
(M =0] ®R+1 ®R+3 ®R+3 R+5 XR+3 R+5 R+5 R+7

A ttractor 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
0)=0] ®+1 X®+3 ®+3 ®R+5 XR+3 ®R+5 XR+5 XR+7
@=1 O 0 0 0 R+1 R+3 XR+3 R+5
@)=3] 0 ®+3 O ®+s O &x+1 O Cr+3
@)= 3| ®+3 0" XR+5 0" XR+1 0" R+3 0
@=2 0 0 ®+3 ®R+s5 O 0 GR+1 R+3
G)= 1] ®R+3 @®R+5 ®R+1 ®+3 O0F 0" 0" 0"
6)= 2| ®R+1  ®R+3 0" 0" ®R+3 XR+5 0" 0
7)y= 0| of o+ o+ o* o+ o* o+ o*

TABLE IIT: ThevaluiesofA (t) for the historical states = (t) for the attractorswithm = 2,
s= 2 themultinom alregine n Eq. @). T he tin e steps are relabeled w ith t= 0 corresponding

to the state w ith ) = 0 and (t+ 1) = 1, the superscripts of the value 0 indicate the signs

to order N 172,

attractor ism uch narrower than the soread-out preference distriboution, the size of the clus-

ters sw itching strategies is e ectively independent of the detailed pro Il of the preference
distribution. For generic preference distributions, the w idth scales as P E, and hence the
size of typical clusters scales asR  '™2. This Jeads to the scaling of the variance 2=N !
R3]. Com pared w ith the typical cluster size of scaling asN in the m ultinom ial regin e, the
typical cluster size in the scaling regin e only scales aspN_. N evertheless, it is su clently

num erous that agent cooperation in this regin e can be described at the level of statistical
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distrdoutions of strategy preference, resulting in the scaling relation.
. o
In the IntegralofEqg. ¢2), signi cant contrbutions only com e from 1=R or
P_
1= R, so that the factor co® can be approxin ated by exp( R?=2). This sinpli es

Eq. @2) to
r__

h A @©i= ingnA ®) ©8)

or = (). Since the step sizes scale as R 12, they ram ain selfaveraging. Sim ilarly,

h A (t)i= 0ushgEq. £4). The 2 cases can be summ arized as

r

A = i ® —ZSnA () 29)

T his resul show s that the preference distribution am ong agents of a given pair ise ectively
a Gaussian with varance R, so that the number of agents sw itching strategies at tine t
scales as 2 tin es the height of the G aussian distribution (2 being the shift of preference per
step), which is P 2= R.Thus by spreading the preference distribution, diversity reduces the
step size and hence m aladaptation.

Asaresul of Eq. £9), them otion in the phase space is rectilinear, each step only m aking
amove of xed size along the direction of the historical state. C onsequently, each state of
the attractor is con ned In a D -din ensional hypercube of sjzep E, rrespective of the
Initialposition ofthe A ocom ponents. Thiscon nem ent enables us to com pute the varance
of the decisions. W ithout loss of generality, ket us relabel the tin e steps In the periodic
attractor, wih t = 0 corresponding to the state with t) = 0 and t+ 1) = 1. We
denote ast the step at which state rst appears in the relabeled sequence. Forexam pl,
th=0,t =1, = 4and g = 2 for the attractor sequence n Eq. @).)

W hen state rst appears in the attractor on or after t = 0, the winning state is

(t ). Furthem ore, since there is no phase space m otion along the nonhistorical directions,
A ()= A (0). Since the winning state is detem ined by the m inority decision, we have
A OR &) 1]1< 0.Sinilarly, when state appears in the attractor the second tin g, the
winning state is1 t),andA ®© =2 O+ R ) 1%) H.Thewjnnjng condition

InposssthatA ()L 2 ()]< 0.Combining,
r___

2
—R<A OR €) 11< 0: (30)
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Suppose the gam e starts from the nitial state A, which are G aussian variables w ith m ean

p
0 and variance 1=N . They change In steps of size 2= R until they reach the attractor,

whose 2D historical states are then given by
r__ r__ ! r ( r__ ! )

R 2 R
— frac —AO and —R frac 7AO 1 H (31)

w here frac (x) represents the decin alpart ofx. Using Eq. {LQ), this corregponds to a variance

of decisions given by 2N = f( )=2 ,where
* 8w r | #2 r | 9
1 X 1< R R 1”
£f()= — frac —A, frac —A, + =
D 0 2;
( " r_ ! #) 2t
1 X7 R 1
— frac —A, = : (32)
D 2 2
=0
Since A, are independent variables, £ ( ) issinpli ed to
* 0 r_ L+ * r_ '+,
1 R 1 R
f()= 1 — frac —A, + — frac —A, : (33)
D 2 D 2
Sihoe A, are G aussian variablesw ith mean 0 and variance N ', we have
% r_ l# ¥ 7 2 . 3
R ! g e
frac —A, = 44 =0 " (34)
r= 1
W hen 1, the integrals are dom inated by peaks at = 0 and = 1, yiklding
p— p—
hfrac( R=2A,)i= hlfrac( R=2A,)Fi= 1=2. Asaresul, £()= ( 1=2D )=2. On
the other hand, when 1, the step sizes becom e much sn aller than the variance of

A, o that ﬁﬁc(p R—=2A0) becom es a uniform distrbution between 0 and 1, leading to
hﬁ:ac(p R—=2A0)i = 1=2 and h[ﬁ:ac(p FZAO)]Zi = 1=3, resulting In (1 1=4D )=3 for

1. Hence £ () is a snooth function of varying, for exam ple, from 3=8 to 7=24 for
m = 1. Thus ?=N dependson mainly through the step size factor 1=2 , whereas £ ( )
m erely provides a higher order correction to the fiinctional dependence. T his acoounts for
the scaling regin e in F igs. 3 and 4. Furthem ore, we note that £ ( ) rapidly approaches 1=3
when m increases. Hence for general values of D , 2N ! 1=6 , provided that m is not
too Jarge. This leads to the data collapse of the variance form = 1 andm = 2 In the insst
of Fig.4.
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Analogous to the m ultinom ial regin e, the hypercube picture in plies that both the stan-
dard deviation and the average of A are bounded by the step size. Hence the variance isa
su cient measure of system e ciency.

This result can be com pared w ith that in [12], where i was found that the variance scales
as '™ in thepresence of random initialconditions. A sin ilar ™2 scaling was also reported
for the batch M G [14]. Their results are di erent from ours that the variance ise ectively
Independent ofD where = D =N ). However, the smulation data in Fig. :'2 Indicates that
the di erence may not be In con ict with each other. Fora su ciently large value of ,
say = 16, the data In the regin e Inm ediately below . appears to be consistent with a
power-law dependence w ith an exponent approaching 0.5, as predicted by [12, 14]. W hen

reaches lower values, the variance attens out, show Ing that our results are applicabl to

the regin e ofm being not too large.

V. THEKINETIC SAMPLING REGIM E

W hen N , the average step sizes scaleasN ! and are no Ionger selfaveraging. R ather,
Eq. (14) show s that the size ofa step along the direction ofhistorical states at tin e t is 2=N
tin es the num ber of agents who switch strategies at time t, which is Poisson distributed
wih amean =2, mplied by Eq. €§). Here is the average step size given by Eq. @1).
However, since the attractor is form ed by steps which reverse the sign of A , the average
step size in the attractor is lJarger than that In the transient state, because a Iong Jump is
the viciniy of the attractor ism ore likely to get trapped.

To consider the origin of this e ect, we focus in Fig.'p on how the average number
of agents, who hold the dentity strategy with [ = and is ocom plm entary strategy
b = 1 , depends on the preference ! + 4 br When the system reaches the steady
State In gameswih m = 1. Since the preferences are tim e dependent, we sam ple their
frequencies at a  xed tin e, say, inm ediately before t= 0 in the inset of Figip. O ne would
expect that the bias distrioution is reproduced. However, we nd that a sharp peak exists
at '+ »= 1. Thisvalue ofthe preference corresponds to that of the attractor step
from t= 3 tot= 0,when at state 0, decision 0 wins and decision 1 loses, and ! + b
changes from 1 to +1. The peak at the attractor step show s that its average step is
selforganized to be larger than those of the transient steps described by the background
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average number of agents

i

-2001  -1001 -1 1001 2001
preference (w+ Q, - Q,)

FIG.6: Experinentalevidence of the kinetic sam pling e ect form = 1: steady-state preference
distribbution of the average num ber of agents holding the identity strategy and its com plam ent,
Inmediately before t = 0, and = N = 1023 and averaged over 100000 sam pls. Inset: The

labeling of the tim e steps in the attractor.

distrbution. Sin ilarly form = 2, Fig."] show s the average num ber of agents who hold the

XOR strategy , and tscomplment | = when the attractor sequence isEq. (9). At

a
the attractor step Inm ediately before t= 4 In the inset ofF ig."], the state is 1. D ecision 1
w ins and decision 0 loses, changing the preference ! + p from 1 to +1, and hence
contrbuting to the sharp peak at ! + b= 1.

This e ect that favors the cooperation of larger clusters of agents is referred to as the
kinetic sam pling e ect. To describe this e ect, we consider the probability of B ( A)
of step sizes A in the attractor. For convenience, we only consider A > 0 forall
A ssum Ing that all states of the phase space are equally lkely to be accessed by the initial

condition, we have

X
Par ( A)= Par ( AGA); 33)
A

where P ( A ;A ) isthe probability of nding theposition A with displacement A 1n the
attractor. C onsider the exam plk ofm = 1, where there isonly one step along each axis A
T he sign reversal condition im plies that

Y
Pare ( AjA )= Ppoi( A) [ A@A + A)J; (36)
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average number of agents
w
T

-1001 -1 1001
preference (w+ Q, - Q,)

FIG.7: Experinentalevidence of the kinetic sam pling e ect form = 2: steady-state preference
distribution of the average num ber of agents holding the XOR strategy , and fscomplkment ,,
Inm ediately beforet= 4,and = N = 511 and averaged over 50000 sam ples. Inset: T he labeling

of the tim e steps In the attractor.

where Ppo;( A ) isthe Poisson distribbution of step sizes, yielding

Y
Patt( A)/ PPoi( A) A (37)

W e note that the extra factors of A favor large step sizes. T hus the attractor averages

h( A )%is, which are required fr com puting the variance of decisions, are given by

h( A )* A" A iy
h A* A o

h( A iy = (38)

Furthem ore, correlation e ects come Into action when the step sizes becom e non-self-
averaging. There are agents who contrbute to both A* and A , giving rise to their
correlations. Thus, the variance of decisions is higher when correlation e ects are con—

sidered. In Eq. {14), the strategies of the agents contrbuting to A" and A satisfy

N g = 2and , = 2 resgectively. Am ong the agents contributing to A", the
extra requirem ent of , = 2 Inplies that an average of 1=4 of them also contribute

to A . Hence, the number of agents contrbuting to both steps is a Poisson variable w ith

mean =8. Sim ilarly, the number of agents exclusive to the individual steps are P oisson
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varizbles w ith means 3 =8. A Igebraically, Eq. {4) can be decom posed as

2 X X
A = — Sa( T at b (a b+2r) (a b 2r)
a<br= 1
2 X X
+ = Saw( r  at p) (4 p T 20 (4 vt p + 2r)]g: 39)
a<br= 1

R espectively, the rst and temn s are equalto 2=N tin es the num ber of agents, comm on to
both steps A and exclusive to the Individual steps, wih means =8 and 3 =8, as can
be veri ed by a derivation sin ilar to that ofEq. (22) from Eq.!(14). Hence the denom inator

ofEqg. (38) is given by

noat 4 X e YeFT 3 Tew 3 a( ) )
A" A dpoi= — — — — ao + @+ a ):
EolT 2 %! 8 a! 8 a | ot 2 ) B
ap a+ ja
40)
E xpressing the m om ents of P oisson varables in tem s of their m eans, we arrive at
" #
2
hA+Aip-=il6— + — (41)
N2 8 8
Sin ilarly, the num erator of Eq. (3§) is given by
" #
4 3 2
h(A)2A+Aip-=l—6256— +240 — +40 — + — : 42)
N 8 8 8 8
Together we obtain
h( B )% 2 7+15 *+20 +4 @3)
et N2@ + 1) '
The possblk attractor states are given by A = m =N and m =N A ,wherem =
1; 3; :::; N A 1. Thisyields a varance of
*8 w #29+
2 N 11Xt @ o2 m 1 , 11X m 1 =
—=—= = — A — +-(1A) — — - A
N 4 :D _ N N 2 D , N 2 ;
44)
A veraging over the attractor states, we nd
> Th®N A*)%ae+ ThN A )i 8
= ; 45)

N 192N
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which gives, on combining with Eq. @43),

2 14 3+ 105 %2+ 132 + 24

— = : (46)
N 96N 2 + 1)
W hen the diversity is low, 1, and Eq. {48) reduces to  2=N 7=48 , agreeing w ith
the scaling result of the previous section. W hen N , Eq. (4p) has excellent agreem ent

w ith simnulation results, which signi cantly deviate above the scaling relation, as shown in
Fig.3.

W hen N ,Eq. (46) predictsthat ?=N should approach 1=4N . T his can be explained
as follow s. Analysis show s that only those agents holding the identiy strategy and its com —
plem ent can com pkte both hopsalongtheA axesafter they have adjisted their preferences
to! + b = 1. Since there are fewer and fewer <kl agents in the lim it N,
one would expect that a single agent of this type would dom inate the gam e dynam ics, and

2N would approach 1=4N .
However, as shown in Fig. 3, the sinulation data approaches the lin it 0:43=N when
N , signi cantly higher than 025=N . T his discrepancy requires the consideration ofthe
waitinge ect, which hasbeen sketched in [[f], and w illbe explained in details elsew here.

Next, we tum to the kinetic sasmpling e ects orm = 2. As shown in Fjg.il(b), the
situation is m ore com plicated than that ofm = 1 since there are two steps m oving along
the direction A* and A?. Consider the attractor sequence n Eq. ). The step A (1) can
initiate rom Al=m =N ,withm,= 1; :::; N A 1)+ 1, where Hr convenience the
state labels of the step sizes at tin e t are In plicitly taken to be the historical states ().
Sin ilarly, the step A (5) can initiate rom Al = ms=N ,withms=1; :::; N A (G) 1.
H owever, since the two steps are linked by steps along the direction A2, their positions are
no longer independent. Taking into consideration the m any possibilities of their relative
digplacem ents m ake the probkm intractable. As shown in Fig. §, we only consider the
m ost probable case that the two steps are sym m etrically positioned, that is, theirm idpoints
have the same A! coordinate. In this case, the possble initial positions of the steps are
A@l)=m,=N,wihm; = 1; :::; N A@Q)+N AGE2+1,andA B)= m=N ,wih
ms=m;+ N A @)+ N A (B)F2. Thus, the num ber of possible states along the direction
AlisN A @1)+N A (5)F4. Considering them otion in the 4 directions, the totalnumber of
possble statesis N A 0)=2][N A L)+ N A 5))=4]N A 2)=2][N A @)+N A (6))=4].
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NDA(1)

s

[NAA(5) — NAA(1))/2

FIG.8: The relative positions ofthe steps A (1) and A () forthecase A 5)> A (1). Here

they are shown symm etrically positioned.

E xtending the derivation of Eq. @3) to the case ofm = 2, we have
(

2 N 2
—=— 5h A0 4+ 5 Wr 26D
N 256 4 et
)
A @ A (6))?
+5h A Q)dge+ 5 (A )+4 ©) 16 ; @7)
att

w here the attractor averages are de ned as the Poisson averages weighted by kinetic sam —
pling. For exam plk,

hAO[IAM+ AG]IARQIAM@G+ A®B)] A0 o

h A 0)ia =
O o haOQIAQD+ AOG]I AQIAMA+ AW o

(48)

T his requires us to com pute P oisson averages such ash A (g) e . T he follow ing
dentity for Poisson averages isusefiil. C onsider a universal sest ofM elem ents, and the sizes
ofthe ssts B x aid their Intersections are Poisson distrdbouted. Then the expectation

ofthe product B x JBgiven by

YK X Y e
hB 1] 3B hBJ+  hB,\Bsi  hB i+ + B Ji: 49)
r=1 r<s ué rs r=1

T his dentiy can be proved by w riting

R R
B.J kJ=B (I 2 B,) x 2 By) (50)

=1 Be=1
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where (i 2 B,) ifi, 2 B, and 0 otherw ise. In the 1im it ofM approaching in niy, the case
that alli, are distinct yields the expectation value in the rst temm ofEq.(49), the case that
i, = iy corresponds to the second tem , and the case that all i, are identical corresoonds to

the last temm , and so on.

T herefore, we can w rite

zk(Yk X Y )

h A1) A (k)if\l_ b + ot b, + 1+ by 1)

r=1 r<s ué rs
where b, | ds the average number of agents sin ultaneously contributing to the steps
A () DA (T
C onsider the attractor sequence in Eq. ). Tracing the tin e evolution ofthe cum ulative

payo s, the step sizesat t= 2 and t= 6, for exam pl, are given by

2% X 33
A Q@)= - Saw( r @)+ @) (7 ¢ 2r); 52)
a<br= 1
_ EX X 9 11 2, 2 2 2 o .
A (6) = N Sap ( @)+ @+ 2 5 It 0) (St 2r): (B3)
a<brl= 1
Follow ing the analysis of Eq. 39), we ndb = by = =2. To nd b, we note that the

agents shared by the two steps satisfy ettherr= r"and ? = 2 Z= 2r,orr= ¢

I =0, 2 Z=2r.Thiskadsto

X X
by = S, r @+ peni (2 2 2r

a<br= 1

and

£ ¢ f+2n (2 Z+on+ (200hH (22 2png: (54)

The two tem s in this expression consist of the contrbutions to A (), with the extra

restrictionsof = 2 2= 2r,orl !=0and 2 ?= 2r regpectively. Since

a
2 p = 2rand 0with probabilities 1=4 and 1=2 respectively, we getlps = 3 =32. O ther
param eters are listed in Tabke|IV'. Thisenablsusto nd

haOQ[IAQD+ AOGI AA+ A®] AR
1 , . 169
= 32 ‘484 P42 242 (55)
8N 4 4

O ther expressions appearing in Eq. @1) can be found sim ilarly. The nalresul is

2160 °+ 1680 *+ 4772 G4 22 24 BB 4 17 56)
N 64N (32 >+ 84 2+ 12 4+ 2) ’
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Since the attractor sequence in Eq. () yields the sam e result, Eq. (56) isthe sam ple average
ofthe variance. W hen the diversity is low, 1,and Eq. 6§) reducesto =N = 5=32 ,
agreeing w ith the scaling resul of the previous section. W hen N ,Eq..56) shows that
the introduction of kinetic sam pling signi cantly in proves the theoretical agreem ent w ith
sin ulation resuls, asshown in Fig.4. W hen N ,Eqg. 6) inpliesthat *=N approaches
17=128N . This resul is not valid since it isbelow the lowest possible result of 1=4N when
each step is excuted by the strategy sw itching of only one agent. T he discrepency can be
traced to the approxin ation that the average number of states along the direction Al is
N A@)+ N (O)E2, whith is not precise for an all steps. For exam pl, it can take half
Integer values. W e w ill not pursue this issue further since, In any case, waiting e ects have

to be taken into acoount in analysing the case N .

=2 boibyibyibyibsibs
=4  Dbisibse
=8 D o1skoeibizibraibieilrs ibssilse
3 =32 Db oziboailosilesilee
=16 D o1siboasibizsilnae
=32 D o12;bo1ail0167b056 70124 70126 710245
3 =128 b 245026
=64 D25
=128 Db 01245k0126

=64 Db o125;k0246

TABLE IV: Values ofby, |, for the attractor sequence In Eq. (_8). The stepsatt= 3and t= 4

are identical, so are the stepsat t= 6 and t= 7. O ther unlisted param eters are zero.

In sum m ary, we have explained the reduction of variance by the reduction ofthe fraction
of ckleagentswhen diversity increases. T he theoreticalanalysis from Sectiond IITtoV spans
the 3 regines of amallR, ! scaling, and kinetic sam pling, yielding excellent argreem ent
w Ith sim ulations over 7 decades.

It is natural to consider whether the results presented here can be generalized to the
case of the exogenous M G, in which the nform ation () was random Iy and independently
drawn ateach tin e step t from adistrbution = 1=D [{]. Thisisdi erent from the present
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FIG.9: An attractor of the exogenousM mnority Game form = 1.

endogenous version ofthe M G, n which the Infom ation is determ ined by the sequence of
the w nning bits in the gam e history. The sim ilarities and di erences between the behavior

of those two versions have been a topic of nterest in the literature {6,17,18,19, 24,23, 24].

- e

r

Here we com pare their behavior In gam es of an allm using the phase space we Introduced.

In the scaling regin g, the picture that the states of the gam e are hopping between hy-
percubes in the phase space rem ains valid, as shown in Fig.'d orm = 1. At the steady
state, the attractor consists of hoppings along all edges of a hypercube, In contrast to the
endogenous case, In which only a fraction of hypercube vertices belong to the attractor.
T he behavior in the scaling regin e depends on the scaling of the step sizes w ith diversity,
rather than the actual sequence of the steps. C onsequently, the behavior is the sam e as the
endogenous gam e. In the kinetic sam pling regin e, the physical picture that lJarger steps are
m ore likely to be trapped ram ains valid, and the behavior rem ains qualitatively sin ilar to

the endogenous case.

VI. THE FRACTION OF FICKLE AGENTS

T his physical picture of the diversity e ects is further illustrated by considering the
fraction £ of ckle agentswhen the gam e has reached the steady state. T hey hold strategy
pairs whose preferences are distrdbuted near zero, and change sign during the attractor
dynam ics. Ascon med in Figs! 10 and 11, three regin es of behavior exist.

In themultinom ialregin e, we can m ake use of the explicit know ledge about the attractor

sequence and the evolution of the payo s in the attractor dynam ics. C onsider the exam ple
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FIG.10: The dependence of the fraction of ckle agents on the randomnessR atm = 1 and

s= 2. Notations are the sam e as those of F ig. 3.
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FIG.1l: The dependence of the fraction of ckle agents on the randomnessR atm = 2 and

s= 2. Notations are the sam e as those of Fig. 3.

ofm = 1.W e count the type of <kl agents labeled by the strategy pairs a < b and bias !
for allt, w ith preferences

P+ .0 b= 1 and b 2sgnA (0); ©o7)
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where = (t) . Equivalently, we have
; (58)
where . (@) isupdated by

et = O+ L 92 © 1 (59)

This enables us to count the types directly from the know ledge of the attractor sequences,
such as Egs. 1) and {§), without having to know the step sizes. Results orm = 1 and
m = 2 are listed in TablesV: and ¥V ] respectively. N ote that the values in the tables depend
on the convention of ordering the strategies a < b, and here the convention of Eq. () is
adopted. O ther conventions m ay classify the typeswith bias ! as !, orvice versa. Since
the average num ber of ckle agents of each type is given by Eq. (3), £ can then be cbtained
by sum m ing up the contrdbution from each type.

! @) ©) © @d)|Total

Total 7 7 7 7

TABLE V: The number of types of ckl agents for the attractors @)-d) in Fig. 5

Consider the exampl ofm = 1. Tabl ¥ shows that there are 7 types of ckle agents
for each attractor shown in Fig.'§. A veraging over initial states, we nd that an average of
25=4 types consist ofagentsw ith biases ! = 1, and an average of 3=4 typeswih ! = 3,
this result being ndependent of the ordering of a < b. Since the average num ber of agents

holding strategy paira < b isN =8, we have
1
f== s, =+ = —: (60)

Form = 2, the number of types of ckle agents for the 16 attractors in Table TIT are listed
in Tabke V. There are 194 types of ckle agents for each attractor. The fraction of kle
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agents is given by

£ = 1121 R 1 N 373 R 1 N 55 R 1 N 3 R 1 . 61)
1024 B2 2R 1024 22 2R 1024 B2 2R 1024 B R
In the scalihg regin e 1, we consider the lin i of R N in Eqg.'(§0), and obtain for
m=1,
r___
7 2
f=- —: ©2)
8 R

f = z 63)
R’

Attractor] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16|Total

!'= 3 0 3 5 10 8 16 16 23 7 20 22 28 24 33 33 38| 286

!'= 1] 19 42 42 54 52 59 69 66 76 73 76 75 91 84 94 85| 1057

!'=1 |120 87 92 71 93 70 66 59 90 72 72 60 75 55 54 49| 1185

1'=3 48 50 44 46 37 37 36 33 21 25 20 24 4 15 9 11| 460

!'=5 7 1 10 12 4 S5 7 9 O 3 3 3 0 1 0 1] 80

!=7) 060 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 O O O O O O O 0 5

Total |194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194

TABLE VI: Thenumberoftypesof ckleagents for the 16 attractors in Tablk [ITatm = 2.

In the kinetic sam pling regin e, the fraction of kle agents form = 1 is ocbtained by
replacing (A )? in the num erator ofEq. @B8) by @+ a; + a )=, Hllow ing the notation
used n Eq. @40). The resul is

14 %+ 39 + 8

£ = : (64)
8N 2 + 1)

In the lin it of low diversity, 1 and Eq. (64) reduces to Eq. (62). In the lin i of high

diversity, 1l and £ approaches 1N , In plying that a single agent would dom inate the

gam e dynam ics. However, since waiing e ects are neglcted, this result is considerably

Jower than the sin ulation results.
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Form = 2,the fraction of dkle agents isgiven by the size ofthe union sst of ke agents

at all steps,
* +
1 X X X
f = N_ b b + breu (65)
r r<s r<s<u att

where

haO[AL+ AOG] AE@IA@G+ AC® dpos

o, e = oOraa G A@QI[A®@) © b, I : (66)

h2aO[IAL+ AG] ARQ[IAGAG+ A®G I
The resul is

1552 4+ 8170 3+ LS% 24+ 2801 + 64
f= 169 : ©7)
32N 32 3+ 84 2+ =t 2)

In the lin it of low diversity, 1 and Eqg. {61]) reduces to Eq. {63). In the lin it of
high diversity, £ approaches 1=N . However, by tracing the types of ckle agents sw itching
strategies at each tim e step, one cannot nd any single type of agents who can contribute
to the dynam ics of all steps. In fact, the m inimum num ber of agents that can com plem ent
each other to com plete the dynam ics is 2. For exam ple, one agent can com plkte the steps
att= 0,1, 2, 3, 4, whilke the other one can com plkte the stepst = 5, 6, 7. Hence the
asymptotic Iim it of £ = 1=N is not valid. The source of the discrepancy is the sam e as
that for the Invalid resul of the asym ptotic varance of decisions explained in the previous
section.

As shown in Figs.1( and 11, the theoretical predictions are con m ed by sin ulations,
exoept In the regin e of extrem ely high diversity, where waiting e ects have to be taken into

account f1§].

VII. CONVERGENCE TIM E

M any properties of the system dependent on the transient dynam ics also depend on is
diversity. For exam ple, sihoe diversity reduces the fraction of agents sw itching strategies at
each tin e step, it also slow sdow n the convergence to the steady state. H ence the convergence
tin e increases w ith diversity.

W e consider the exam ple ofm = 1. The dynam ics of the gam e proceeds In the direction
which reduces the variance [§]. Th the m ultinom ial regin e, the initial position of A in the

phase space lies in the attractor. C onvergence to the steady state isalm ost instant. Starting
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FIG.12: The convergence paths starting from the initial state 0 In the 4 quadrants of the phase

space orm = 1.

from the initial state 0, the convergence tine is 2, 0, 0, 1 in the 4 resgpective quadrants of
the phase space in Fig. ;. For the initial state 1, the gam e has the sam e set of convergence
tin es, except that the order described is permm uted. Hence, the convergence tin e is 2, 1 and
0 w ith probabilities 1=4, 1=4 and 1=2 respectively, yielding the average convergence tin e of
3=4.

In the scaling regin e, i is convenient to m ake use of the rectilinear nature of the m otion

in the phase space. W e divide the phase space into hypercubes w ith dim ensions P 2= R.
Starting from the mitialstate 0, the convergence pathsare shown i Fig.12. T he convergence
tine ofan hnhitialstate from inside a hypercube is the num ber of steps it hops between the
hypercubes on its way to the attractor, as shown in Fig.13.

In general, the oonvergen% U'm_e is g'ﬁfen by thej(@qbﬂiw ng Cﬁses: @) 3x+ y+ 2 forx 0
and y x 1l,wherex= —JA'(0) andy=  —JA°0) ;) x 3y 4fory

and y X 2; 0 x+y 1forx 2 and y 1; ) yPorx= landy 0;

orx=y= 1.

T he average convergence tin e is then obtained by averging over the G aussian distribution
ofthe mitialA (0) wih mean 0 and varance 1=N . W hen is sn all, the nitial positions
are m ainly distrbuted around the origin, reducing the convergence tin e to that of the
multinom ial regine. W hen is lJarge, the initial positions are broadly distribbuted am ong

m any hypercubes in the phase space, and one can take a continuum approxin ation as shown

33

2

e 0



A A
315 o) (TR/2)"[3A"(0)+4°(0)]
5124 |7 "
5141113619 (mR/2) *[-4'(0)-34"(0)]
5(413|02]5|8|11]
a|l3l2|ol1]4a]7]10] 4
514(3|2|3|6
71654
918

FIG.13: The dependence of the convergence tim e on the initial position in the phase space for
< I
m = 1, starting from the Initialstate 0. T he din ensions of the hypercubesare 2= R . Inset: The

3 regin es of convergence tim e in the continuum lim it.

in the inset of Fig.13. T hus, the average convergence tin e is given by
r_ 7

1 Z 1 Z 0 Z
R Y
= — D x Dy@Bx+ y)+ Dy Dx( x 3y)
2N 0 x 1 1
Z, Z, )
+ Dx Dy( x+7y) ; (68)
1 0
2 P—
where D x dx e z= 2 isthe Gaussian measure. The resul is
P-—p_
= 2+ 2)p : (69)

As shown in Fig.14, there is an excellent agreem ent between theory and sin ulations.

The '*2 dependence ofthe convergence tin e can be interpreted as ©llow s. In the scaling
regin e, since the step size In the phase space scalesas l=p R and the nitialposition ofA has
com ponents scaling as l=p N , the convergence tin e should scak as (l=p N )= (l=p R) =2,
T his scaling relation ram ainsvalid in the kinetic sam pling regin e w here N , sihce kinetic

sam pling only a ects the description of the attractor, rather than the transient behavior.
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VIII. W EALTH SPREAD

Another system property dependent on the transient is the distrbution of wealth or
resources, especially those am ong the frozen agents (that is, agents who do not sw itch their
strategies at the steady state). Since the system dynam ics reaches a periodic attractor,
they have constant average wealth at the steady state. Hence any spread In their wealth
distrioution is a consequence of the transient dynam ics.

To sin Pplify the analysis, we only consider the agents who hold identical strategy pairs.
Since they never sw itch strategies, and both outputs 1 and 0 have equal occurence at the
attractor, their wealth averaged over a period becom es a constant, and theirwealth isequal
to the cum ulative payo ofthe identical strategies they hold.

In themultinom al regin e, the wealth of agents holding identical strategies a is given by
Ed. (L6), where k (t) are listed in Table if. Form = 1, the periodic average h .i. of the
cum ulative payo s of strategies and their variances th ,i%i, are listed .n Tabk ¥V If. Thus,
the wealth spread W is the variance hh aiﬁiEl ofh i, averaged over the four strategies and
the four attractors, and is equalto 5=8.

I dl@ b)) ©
holk |1 4] 1 01 O
hate | 1024 143
b |4 134 33
hsi |1 1|4 0 1 0
h o, 2 3033

TABLE VII: The varance th iﬁiel of the periodic average of wealth of the 4 strategies, for the 4

attractors ofm = 1.

In the scaling regin e, the nitial position m ay be located away from the origin of the
phase space. Using the hypercube picture of the transient m otion, we can work out the
cum ulative payo s of the strategies by considering their changes when their Initial position
shift to successive nejghbor:inj%hy_percubﬁs. The djstjp:(%bu_tjon ofv]gealth variance is shown in
Fig.1§5. In general, ifx = —AT(0) andy = —*A%(0) , then the average wealth
ofthe 4 strategies in TabkeVIfarex+ y+ 1, x+y 1=2,x y+ 1=2and x vy
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FIG.14: The dependence of the average convergence tin e on the diversity atm = 1.

respectively. This leads to a wealth spread of x* + y? + 3x=2+ y=2+ 5=8.

The value of W is then cbtained by averaging the wealth soread over the G aussian
distrdoution of the initial positions in the phase space, each com ponent A (0) with mean
0 and variance 1=N . W hen is an all, the initial positions are m ainly distribbuted around
the origin, reducing the wealth sopread W to the value at the m ultinom ial regin e. W hen
is large, the initial positions are broadly distributed am ong m any hypercubes In the phase

soace. Applying the continuum approxin ation,
Z Z

-2 px pyet+yh= o (70)
2N

The sam e scaling relation applies to the kinetic sam pling regine. As shown in Fig.1§,
agreem ent between theory and sinulations is excellent. Note that the behavior clossly

resem bles that of the convergence tim e in F ig.14, show ing that it is a transient behavior.

IX. DISCUSSIONS

W e have studied the e ects of diversity in the initial preference of strategies on a gam e
w ith adaptive agents com peting sel shly for nite resources. Introducing diversity is both
usefill In m odeling agent behavior in econom ic m arkets, and as a m eans to In prove dis-

tributed control. W e nd that it Jeads to the em ergence ofa high system e ciency. W e have
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FIG.16: The dependence of the variance of wealth on the diversiy am ong the agents holding

dentical strategies form = 1.

m ade use ofthe am allm em ory sizesm to visualize them otion In the phase space. Scaling of
step sizes acoounts for the dependence ofthe e  ciency on the diversity In the scaling regin e
( 1), whik kinetic sam pling e ects have to be considered at higher diversity, yielding the-
oretical predictions w ith excellent agreem ent w ith sim ulations up to N . However, when
diversity increases further, waiting e ects have to be considered [[6] and w ill be discussed
In details elsswhere. The varance of decisions decreases w ith diversity, show ing that the
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m aladaptive behavior is reduced. O n the other hand, the convergence tim e and the wealh
Foread Increases w ith diversity.

W hike the present results apply m ostly to the cases of an allm , qualitative predictions can
be m ade about higher values of m . An extension of Eq. £3) shows that when increases,
the step size becom es an aller and an aller in the asym ptotic Iim it. There is a critical slow
down since the convergence tine divergesat .= ' = 03183 [1§]. W hen exceeds o,
the step size vanishes before the system reaches the attractor near the origin, so that the
state of the system is trapped at locations w ith at least som e com ponents being nonzero.
T he Interpretation is that when  is Jarge, the distrdbbution of strategies becom e so sparse
that m otions in the phase space cannot be achieved by the sw itching of strategies. This
agrees w ith the picture of a phase transition from the sym m etric to asym m etric phase when

increases P1]. Tt is interesting to note that the value of . is close to the value of 03374
obtained by the continuum approxin ation [, 27] or batch update [[5] using linear payo
functions.

A nother extension to generalm applies to the sym m etric phase of the exogenous gam e.
In this case the attractor can be approxin ated by a hyperpolygon enclosing the origin of
the phase space. U sing a generating function approach, we have com puted the variance of
decisions, taking into account the scaling of step sizes and kinetic sam pling; the analysis
w ill be presented elsswhere. The resuls agree qualitatively with sim ulations of both the
exogenous and endogenous gam es, except for values of closs to .. In fact, when in-
creases, there is an increasing fraction of sam ples in which the attractors are m ore com plex
than hyperpolygons. For exam ple, in the endogenous case, there is an increasing fraction
of attractors whose periods are no longer 2D R8§]. Instead, their periods becom e m ultiples
of the fundam ental period 2D . It is ram arkable that the population variance is not seri-
ously a ected by the structural change of the attractor, probably because the dynam ical
description of such Jong-period attractors have strong overlaps w ith those of several distinct
attractors of period 2D .

Besides step payo s, the case of linearpayo sisequally interesting. In fact, the lattercase
has also been considered recently, and the variance of decisions is also found to decrease w ith
diversity P9]. Therearesigni cantdi erencesbetween the two cases, though, indicating that
agents striving to m axin ize di erent payo s cause the system to slforganize in di erent
fashions. The details w ill be explained elssw here.
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From the viewpoint of gam e theory, it is natural to consider whether the introduction
of diversity assists the gam e to reach a Nash equilbrium , in contrast to the case of the
hom ogeneous iniial condition where m aladaptation is prevalent. It has been veri ed that
N ash equilbria consist of pure strategies [§]. Hence all frozen agents have no incentives to
sw itch their strategies. In fact, since the dynam ics In the attractor is periodic for an all
m, wih states 1 appearing once each In response to each historical string, the payo s
of all strategies becom e zero when averaged over a period. Thus, the Nash equilbbrium is
approached in the sense that the fraction of ckl agents decreases w ith increasing diversity.
In the Im it of N , it isprobabl that only one dkle agent sw itches strateqgy at each step
in the attractor, as predicted by Eq. (64) orthecasem = 1. In this case, agentswho sw itch
their decisions cannot increase their payo s, since on sw itching, the m inority ones would
becom e losers, and the m aprity ones would change the m inority side to m a prity and lose.
(Though the <kl agents are not playing pure strategies, this argum ent in plies that their
payo s are the sam e as if they are doing s0.) Then a Nash equillbbrium is reached exactly.
H owever, asm entioned previously, waitinge ectsbeocom e In portant in the extrem ely diverse
Iim it, and there are cases that m ore than one <kl agent contribute to a single step In the
attractor dynam ics, and N ash equillbborium cannot be reached.

T he com bination of scaling and kinetic sam pling in accounting for the steady state prop—
erties of the system illustrates the in portance of dynam ical considerations in describing the
system behavior, at least for an all values of m . W e anticipate that these dynam icale ects
will play a crucial role in explaining the system behavior in the entire symm etric phase,
sinhce when  increases, the state m otion In a high din ensional phase space can easily shift
the tail of the cum ulative payo distrdbutions to the verge of strategy sw itching, leading to
the gparseness condition where kinetic sam pling e ects are relevant. D ue to their generic
nature nherent In m ultiagent system s w ith dynam ical attractors form ed by the collective
actions ofm any adaptive agents, we expect that these e ects are relevant to m nority gam es
wih di erentpayo functionsand updating rules, aswell as otherm ultiagent system sw ith
adaptive agents com peting for lim ited resources.

T he sensitivity ofthe steady state to the nitial conditions has in plications to adaptation
and leaming in gam es. First, when theM G isused asam odelof nancialm arkets, it show s
that the m aladaptive behavior is, to a large extent, an artifact of the hom ogeneous nitial

condition. In practice, when agents enter the m arket with diverse view s on the values of
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the strategies, the corresponding initial condition should be random ized, and the m arket
e ciency is better than previously believed. Seocond, when the M G is used as a m odel of
distributed load balancing, the present study illustrates the In portance to adopt diverse
Initial conditions In order to attain the optin alsystem e ciency. The e ect is ram iniscent
of the dynam ics of lraming in neural networks, In which case an excessive lreaming rate

m ight hinder the convergence to optinum [30].
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