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Abstract

W econsideraversion oflargepopulation gam eswhoseagentscom peteforresourcesusingstrate-

gieswith adaptablepreferences.Thegam escan beused to m odeleconom icm arkets,ecosystem sor

distributed control.Diversity ofinitialpreferencesofstrategiesisintroduced byrandom lyassigning

biasesto the strategiesofdi�erentagents. W e �nd thatdiversity am ong the agentsreducestheir

m aladaptivebehavior.W e�nd interestingscalingrelationswith diversity forthevarianceand other

param eterssuch astheconvergence tim e,thefraction of�ckle agents,and thevariance ofwealth,

illustrating theirdynam icalorigin.W hen diversity increases,the scaling dynam icsism odi�ed by

kinetic sam pling and waiting e�ects.Analysesyield excellentagreem entwith sim ulations.

PACS num bers:02.50.Le,05.70.Ln,05.40.-a
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M any naturaland arti� cialsystem s involve interacting agents,each m aking indepen-

dentdecisions to com pete forlim ited resources,butglobally exhibitcoordinated behavior

through theirm utualadaptation [1,2,3,4]. Exam plesinclude the form ation ofecological

patternsdueto thecom petition ofpredatorshunting forfood,thepriceadjustm entdueto

the com petition ofbuyersorsellersin econom ic m arkets,and the load adjustm entdue to

the com petition ofdistributed controllers ofpacket 
 ows in com puter networks. W hile a

standard approach isto analyse the steady state behaviorofthe system described by the

Nash equilibria[5],itislegitim atetoconsiderhow thesteady stateisapproached,sincesuch

processesare dynam icalin nature,and the approach m ay be interfered by the presence of

periodic,chaotic orm etastable attractors. Dynam icalstudiesare especially relevantwhen

oneconsidersthee� ectsofchanging environm ent,such asthatin econom icsordistributed

control.

Therecently proposed M inority Gam es(M G)areprototypesofsuch m ulti-agentsystem s

[2].Extensive studieshaverevealed thesteady-statepropertiesofthegam ewhen thecom -

plexity ofthe agentsishigh [6]. On the otherhand,the dynam icalnature ofthe adaptive

processes isrevealed when the com plexity ofthe agentsislow,wherein the � nalstatesof

thesystem depend on theinitialconditions,and thesystem often endsup with large
 uctu-

ationsat� nalstates,m uch rem otefrom thee� cientstatepredicted by equilibrium studies

[6,7].Thelarge
 uctuationsin theoriginalM G isrelated totheuniform ly zeropreferenceof

strategiesforallagents.Thishastobere-exam ined foratleasttworeasons.First,when the

gam eisused tom odeleconom icsystem s,itisnotrealistictoexpectthatallagentshavethe

sam epreferencewhen they enterthem arket.Rather,theagentshavetheirown preferences

according to their individualobjectives,expectations and available capital. For exam ple,

som ehavestrongerinclinationstowardsaggressivestrategies,and othersm oreconservative.

Furtherm ore,in gam eswhich usepublicinform ation only,identicalinitialpreferencesim ply

that di� erent agents would m aintain identicalpreferences ofstrategies at allsubsequent

steps ofthe gam e,which is again unlikely. Second,when the gam e is used to m odeldis-

tributed controlin m ulti-agentsystem s,identicalpreferencesofstrategiesoftheagentslead

to m aladaptivebehavior,which refersto theburstsofthepopulation’sdecisionsdueto the

agents’prem aturerush tocertain state[8,9].Asaresult,thepopulation di� erencebetween
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them ajority and m inority groupsislarge.Foreconom icm arkets,thiscorrespondsto large

price
 uctuations;fordistributed control,thiscorrespondstoan uneven resourceallocation;

both im ply low system e� ciency.Hence,m aladaptation hinderstheattainm entofoptim al

system e� ciency.

Therehavebeen m any attem ptsto im provethesystem e� ciency.Forexam ple,therm al

noise[10]orbiased strategies[11]arefound toreducethe
 uctuations.M orerelevanttothis

work,there were indicationsthatm aladaptation can be reduced by appropriate choicesof

theinitialcondition atthelow com plexity phase.Thedependence ofinitialconditionswas

noted in thereplicaapproach totheexogenousM G [6].System e� ciencycan beim proved by

random initialconditionsin theoriginalM G [12],orsystem sdriven by vectorized external

inform ation [7]. It was noted that the reduced variance can be obtained hysteretically

by quasistatic increase and decrease ofthe com plexity from an unbiased initialcondition,

clearly dem onstrating thenon-equilibrium natureofthisphenom enon [13].By generalizing

thestrategy evaluation m echanism to thebatch m ode,and using a payo� function linearin

thewinning m argin,thegeneratingfunctionalanalysisshowed that
 uctuationsarereduced

by biased startsoftheagents’strategy payo� valuations[14].Thesam eisvalid in itsnoisy

extension [15].However,no system aticstudiesaboutthee� ectsofrandom biaseshavebeen

m ade.

In thispaper,weconsiderthee� ectsofrandom nessin theinitialpreferencesofstrategies

am ongtheagents.Initialconditionscanbeselected tom akethesystem dynam icscom pletely

determ inistic,thus yielding highly precise sim ulation resultsusefulforre� ned com parison

with theories.Asweshallsee,aconsequenceofthisdiversityisthatagentssharingcom m on

strategies are less likely to adopt them at the sam e tim e,and m aladaptation is reduced.

This results in an im proved system e� ciency,as re
 ected by the reduced variance ofthe

population decisions.W e� nd interestingscalingrelationswith thediversity forthevariance,

and a num berofdynam icalparam eters,such astheconvergence tim e,thefraction of� ckle

agents, and the variance of wealth, illustrating their dynam icalorigin. W hen diversity

increases, we � nd that the scaling dynam ics is m odi� ed by a sam pling m echanism self-

im posed by the requirem ent ofthe dynam ics to stay in the attractor,an e� ect we term

kinetic sam pling.Prelim inary resultshavebeen sketched in [16].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows. Afterintroducing the M inority Gam e in Section II,

we discuss the variation of
 uctuations when diversity increases,identifying 3 regim es of
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behavior:m ultinom ial,scaling,and kinetic sam pling,analyzed in SectionsIIIto V respec-

tively. Besides the 
 uctuations,otherdynam icalproperties,nam ely,the fraction of� ckle

agents,the convergence tim e,and the variance ofwealth,are discussed in Sections VIto

VIIIrespectively.Thepaperisconcluded in Section IX.

II. T H E M IN O R IT Y G A M E

W e consider a population ofN agents com peting sel� shly to be in the m inority group

in an environm entoflim ited resources,N being odd [2].Each oftheN agentscan m ake a

decision 1or0ateach tim estep,and them inoritygroup wins.Fortypicalcontroltaskssuch

asthedistribution ofshared resources,thedecisions1 and 0 m ay representtwo atternative

resources,so that less agents utilizing a resource im 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 ofthe price being

pushed down when supply isgreaterthan dem and,and viceversa.

Each agentm akesherdecision independently accordingtoherown � nitesetofstrategies,

random ly picked beforethegam estarts.Each ofhers strategiesisbased on thehistory of

the gam e,which isthe tim e seriesofthe winning bitsin the m ostrecentm steps. Hence,

m isthem em ory size.ThereareD � 2m possiblehistories,thusD isthedim ension ofthe

strategy space.W hilem ostpreviouswork considered thecaseD � N ,wewillm ainly study

thecasem & 1in thispaper.Asweshallsee,thissim pli� cation enablesustom akedetailed

analysisofthesystem ,revealing m any new features.

A strategy isthen a Boolean function which m apseach oftheD historiesto decisions1

or0. Denoting the winning state attim e tby �(t)(�(t)= 1;0),we can convertan m -bit

history �(t� m + 1);� � � ;�(t)to an integerhistoricalstate ��(t)ofm odulo D ,given by

�
�(t)=

m � 1X

t0= 0

�(t� t
0)2t

0

; (1)

and theBoolean decisionsofstrategyarespondingtoinputstate� aredenoted by��a = 1;0,

corresponding to the binary decisions��a = � 1 via ��a � 2��a � 1. Forsubsequentanalyses

ofstrategies,thelabela ofa strategy isgiven by an integerbetween 0 and 2D � 1,where

a =

D � 1X

�= 0

�
�
a2

D � 1� �
: (2)
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The successofa strategy ism easured by itscum ulative payo� (also called virtualpoint

in theliterature),which increases(decreases)by 1 ifitindicatesa winning (losing)decision

ata tim e step.Notethatthepayo� sattributed to the strategiesateach step depend only

on the signsofthedecisions,and isindependentofthem agnitudeofthewinning m argins.

Thisiscalled the step payo�,and followsthe originalversion ofthe M G [2]. M any recent

studies used payo� s with m agnitudes increasing with the di� erence between the m ajority

and m inority population.In particular,payo� sthatarelinearin thepopulation di� erence

arecalled linearpayo�s,and arefound convenientin theapplication ofanalyticaltechniques

such asthereplica m ethod [6]orthegenerating functionalanalysis[14].In theanalysisof

thispaper,thestep payo� ism oreconvenient.

Ateach tim e step,each agentchooses,outofhers strategies,the one with the highest

cum ulative payo� (updated every step irrespective ofwhether it is adopted or not) and

m akesdecisionsaccordingly.Thedi� erencebetween thetotalnum berofwinning and losing

decisionsofan agentup to a tim estep iscalled herwealth atthattim e.Thelong-term goal

ofan agentisto m axim izeherwealth.

To m odeldiversity am ong theagents,the agentsm ay enterthe gam ewith diverse pref-

erences oftheir strategies. This m eans that each agent has random integer biases to the

initialcum ulative payo� sofeach ofhers strategies. W e are interested in how the extent

ofrandom nessa� ectsthesystem behavior,and therearem any choicesofthebiasdistribu-

tion. A naturalchoice isthe m ultinom ialdistribution,which can be m odeled by assigning

integerbiasesto the s strategiesofeach agent,which add up to an odd integerR. Then,

thebiased payo� ofa strategy ofan agentobeysa m ultinom ialdistribution with m ean R=s

and varianceR(s� 1)=s2.Theratio � � R=N isreferred to asthediversity.

Forthe binom ialcase s = 2 and odd R,which willbe studied here,no two strategies

have the sam e cum ulative payo� sthroughoutthe gam e. Hence there are no ties,and the

dynam icsofthe gam e isdeterm inistic,resulting in highly precise sim ulation resultsuseful

forre� ned com parison with theories.Thisisin contrastwith previousversionsofthegam e,

which correspond to thespecialcaseofR = 0.

Furtherm ore,foran agentholding strategiesa and b (with a < b),the biasesa� ecther

decisions only through the biasdi� erence ! ofstrategy a with respectto b. Hence we let

Sab(!)be the num berofagentsholding strategiesa and b,where the biasofstrategy a is
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displaced by ! with respectto b,and itsdisordered averageis

hSab(!)i=
N

22D � 1

1

2R

�
R

R � !

2

�

: (3)

To describe the m acroscopic dynam ics ofthe system ,we de� ne the D -dim ensionalphase

spacewith thecom ponentsA �(t),which isthefraction ofagentsm akingdecision 1respond-

ing to input� oftheirused strategies,subtracted by thatfordecision 0.W hileonly oneof

theD com ponentscorrespondsto thehistoricalstate��(t)ofthesystem ,theaugm entation

to D com ponentsisnecessary to describetheattractorstructureand thetransientbehavior

ofthesystem dynam ics.

Thekey to analysing thesystem dynam icsistheobservation thatthecum ulativepayo� s

ofallstrategiesdisplaceby exactly thesam eam ountwhen thegam eproceeds,though their

initialvaluesm ay bedi� erent.Hencefora given strategy pair,thepro� leofthecum ulative

payo� distribution rem ainsbinom ial,butthepeak position shiftswith thegam edynam ics.

Henceoncethecum ulativepayo� sareknown,thestatelocation in theD -dim ensionalphase

spaceisgiven by

A
�(t) =

1

N

X

a< b;!

Sab(!)f� [! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)]�
�
a + � [� ! � 
a(t)+ 
b(t)]�

�

b
g

+
1

N

X

a

Sa�
�
a; (4)

where 
a(t) is the cum ulative payo� ofstrategy a at tim e t,Sa is the num ber ofagents

holding 2 identicalstrategies labelled a,and � (x) is the step function ofx. For agents

holding non-identicalstrategiesa < b,the agentsm ake decision according to strategy a if

! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)> 0,and strategy botherwise.Hence! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)isreferred toasthe

preference ofa with respectto b.In turn,thecum ulative payo� ofa strategy a isupdated

by


a(t+ 1)= 
a(t)� �
��(t)
a sgnA ��(t)(t): (5)

Fig.1(a) illustrates the convergence to the attractor for the visualizable case ofm =

1. The dynam ics proceeds in the direction which tends to reduce the m agnitude ofthe

com ponentsofA �(t)[6].However,a certain am ountofm aladaptation alwaysexistsin the

system ,sothatthecom ponentsofA �(t)overshoot,resulting in periodicattractorsofperiod

2D ,asreported in theliterature[17,18].Thestateevolution isgiven bytheintegerequation

�
�(t+ 1)= m od(2��(t)+ �(t);D ); (6)
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so thatevery state � appearsashistoricalstatestwo tim esin a steady-state period,with

�(t) appearing as 0 and 1,each exactly once. One occurence brings A� from positive to

negative,and anotherbringing itback from negative to positive,thuscom pleting a cycle.

Thecom ponentskeep on oscillating,butneverreach zero.Thisresultsin an antipersistent

tim eseries[19].Fortheexam plein Fig.1(a),thesteady stateisdescribed by thesequence

�(t)= �(t)= 0;1;1;0; (7)

whereonenotesthatboth states0 and 1 arefollowed by 0 and 1 onceeach.

Form = 2,thereare2 attractorsequencesasshown in Fig.1(b),

�(t)= 0;1;3;3;2;1;2;0; (8)

and

�(t)= 0;1;2;1;3;3;2;0: (9)

Again,one notesthateach ofthe states0,1,2,3 are followed by an even (�(t)= 0)and

an odd state (�(t)= 1)once each. Furtherm ore,we note thatthe attractorsequences in

Eqs.(8)and (9)arerelated bytheconjugation sym m etry �(t)! 3� �(t).Forgeneralvalues

ofm ,an attractorsequence can be obtained by starting with the state ��(0)= �(0)= 0,

and assigning �(t) = 1 ifthe value of��(t) appears the � rst tim e in the sequence,and

0 the second tim e,such as the attracters in Eq.(7) and (8). In general,other attractor

sequencescan beobtained by com putersearch,and thenum berofattractorsequencescan

beveri� ed to be2D =2D ,which form sthedeBruijn sequence in term sofm ,corresponding

tothenum berofdistinctringcon� gurationsoflength 2D ,forwhich allsub-stringsoflength

m + 1 aredistinct[20].

The population averagesofthe decisionsoscillate around 0 atthe steady state. Since a

large di� erence between the m ajority and m inority populationsim pliesine� cientresource

allocation,the ine� ciency ofthe gam e is often characterized by the norm alized variance

�2=N ofthepopulation m aking decision 1 atthesteady state.Sincethispopulation sizeat

tim etisgiven by N (1� A�
�(t))=2,wehave

�2

N
= lim

t! 1

N

4
h[A ��(t)� hA�

�

(t)it]
2it; (10)

whereh it denotestim eaverageatthesteady state.
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FIG .1: (a) The state m otion ofa sam ple in the phase space for m = 1,s = 2,N = 1023 and

R = 16383. Em pty dots: transientstates. Solid dots: attractor states. (b)The attractorsin the

phase subspace ofA 1 and A 2 form = 2. 6 ofthe 8 states rem ain in the second quadrantofthe

subspaceform ed by A 3 and A 0.Thelocation oftheother2 statesareindicated in theA 3 and A 0

subspace,instead ofthe A 1 and A 2 subspace. The num bersin the circlesdenote the elem ents of

the attractorsequencesin Eqs.(8)and (9).

Asshown in Fig.2,thevariance�2=N ofthepopulation fordecision 1scalesasafunction

ofthecom plexity� � D =N ,agreeingwith previousobservations[8].W hen � issm all,gam es

with increasing com plexity createtim eseriesofdecreasing 
 uctuations.A phasetransition

takes place around �c � 0:3,after which it increases gradually to the lim it ofrandom

decisions,with �2=N = 0:25.W hen � < �c,the occurencesofdecision 1 and 0 responding

to a given historicalstate � are equal,and isreferred to asthe sym m etric phase [21]. On
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FIG .2: The dependence ofthe variance ofthe population m aking decision + on the com plexity

fordi�erentdiversitiesats= 2 averaged over128 sam ples.Thehorizontaldotted lineisthelim it

ofrandom decisions.

the otherhand,in the asym m etric phase above �c,the occurences ofdecisions are biased

foratleastsom ehistory �.

Figure2 also showsthedata collapseofthevariancefordi� erentvaluesofdiversity �.It

isobserved thatthe variancedecreasessigni� cantly with diversity in thesym m etric phase,

and rem ains una� ected in the asym m etric phase [22]. Furtherm ore,fora gam e e� ciency

prescribed by agiven variance�2=N ,therequired com plexity oftheagentsism uch reduced.

The dependence ofthe variance on the diversity is further shown in Figs.3 and 4 for

m em ory sizesm = 1 and m = 2 respectively.Thefollowing threeregim escan beidenti� ed

and explained in Sections IIIto V respectively: (a) m ultinom ialregim e: when � � N� 1,

�2=N � N with proportionality constantsdependenton m ;(b)scalingregim e:when � � 1,

�2=N � �� 1 with proportionality constants independent ofm for m not too large; (c)

kinetic sam pling regim e: when � � N ,�2=N deviates above the scaling with �� 1 due to

kinetic sam pling e� ectsasexplained below,and the scaling isgiven by �2=N � fm (� )=N ,

where� isthekinetic step sizegiven by

� � N

r
2

�R
=

s

2N

��
; (11)

and fm isa function dependenton them em ory sizem .

To analysethebehaviorin theseregim es,wederivethefollowing expression forthestep
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m = 1 and s = 2. Sym bols: sim ulation results averaged over 1024 sam ples. Solid lines: theory.

Dashed-dotted line:scaling prediction.
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FIG .4: Thedependenceofthe variance ofthe population m aking decision + on the diversity at

m = 2 and s= 2.Notationsarethesam e asthoseofFig.3.Inset:A com parison ofthevariances

atm = 1 and m = 2 in Figs.3 and 4.
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� A �(t)� A�(t+ 1)� A�(t),attim et.Using Eq.(4),wehave

� A �(t)=
1

N

X

a< b;!

Sab(!)f� [! + 
a(t+ 1)� 
b(t+ 1)]� � [! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)]g(�
�
a � �

�

b
):

(12)

Sincetheargum entsofthestep functionsareodd integers,nonzerocontributionstoEq.(12)

com efrom term swith!+ 
a(t+ 1)� 
b(t+ 1)= � 1and!+ 
a(t)� 
b(t)= � 1.UsingEq.(5),

the two argum entsdi� erby � (��a � �
�

b
)sgnA �(t)with � = ��(t). Hence the conditionsfor

nonzerocontributionsbecom eequivalentto!+ 
a(t)� 
b(t)= � 1and ��a� �
�

b
= � 2sgnA�(t)

for� = ��(t).Thisreducesthestepsto

� A �(t)=
1

N

X

a< b;!;�

Sab(!)�(! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)� 1)�(��a � �
�

b
� 2sgnA�(t))(� )(��a � �

�

b
);

(13)

where� = ��(t),and �(n)= 1 ifn = 0,and 0 otherwise.For� = ��(t),thiscan befurther

sim pli� ed to

� A �(t)= � sgnA�(t)
2

N

X

a< b;�

Sab(� 1� 
a(t)+ 
b(t))�(�
�
a � �

�

b
� 2sgnA�(t)); (14)

To interpretthisresult,wenotethatchangesin A �(t)areonly contributed by �ckleagents

with m arginalpreferencesoftheirstrategies. Thatis,those with ! + 
�(t)� 
�(t)= � 1

and ��� � �
�

�
= � 2sgnA�(t)for� = ��(t).Furtherm ore,thestep pointsin thedirection that

reducesthem agnitudeofA �(t).

Sim ilarly,the stepsalong the direction � otherthan the historicalstate ��(t)are given

by

� A �(t)=
1

N

X

a< b;�

Sab(� 1� 
a(t)+ 
b(t))�(�
�
a � �

�

b
� 2sgnA�(t))(� )(��a � �

�
b) (15)

where� = ��(t).Thisshowsthatthestepsalongthenon-historicaldirection arecontributed

by thesubsetofthose� ckleagentsthatcontributeto thestep alongthehistoricaldirection,

and they can bepositiveornegative.

Nextwe considerthe disordered average ofthe stepsin Eq.(13).Forthispurpose,itis

convenientto decom posethecum ulativepayo� sas


a(t)=
X

�

k�(t)�
�
a; (16)
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where k�(t)isthe num berofwinsm inus lossesofdecision 1 up to tim e twhen the gam e

responded to history �.Sincethereare2D variablesof
a(t)and D variablesofk�(t),this

decom position greatly sim pli� estheanalysis,and describesexplicity how 
a(t)dependson

thestrategy decisions.Introducing theintegralrepresentation oftheKronecka delta forthe

preference,wecan factorizethecontributionsof
a(t)� 
b(t)intoaproductoverthestates,

�(! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)� 1)=

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
e
i�(!� 1)

Y

�

e
i�k�(�

�

a
� ��

b
)
; (17)

where the explicitdependence on tisom itted forconvenience here and in the subsequent

derivation.Using theidentities

�(��a � �
�

b
� 2sgnA�(t)) =

1

4
[1� (��a � �

�

b
)sgnA � � �

�
a�

�

b
]; (18)

e
i�(�

�

a � �
�

b
) = cos2� + (��a � �

�

b
)isin�cos� + �

�
a�

�

b
sin2�; (19)

and introducing the average in Eq.(3),we obtain the following factorized expression from

Eq.(13)for� = ��(t),

h� A �(t)i=
1

22D � 1

X

a< b;!;�

�
R

R � !

2

�
1

2R

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
e
i�(!� 1)

1

4
[1� (��a � �

�

b
)sgnA � � �

�
a�

�

b
](� )(��a � �

�

b
)

[cos2k�� + (��a � �
�

b
)isink�� cosk�� + �

�
a�

�

b
sin2k��]

Y

�6= �

[cos2k�� + (��a � �
�
b)isink�� cosk�� + �

�
a�

�
b sin

2
k��]: (20)

Thesum m ation overa < bcan now bereplaced by halftim estheindependentsum m ations

overa and b.Noting thatforgiven states�;� :::�,

X

a

�
�
a�

�
a � � � �

�
a = 0; (21)

we� nd thatallterm sin theexpansion ofEq.(20)vanish ifthey contain unpaired decisions

��a or�
�
b.The� nalresultis

h� A �(t)i= � sgnA�
Z

2�

0

d�

2�
cosR �cos(2k� � sgnA�)�

Y

�6= �

cos2k��: (22)

Eq. (22) describes the change induced by the payo� com ponent k�(t) increm ented by

� sgnA�(t).Since the step size dependson tim e im plicitly through the payo� com ponents,

12



thesum ofallchangesinduced by k�(t)increm ented from 0 yields

hA �(t)� A
�(0)i=

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
cosR �

sink�� cosk��

sin�

Y

�6= �

cos2k��: (23)

Sim ilarly,thestepsalong thenon-historicaldirection aregiven by

h� A �(t)i=

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
cosR � sink�� cosk�� sin(2k�sgnA

� � 1)�
Y

�6= ��

cos2k��; (24)

where � 6= ��(t)= �. The sam e resultcan be obtained from Eq.(23)by considering the

di� erenceof2 equationswhen oneofthestateslabeled � becom ehistoricaland k� changes

by � sgnA�.

III. T H E M U LT IN O M IA L R EG IM E

W hen � � N� 1,or R � 1,there is a � nite num ber ofclusters ofagents who m ake

identicaldecisionsthroughoutthe gam e. Since there are m any agentsin a typicalcluster,

theiridenticaldecisionswillcauselarge
 uctuationsin theirbehavior.Considertheexam ple

ofm = 1and R = 1.Thereareonly 4strategies.Forapairofdistinctstrategies,thereisan

averageofN =8 agentspicking them ,and N =16 agentsin each clusterwith biases� 1.Asa

result,wehave�2=N � N .Theproportionality constantdependson m ,and issensitive to

thepro� leofthebiasdistribution.Sinceweconsiderthem ultinom ialdistribution in Eq.(3)

in thispaper,we callthisthe m ultinom ialregim e. Anotherchoice in the literature isthe

bim odaldistribution [7,12,13,14,15],which m ay havedi� erentbehavior.

Considerthe case m = 1. Eqs.(22)and (24)show thatthe step size h� A �(t)i� O (1)

and isthusself-averaging. Since A �(0)isGaussian with variance N � 1,the valuesofA �(t)

at the attractors can be com puted to O (1). Depending on the initialposition A (0) �

(A 1(0);A 0(0)),4attractorscan beidenti� ed.Forexam ple,ifA (0)liesin the� rstquadrant,

and the initialhistoricalstate is 0,then the payo� com ponents k � (k1(t);k0(t)) at the

attractor are given by k(0) = (0;0),k(1) = (� 1;0),k(2) = (� 1;� 1),k(3) = (� 1;0),

provided that when � A �(t) = 0 to order 1,� A �(t) is also equalto 0 to order N � 1=2.

Analysiscan be sim pli� ed by noting thatwhen the payo� com ponentsk�(t)are restricted

to thevalues0 and � 1,Eq.(23)can bewritten as

A
�(t)= k�

Z
2�

0

d�

2�
(cos�)[

R + 1+ 2
P

�6= �
jk�j]= k�c[R + 1+ 2

P

�6= �
jk�j]; (25)
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FIG .5: (a-d)The 4 attractors form = 1 and s = 2 in the m ultinom ialregim e. The tim e steps

are relabeled with t= 0 corresponding to thestate with ��(t)= 0 and ��(t+ 1)= 1.

where cn � 2� n
�

n

n=2

�
for even integer n,and we have used the facts that A �(t) is self-

averaging, A �(0) � N� 1=2. The locations ofthe 4 attractors are shown in Fig.5 and

sum m arised in TableI.

ThevarianceofA �(t)ofthehistoricalstates� = ��(t),averaged overtheperiod foreach

ofthe 4 attractors,can be obtained from Table I. The variance ofdecisions in Eq.(10),

averaged overthe4 attractors,isthen given by

�2

N
=

N

128
(7c2R + 1 � 2cR + 1cR + 3 + 7c2R + 3): (26)

The theoreticalvalues are com pared with sim ulation results forthe � rst 3 points ofeach

curve corresponding to given valuesofN in Fig.3. The agreem entisexcellent. Note that

the variance in thisregim e deviatesfrom the scaling relation with �� 1 in the nextregim e,

asevidentfrom thesplaying down from thelinearrelation in Fig.3.However,when R � 1,

cR + 1 � cR + 3 �
p
2=�R,�2=N reducesto 3=16��,showing thatthe deviation from the �� 1

scaling gradually vanishes.

Now consider the case m = 2. Starting from initialpositions nearthe origin ofthe 4-

dim ensionalphase space,we considerthe attractorsresulting from the 16 quadrantsand 4

initialstates.W e� nd 16attractorsfortheattractorsequenceinEq.(8).Thepositionsofone

oftheattractorsaresum m arised in TableII,and thevaluesofA �(t)forthehistoricalstates

14



t k1(t) k0(t) A 1(t) A 0(t) k1(t) k0(t) A 1(t) A 0(t)

(a) (b)

0 � 1 � 1 � cR + 3 � cR + 3
� 0 � 1 0� � cR + 1

�

1 � 1 0 � cR + 1
� 0+ 0 0 0�

�
0+

2 0 0 0+
�

0� 1 0 cR + 1
� 0�

3 � 1 0 � cR + 1 0+
�

0 0 0� 0+
�

(c) (d)

0 0 0 0� 0�
�

� 1 0 � cR + 1 0�
�

1 0 1 0�
�

cR + 1 � 1 1 � cR + 3
� cR + 3

2 1 1 cR + 3
� cR + 3 0 1 0+

�
cR + 1

3 0 1 0� cR + 1
� � 1 1 � cR + 3 cR + 3

�

TABLE I: The 4 attractors form = 1,s = 2 in the m ultinom ialregim e. In TablesIand II,the

tim estepsarerelabeled with t= 0 correspondingto thestatewith ��(t)= 0 and ��(t+ 1)= 1,the

superscripts� ofthe value 0 indicate the possible signsto orderN � 1=2,and A �(t)with asterisks

correspond to thehistoricalstates,which areused to com putethevarianceofdecisionsin Eq.(10).

� = ��(t),which areused to com pute thevarianceofdecisionsin Eq.(10)aresum m arised

in TableIII.Averaging overtheperiod and overtheattractors,thevarianceofdecisionsin

Eq.(10)becom es

�2

N
=

N

1024
(14c2R + 7 + 41c2R + 5 + 42c2R + 3 + 15c2R + 1

+2cR + 7cR + 5 � 2cR + 7cR + 3 + 2cR + 5cR + 3 � 2cR + 5cR + 1): (27)

Since the attractorsequence in Eq.(9)isrelated to Eq.(8)by conjugation sym m etry,this

expression is already the sam ple average ofthe variance. Again,the theoreticalvalues of

the � rst3 pointsofeach curve in Fig.4 have an excellent agreem entwith the sim ulation

results,and deviatesfrom the�� 1 scaling in thenextregim e.W hen R � 1,cR + 1 � cR + 3 �

cR + 5 � cR + 7 �
p
2=�R,�2=N approaches7=32��.

Thevarianceofdecisionsforhighervaluesofm can beobtained by exhaustivecom puter

search starting from the2D quadrantsofthephasespaceand theD initialstates.Sincethe

num berofcasesgrowsrapidly with D ,one m ay use a M onte Carlo sam pling ofthe initial

conditionsto determ inethevariance.
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t k0 k1 k2 k3 A 0 A 1 A 2 A 3

0 0 0 0 0 0�
�

0� 0� 0�

1 1 0 0 0 cR + 1 0�
�

0� 0�

2 1 1 0 0 cR + 3 cR + 3 0� 0�
�

3 1 1 0 1 cR + 5 cR + 5 0� cR + 5
�

4 1 1 0 0 cR + 3 cR + 3 0�
�

0�

5 1 1 1 0 cR + 5 cR + 5
� cR + 5 0�

6 1 0 1 0 cR + 3 0� cR + 3
� 0�

7 1 0 0 0 cR + 1
� 0� 0� 0�

TABLE II: An atractorform = 2,s= 2 in them ultinom ialregim e with thesequence in Eq.(8).

Before we close thissection,we rem ark thatthe periodic average ofthe decisionsA �(t)

atthehistoricalstates� = ��(t)havea vanishing sam pleaverage,buttheperiodicaverage

doesnotnecessarily vanish forindividualsam ples.Forexam ple,theattractor(a)in TableI

hasa periodicaverageofhA �(t)i= � (cR + 1+ cR + 3)=2 atthehistoricalstates� = ��(t).The

varianceisoftenregarded asam easureofthesystem e� ciency,based ontheobservation that

theaveragedecisionsvanish athigh valuesofm [2,8,21].However,thisisnotthecasefor

thelow valuesofm wearestudying.In thecontextofm arketm odeling,a nonzero periodic

average ofdecisions indicates the existence ofarbitrage opportunities,and in the context

ofm odeling m ulti-agent control,it m eans that there is an im balance in the utilization of

resources.Hencethevariancecannotberegarded asan intrinsicm easureofglobale� ciency.

Nevertheless,thephasespacem otion pointsin thedirection ofreducingthewinningm argin,

asseen in Eq.(14),which trapstheattractorsaround theorigin,asshown in Figs.1 and 5.

Asa result,the average ofdecisionsisbounded by the step sizesatthe attractor,so that

sm allvariancesalso im ply sm allaverages,and thevariancecan stillbeconsidered asagood

approxim atem easureofe� ciency.

IV . T H E SC A LIN G R EG IM E

W hen � � 1,the clusters ofagents m aking identicaldecisions e� ectively becom e con-

tinuously distributed in theirpreference ofstrategies. Since the shiftofpreferencesatthe
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Attractor 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

��(0)= 0 0� 0� 0� 0� 0� 0� 0� 0�

��(1)= 1 0� 0� 0� 0� � cR + 3 � cR + 5 � cR + 5 � cR + 7

��(2)= 3 0� � cR + 5 0� � cR + 7 0� � cR + 3 0� � cR + 5

��(3)= 3 cR + 5 0+ cR + 7 0+ cR + 3 0+ cR + 5 0+

��(4)= 2 0� 0� � cR + 5 � cR + 7 0� 0� � cR + 3 � cR + 5

��(5)= 1 cR + 5 cR + 7 cR + 3 cR + 5 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+

��(6)= 2 cR + 3 cR + 5 0+ 0+ cR + 5 cR + 7 0+ 0+

��(7)= 0 cR + 1 cR + 3 cR + 3 cR + 5 cR + 3 cR + 5 cR + 5 cR + 7

Attractor 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

��(0)= 0 � cR + 1 � cR + 3 � cR + 3 � cR + 5 � cR + 3 � cR + 5 � cR + 5 � cR + 7

��(1)= 1 0� 0� 0� 0� � cR + 1 � cR + 3 � cR + 3 � cR + 5

��(2)= 3 0� � cR + 3 0� � cR + 5 0� � cR + 1 0� � cR + 3

��(3)= 3 cR + 3 0+ cR + 5 0+ cR + 1 0+ cR + 3 0+

��(4)= 2 0� 0� � cR + 3 � cR + 5 0� 0� � cR + 1 � cR + 3

��(5)= 1 cR + 3 cR + 5 cR + 1 cR + 3 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+

��(6)= 2 cR + 1 cR + 3 0+ 0+ cR + 3 cR + 5 0+ 0+

��(7)= 0 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+ 0+

TABLE III: ThevaluesofA �(t)forthe historicalstates� = ��(t)forthe attractorswith m = 2,

s= 2 in them ultinom ialregim ein Eq.(8).Thetim estepsarerelabeled with t= 0 corresponding

to the state with ��(t)= 0 and ��(t+ 1)= 1,the superscripts� ofthe value 0 indicate the signs

to orderN � 1=2.

attractorism uch narrowerthan thespread-outpreferencedistribution,thesizeoftheclus-

tersswitching strategiesise� ectively independent ofthe detailed pro� le ofthe preference

distribution. Forgeneric preference distributions,the width scales as
p
R,and hence the

sizeoftypicalclustersscalesasR � 1=2.Thisleadsto thescaling ofthevariance�2=N � �� 1

[23].Com pared with thetypicalclustersizeofscaling asN in them ultinom ialregim e,the

typicalclustersize in the scaling regim e only scalesas
p
N . Nevertheless,itissu� ciently

num erousthatagentcooperation in thisregim e can be described atthe levelofstatistical
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distributionsofstrategy preference,resulting in thescaling relation.

In theintegralofEq.(22),signi� cantcontributionsonly com efrom � � 1=
p
R or�� � �

1=
p
R,so that the factor cosR � can be approxim ated by exp(� R�2=2). This sim pli� es

Eq.(22)to

h� A �(t)i= �

r
2

�R
sgnA �(t) (28)

for � = ��(t). Since the step sizes scale as R � 1=2,they rem ain self-averaging. Sim ilarly,

h� A �(t)i= 0 using Eq.(24).The2 casescan besum m arized as

� A �(t)= � ��;��(t)

r
2

�R
sgnA �(t): (29)

Thisresultshowsthatthepreferencedistribution am ong agentsofa given pairise� ectively

a Gaussian with variance R,so that the num ber ofagents switching strategies at tim e t

scalesas2 tim estheheightoftheGaussian distribution (2 being theshiftofpreferenceper

step),which is
p
2=�R.Thusby spreadingthepreferencedistribution,diversity reducesthe

step sizeand hencem aladaptation.

AsaresultofEq.(29),them otion in thephasespaceisrectilinear,each step only m aking

a m ove of� xed size along the direction ofthe historicalstate. Consequently,each state of

the attractoriscon� ned in a D -dim ensionalhypercube ofsize
p
2=�R,irrespective ofthe

initialposition oftheA � com ponents.Thiscon� nem entenablesusto com putethevariance

ofthe decisions. W ithout loss ofgenerality,let us relabelthe tim e steps in the periodic

attractor,with t = 0 corresponding to the state with ��(t) = 0 and ��(t+ 1) = 1. W e

denoteast� thestep atwhich state� � rstappearsin therelabeled sequence.(Forexam ple,

t0 = 0,t1 = 1,t2 = 4 and t3 = 2 fortheattractorsequence in Eq.(8).)

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

�(t�).Furtherm ore,sincethereisno phasespacem otion along thenonhistoricaldirections,

A �(t�)= A �(0). Since the winning state isdeterm ined by the m inority decision,we have

A �(0)[2�(t�)� 1]< 0.Sim ilarly,when state� appearsin theattractorthesecond tim e,the

winning stateis1� �(t�),and A
�(t)= A �(0)+ [2�(t�)� 1]

p
2=�R.Thewinning condition

im posesthatA �(t)[1� 2�(t�)]< 0.Com bining,

�

r
2

�R
< A

�(0)[2�(t�)� 1]< 0: (30)
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Supposethegam estartsfrom theinitialstateA
�

0,which areGaussian variableswith m ean

0 and variance 1=N . They change in steps ofsize
p
2=�R untilthey reach the attractor,

whose2D historicalstatesarethen given by

r
2

�R
frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

!

and

r
2

�R

(

frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

!

� 1

)

; (31)

wherefrac(x)representsthedecim alpartofx.UsingEq.(10),thiscorrespondstoavariance

ofdecisionsgiven by �2=N = f(�)=2��,where

f(�)=

*
1

D

D � 1X

�= 0

8
<

:

"

frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

! #2

� frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

!

+
1

2

9
=

;

�

(
1

D

D � 1X

�= 0

"

frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

!

�
1

2

#) 2+

: (32)

SinceA
�

0
areindependentvariables,f(�)issim pli� ed to

f(�)=

�

1�
1

D

� * "

frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

! #2+

+
1

D

*

frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

! + 2

: (33)

SinceA
�

0
areGaussian variableswith m ean 0 and varianceN � 1,wehave

* "

frac

 r
�R

2
A
�

0

! #n+

=

Z
1

0

d�

2

4
1X

r= � 1

e
�

(r+ �)
2

��

p
�2�

3

5 �n: (34)

W hen � � 1, the integrals are dom inated by peaks at � = 0 and � = 1, yielding

hfrac(
p
�R=2A

�

0)i = h[frac(
p
�R=2A

�

0)]
2i = 1=2. As a result,f(�) = (1� 1=2D )=2. On

the other hand,when � � 1,the step sizes becom e m uch sm aller than the variance of

A
�

0
,so that frac(

p
�R=2A

�

0
) becom es a uniform distribution between 0 and 1,leading to

hfrac(
p
�R=2A

�

0)i = 1=2 and h[frac(
p
�R=2A

�

0)]
2i = 1=3,resulting in (1 � 1=4D )=3 for

� � 1. Hence f(�)is a sm ooth function of� varying,forexam ple,from 3=8 to 7=24 for

m = 1. Thus�2=N dependson � m ainly through the step size factor1=2��,whereasf(�)

m erely providesa higherordercorrection to the functionaldependence. Thisaccountsfor

thescaling regim ein Figs.3 and 4.Furtherm ore,wenotethatf(�)rapidly approaches1=3

when m increases. Hence forgeneralvaluesofD ,�2=N ! 1=6��,provided thatm isnot

too large.Thisleadsto thedata collapseofthevarianceform = 1 and m = 2 in theinset

ofFig.4.
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Analogousto them ultinom ialregim e,thehypercubepictureim pliesthatboth thestan-

dard deviation and theaverageofA � arebounded by thestep size.Hencethevarianceisa

su� cientm easureofsystem e� ciency.

Thisresultcan becom pared with thatin [12],whereitwasfound thatthevariancescales

as�1=2 in thepresenceofrandom initialconditions.A sim ilar�1=2 scaling wasalsoreported

forthe batch M G [14].Theirresultsare di� erentfrom oursthatthe variance ise� ectively

independentofD (where� = D =N ).However,thesim ulation data in Fig.2 indicatesthat

the di� erence m ay not be in con
 ict with each other. For a su� ciently large value of�,

say � = 16,the data in the regim e im m ediately below �c appearsto be consistentwith a

power-law dependence with an exponentapproaching 0.5,aspredicted by [12,14]. W hen

� reacheslowervalues,thevariance
 attensout,showing thatourresultsareapplicableto

theregim eofm being nottoo large.

V . T H E K IN ET IC SA M P LIN G R EG IM E

W hen � � N ,theaveragestep sizesscaleasN� 1 and arenolongerself-averaging.Rather,

Eq.(14)showsthatthesizeofastep alongthedirection ofhistoricalstatesattim etis2=N

tim es the num ber ofagents who switch strategies at tim e t,which is Poisson distributed

with a m ean � =2,im plied by Eq.(28). Here � isthe average step size given by Eq.(11).

However,since the attractorisform ed by stepswhich reverse the sign ofA �,the average

step size in the attractorislargerthan thatin the transientstate,because a long jum p is

thevicinity oftheattractorism orelikely to gettrapped.

To consider the origin ofthis e� ect, we focus in Fig.6 on how the average num ber

ofagents,who hold the identity strategy with ��a = � and its com plem entary strategy

�
�

b
= 1� �,depends on the preference ! + 
a � 
b,when the system reaches the steady

state in gam es with m = 1. Since the preferences are tim e dependent,we sam ple their

frequenciesata � xed tim e,say,im m ediately beforet= 0 in theinsetofFig.6.Onewould

expectthatthe biasdistribution isreproduced. However,we � nd thata sharp peak exists

at! + 
a � 
b = � 1.Thisvalueofthepreferencecorrespondsto thatoftheattractorstep

from t= 3 to t= 0,when atstate0,decision 0 winsand decision 1 loses,and ! + 
a � 
b

changes from � 1 to +1. The peak at the attractor step shows that its average step is

self-organized to be larger than those ofthe transient steps described by the background
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FIG .6: Experim entalevidence ofthe kinetic sam pling e�ectform = 1: steady-state preference

distribution ofthe average num ber ofagents holding the identity strategy and its com plem ent,

im m ediately before t = 0,and � = N = 1023 and averaged over 100000 sam ples. Inset: The

labeling ofthe tim e stepsin the attractor.

distribution.Sim ilarly form = 2,Fig.7 showstheaverage num berofagentswho hold the

XOR strategy ��a and itscom plem ent�
�

b
= � ��a when theattractorsequence isEq.(9).At

theattractorstep im m ediately beforet= 4 in theinsetofFig.7,thestateis1.Decision 1

winsand decision 0 loses,changing the preference ! + 
a � 
b from � 1 to +1,and hence

contributing to thesharp peak at! + 
a � 
b = � 1.

This e� ect thatfavors the cooperation oflargerclusters ofagents is referred to as the

kinetic sam pling e� ect. To describe this e� ect,we consider the probability ofPatt(� A )

ofstep sizes � A in the attractor. Forconvenience,we only consider � A � > 0 for all�.

Assum ing thatallstatesofthe phase space are equally likely to be accessed by the initial

condition,wehave

Patt(� A )=
X

A

Patt(� A ;A ); (35)

wherePatt(� A ;A )istheprobability of� ndingtheposition A with displacem ent� A in the

attractor.Considertheexam pleofm = 1,wherethereisonly onestep along each axisA �.

Thesign reversalcondition im pliesthat

Patt(� A ;A )= PPoi(� A )
Y

�

� [� A
�(A � + � A �)]; (36)
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FIG .7: Experim entalevidence ofthe kinetic sam pling e�ectform = 2: steady-state preference

distribution oftheaverage num berofagentsholding theXO R strategy �
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a and itscom plem ent�

�

b
,

im m ediately beforet= 4,and � = N = 511 and averaged over50000 sam ples.Inset:Thelabeling

ofthetim e stepsin theattractor.

wherePPoi(� A )isthePoisson distribution ofstep sizes,yielding

Patt(� A )/ PPoi(� A )
Y

�

� A �
: (37)

W e note thatthe extra factorsof� A � favorlarge step sizes. Thusthe attractoraverages

h(� A � )2iatt,which arerequired forcom puting thevarianceofdecisions,aregiven by

h(� A � )2iatt =
h(� A � )2� A + � A � iPoi

h� A + � A � iPoi
: (38)

Furtherm ore, correlation e� ects com e into action when the step sizes becom e non-self-

averaging. There are agents who contribute to both � A + and � A � ,giving rise to their

correlations. Thus, the variance ofdecisions is higher when correlation e� ects are con-

sidered. In Eq.(14),the strategies ofthe agents contributing to � A + and � A � satisfy

�+a � �
+

b
= � 2 and ��a � �

�

b
= � 2 respectively.Am ong theagentscontributing to � A+ ,the

extra requirem entof��a � �
�

b
= � 2 im pliesthatan average of1=4 ofthem also contribute

to � A � .Hence,thenum berofagentscontributing to both stepsisa Poisson variablewith

m ean � =8. Sim ilarly,the num ber ofagents exclusive to the individualsteps are Poisson
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variableswith m eans3� =8.Algebraically,Eq.(14)can bedecom posed as

� A � =
2

N

X

a< b

X

r= � 1

Sab(� r� 
a + 
b)�(�
�
a � �

�

b
+ 2r)�(��a � �

�

b
� 2r)

+
2

N

X

a< b

X

r= � 1

Sab(� r� 
a + 
b)�(�
�
a � �

�

b
+ 2r)[�(��a � �

�

b
)+ �(��a � �

�

b
+ 2r)]g:(39)

Respectively,the� rstand term sareequalto 2=N tim esthenum berofagents,com m on to

both steps� A � and exclusive to the individualsteps,with m eans� =8 and 3� =8,ascan

beveri� ed by a derivation sim ilartothatofEq.(22)from Eq.(14).Hencethedenom inator

ofEq.(38)isgiven by

h� A + � A � iPoi=
4

N 2

X

a0;a+ ;a�

e�
�

8

a0!

�
�

8

� a0
e�

3�

8

a+ !

�
3�

8

� a+
e�

3�

8

a� !

�
3�

8

� a�

(a0 + a+ )(a0 + a� ):

(40)

Expressing them om entsofPoisson variablesin term softheirm eans,wearriveat

h� A + � A � iPoi=
4

N 2

"

16

�
�

8

� 2

+
�

8

#

: (41)

Sim ilarly,thenum eratorofEq.(38)isgiven by

h(� A � )2� A + � A � iPoi=
16

N 4

"

256

�
�

8

� 4

+ 240

�
�

8

� 3

+ 40

�
�

8

� 2

+
�

8

#

: (42)

Togetherweobtain

h(� A � )2iatt =
2� 3 + 15� 2 + 20� + 4

N 2(2� + 1)
: (43)

The possible attractor states are given by A � = m �=N and m �=N � � A�,where m � =

1;3; :::;N � A � � 1.Thisyieldsa varianceof

�2

N
=
N

4

* 8
<

:

1

D

D � 1X

�= 0

��
m �

N

�2
� � A�

�
m �

N

�

+
1

2
(� A �)2

�

�

"
1

D

D � 1X

�= 0

�
m �

N
�
1

2
� A �

�#2
9
=

;

+

:

(44)

Averaging overtheattractorstates,we� nd

�2

N
=
7h(N � A + )2iatt+ 7h(N � A � )2iatt� 8

192N
; (45)
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which gives,on com bining with Eq.(43),

�2

N
=
14� 3 + 105� 2 + 132� + 24

96N (2� + 1)
: (46)

W hen the diversity islow,� � 1,and Eq.(46)reducesto �2=N � 7=48��,agreeing with

the scaling resultofthe previoussection. W hen � � N ,Eq.(46)hasexcellentagreem ent

with sim ulation results,which signi� cantly deviate above the scaling relation,asshown in

Fig.3.

W hen � � N ,Eq.(46)predictsthat�2=N should approach 1=4N .Thiscan beexplained

asfollows.Analysisshowsthatonly thoseagentsholding theidentity strategy and itscom -

plem entcan com pleteboth hopsalongtheA � axesaftertheyhaveadjusted theirpreferences

to ! + 
a � 
b = � 1. Since there are fewer and fewer � ckle agents in the lim it � � N ,

onewould expectthata singleagentofthistypewould dom inatethegam edynam ics,and

�2=N would approach 1=4N .

However, as shown in Fig.3,the sim ulation data approaches the lim it 0:43=N when

� � N ,signi� cantly higherthan 0:25=N .Thisdiscrepancy requirestheconsideration ofthe

waitinge� ect,which hasbeen sketched in [16],and willbeexplained in detailselsewhere.

Next,we turn to the kinetic sam pling e� ects for m = 2. As shown in Fig.1(b),the

situation ism ore com plicated than thatofm = 1 since there are two steps m oving along

the direction A 1 and A 2. Considerthe attractorsequence in Eq.(8). The step � A(1)can

initiatefrom A 1 = m 1=N ,with m 1 = � 1; :::; � N � A(1)+ 1,where forconvenience the

state labelsofthe step sizesattim e tareim plicitly taken to be the historicalstates��(t).

Sim ilarly,the step � A(5)can initiate from A 1 = m 5=N ,with m 5 = 1; :::; N � A(5)� 1.

However,since thetwo stepsarelinked by stepsalong thedirection A 2,theirpositionsare

no longer independent. Taking into consideration the m any possibilities oftheir relative

displacem ents m ake the problem intractable. As shown in Fig.8,we only consider the

m ostprobablecasethatthetwo stepsaresym m etrically positioned,thatis,theirm idpoints

have the sam e A 1 coordinate. In this case,the possible initialpositions ofthe steps are

A(1)= m 1=N ,with m 1 = � 1; :::; � [N � A(1)+ N � A(5)]=2+ 1,and A(5)= m5=N ,with

m 5 = m 1+ [N � A(1)+ N � A(5)]=2.Thus,thenum berofpossiblestatesalong thedirection

A 1 is[N � A(1)+ N � A(5)]=4.Consideringthem otion in the4directions,thetotalnum berof

possiblestatesis[N � A(0)=2][(N � A(1)+ N � A(5))=4][N � A(2)=2][(N � A(4)+ N � A(6))=4].
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FIG .8: Therelative positionsofthe steps�A(1)and �A(5)forthe case �A(5)> �A(1).Here

they areshown sym m etrically positioned.

Extending thederivation ofEq.(45)to thecaseofm = 2,wehave

�2

N
=

N

256

(

5h� A(0)2iatt+ 5

�
(� A(1)+ � A(5))2

4

�

att

+5h� A(2)2iatt+ 5

�
(� A(4)+ � A(6))2

4

�

att

� 16

)

; (47)

where the attractoraveragesare de� ned asthe Poisson averagesweighted by kinetic sam -

pling.Forexam ple,

h� A(0)2iatt =
h� A(0)[� A(1)+ � A(5)]� A(2)[� A(4)+ � A(6)]� A(0)2iPoi

h� A(0)[� A(1)+ � A(5)]� A(2)[� A(4)+ � A(6)]iPoi
: (48)

Thisrequiresusto com putePoisson averagessuch ash� A(t1)� � � � A(tk)iPoi.Thefollowing

identity forPoisson averagesisuseful.Considera universalsetofM elem ents,and thesizes

ofthe setsB 1� � � Bk and theirintersectionsare Poisson distributed. Then the expectation

oftheproductjB 1j� � � jBkjisgiven by

hjB 1j� � � jBkji=

kY

r= 1

hjB rji+
X

r< s

hjB r \ B sji
Y

u6= rs

hjB uji+ � � � + hj

k\

r= 1

B rji: (49)

Thisidentity can beproved by writing

jB 1j� � � jBkj=

MX

i1= 1

� � �

MX

ik= 1

� (i1 2 B 1)� � � � (ik 2 B k) (50)
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where� (ir 2 B r)ifir 2 B r and 0otherwise.In thelim itofM approachingin� nity,thecase

thatallir aredistinctyieldstheexpectation valuein the� rstterm ofEq.(49),thecasethat

ir = is correspondsto thesecond term ,and thecasethatallir areidenticalcorrespondsto

thelastterm ,and so on.

Therefore,wecan write

h� A(1)� � � � A(k)i=

�
2

N

� k
(

kY

r= 1

br +
X

r< s

brs

Y

u6= rs

ba + � � � + b1� � � + k

)

(51)

where br1� � � ri
is the average num ber of agents sim ultaneously contributing to the steps

� A(r1)� � � � A(ri).

Considertheattractorsequencein Eq.(8).Tracing thetim eevolution ofthecum ulative

payo� s,thestep sizesatt= 2 and t= 6,forexam ple,aregiven by

� A(2)=
2

N

X

a< b

X

r= � 1

Sab(� r� 
a(2)+ 
b(2))�(�
3

a � �
3

b � 2r); (52)

� A(6)=
2

N

X

a< b

X

r0= � 1

Sab(� r
0� 
a(2)+ 
b(2)+ �

1

a � �
1

b � �
2

a + �
2

b))�(�
2

a � �
2

a + 2r0): (53)

Following the analysis ofEq.(39),we � nd b2 = b6 = � =2. To � nd b26,we note thatthe

agentsshared by thetwo stepssatisfy eitherr= r0and �1a � �1b = �2a � �2b = � 2r,orr= � r0

and �1a � �1b = 0,�2a � �2b = 2r.Thisleadsto

b26 =
X

a< b

X

r= � 1

hSab(� r� 
a(2)+ 
b(2))i�(�
3

a � �
3

b � 2r)

� f�(�1a � �
1

b + 2r)�(�2a � �
2

b + 2r)+ �(�1a � �
1

b)�(�
2

a � �
2

b � 2r)g: (54)

The two term s in this expression consist ofthe contributions to � A(2),with the extra

restrictionsof�1a � �1b = �2a � �2b = � 2r,or�1a � �1b = 0 and �2a � �2b = 2r respectively.Since

��a � �
�

b
= � 2rand 0with probabilities1=4and 1=2respectively,wegetb26 = 3� =32.Other

param etersarelisted in TableIV.Thisenablesusto � nd

h� A(0)[� A(1)+ � A(5)][� A(4)+ � A(6)]� A(2)iPoi

=
1

8N 4

�

32� 4 + 84� 3 +
169

4
� 2 + 2�

�

: (55)

Otherexpressionsappearing in Eq.(47)can befound sim ilarly.The� nalresultis

�2

N
=
160� 5 + 1680� 4 + 4772� 3 + 272061

64
� 2 + 7583

8
� + 17

64N (32� 3 + 84� 2 + 169

4
� + 2)

: (56)
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Sincetheattractorsequencein Eq.(9)yieldsthesam eresult,Eq.(56)isthesam pleaverage

ofthevariance.W hen thediversity islow,� � 1,and Eq.(56)reducesto �2=N = 5=32��,

agreeing with the scaling resultoftheprevioussection.W hen � � N ,Eq.(56)showsthat

the introduction ofkinetic sam pling signi� cantly im proves the theoreticalagreem ent with

sim ulation results,asshown in Fig.4.W hen � � N ,Eq.(56)im pliesthat�2=N approaches

17=128N .Thisresultisnotvalid since itisbelow thelowestpossible resultof1=4N when

each step isexcuted by the strategy switching ofonly one agent. The discrepency can be

traced to the approxim ation that the average num ber ofstates along the direction A 1 is

[N � A(1)+ N � (5)]=2,which isnotprecise forsm allsteps. Forexam ple,itcan take half

integervalues.W ewillnotpursue thisissuefurthersince,in any case,waiting e� ectshave

to betaken into accountin analysing thecase� � N .

�=2 b 0;b1;b2;b4;b5;b6

�=4 b 15;b46

�=8 b 01;b06;b12;b14;b16;b24;b45;b56

3�=32 b 02;b04;b05;b25;b26

�=16 b 015;b046;b125;b246

�=32 b 012;b014;b016;b056;b124;b126;b245

3�=128 b 024;b026

�=64 b 025

�=128 b 0124;b0126

�=64 b 0125;b0246

TABLE IV: Valuesofbt1� � � tr
forthe attractor sequence in Eq.(8). The stepsatt= 3 and t= 4

are identical,so are thestepsatt= 6 and t= 7.O therunlisted param etersare zero.

In sum m ary,wehaveexplained thereduction ofvarianceby thereduction ofthefraction

of� ckleagentswhen diversityincreases.Thetheoreticalanalysisfrom SectionsIIItoV spans

the 3 regim esofsm allR,�� 1 scaling,and kinetic sam pling,yielding excellent argreem ent

with sim ulationsover7 decades.

It is naturalto consider whether the results presented here can be generalized to the

case oftheexogenousM G,in which theinform ation �(t)wasrandom ly and independently

drawn ateach tim estep tfrom adistribution �� = 1=D [6].Thisisdi� erentfrom thepresent
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FIG .9: An attractoroftheexogenousM inority G am e form = 1.

endogenousversion ofthe M G,in which the inform ation isdeterm ined by the sequence of

thewinning bitsin thegam ehistory.Thesim ilaritiesand di� erencesbetween thebehavior

ofthosetwo versionshavebeen a topicofinterestin theliterature[6,17,18,19,24,25,26].

Herewecom paretheirbehaviorin gam esofsm allm using thephasespaceweintroduced.

In the scaling regim e,the picture thatthe statesofthe gam e are hopping between hy-

percubes in the phase space rem ains valid,as shown in Fig.9 form = 1. At the steady

state,the attractorconsistsofhoppingsalong alledgesofa hypercube,in contrastto the

endogenous case,in which only a fraction ofhypercube vertices belong to the attractor.

The behaviorin the scaling regim e dependson the scaling ofthe step sizeswith diversity,

ratherthan theactualsequenceofthesteps.Consequently,thebehavioristhesam easthe

endogenousgam e.In thekineticsam pling regim e,thephysicalpicturethatlargerstepsare

m ore likely to be trapped rem ainsvalid,and the behaviorrem ainsqualitatively sim ilarto

theendogenouscase.

V I. T H E FR A C T IO N O F FIC K LE A G EN T S

This physicalpicture of the diversity e� ects is further illustrated by considering the

fraction f� of� ckleagentswhen thegam ehasreached thesteady state.They hold strategy

pairs whose preferences are distributed near zero, and change sign during the attractor

dynam ics.Ascon� rm ed in Figs.10 and 11,threeregim esofbehaviorexist.

In them ultinom ialregim e,wecan m akeuseoftheexplicitknowledgeabouttheattractor

sequence and theevolution ofthepayo� sin theattractordynam ics.Considertheexam ple
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FIG .10: The dependence ofthe fraction of�ckle agents on the random ness R at m = 1 and

s= 2.Notationsare thesam e asthose ofFig.3.
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FIG .11: The dependence ofthe fraction of�ckle agents on the random ness R at m = 2 and

s= 2.Notationsare thesam e asthose ofFig.3.

ofm = 1.W ecountthetypeof� ckleagentslabeled by thestrategy pairsa < band bias!

forallt,with preferences

! + 
a(t)� 
b(t)= � 1 and �
�
a � �

�

b
= � 2sgnA�(t); (57)
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where� = ��(t).Equivalently,wehave

! = � 
a(t)+ 
b(t)�
1

2
(2�(t)� 1)(��

�(t)
a � �

��(t)

b
); (58)

where
a(t)isupdated by


a(t+ 1)= 
a(t)+ �
��(t)
a [2�(t)� 1]: (59)

Thisenablesusto countthe typesdirectly from the knowledge ofthe attractorsequences,

such as Eqs.(7) and (8),without having to know the step sizes. Results form = 1 and

m = 2 arelisted in TablesV and VIrespectively.Notethatthevaluesin thetablesdepend

on the convention ofordering the strategies a < b,and here the convention ofEq.(2) is

adopted.Otherconventionsm ay classify thetypeswith bias! as� !,orvice versa.Since

theaveragenum berof� ckleagentsofeach typeisgiven by Eq.(3),f� can then beobtained

by sum m ing up thecontribution from each type.

! (a)(b)(c)(d) Total

� 3 1 0 0 0 1

� 1 5 4 0 3 12

1 1 3 6 3 13

3 0 0 1 1 2

Total 7 7 7 7

TABLE V: Thenum beroftypesof�ckle agentsfortheattractors(a)-(d)in Fig.5.

Considerthe exam ple ofm = 1. Table V shows thatthere are 7 typesof� ckle agents

foreach attractorshown in Fig.5.Averaging overinitialstates,we� nd thatan averageof

25=4 typesconsistofagentswith biases! = � 1,and an averageof3=4 typeswith ! = � 3,

thisresultbeing independentoftheordering ofa < b.Since the average num berofagents

holding strategy paira < bisN =8,wehave

f� =
25

32

�
R
R � 1

2

�
1

2R
+

3

32

�
R
R � 3

2

�
1

2R
: (60)

Form = 2,thenum beroftypesof� ckle agentsforthe16 attractorsin TableIIIarelisted

in Table VI. There are 194 typesof� ckle agentsforeach attractor. The fraction of� ckle
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agentsisgiven by

f� =
1121

1024

�
R
R � 1

2

�
1

2R
+

373

1024

�
R
R � 3

2

�
1

2R
+

55

1024

�
R
R � 5

2

�
1

2R
+

3

1024

�
R
R � 7

2

�
1

2R
: (61)

In the scaling regim e � � 1,we consider the lim it ofR � N in Eq.(60),and obtain for

m = 1,

f� =
7

8

r
2

�R
: (62)

Sim ilarly,from Eq.(61),wehaveform = 2,

f� =
97

64

r
2

�R
: (63)

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

! = � 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

! = � 5 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 1 1 4 0 6 4 9 30

! = � 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

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

! = 5 7 11 10 12 4 9 7 9 0 3 3 3 0 1 0 1 80

! = 7 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

Total 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194 194

TABLE VI: Thenum beroftypesof�ckle agentsforthe 16 attractorsin Table IIIatm = 2.

In the kinetic sam pling regim e,the fraction of� ckle agents for m = 1 is obtained by

replacing (� A � )2 in thenum eratorofEq.(38)by (a0 + a+ + a� )=N ,following thenotation

used in Eq.(40).Theresultis

f� =
14� 2 + 39� + 8

8N (2� + 1)
: (64)

In the lim itoflow diversity,� � 1 and Eq.(64)reducesto Eq.(62).In the lim itofhigh

diversity,� � 1 and f� approaches1=N ,im plying thata singleagentwould dom inatethe

gam e dynam ics. However,since waiting e� ects are neglected,this result is considerably

lowerthan thesim ulation results.
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Form = 2,thefraction of� ckleagentsisgiven by thesizeoftheunion setof� ckleagents

atallsteps,

f� =
1

N

*
X

r

br �
X

r< s

brs +
X

r< s< u

brsu � � �

+

att

(65)

where

hbr1� � � ri
iatt =

h� A(0)[� A(1)+ � A(5)]� A(2)[� A(4)+ � A(6)]br1� � � ri
iPoi

h� A(0)[� A(1)+ � A(5)]� A(2)[� A(4)+ � A(6)]iPoi
: (66)

Theresultis

f� =
1552� 4 + 8170� 3 + 80905

8
� 2 + 2801� + 64

32N (32� 3 + 84� 2 + 169

4
� + 2)

: (67)

In the lim it oflow diversity, � � 1 and Eq.(67) reduces to Eq.(63). In the lim it of

high diversity,f� approaches1=N .However,by tracing thetypesof� ckle agentsswitching

strategiesateach tim e step,one cannot� nd any single type ofagentswho can contribute

to the dynam icsofallsteps.In fact,them inim um num berofagentsthatcan com plem ent

each otherto com plete the dynam icsis2. Forexam ple,one agentcan com plete the steps

at t = 0,1,2,3,4,while the other one can com plete the steps t = 5,6,7. Hence the

asym ptotic lim it off� = 1=N is not valid. The source ofthe discrepancy is the sam e as

thatfortheinvalid resultoftheasym ptotic variance ofdecisionsexplained in theprevious

section.

Asshown in Figs.10 and 11,the theoreticalpredictions are con� rm ed by sim ulations,

exceptin theregim eofextrem ely high diversity,wherewaiting e� ectshaveto betaken into

account[16].

V II. C O N V ER G EN C E T IM E

M any propertiesofthe system dependenton the transientdynam icsalso depend on its

diversity.Forexam ple,sincediversity reducesthefraction ofagentsswitching strategiesat

each tim estep,italsoslowsdowntheconvergencetothesteadystate.Hencetheconvergence

tim eincreaseswith diversity.

W econsidertheexam pleofm = 1.Thedynam icsofthegam eproceedsin thedirection

which reducesthe variance[6].In them ultinom ialregim e,the initialposition ofA � in the

phasespaceliesin theattractor.Convergencetothesteady stateisalm ostinstant.Starting
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FIG .12: The convergence pathsstarting from the initialstate 0 in the 4 quadrantsofthe phase

space form = 1.

from the initialstate 0,the convergence tim e is2,0,0,1 in the 4 respective quadrantsof

thephasespacein Fig.1.Fortheinitialstate1,thegam ehasthesam esetofconvergence

tim es,exceptthattheorderdescribed isperm uted.Hence,theconvergencetim eis2,1 and

0 with probabilities1=4,1=4 and 1=2 respectively,yielding theaverageconvergence tim eof

3=4.

In thescaling regim e,itisconvenientto m akeuseoftherectilinearnatureofthem otion

in the phase space. W e divide the phase space into hypercubes with dim ensions
p
2=�R.

Startingfrom theinitialstate0,theconvergencepathsareshown inFig.12.Theconvergence

tim e� ofan initialstatefrom insidea hypercubeisthenum berofstepsithopsbetween the

hypercubeson itsway to theattractor,asshown in Fig.13.

In general,theconvergencetim eisgiven by thefollowing cases:(a)3x+ y+ 2 forx � 0

and y � � x� 1,wherex =

jq
�R

2
A 1(0)

k

and y =

jq
�R

2
A 0(0)

k

;(b)� x� 3y� 4 fory � � 2

and y � � x � 2;(c)� x + y� 1 forx � � 2 and y � � 1;(d)y forx = � 1 and y � 0;(e)0

forx = y = � 1.

Theaverageconvergencetim eisthen obtained byavergingovertheGaussian distribution

ofthe initialA �(0)with m ean 0 and variance 1=N . W hen � issm all,the initialpositions

are m ainly distributed around the origin, reducing the convergence tim e to that ofthe

m ultinom ialregim e. W hen � is large,the initialpositions are broadly distributed am ong

m any hypercubesin thephasespace,and onecan takeacontinuum approxim ation asshown
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FIG .13: The dependence ofthe convergence tim e on the initialposition in the phase space for

m = 1,starting from theinitialstate0.Thedim ensionsofthehypercubesare
p
2=�R .Inset:The

3 regim esofconvergence tim e in the continuum lim it.

in theinsetofFig.13.Thus,theaverageconvergence tim eisgiven by

� =

r
�R

2N

( Z 1

0

D x

Z 1

� x

D y(3x+ y)+

Z
0

� 1

D y

Z � y

� 1

D x(� x � 3y)

+

Z
0

� 1

D x

Z 1

0

D y(� x+ y)

)

; (68)

whereD x � dx e�
x
2

2 =
p
2� istheGaussian m easure.Theresultis

� = (2+
p
2)
p
�: (69)

Asshown in Fig.14,thereisan excellentagreem entbetween theory and sim ulations.

The�1=2 dependenceoftheconvergencetim ecan beinterpreted asfollows.In thescaling

regim e,sincethestep sizein thephasespacescalesas1=
p
R andtheinitialpositionofA � has

com ponentsscalingas1=
p
N ,theconvergencetim eshould scaleas(1=

p
N )=(1=

p
R)� �1=2.

Thisscalingrelation rem ainsvalid in thekineticsam plingregim ewhere� � N ,sincekinetic

sam pling only a� ectsthedescription oftheattractor,ratherthan thetransientbehavior.
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V III. W EA LT H SP R EA D

Another system property dependent on the transient is the distribution ofwealth or

resources,especially thoseam ong thefrozen agents(thatis,agentswho do notswitch their

strategies at the steady state). Since the system dynam ics reaches a periodic attractor,

they have constant average wealth atthe steady state. Hence any spread in theirwealth

distribution isa consequence ofthetransientdynam ics.

To sim iplify the analysis,we only considerthe agentswho hold identicalstrategy pairs.

Since they neverswitch strategies,and both outputs1 and 0 have equaloccurence atthe

attractor,theirwealth averaged overa period becom esa constant,and theirwealth isequal

to thecum ulative payo� oftheidenticalstrategiesthey hold.

In them ultinom ialregim e,thewealth ofagentsholding identicalstrategiesa isgiven by

Eq.(16),where k�(t) are listed in Table I. Form = 1,the periodic average h
ait ofthe

cum ulative payo� sofstrategiesand theirvarianceshh
ai
2
tia are listed in Table VII.Thus,

thewealth spread W isthevariancehh
ai
2
tia ofh
ait,averaged overthefourstrategiesand

thefourattractors,and isequalto 5=8.

�1a �0a (a)(b)(c)(d)

h
0it -1 -1 1 0 -1 0

h
1it 1 -1 -1
2

1

2
-1
2

-3
2

h
2it -1 1 1

2
-1
2

1

2

3

2

h
3it 1 1 -1 0 1 0

hh
ai
2
tia

5

8

1

8

5

8

9

8

TABLE VII: The variance hh
i2tia ofthe periodic average ofwealth ofthe 4 strategies,forthe 4

attractorsofm = 1.

In the scaling regim e,the initialposition m ay be located away from the origin ofthe

phase space. Using the hypercube picture ofthe transient m otion,we can work out the

cum ulative payo� softhestrategiesby considering theirchangeswhen theirinitialposition

shiftto successive neighboring hypercubes.Thedistribution ofwealth varianceisshown in

Fig.15. In general,ifx =

jq
�R

2
A 1(0)

k

and y =

jq
�R

2
A 0(0)

k

,then the average wealth

ofthe 4 strategiesin Table VIIare x + y+ 1,� x + y� 1=2,x � y+ 1=2 and � x � y� 1
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FIG .14: Thedependenceoftheaverage convergence tim e on thediversity atm = 1.

respectively.Thisleadsto a wealth spread ofx2 + y2 + 3x=2+ y=2+ 5=8.

The value ofW is then obtained by averaging the wealth spread over the Gaussian

distribution ofthe initialpositions in the phase space,each com ponent A �(0)with m ean

0 and variance 1=N . W hen � issm all,the initialpositionsare m ainly distributed around

the origin,reducing the wealth spread W to the value atthe m ultinom ialregim e.W hen �

islarge,the initialpositionsare broadly distributed am ong m any hypercubesin the phase

space.Applying thecontinuum approxim ation,

W =
�R

2N

Z

D x

Z

D y(x2 + y
2)= ��: (70)

The sam e scaling relation applies to the kinetic sam pling regim e. As shown in Fig.16,

agreem ent between theory and sim ulations is excellent. Note that the behavior closely

resem blesthatoftheconvergence tim ein Fig.14,showing thatitisa transientbehavior.

IX . D ISC U SSIO N S

W e have studied the e� ectsofdiversity in the initialpreference ofstrategieson a gam e

with adaptive agentscom peting sel� shly for� nite resources. Introducing diversity isboth

usefulin m odeling agent behavior in econom ic m arkets,and as a m eans to im prove dis-

tributed control.W e� nd thatitleadstotheem ergenceofahigh system e� ciency.W ehave
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m adeuseofthesm allm em ory sizesm tovisualizethem otion in thephasespace.Scaling of

step sizesaccountsforthedependenceofthee� ciency on thediversity in thescaling regim e

(� � 1),whilekineticsam plinge� ectshavetobeconsidered athigherdiversity,yieldingthe-

oreticalpredictionswith excellentagreem entwith sim ulationsup to � � N .However,when

diversity increasesfurther,waiting e� ectshave to be considered [16]and willbe discussed

in details elsewhere. The variance ofdecisions decreases with diversity,showing that the
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m aladaptive behaviorisreduced.On theotherhand,theconvergence tim eand thewealth

spread increaseswith diversity.

W hilethepresentresultsapplym ostlytothecasesofsm allm ,qualitativepredictionscan

bem ade abouthighervaluesofm .An extension ofEq.(23)showsthatwhen � increases,

the step size becom essm allerand sm allerin the asym ptotic lim it. There isa criticalslow

down since the convergence tim e divergesat�c = �� 1 = 0:3183 [16]. W hen � exceeds�c,

the step size vanishes before the system reachesthe attractornearthe origin,so thatthe

state ofthe system istrapped atlocationswith atleastsom e com ponentsbeing nonzero.

The interpretation isthatwhen � islarge,the distribution ofstrategiesbecom e so sparse

that m otions in the phase space cannot be achieved by the switching ofstrategies. This

agreeswith thepictureofa phasetransition from thesym m etricto asym m etricphasewhen

� increases[21].Itisinteresting to notethatthevalueof�c iscloseto thevalueof0.3374

obtained by the continuum approxim ation [6,27]orbatch update [15]using linearpayo�

functions.

Anotherextension to generalm appliesto the sym m etric phase oftheexogenousgam e.

In this case the attractorcan be approxim ated by a hyperpolygon enclosing the origin of

the phase space. Using a generating function approach,we have com puted the variance of

decisions,taking into account the scaling ofstep sizes and kinetic sam pling;the analysis

willbe presented elsewhere. The results agree qualitatively with sim ulations ofboth the

exogenous and endogenous gam es,except forvalues of� close to �c. In fact,when � in-

creases,thereisan increasing fraction ofsam plesin which theattractorsarem orecom plex

than hyperpolygons. Forexam ple,in the endogenous case,there isan increasing fraction

ofattractorswhose periodsareno longer2D [28].Instead,theirperiodsbecom e m ultiples

ofthe fundam entalperiod 2D . It is rem arkable that the population variance is not seri-

ously a� ected by the structuralchange ofthe attractor,probably because the dynam ical

description ofsuch long-period attractorshavestrong overlapswith thoseofseveraldistinct

attractorsofperiod 2D .

Besidesstep payo� s,thecaseoflinearpayo� sisequallyinteresting.Infact,thelattercase

hasalsobeen considered recently,and thevarianceofdecisionsisalsofound todecreasewith

diversity[29].Therearesigni� cantdi� erencesbetween thetwocases,though,indicatingthat

agentsstriving to m axim ize di� erent payo� scause the system to self-organize in di� erent

fashions.Thedetailswillbeexplained elsewhere.
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From the viewpoint ofgam e theory,it is naturalto consider whether the introduction

ofdiversity assists the gam e to reach a Nash equilibrium ,in contrast to the case ofthe

hom ogeneousinitialcondition where m aladaptation isprevalent. Ithasbeen veri� ed that

Nash equilibria consistofpure strategies[6].Hence allfrozen agentshave no incentivesto

switch their strategies. In fact,since the dynam ics in the attractor is periodic for sm all

m ,with states � 1 appearing once each in response to each historicalstring,the payo� s

ofallstrategiesbecom e zero when averaged overa period. Thus,the Nash equilibrium is

approached in thesensethatthefraction of� ckleagentsdecreaseswith increasing diversity.

In thelim itof� � N ,itisprobablethatonly one� ckleagentswitchesstrategy ateach step

in theattractor,aspredicted by Eq.(64)forthecasem = 1.In thiscase,agentswhoswitch

their decisions cannot increase their payo� s,since on switching,the m inority ones would

becom elosers,and them ajority oneswould change them inority sideto m ajority and lose.

(Though the � ckle agentsare notplaying pure strategies,thisargum entim pliesthattheir

payo� sare the sam e asifthey are doing so.) Then a Nash equilibrium isreached exactly.

However,asm entioned previously,waitinge� ectsbecom eim portantin theextrem elydiverse

lim it,and therearecasesthatm orethan one� ckle agentcontributeto a singlestep in the

attractordynam ics,and Nash equilibrium cannotbereached.

Thecom bination ofscaling and kineticsam pling in accounting forthesteady stateprop-

ertiesofthesystem illustratestheim portanceofdynam icalconsiderationsin describing the

system behavior,atleastforsm allvaluesofm .W eanticipate thatthesedynam icale� ects

willplay a crucialrole in explaining the system behavior in the entire sym m etric phase,

since when � increases,thestatem otion in a high dim ensionalphasespacecan easily shift

thetailofthecum ulativepayo� distributionsto thevergeofstrategy switching,leading to

the sparseness condition where kinetic sam pling e� ects are relevant. Due to theirgeneric

nature inherentin m ulti-agentsystem swith dynam icalattractorsform ed by the collective

actionsofm any adaptiveagents,weexpectthatthesee� ectsarerelevanttom inority gam es

with di� erentpayo� functionsand updatingrules,aswellasotherm ulti-agentsystem swith

adaptiveagentscom peting forlim ited resources.

Thesensitivity ofthesteady statetotheinitialconditionshasim plicationstoadaptation

and learning in gam es.First,when theM G isused asam odelof� nancialm arkets,itshows

thatthe m aladaptive behavioris,to a large extent,an artifactofthe hom ogeneousinitial

condition. In practice,when agents enter the m arket with diverse views on the values of
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the strategies,the corresponding initialcondition should be random ized,and the m arket

e� ciency isbetterthan previously believed. Second,when the M G isused asa m odelof

distributed load balancing,the present study illustrates the im portance to adopt diverse

initialconditionsin orderto attain theoptim alsystem e� ciency. Thee� ectisrem iniscent

ofthe dynam ics oflearning in neuralnetworks,in which case an excessive learning rate

m ighthindertheconvergence to optim um [30].
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