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A bstract

Tum-taking behaviour is sin ulated In a coupled agents system . Each agent is m odelled as a m obilke
robot with two wheels. A recurrent neural network is used to produce the m otor outputs and to hold
the intemal dynam ics. A gents are developed to take tums on a two-dim ensional arena by causing the
netw ork structures to evolve.

Tum-taking is established using either reqular or chaotic behaviour of the agents. It is found that
chaotic tum-takers are m ore sensiive to the adaptive iInputs from the other agent. C onversely, reqular
tum-takers are com paratively robust against noisy Inputs, ow ing to their restricted dynam ics. From
m any observations, including tum-taking w ith virtual agents, we clain that there is a com plem entary
relationship between robustness and adaptability. Furthem ore, by investigating the recoupling of agents
from di erent GA generations, we report the em ergence of a new tum-taking behaviour. Potential for
synthesizing a new form ofm otion is another characteristic of chaotic tum-takers.
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1 Introduction

D ynam ical system s can theoretically sim ulate behaviour produced over tim e w ith interactions betw een var-
jous entities. T his approach, based on embodied cognition [12,114,[15], has a di erent perspective from the
traditionalA I approaches. T hat is, representations are not given as sym bols In advance but are only realized,
by the dynam ics, over tin e [1},[16,120]. C ognitive structure is characterized by geom etricaland ow pattems
In an adequate phase space. A swell as being characterized by attractor types (eg. xed point, lm it-—cycle,
and strange attractors) they are also characterized by chaotic itinerancy and other novel conocepts, such as
open-ended evolution/dynam ics, that describe their inherent behaviour.

R ichness and the potentialofthe dynam ical system s approach encourage us to go beyond m erely adaptive
behaviour. The higher functions, such as intention, m otivation, em otion and consciousness, are w ithin
the scope of this study. G rey W alter has started the discussion of em otional, or play-like, behaviour by
synthesizing arti cial creatures 23, 124]. A wheeled vehicle containing a sim ple electric circuit can show
unexpected and com plex behaviour, com parable to that of living creatures. W ithout m aking real robots,
B raitenberg m ade conoeptual robots to discuss the higher functions [2]. In his thought experin ents, he
designed vehicles using sim ple hard-w ired electrical connections from sensory inputs to m otor outputs. H is
vehicles gradually showed m ore com plex cognitive behavioursby providing m ore com plex intemalstructures.
Forexam ple, them ost prin itive behaviour is a sense of \aggression", w hich is sin ply given by attraction to a
light source w ith a crossed sensory {m otor connection. H ow ever, to sin ulatem ore com plex behaviour, such as
association and conoept form ation, he has to in plem ent new w ires, such asm nem otorix and ergotorix w ires,
w ith som e D arw Inian-type selections. G rey W alter and B raitenberg have one thing In comm on, In clain ing
that any apparently com plex cognitive behaviour can be buil up from sin ple sensory {m otor coordination.
That is, agents can be cognitive by having physical constraints. W e basically agree that any m eaningfil
cognition should be em bodied, but focus on di erent aspects.

In this paper, we focus on the cognitive behaviours of tum-taking and im itation, caused by interactions
between two or m ore hum ans, in which i is thought that the sharing ofm ental states and intentions w ith
others is in portant. T here arem any ways to understand psychologicalphenom ena by com puter sin ulations
and robot experin ents rather than by studying hum an behaviour directly [4,15,18]. W e conducted com puter
sim ulations of tw o agents w ith intemaldynam ics, which were in plem ented by an arti cial recurrent neural
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netw ork, as a m odel of tum-taking behaviour. In our previous works, cognitive behaviours were explained
from the dynam ical system s perspective by coupling between agents w ith rich intemal dynam ics 8,19, [10].
Here, we generalize from tum-taking behaviour to autonom ous role-changing, such as gam es of tag am ong
children, and investigate the generic underlyingm echanism susing the dynam icalsystem sm ethod. T herefore,
this study focuses on di erent perspectives from those of xed roleplaying games (eg. a pursui-evasion

gam e [3]). Here we take tum-taking as the sin plest exam plk that show s the diversity of dynam ics. For
tum-taking behaviour, it is necessary for roles to be exchanged autonom ously, w thin a context constructed
by the entities’ behaviours, eg., chaser{evader and speaker{listener. W hen taking tums in a two-person
conversation, people usually avoid overlapping or interrupting each other’s speech w ihout setting som e
explicit cue to sw itch goeakers. Som e cues orthis include eye contact and the detection of intonation changes.
Tt is considered that tum-taking is established by coordination between predictions and the intemal neural
netw orks that com pute the output from the nputs. T herefore, coupling betw een agentsm eans a coupling of
anticipatory system s w ith intrinsic dynam ics.

By Introducing neural architecture, evolutionary algorithm and a tum-taking game In x2 and 3, we
explore our topics n the sinulation. The rst topic is dynam ic repertoire. W e describe how tum-taking
is established w ith di erent form s ofm otion. In particular, we argue in x4.1 that regular m otion behaviour
evolves Into chaotic behaviour. The second topic is predictability. Each agent has to predict the other’s
future behaviour one step ahead. Interestingly, prediction precision decreases when the tum-taking role
sw itches from one to the other. Thisw illbe discussed in x4 2. T he third topic is ongoingness of interactions.
A gents becom e robust against sensor noise; how ever, the tum-taking perform ance is established only when
agents synchronize their dynam icsprecisely. Thispoint isdiscussed in x4 3. T he last topic isadaptability. A s
discussed in the section on dynam ic repertoire, the tum-taking pattem appears to be di erent for di erent
evolutionary generations. In section x4 4, we Investigate the em ergence of new spatio-tem poralpattems by
coupling agents from di erent generations. In x5, we discuss the potential linkage betw een these sin ulation
results and the psychological experin ents conducted by C . Trevarthen [22]. A concept of intersub fctivity
is also discussed.

2 TheM odel

W e m odelled the playing of a tag gam e in which the role of chaser, or evader, is not given to players In
advance. T here are som e gam em odels in which the roles are not prede ned. Reynolds also showed that the
abilities of chasing and evading evolve sin ultaneously by genetic programm ing In a gam e oftag, which isa
sym m etricalpursuit-evasion gam e [L/]. T he variety in the behaviour ofagentsadapting to their environm ents
isworth noting. In Reynolds’ gam e, sw tching between evader and chaser is prede ned as happening when
both agents com e into physicalcontact. T he di erence betw een R eynolds’ m odeland ours is the spontaneous
em ergence ofbehaviour. W hether an agent plays the role ofa chaser or an evader is dynam ically determ ined
In ourm odel. O n the other hand, D 1P aoclo m odelled and studied social coordination w ith agents interacting
acoustically [6]. To avoid m isperceiving the acoustical signals, their em ission tin ings were entrained in an
antiphase state; the resulting behaviour resem bles a tum-taking process.

There is a di erence between D 1 Paol’s tum-taking and ours. Both tum-taking behaviours are estab-
lished by the coordination of agents through the history of their interactions. D 1P aoclo m odelled tum-taking
as the resut of antiphase signals to avoid signal interference; how ever, we m odelled tum-taking behaviour
as a result of coupling between richer intermaldynam ics. T herefore, in this paper, we pay m ore attention to
the diversity of behaviour pattems.

2.1 Game and Environm ent

Here each agent has a circular body of radius R, with two diam etrically opposed motors Fig. [l). The
m otors can m ove the agent backw ards and forwards In a two-dim ensionalunstructured and unlin ited arena.
T he m otion is described by the follow ing equation ofm otion in termm s of an agent’s heading angle ( ) and
is speed (v) In that direction.
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Figure 1: Left: a schem atic view ofthe m obik robot w ith two wheels (actuators). Tt com putes the forward
force vector and the torque strength from the force vector (£1;f2) on each actuator. Right: Two m cbilke
robots interact to perform tum-taking behaviour by sensing each other’s position, relative distance and
heading angle. It is robot A ’s tum when A enters the area that is B’s rear side (RS) position. T he shape of
this RS is param eterized by r and

where f; and f, are the forward driving force, and  denotes the torque. D1 and D , express the resistance
coe cients, and the agents have mass M ) and inertia (I). W e solve the equations iteratively using the
Runge{K utta m ethod. At each tim e step, the agents com pute the forces from the inputs using the intemal
neuralnets described below .

W e assum e there is no collision betw een agents because we focus on the intemal states of the agents that
generate tum-taking. Two agents try to coordinate their tum-taking behaviour, each trying to get behind
the other. Because they cannot get behind each other sin ultaneously, the tum-taking cannot be achieved if
both agentsplay chaser. N aturally, m utualtum-taking cannot be achieved ifboth agentsplay evader either.
T herefore, it is necessary to have spontaneous sym m etry break down so that one plays the rok of chaser
and the other plays the role of evader. However, m ere sym m etry breakdown is Insu cient: tem poral role
changing is also required. By using recurrent neural netw orks, we focus on how the tum-taking dynam ics
are selforganized.

22 AgentD esign

W e designed the agents to have recurrent neural networks  ig.[). Inputs to an agent are the other agent’s
position, distance and heading angle, relative to the agent. A gentsm ove freely in the arena using twom otors,
the outputs of which are com puted at every tin e step of the gam e. Each agent predicts the other’s next
relative position, which is assigned to three output neurons. T he dynam ics of the recurrent neural netw ork
are expressed by the follow Ing equations at each time step t,
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where y;;zc;hy and ¢ represent input, output, hidden and context nodes, respectively. The respective
num ber of nodes in these layers is set to (I;K ;J;L) = (3;5;10;3) throughout this paper. The symbols
Wij;Ug;w ), and u$) denote the weights from input to hidden, hidden to output, context to hidden, and
hidden to context neurons, respectively, and the param eter b is a bias node. In this paper, we do not
consider the resuls of predictions, which are discussed in [L1ll]. This network architecture evolves using a
genetic algorithm as explained in the follow Ing section.
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Figure 2: Recurrent neural networks w ith three layers. Input nodes receive the other agent’s relative
position. The nal lJayer consists of three types of node: context, prediction and m otor output. Context
nodes feed back to the input layer. P rediction nodes output the other’s relative position in the next time
step. M otor nodes output the force vector, £f; and f,.

3 G enetic A lgorithm and N oisy Environm ent

3.1 G enetic A lgorithm

W e update the weights according to the tum-taking perform ance. In practice, the weight set of the neural
netw orks has a vector representation of the realweight values, which evolve using a genetic algorithm GA).

W euse a GA to evolve two sgparate populations, to avoid agents of a single genotype from dom inating,
In which case tum-taking is played between genetically sin ilar agents. A s a resul, a player has to play
against itself, which we w ish to avoid. Each population contains P individuals. T he perform ance of all P ?
paired agents from the separated populations are evaluated at each generation. A gents that can exchange
tums equally are evaluated as having greater tness. At rst, hdividuals in each population are initialized
w ith random weight values. Then we calculate the tness ofeach individual, based on its perform ance.

T he highest value is given when both agents take their tum altemately and the agents can predict each
other’sbehaviour. A one-sided (ie., role— xed) behaviour is associated w ith lower tnessvalues. P ractically,
the tnessofan agenta from apopulation @) againstan agentb from the otherpopulation B ) is calculated
as follow s. Below ,we de ne a total tnessF asthe sum oftwo tnessesassociated w ith prediction and tum-
taking, respectively. W hen one agent gets behind the other, by de nition the other agent has its tum and
the rear scope is speci ed asR S, which is param eterized by two param etersr and  (see Fig.[l). The agent
In this state is said to be having is tum and is rewarded. A spatial position of agent b at tine step t is
represented by P osy, (£) . This is com pared w ith agent a’s prediction value P 0s;; . T herefore the squared
di erence Eg.(11)) is the m easure of the precision of agent a’s prediction.
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T he perform ance of tum-taking is evaluated for di erent lengths oftime (I = 500;1;000 and 1;500), so
that agents cannot tell when the evaluation tin e is over. Evaluating the tum-taking perform ance at each
G A generation, we leave the best E individuals in each population and lt them reproduce w ith speci ed
m utation rates. The GA proceeds by repeating this procedure, and the recurrent neural netw orks evolve.
In addition, the ollow ing points should be noted.



32 Two Tine Scales

Two tin e scales exist: the vehicke navigation tin e scale ( T 1), and the neuralcom putation tinescale ( T 7).
T he tin e evolution of the vehicle navigation is com puted using the 4th order RungeXK utta m ethod, w here

T ; is set to 0.01. The basic process is that the neural net receives the sensor inputs and com putes the
m otor outputs. By assum ing that the vehicle navigation m otion is faster than the intemalneuraltin e scale,
we take 100 T ; = T ,. For sim plicity, the neural net produces the outputs every 100 Runge{K utta tim e
steps. W hen the network structure evolves by GA, the tim e scale ratio is In plicitly re ected in the net
structure. T herefore, we believe that the sam e behaviour structure can be ocbtained, at least qualitatively,
for a di erent scale ratio.

3.3 N oisy Environm ent

Living system s are involved in a fuindam entally noisy environm ent. W e know that our perception hasto deal
w ith noisy inputs. H owever, it isnot possible to discrim inate noise from other signals. W e, as living system s,
behave adaptively, cooperatively or sel shly while handling the problem . T herefore, we sim ulated the agents’
Interacting w ith each other in a noisy environm ent. N oises are added to the input neurons at every gam e
step during each run in the GA . T he strength ofnoise is provided by uniform random num bers between zero
and alm ost the m axim um distance the agent can m ove during one gam e step. In the next sections, spatial
pattems of tum-taking are studied as sim ulation results. If there is no excuse, those pattems are generated
under a noise-free environm ent to clarify the intrinsic dynam ics of the agents.

4 Sinulation R esuls

Sinulation was perform ed with a GA using 15 ndividuals P = 15;E = 4). A fler several thousand GA

generations, tum-taking is established between the two agents. T he basic dynam ics of the tum-taking was
observed as follow s. Two agents ad jist their speeds and m ake tums autom atically to sw itch from the role of
evader to chaser and vice versa. In the follow ing subsections, we Investigate the tum-taking pattem realized
from the dynam ic repertoire, predictability, adaptability and evolvability conoepts.
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Figure 3: F iness values of the best agents in two populations at each GA generation for a single run.

4.1 D iversity ofD ynam ic repertoire

F irst, the evolutionary algorithm e ectively functions to im prove the tum-taking perform ance. T he devel-
opm ent of the perform ance as a fiinction ofGA generations is depicted in Fig.[d. The resuling tum-taking
pattems are sensitive to som e of the settings. In particular, they are sensitive to the division of the agent
population Into two. In previous work, we encoded the pair of agents’ structures on the sam e gene [/]. Then
we encoded them separately but used a single population. T hat algorithm can also develop tum-taking be-
haviourbut w ith m uch less diversity than the present algorithm . W hen the agents are on the sam e gene, i is
di cukt to show diversity as their net structures are too correlated. W ith a single population, developm ent

ofan agent that can take tumsw ith itself (its relatives) is enhanced. T herefore, there is a strong probability



that the dynam ics of the tum-taking m ay be tuned for selftum-taking. To avoid this situation, we used the
tw o-population structure.

Figure[d show s exam ples of the spatial trails of an agent from di erent GA generations w ith di erent
niialpopulation structures. For the sake of clariy, a single agent’s trail is depicted. A paired agent tends
to show the sam e trailw ith di erent phases.

W e can classify these trail pattems approxin ately into regular, chaotic and others based on their ap—
pearance In space and tin e. W hen spatial trails consist of regular curves, and tums are exchanged alm ost
periodically which corresponds to a tuming point on the gures), we call them regular tum-taking. On
the other hand, if spatial trails have irreqular curves w ith non-periodic tum-taking, we call them chaotic
tum-taking. The ram aining unclassi ed pattems are discussed below .

In the earlier GA generations, agents w th regular tum-taking evolve to yield higher perfom ance ¢ ig.
[A@) and ()). Thebehaviour structure is as ©llow s. O ne agent ©llow s the other and passes it; then it slow s
as does the other agent; then both agents sin ultaneously tum around quickly. T his retums the agents to the

rst phase. A serdes ofbehaviour pattems repeats alm ost periodically and the envelope curve of these trails
constitutes a circle by xing the centre Iocation. In the later GA generations, m ore chaotic pattems em erge
Fig.E ) to h)). Inh contrast to the reqular pattems, the tums are exchanged in di erent places w ith
irregqular tim e intervals. T herefore, the spatio-tem poral pattem becom es chaotic and agents m ove around
the entire space.

The evolution of tum-taking type from regular to chaotic is explained as follows. The evolutionary
pressure of GA at rst allow s the agents to m ove stably in the noisy environm ent. A structured tum-taking
behaviour can only be built up on stable m otion dynam ics that are Insensitive to random noise. A s argued
brie y in the Introduction, noise and intentional action is di cul to distinguish when the agents’ m otions
becom e chaotic. However, when their actions appear reqular, we can interpret that the agents can m ore
easily distinguish noise from the other agent’s intentionalm otion as they show di erent perform ance w ith
and w ithout partners’ adaptive m otions (see x4 .3). Therefore, the reqular type em erges earlier than the
chaotic motion. A s shown in Fig. [{, reqular tum-taking occurs at alm ost the sam e spatial Jocation w ith
di erent noise series. However, the chaotic type is sensitive to the noise series. T he total perform ance of
tum-taking rem ains high in both cases.

T hat is, reqular tum-taking pattem suppresses a variety of dynam ic repertoires. By doing so, it becom es
robust against sensory noise. On the other hand, chaotic tum-taking pattem has the potential to develop
dynam ic repertoire, and therefore it becom esm ore adaptive, which is studied in x4 4.

Intuitively, agents who can take tums In the presence of noise can take tums perfectly w ithout noise.
H owever, this does not hold for som e agents found in later GA generations. As shown in Fig. [, agents
can only take tums when there is sensory noise. W e call this phenom enon N oise-induced tum-taking. As
shown In the gure, there is a strong attractor to a circular m otion w ithout exchanging tums. The two
agents have di erent neural structures, and the resulting tum-taking behaviour is generally asymm etrical.
W ithout noise, one agent is never abl to take is tum. In addition, it ©om s an attractor In the sense that
adding a sm allnoise cannot break this onesided behaviour. True tum-taking only em erges above a certain
noise kevel Fig.[dl). In another case, there exist three attractors when there is no sensory noise. O ne is that
agent A chasesthe rear ofagent B closely. A nother is the opposite, and the last is that in which both agents
chase each other. Each of the three attractors consist of circular orbits. T he transition between attractors
is caused by noise. W ithout noise, agents are trapped by one of the attractors.

Com pared with these noise-induced behaviours, chaotic tum-takers can spontaneously establish tum-—
taking behaviourw ithout noise. E ven ifnoise is introduced into the system , chaotic tum-takers can establish
tum-taking behaviours independent of the low noise level. T hat is, they do not utilize noise but suppress
the e ect of noise to perform tum-taking. Conversely, noise-induced tum-takers need noise to perform
tum-taking.

4 2 P rediction C apability and R ole Sw itching

T hese observations were analysed In term s of prediction capability of agents. T he agents, after thousands of
G A generations, are able to predict their partner’s fiture m ovem ents whilk tum-taking. T hree outputs of
the recurrent network sin ulate the other agent’s future location and heading from the current input. Fig.
8, show s the precision of predictions and the associated tum-taking pattems. In earlier GA generations,
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Figure 4: Spatial trails of tum-taking behaviour observed in the sinulations. To clarify the qualitative
di erence of tum-taking structures, a spatial trail of only one of the two agents is shown. T he other agent
m oves around these trails generating sin ilartrails. A llgam es in these graphs are started from (550, 300). @)
and () are exam ples of regular tum-taking behaviour, while the others are exam ples of chaotic tum-taking
behaviour.



Figure 5: D i erences of spatial trails betw een adaptive agents w ithout noise (solid) and w ith noise (dotted)
are plotted. They start from the sam e Initialpoints, (550, 300). (@) chaotic tum-taker () reqular tum-taker

- - £ am - - a

without noise with noise

Figure 6: Noise-induced tum-taking behaviour. There is an attractor of role- xed behaviour. By adding
noise to the agents, an agent can slip out of the attractor and successfully perform tum-taking.
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Figure 7: T he perform ance of tum-taking behaviour as a function of noise strength. Below a certain noise
level, agents cannot perform tum-taking. Above a certain noise lkvel, agents take advantage of noise to
perform tum-taking. T his critical noise level is Iow er than that used in evolution.



one agent’s prediction is far better than the other’s. In later generations, both predictions are in proved.
However, through entire GA generations, the predictions alm ost periodically break down when their tums
(roles) are exchanged. A s Indicated In the gure, the prediction is also perturbed by noisy inputs. H ow ever,
the e ect ismuch an aller than that of the other agent’s action.
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Figure 8: Prediction (top spiky lines) and tums (line segm ents) are drawn for each agent from 10,000 GA
generations. A horizontal line expresses tin e steps fortwo agentsm oving in the two-din ensionalarena. T he
top two line segm ents corresoond to tums of the coupled agents. T he bottom segm ents correspond to tin es
w hen neither agent has a tum. This show s that the prediction precision decreases sharply when a tum is
sw itched.

Tt should be noted that these prediction outputs are not designed explicitly to do anything in generating
action sequences. H ow ever, because they depend on the com m on context neuronsthat also controlthem otion
pattems, sin ulating each other’sbehaviour and generating the m otor outputs have indirect correlations. T he
correlation betw een prediction breakdown and the tum-taking perform ance w ill be reported elsew here.

4.3 Ongoingness of Interactions

T he inherent adaptability of each tum-taking pattem can be studied using is stability in the presence of
noise. In otherw ords, we study an agent’s ability to discrim inate betw een noise and the adaptive behaviourof
the other agent. In this section, we com pare the behaviour of \live Interaction" w ith \recorded interaction".
T he \live interaction" is nom al Interaction between evolved agents, and the \recorded Interaction" is that
between an agent and a virtual agent, de ned below .

F irst, we selected the two best agents, A and B, from each population. Tum-taking betw een these agents
was studied w ithout introduced noise. This is what we temm \live interaction". T he trails of the agents
w ere recorded during the run. T hen, tum-taking between agent A and the recorded trailofagent B (ie., a
virtual agent) was conducted. This iswhat we temm \recorded interaction". W e perturb the recorded trail
and sin ulate the changes in the tum-taking dynam ics.

Figure[d (@) show s the grow th of a discrepancy between A <virtual B and A -perturbed virtualB (chaotic
tum-takers). D uring the initial few hundred steps, no discrepancy was observed. T he behaviours are sin ilar
as shown in the gure. However, a an all noise was am pli ed and the orbit drastically changed from the
original orbit at approxin ately 800 tin e steps. In tem s of the tum-taking behaviours, the adaptive agent
can no longer recover ham onization w ith the perturbed virtual agent. T he agent approaches the trail and
tries dynam ically to resum e the origihal tum-taking behaviour.

Another exampk (the agents at 3,000 generations) is shown in Fig. [@ (). These agents established
regular tum-taking. In this case, the agents could cope w ith the perturbed virtual agent. N ote that agents
that have constructed regular tum-taking behaviour do not always, but frequently do, have a tendency to
cope w Ith a perturbed virtual agent, although this varies w ith the tin ing and strength of the perturbation.
Som etin es tum-taking behaviour breaks down when m ore noise is added to the recorded trail. However,
there are som e exam ples in which tum-taking recovers after a period of discrepancy.
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Figure 9: D i erences of orbis between agents’ trails In a gam e w ith an adaptive agent and a recorded trail.
A gn allnoise is introduced at 340 tin e steps. If there isno noise, no di erence is cbserved. A gents used in
@) and (b) correspond to those in Fig.[@ () and (@), respectively. The di erence is am pli ed if agents fail
to establish tum-taking.

44 Evolution of A daptability

A nother novel feature of adaptability was exam ined. W e show here that adaptability can generate noveldy—
nam icsby constructing new couplings. W e exam ine the behavioursofnew couplingsbetween two agents from
di erent GA generations as follow s. A fter the tum-taking perform ance had attained a satisfactory plateau,
we selected two Individuals from di erent generations to play. This was to exam ine how they perform ed
tum-taking w thout having the com m on experience of co-evolution. Taking agents from generations 10,000
and 3,000 as exam ples, we evaluated the perform ances ofthe new pairs oreach generation Fig.[[d). In fact,
the novel pairs offen failed to sustain the sam e perform ance as the original pairs. H ow ever, the synthesized
dynam ics often show ed novel structures. T he exam ples can be found in F ig[[dl. A gents that perform chaoctic
tum-taking after 10,000, 8,000, and 7,000 generations Fig.[ @), () and (e)) are coupled w ith agents from
each di erent generation. A s is seen in the gure, the new Iy coupled agents also show chaotic tum-taking
but with a di erent kind ofm otion (d). C oupling ofgenerations1,000{7,000 and 8,000{7,000 show sa sin ilar
pattem to that by the agents from generation 7,000, which is shown In () and (f).
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Figure 10: The best agents from the 10,000 (solid line) and the 3,000 (dashed line) GA generations are
exam Ined w ith regard to coupling them w ith thebest agents from di erent GA generations. T he perform ance
of tum-taking ofthe new Iy coupled pair is evaluated for each generation. G enerally the perform ance is lower
than the origihal perform ance of the best pair from each generation, which is approxim ately 0.6.

In summ ary, (A Novel structures som etin es inherit the original pattem of one of the agents but not
always, (i) A gents that readily exhibit chaotic tum-taking pattem lose the origihal pattem and adapt to
the other agent’s pattem, and (iil) conversely, regqular tum-takers sin ply retain their orighal pattem and
show little adaptability to a new partner.

The last point is clearly shown in Fig.[[J. T he reqular tum-takers can only achieve higher perform ance
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Figure 11: Spatial trails of the origihal pairs and new ly coupled agents at 7,000, 8,000 and 10,000 GA
generations. (@), (€) and () show the trails of the origihal pairs at 10,000, 8,000 and 7,000 generations,
respectively. On the right, new Iy coupled agents’ trails are shown. ), (d) and (f) are generated by the
best agents at 10,000 vs 7,000, 10,000 vs 8,000, and 8,000 vs 7,000 generations, resoectively. (o) and (f) are

sim ilar to the trails generated by the origihal paired agents from the 7,000 generation. O n the other hand,
(d) shows a new trail.
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w ith agents from neargenerations  ig.[[d) O urhypothesis is that chaotic tum-takersarem ore adaptive than
regularones. T he observation here con m s the hypothesis, but we should note that perform ance som etin es
di ers signi cantly between populations A and B from the same GA generation. F igure [[3 illustrates how
tum-taking perform ance varies from generation to generation. W e deduce from this gure that they are
basically symm etrical for populations A and B . Som etin es there are notable exoeptjons| eg., population
A from generation 8,000{10,000 com pared w ith population B from generation 10,000{12,000. It should also
be noted that genetically closer agents can collaborate better than m ore distantly related agents. H ow ever,
qualitatively, beyond generation 6,000, agents becom e m ore adaptive than those of earlier generations.
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Figure 12: Spatial trails of new couplings of regular and chaotic tum-takers. (@) 3,000 vs 7,000 () 3,000 vs
8,000 (c) 3,000 vs 10,000 @) 3,000 vs 27,280. O ne agent always chases the partner, and role changing did
not occur. Convergence of agents’ sensors and m otors causes the decrease In behavioural diversity and the
Interruption of role changihg for tum-taking.

T he tum-taking pattem resulted from the collaboration of two agents. Therefore, a neural structure
In the body of a single agent alone cannot explain the tum-taking dynam ics. This is an interesting part
of the present study, but at the same tin e, a gap between the two agents m ay develop. That is, when
one population becom es very adaptive against m any others, i is not necessary for the other population to
becom e very adaptive; itm ay sin ply becom e a test data set for the form er population to becom e \universal"
tum-takers. A s far as we know, such universal tum-takers are yet to evolve. Here we notice that chaotic
tum-taker is better at eliciting coordinated behaior from the partner.

Tt is also worth noting that the \experience" oftw 0 agents interacting w ith each other is a prerequisite for
better tum-taking. T he history, or the experience, ofhow agents have collaborated to perform tum-taking
determ nesw ith whom an agent can take tums. In new pairs, responses of one agent to the other often occur
at the wrong tin €, whereas the original pairs show com plete synchronization of tum-taking. That is, we
Insist that it is not the neural structure but the collaboration of tin ing and patteming that is responsble
for the better tum-taking behaviour. This is true not only for this special type of jnteractjon| ie., tum-
takjng| but m ay be true for cogniive interaction in general. W e w ill argue this point In the nalsection of
this paper.
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Figure 13: The perfom ance of tum-taking by new couplings w ith the best agents from all generations of
tw o populations. Beyond 6,000 generations, pattems change from regular to chaotic. T he agents after 6,000
generations show a tendency to be able to perform tum-taking w ith agents from di erent generations.
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5 D iscussion

Tt was found in the virtual agents experim ent (x4 .3), that chaotic tum-takers are m uch m ore sensitive to
the di erence between live and recorded inputs. Their tum-taking pattems are driven by the ongoing
Interaction. O n the other hand, regular tum-takers are relatively nsensitive to the di erence. A s evolution
continues, chaotic tum-taking replaces regular tum-taking in the GA simulations. This may be due to
regular tum-takers’ being less adaptive than chaotic tum-takers in the sense that they can only cope w ith
few er agents. T his is clearly seen In the new coupling experim ent x4 4. T he coupling w ith regular tum-takers
only generates circular pattems but chaotic tum-takers show various pattems. In summ ary, we clain that
chaotic tum-taking is less robust in the presence of noise but hasm ore adaptability, com pared w ith reqular
tum-taking.

This com plem entary relationship between adaptability and robustness has som e In plications In som e
em pirical experin ents. Let us introduce T revarthen’s double-m onitor experin ents between a baby-infant
and ism other [21),122], and N adel’s m utual in itation experin ents [L3]. In T revarthen’s experin ent, m other
and baby-infant only com m unicate through videos that display their faces to each other. For the baby-infant
to engage w ith the m other, correct style and tin ing are required. If the recorded video of the m other is
displayed to the baby-infant, the baby-infant becom es w thdrawn and depressed. Nadel studied how the
mutual in tation gam e progresses between children and discussed a non-a ordant m eans of using ob Fcts
to trigger the Interaction. Children reqularly sw itch between the roles of in itating and being in itated, by
having new in itation pattems.

T revarthen’s experin ents show that it isnot necessarily In portant forthe baby-infant that them otherbe
displayed on them onior. &t can be assum ed that them ost in portant clie during interactions is the ongoing
anticipation of a partner. The baby-infant perform s som e actions and anticipates the m other’s reactions
re ecting the baby-infant’s actions, and this is also true w ith respect to them other’s anticipation ofthe baby—
Infant. Interactions In socialbehaviour, ncliding tum-taking, can be established w hen these anticipationsare
m utually form ed dynam ically. Furthem ore, it is shown by N adel’s experim ent that an a ordantway ofusing
ob Fcts can m aintain Interaction | ie. som e form ofnovelty/unpredictability is required. In our sin ulations,
when an agent calculates outputs, this calculation sin ultaneously a ects the intemaldynam ics. T hat is, the
actions perform ed form is intemaldynam ics asmuch as actions form anticipations in the statem ent above.
T he agent receives a partner’s actions as Inputs that re ect the agent’sown actions. W em aintain that tum-
taking is established when these structures are m utually organized. Tum-taking is therefore broken in the
sim ulation w ith virtualagents. H ow ever, our sin ulations also show that unpredictability is found when tum-
taking occurs. W e therefore claim thatm utually adaptive coupling of actions and Intemaldynam ics betw een
agents is essential for the establishm ent of cognitive Interaction, which m ay be related to intersub fctiviy.
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