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ABSTRACT
Agent-based models (ABMs) are simulation models used in econom-
ics to overcome some of the limitations of traditional frameworks
based on general equilibrium assumptions. However, agents within
an ABM follow predetermined ‘bounded rational’ behavioural rules
which can be cumbersome to design and difficult to justify. Here
we leverage multi-agent reinforcement learning (RL) to expand the
capabilities of ABMs with the introduction of ‘fully rational’ agents
that learn their policy by interacting with the environment and
maximising a reward function. Specifically, we propose a ‘Rational
macro ABM’ (R-MABM) framework by extending a paradigmatic
macro ABM from the economic literature. We show that gradually
substituting ABM firms in the model with RL agents, trained to
maximise profits, allows for studying the impact of rationality on
the economy. We find that RL agents spontaneously learn three
distinct strategies for maximising profits, with the optimal strategy
depending on the level of market competition and rationality. We
also find that RL agents with independent policies, and without
the ability to communicate with each other, spontaneously learn
to segregate into different strategic groups, thus increasing market
power and overall profits. Finally, we find that a higher number of
rational (RL) agents in the economy always improves the macroe-
conomic environment as measured by total output. Depending on
the specific rational policy, this can come at the cost of higher in-
stability. Our R-MABM framework allows for stable multi-agent
learning, is available in open source, and represents a principled
and robust direction to extend economic simulators.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Applied computing→ Economics; • Computing method-
ologies→Modeling and simulation; • Artificial intelligence
→ Planning and scheduling; • Machine learning→Machine
learning approaches.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Traditional economic simulation models are mostly based on gen-
eral equilibrium frameworks, and are far from being a perfect rep-
resentation of real economies, due to their strong assumptions,
which typically do not allow for agent heterogeneity, bounded ra-
tionality or nonequilibrium dynamics [17, 22]. Today, advanced
computational methods hold the promise of solving some of these
key limitations [8, 10, 18, 36, 37]. Specifically, multi-agent systems
(MAS) [50] may offer a bottom-up approach to model economic
systems that naturally addresses the above mentioned limitations
of traditional models. Since the early 2010s, MAS have gradually
been adopted and gained popularity in economics under the name
of “agent-based models” (ABMs) [7, 17, 22]. ABMs can model eco-
nomic systems by simulating a number of individual economic
agents, representing decision makers and institutions, which can
be defined to be heterogeneous and act with bounded rational-
ity in non-equilibrium environments [43, 44]. These agents typ-
ically rely on a pool of hand-crafted behavioural rules, that are
defined in advance by economists to mimic the complexity of real
economies [47]. While this approach allows addressing some of the
limitations described, it also poses new challenges, such as the dif-
ficulty in defining realistic behaviours, and the absence of learning
agents and of ‘rational’ agents that optimise their behaviour based
on a specific objective.

Reinforcement Learning (RL) [40] can offer a solution to classical
ABM limitations as, in principle, it can allow for a grounded intro-
duction of rational optimisation and learning in simulation models,
without the need for the over-simplistic assumptions of traditional
economic modelling frameworks. Moreover, RL can facilitate the
design of accurate economic ABMs, as it can eliminate the burden
of programming detailed behavioural rules in favour of the easier
task of choosing meaningful reward functions, typically known as
‘utility functions’ in the economic literature.

Our contribution. In this work, we contribute towards this
interdisciplinary challenge by proposing a framework to leverage
multi-agent RL to expand the capabilities of classical macro ABMs.
Specifically, we extend and study the well-known macroeconomic
ABM with capital and credit (‘CC-MABM’) from Assenza et al. [4].
Such a model considers an economy populated by households, firms
and banks. Households supply labour to firms, consume goods, and
save money through deposits at the banks, and banks provide loans
to firms. Our extended model substitutes a variable number of
firms with RL agents. Importantly, we refer to the firms of the
original models as ‘bounded rational’ in the sense that they behave
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Figure 1: The R-MABMmodel. The left panel shows a schematic diagram of the basis model, in which 4 types of agents (green ovals)
exchange goods (yellow rectangles). The arrows represent the flow of the specific good, from provider to receiver. The middle panel illustrates
the extension of the basis model we implement with our R-MABM framework. Consumption-good producing firms ‘C-firms’ in the standard
model are exclusively ‘bounded rational’ and take decisions using a heuristic trend-following rule. These are augmented with ‘fully rational’
RL agents that take decisions in order to maximise profits. The right panel shows a typical learning curve where fully rational RL agents
learn to accumulate higher profits than bounded rational agents as the number of learning episodes progresses.

according to fixed rules that are not the result of a maximisation
of a utility function, while we refer to RL firms as ‘fully rational’
since they act in order to explicitly maximise profits. From these
considerations, we name our framework ‘Rational macro ABM’ (R-
MAMB). Figure 1 shows a visualisation of the R-MAMB model, and
a sample of the learning process of rational firms.

We experimentally evaluate our framework with extensive simu-
lations, and show that RL agents spontaneously learn three distinct
strategies for maximising profits, with the optimal strategy de-
pending on the level of market competition and rationality in the
economy. We also find that agents with independent policies spon-
taneously learn to segregate into different strategic groups, thus
increasing market power and overall profits, without explicitly com-
municating with each other. Finally, we assess the macroeconomic
impact of higher degrees of rationality by measuring the direct
effects on GDP and on its volatility. To the best of our knowledge,
R-MABM is the first attempt at extending macroeconomic ABMs
with the introduction of rational agents using RL. Our results am-
ply demonstrate the robustness of the R-MABM framework and
its relevance to a vast community at the intersection between eco-
nomics and computer science, thus paving the way for numerous
applications and future investigations. Accordingly, we made the
code for the R-MABM easy to use and freely available 1.

Related work. Thanks to recent breakthroughs in deep-RL and
multi-agent RL (MARL) [2, 26], along with the ever-growing avail-
ability of computational power, RL and MARL are rapidly emerging
as attractive powerful tools to expand the capabilities of traditional
ABMs and pave the way to a new generation of economic simu-
lators [3, 13, 20]. Several works have investigated the use of RL
towards economic modelling for different environments and set-
tings [5], including learning monetary policies [28], calibrating
economic ABMs [25], solving heterogeneous general equilibrium

1The R-MABM is available in open source at https://github.com/Brusa99/R-MABM,
while the code used for the basis model is available at https://github.com/bancaditalia/
ABCredit.jl.

models [27], approaching consumption-saving problems [32], study-
ing social segregation dynamics [38] or mortgage relief strategies
[23], modelling agents with heterogeneous bounded rationality [21],
or modelling decision making process in technology uptake mod-
els [31]. Another very active line of research focuses on the use of
RL in the simulation of financial stock markets [1, 14, 45].

For models of the entire economy, a recent example is the work of
Johanson et al. [29], which shows that basic economic phenomena
of microeconomics can emerge spontaneously from learning agents.
Other work focuses on real business cycle (RBC) models showing
that optimal policies can be learnt through MARL [6, 15, 33, 35, 51],
using different learning techniques including curriculum learn-
ing [9]. In [35], Mi et al. showcase the advantages of MARL systems
over traditional models in designing and studying taxation policies.

As we focus on RL modelling of firms in our macro ABM for this
study, our work is also related to the vast literature on algorithmic
pricing using RL, pioneered by Tesauro and Kephart [41, 42] and
more recently taken up by many studies in both economics and
computer science [11, 12, 30, 48].

Finally, our work is related to [19], where Dosi et al. study the
effects of substituting the traditional bounded rational behavioural
rules of a macroeconomic ABM with more complex adaptive rules,
without using RL.

2 THE RATIONAL-MABMMODEL
Our work expands a traditional macroeconomic ABM introducing
fully rational agents through reinforcement learning. This section
first provides an overview of the MABM that forms the basis of our
framework, which we also call the ‘basis model’, and then details
the multi-agent RL scheme we develop to extend it.

2.1 The basis model
We here briefly describe the basis macro ABM, namely the macroe-
conomic ABM with capital and credit (CC-MABM) from Assenza

https://github.com/Brusa99/R-MABM
https://github.com/bancaditalia/ABCredit.jl
https://github.com/bancaditalia/ABCredit.jl
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et al [4]. For a more detailed description of the model and its pa-
rameters we refer to the original manuscript.

Agent types. The basis model comprises three types of agents
defined as follows.

• Households consist of workers and capitalists. Workers supply
labour, receiving a wage. Capitalists receive dividends and do
not work. Both deposit accumulated wealth in banks.

• Banks receive household deposits and extend loans to firms.
• Firms consist of K-firms and C-firms. K-firms require labour for

their production, and produce capital goods i.e., machinery and
equipment, that they sell to C-firms. C-firms require both labour
and capital goods for their production and produce consumption
goods that they sell to households.

Figure 1 summarises the agents and their interactions. For the sake
of brevity, in the following we provide extra details only on the
specific behavioural rules of households and C-firms that are most
relevant to our later experiments.

Markets. All of the households aim to buy consumption goods,
and therefore participate in a search and matching consumption
market, defined as follows.

• At the start of period 𝑡 , each consumer determines their con-
sumption budget, based on their income and bank deposits.

• To decide where to buy the goods, each consumer visits 𝑧𝑐 ran-
domly selected C-firms and sorts them by their retail price from
lowest to highest.

• The consumer starts buying goods from the first firm and, if the
consumption budget is not exhausted, the consumer moves on
to the second firm in the order, and so on.

Note that, a higher (lower) value of 𝑧𝑐 implies that each consumer
will be able to compare the prices of a higher (lower) number of
firms. Hence, importantly, we can consider those this parameter as
an effective controller of the level of competition of the search and
matching market described.

Price and quantity decisions of firms. The model assumes
that at each time step 𝑡 , a firm 𝑖 decides a price 𝑃𝑖,𝑡 at which to sell its
goods, and a target quantity 𝑌 ∗

𝑖,𝑡
of goods it aims to produce. Based

on the desired production 𝑌 ∗
𝑖,𝑡
, the firm decides how many workers

to employ 𝑁𝑖,𝑡 and how much capital 𝐾𝑖,𝑡 is required. The firm
will then attempt to acquire labour and capital in the correspond-
ing markets. Finally, the production function follows a Leontief
technology, i.e., 𝑌𝑖,𝑡 = min (𝛼𝑁𝑁𝑖,𝑡 , 𝛼𝐾𝐾𝑖,𝑡 ) where 𝛼𝑁 and 𝛼𝐾 are
labour and capital productivity, respectively and 𝑌𝑖,𝑡 is the quantity
of goods actually produced. Notice that consumption goods are
non-storable, so unsold goods do not carry over to the next period.

For the rest of this work, we will often call a defined policy to
set 𝑃𝑖,𝑡 and 𝑌 ∗𝑖,𝑡 a ‘price-quantity strategy’, or simply a ‘strategy’.
The price-quantity strategy of C-firms in the basis model is based
on the following. At the end of the period 𝑡 , the firm 𝑖 observes the
amount of goods sold 𝑌 𝑠

𝑖,𝑡
= min

(
𝑌𝑖,𝑡 , 𝑌

𝑑
𝑖,𝑡

)
, where 𝑌𝑑

𝑖,𝑡
is the actual

demand, and the average price 𝑃𝑡 charged by competitors.
To set future prices and quantities, firms use the past step firm

stock Δ𝑌
𝑖,𝑡

= 𝑌𝑖,𝑡 −𝑌𝑑𝑖,𝑡 and price delta Δ
𝑃
𝑖,𝑡

= 𝑃𝑖,𝑡 − 𝑃𝑡 . The firm stock
is the difference between the amount of goods produced, and the
amount of goods demanded. If positive, it amounts to the unsold

‘stock’ of goods piled up by the firm in a given step. If negative, its
absolute value equals the quantity of extra goods that could have
been produced to meet the demand. The price delta is the distance
between the firm’s price and the average market price, positive if
above the average or negative if below it. C-firms in the basis model
adjust prices and target quantities following the simple heuristic
pictured in Figure 1 and described by the following equations

𝑃𝑖,𝑡+1 =


𝑃𝑖,𝑡 (1 + 𝜂𝑖,𝑡+1) if Δ𝑌

𝑖,𝑡
≤ 0 ∧ Δ𝑃

𝑖,𝑡
< 0

𝑃𝑖,𝑡 (1 − 𝜂𝑖,𝑡+1) if Δ𝑌
𝑖,𝑡

> 0 ∧ Δ𝑃
𝑖,𝑡
≥ 0

𝑃𝑖,𝑡 otherwise

(1)

𝑌 ∗𝑖,𝑡+1 =


𝑌𝑖,𝑡 + 𝜌 |Δ𝑌𝑖,𝑡 | if Δ𝑌

𝑖,𝑡
≤ 0 ∧ Δ𝑃

𝑖,𝑡
≥ 0

𝑌𝑖,𝑡 − 𝜌 |Δ𝑌𝑖,𝑡 | if Δ𝑌
𝑖,𝑡

> 0 ∧ Δ𝑃
𝑖,𝑡

< 0

𝑌 ∗
𝑖,𝑡

otherwise

, (2)

where 𝜌 is the quantity adjustment parameter and 𝜂 ∼ 𝑈 (0, 𝜂)
is a uniform random variable whose range is fixed by the price
adjustment parameter 𝜂.

Basically, C-firms of the basismodel only adjust their selling price
towards the average of the market, and production to compensate
for current demand. In this sense, these firms can be considered
bounded rational agents that act as trend followers.

2.2 The RL agents
We expand the basis model by introducing fully rational C-firms as
RL agents that learn their price-quantity strategies by interacting
with the environment and maximising a reward function. In partic-
ular, the underlying decision model for a subset 𝑁 of fully rational
C-firms corresponds to a stochastic game (see e.g. [39, 46]) with
𝑁 players, i.e. the RL agents, or, in the special case when 𝑁 = 1, a
Markov decision process. The remaining bounded rational agents,
those of the basis model, are not players of the game as they all act
following the same fixed behavioural rules, and they can hence be
seen as part of the probabilistic transition of the stochastic game.

Each RL agent aims to maximise the sum of its discounted re-
wards

𝑆𝑖 =

𝑡sim∑︁
𝑡=1

𝛾𝑡𝑟𝑖,𝑡 . (3)

The maximisation of rewards (to be later defined as firms’ profits)
is the feature of the RL agents by which we refer to them as fully
rational, in contrast with bounded rational firms that follow a be-
havioural heuristic that is not the result of an explicit optimisation.

We train each RL agent using a standard asynchronousQ-learning
algorithm, like that introduced in [49], with 𝜖 greedy policy. There-
fore, each RL agent considers discrete state and action spaces,
namely S and A, and learns a value function 𝑄 : S × A → R,
through the well-known Bellman equation, to estimate the expected
reward 𝑟 for each state-action pair (𝑠, 𝑎). Note that, as explained
below, the agents do not have full knowledge of the state of the
model, nor can they fully observe the actions performed by the
other agents. Because of this, we resort to such a technique, where
each agent regards the others as part of the environment.

State space. Similarly to standard (bounded rational) firms, RL
agents use the price delta Δ̃𝑃

𝑖,𝑡
and the firm stock Δ̃𝑌

𝑖,𝑡
values as state
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observations S. This means that the current state of the underlying
stochastic game model is only partially observable by agents. In
the case of RL agents, the two quantities are defined by first taking
the logarithms of the corresponding quantities

Δ̃𝑃𝑖,𝑡 = log(𝑃𝑖,𝑡 ) − log(𝑃𝑡 ) = log(𝑃𝑖,𝑡/𝑃𝑡 ) (4)

Δ̃𝑌𝑖,𝑡 = log(𝑌𝑖,𝑡 ) − log(𝑌𝑑𝑖,𝑡 ) = log(𝑌𝑖,𝑡/𝑌𝑑𝑖,𝑡 ). (5)

Since tabular Q-learning requires a finite observation space, these
quantities are binned in 𝑛S equally spaced poles from a minimum
S𝑚𝑖𝑛 to a maximum S𝑚𝑎𝑥 . Each real-valued observation is then
assigned the index of the nearest pole. The logarithmic transforma-
tion in the state space definition above allows us to interpret the
two states as the percentage differences of the past choices with
respect to past market signals.

Action space. Based on the current state observations, each
RL agent 𝑖 can make price-quantity decisions for the next step,
thus setting 𝑃𝑖,𝑡+1 and 𝑌 ∗

𝑖,𝑡+1, respectively. To change these values
the agent selects an action set 𝑎𝑖,𝑡 = (𝑎𝑌𝑖,𝑡 , 𝑎

𝑃
𝑖,𝑡
). Given the selected

actions, prices and quantities are adjusted as

𝑃𝑖,𝑡+1 = 𝑒
log(𝑃𝑖,𝑡 )+𝑎𝑃𝑖,𝑡 , 𝑌 ∗𝑖,𝑡+1 = 𝑒

log(𝑌 ∗𝑖,𝑡 )+𝑎𝑌𝑖,𝑡 . (6)

Similarly to the state observations, the actions are required to be
discrete. We select a number 𝑛A of discrete actions to be uniformly
spaced between a minimum and maximum value,A𝑚𝑖𝑛 andA𝑚𝑎𝑥
respectively.

Reward.At each step 𝑡 , each RL agent observes 𝑠𝑖,𝑡 =
(
Δ̃𝑃
𝑖,𝑡
, Δ̃𝑌
𝑖,𝑡
,

)
performs action 𝑎𝑖,𝑡 =

(
𝑎𝑃
𝑖,𝑡
, 𝑎𝑌
𝑖,𝑡

)
, and obtains a reward 𝑟𝑖,𝑡 given by

𝑟𝑖,𝑡 =

{
𝜋𝑖,𝑡 if 𝐴𝑖,𝑡 > 0

−100 otherwise
, (7)

where 𝜋𝑖,𝑡 are the firm’s profits and𝐴𝑖,𝑡 are the firm’s assets. Profits
are computed as total revenues i.e., the quantity of sold goods 𝑌 𝑠

𝑖,𝑡

times the retail price 𝑃𝑖𝑡 , minus total costs, consisting of labour,
investments, debt instalments and dividends. All quantities are
adjusted for inflation and hence expressed in real terms. Basically,
the rewards of the RL agent are the profits unless the firm goes
bankrupt, where it gets penalised more heavily. Notice that, as
we consider a multi-agent setting, each agent’s reward actually
depends on the current state and the joint actions of all the agents.

From a game-theoretical standpoint, the underlying stochas-
tic game is guaranteed to admit optimal policies for the RL agents,
given some solution concept such asMarkov perfect equilibrium [34].
However, the corresponding problem is known to be at least PPAD-
hard, since finding a Nash equilibrium is already PPAD-complete
(see e.g. [16]). Therefore, while this could theoretically be done
as the basis model can provide a full definition of the states, ac-
tions, transition and rewards, it would not be feasible in practice as
the size of the model and of the strategy space are highly prohibi-
tive. Moreover, the possible use of information extracted from the
game model would not represent a realistic assumption since, in the
real world, agents are not able to fully observe their environment.
On the other hand, the adopted Q-learning procedure allows each
agent to learn a policy which approximates the best response for

Symbol Description Value

𝑇train Number of training episodes 100
𝑇test Number of test episodes 20
𝑡sim Number of steps for each simulation 5000
𝑡burn-in Number of burn-in steps 300
𝐻 Number of workers 1000
𝐹𝑐 Number of C-firms 100
𝐹𝑘 Number of K-firms 20
𝑧𝑐 Number of C-firms visited by a consumer {2, . . . , 10}
𝑁 Number of RL agents {1, . . . , 20}
𝛾 Discount factor 0.95
𝛼 Learning rate 0.1

Table 1: Experimental parameters used. List of parameters used
in the simulations. The specific values used for 𝑧𝑐 and 𝑁 can be
read directly in the figures of Section 4.

the behaviour of bounded rational agents and, possibly, the other
RL agents as well.

Training.During the training each agent 𝑖 updates theQ-function
according to the following Bellman equation

𝑄 (𝑠𝑖,𝑡 , 𝑎𝑖,𝑡 ) ← (1 − 𝛼)𝑄 (𝑠𝑖,𝑡 , 𝑎𝑖,𝑡 ) + 𝛼
(
𝑟𝑖,𝑡 + 𝛾 max𝑎 𝑄 (𝑠𝑖,𝑡+1, 𝑎)

)
, (8)

where 𝛼 is the learning rate, 𝛾 is the discount factor and 𝑠𝑖,𝑡+1 is the
next state observed by the RL agent. Considering the multi-agent
setting, we differentiate between training with shared policies
and with independent policies. In the former case, the agents
share and update the same Q-matrix. In the latter case, each agent
𝑖 will use and update its own matrix 𝑄𝑖 .

During training, each agent follows an 𝜖-greedy action selection

𝑎𝑖,𝑡 =

{
random action with probability 𝜖
arg max

𝑎
𝑄 (𝑠𝑖,𝑡 , 𝑎) otherwise , (9)

with 𝜖 slowly decaying for progressing training episodes. Once
trained, each agent follows the learned policy and chooses the
action for which Q-matrix is maximised i.e., arg max𝑎∈A 𝑄 (𝑠, 𝑎).

3 EXPERIMENTAL SETUP
We simulate the macroeconomic model considering a single bank,
1000 workers, 20 K-firms, and 100 C-firms. In our experiments, we
vary the levels of competition (𝑧𝑐 ) from 2 to 10, and the number
of RL agents (𝑁 ), representing fully rational C-firms, from 1 to 20.
Since we focus exclusively on C-firms in our experiment, we will
refer to them simply as ‘firms’ for the remainder of the work. All
simulation parameters are described in Table 1, while additional
parameters of the basis model are those of Assenza et al. [4].

We train the RL agents for each model configuration, consider-
ing both shared and independent policies. We consider 𝑇train = 100
episodes for the training phase, a number which we have found
more than sufficient for reaching a full convergence of the Q-
learners in all our experiments, and consider 𝑇test = 20 episodes
for testing. Unless otherwise specified, we report averages of the
simulation results over the 20 testing episodes, with error bars
representing one standard deviation.

Similarly to some existing MARL frameworks for economic mod-
elling, we consider a sort of curriculum learning [9]: the simulation
starts without the RL agents, which are introduced after 𝑡burn-in
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Number of RL agents (  )

Figure 2: Different emerging strategies for different economic environments. The middle panel (B) shows the time series of observed
sales (𝑌 𝑠 ) and price-deltas (Δ̃𝑃 ) for a sample bounded rational agent (dashed line) and RL agent (solid line) under 3 different combinations
of market competition (𝑧𝑐 ) and degree of rationality (𝑁 ) as indicated by the arrows. The 3 combinations give rise to 3 different strategies
for the RL agents. From top to bottom, we find ‘perfect competition’, ‘dumping’ and ‘market power’ strategies (see main text for more
details). The change in the emerging strategy for different economic environments is highlighted in the left (A) and right (C) panels, which
plot the average value of price-delta (left axes) and sales (right axes) as a function of 𝑧𝑐 and 𝑁 respectively.

steps. Then, the RL agents assume control of 𝑁 firms for additional
𝑡sim steps. At the start of the training phase, RL agents are initialised
with an empty Q-matrix i.e. all values are zero. During training, and
at each episode 𝜏 = 1, . . . ,𝑇train , the agents update the exploration
rate 𝜖 of the 𝜖-greedy policy in Eq. (9) as 𝜖 ← max

(
0.9𝜏−1, 0.01

)
.

4 RESULTS
We now discuss the simulations obtained with our R-MABM frame-
work, with standard firms gradually substituted by RL agents trained
to maximise profits. We divide our results into the microeconomic
effects (Section 4.1) and the macroeconomic effects (Section 4.2) of
the introduction of rational RL agents.

4.1 The microeconomic impact of RL agents
We first evaluate the microeconomic impact of RL agents learning
to efficiently produce and price goods in competition with each
other and with bounded rational firms. For each firm, we measure
its sales 𝑌 𝑠 of consumption goods and its price delta Δ̃𝑃 , to assess
the distance between the firm’s price and the average market price.

In general, we find that RL agents adapt their strategy to the
level of market competition 𝑧𝑐 and rationality 𝑁 , outperforming
the profits of bounded rational firms from the basis model.

Different emerging strategies for different levels of compe-
tition.Wefirst evaluate the impact of different levels of competition
through the model parameter 𝑧𝑐 , considering a simulation with a
single RL agent (𝑁 = 1). Figure 2.A shows the agent policy in terms
of price delta and sales. We observe that at increasing levels of
market competition, the RL agent exhibits different strategies.

When the competition is low, for 𝑧𝑐 2 or 3, the RL agent learns
to maximise profits by producing very low quantities of goods and
selling them at skyrocketing prices. We call this strategy a “market
power” strategy since the RL agent has learned that he can charge
any desired price on the goods sold and always find buyers since
consumers are forced to visit only a small number of firms to cover
their consumption needs.

When the competition in the market gets higher, for 𝑧𝑐 ≥ 3, the
market power strategy becomes less profitable, and the learned

price-quantity strategy changes abruptly. In these circumstances,
the RL agent learns to drop the retail price below market level in
order to undercut the competition, and it further learns that by
charging lower prices it can produce and sell higher quantities.
This, in turn, allows the RL agent to secure a large portion of the
market share and accumulate high profits. We call this strategy a
“dumping” strategy.

Figure 2.B shows some insights from simulations with 𝑧𝑐 = 2
and 𝑧𝑐 = 5, comparing the RL agent strategies against a bounded
rational firm. For the “market power” strategy (𝑧𝑐 = 2), we clearly
see that the RL agent charges much higher retail prices, and this
implies much lower sales than the bounded rational firm. In spite
of the very low sales, the strategy gives rise to high total revenues
(𝑃𝑡 · 𝑌 𝑠𝑡 ) and concomitantly to low total costs, yielding high profits.

The figure shows an even more interesting behaviour for the RL
agent with the “dumping” strategy (𝑧𝑐 = 5). In fact, the RL agent
adaptively changes the prices of goods in a very sophisticated man-
ner to keep them just slightly below the competitors’ prices. This
is evident from the fact that the solid blue line, representing the RL
agent price, is always below the dotted light blue line, representing
the price charged by a sample bounded rational firm. The low prices
allow for high sales, as demonstrated by the solid orange line being
always considerably higher than the dashed orange line.

For both strategies, the RL agent has also successfully learned to
avoid bankruptcy. This can be best observed from the time series of
sales for the dumping strategy, as the sales of the RL agents remain
high for the entire time while the sales of the bounded rational firm
sometimes drop to zero for a certain number of steps, indicating a
sudden bankruptcy and a subsequent slow recover.

Emerging perfect competition for multiple fully rational
agents with a shared policy. In Figure 2.C we investigate the case
of multiple RL agents, with competition level fixed at 𝑧𝑐 = 5. In this
setting, we train 𝑁 RL agents using a shared policy, i.e., all agents
share and update the same Q-matrix.

While for 𝑁 = 1, 2 the RL agents learn the dumping strategy
discussed in the previous paragraph, a new transition appears af-
ter 𝑁 = 2 and the strategy learned by three or more RL agents is
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(B) (C)(A)

Figure 3: Independent RL-agents spontaneously segregate into strategic groups increasing overall profits. The left panel (A) shows
the total mean cumulative rewards (i.e., profits) for a varying number of agents, with 𝑧𝑐 = 5, and for RL agents with shared or independent
policies. Agents with independent policies always achieve higher overall rewards as a result of spontaneous segregation into strategic groups.
Segregation can be clearly observed in the middle and right panels (B) and (C), showing the value of agent-specific price delta and sales as a
function of a growing number of rational agents, with 𝑧𝑐 = 5. A small noise was added to the 𝑥-axis to better resolve very nearby points. The
different strategic groups are particularly easy to spot when plotting price delta against sales, as done in the inset of (A) for 𝑁 = 20.

entirely new. In this scenario, the even higher level of competition
caused by the presence of multiple fully rational firms in the eco-
nomic system drives the RL agents to learn the very conservative
strategy of producing moderate amounts and selling them at a price
which is in line with the market. By stretching the technical mean-
ing of the term, we call this strategy ‘perfect competition’, since
under this strategy RL firms have no power to affect prices. They
are ‘price takers’ and closely follow consumer demand. Notably,
perfect competition is not optimal for low levels of competition (𝑧𝑐 )
and for only a few fully rational firms (𝑁 ), when instead dumping
or market power strategies are muchmore profitable; but it emerges
as the only viable strategy when the economic system is composed
of many fully rational firms competing fiercely against each other
for sustained profits and avoidance of bankruptcy.

In Figure 2.B we show an insight into the simulation with 𝑁 = 5,
showing the strategy of a sample RL agent, which typically sells
fewer goods than a bounded rational agent, at similar or lower
prices. It is again interesting to notice the adaptive pricing be-
haviour of the RL agent from the top inset of Figure 2.B.

Finally, we note that average profits of RL agents diminish sub-
stantially in the transition from an environment with 𝑁 = 1, 2,
which can be exploited with a dumping strategy, to an environment
with 𝑁 ≥ 3, where RL agents are forced into perfect competition to
stay profitable and bankruptcy-free. This abrupt change in profits
is reported in Figure 3.A. The figure also illustrates that profits
keep decreasing although more gradually also for 𝑁 ≥ 3, in line
with classical microeconomic theory. Although we do not explic-
itly show the profits/rewards of bounded rational firms, we note
here that these are consistently lower than those of RL agents as
illustrated for a single run in the right panel of Figure 1.

In summary, RL agents spontaneously find the following three
strategies to maximise profits:

• Market power. Firms maximise profits by exploiting the imper-
fection of the market, with households being able to visit only a
small number of firms for their consumption. They produce and
sell small amounts of goods charging very high prices, thus at
the same time maximising revenues and minimising costs.

• Dumping. Firms maximise profits by dropping their prices
below market level to eliminate competition and at the same
time producing as much as possible to increase sales and gain a
significant market share.

• Perfect competition. Firms achieve sustainable profits and
avoid bankruptcy by a conservative strategy that involves pro-
ducing and selling moderate amounts of goods, and charging
market level prices.

Independent RL agents increase profits over perfect com-
petition by segregation. We now investigate the case of multiple
RL agents trained with independent Q-matrices, and hence free to
learn different policies. Figure 3.A shows the cumulative average
rewards achieved by an increasing number 𝑁 of RL agents at fixed
𝑧𝑐 = 5, for training with both independent and shared policies. The
first immediately visible emergent phenomenon is the fact that RL
agents with individual policies achieve higher total profits/rewards
on average as compared with RL agents that are constrained to the
same common policy. While this may seem counterintuitive, since
an agent would maximise its individual rewards at the expense
of the others, we recall that our model is not a zero-sum game.
Independent agents can achieve higher profits by adjusting their
strategies and holding different market niches. Specifically, we here
observe an interesting phenomenon of spontaneous segregation of
the RL agents into different strategic groups, where agents within
each group follow one of the three strategies described above. This,
in turn, increases profits substantially over the shared policy sce-
nario since certain strategic groups can still carry on exploitative
behaviour which would not be sustainable for all RL agents at the
same time. The spontaneous segregation of agents is particularly
clear from the inset of Figure 3.A, where the 20 RL agents are seen
to cluster into all three discovered strategies according to their
median sales and price.

Panels B and C of Figure 3 show the gradual emergence of the
segregation into strategic groups, which begins at 𝑁 = 4 with a
separation between dumping and perfect competition, and con-
tinues at 𝑁 = 15 with the addition of the market power group.
Interestingly, while RL agents with a shared policy transition to
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Figure 4: RL agents always increase total macroeconomic output, but only perfect competition also increases economic stability.
Mean (A), and standard deviation (B) of the GDP in the last 1000 steps of simulations with a growing number of rational agents, trained
either with shared or independent policies. Error bars represent the standard error on average quantities. The last panel (C) shows the
response function of consumption, GDP and GDP deflator to a positive shock in the propensity to consume of all households. All results of
the figure are obtained with 𝑧𝑐 = 5 and the impulse responses are obtained with 𝑁 = 7.

perfect competition already for 𝑁 > 2, RL agents with indepen-
dent policies are able to continue leveraging the dumping policy
even with 𝑁 = 3, as a result of subtle tacit coordination in the
three dumping strategies enacted. This results in drastically higher
profits as clearly observable from Figure 3.A.

4.2 The macroeconomic impact of RL agents
In this section, we investigate the macroeconomic effects of intro-
ducing RL agents into our R-MABM. In general, we find that a
higher degree of rationality in the economy always improves the
macroeconomic environment as measured by total output, but that
the macroeconomic stability of the system depends on the specific
strategy put in place by the rational firms.

Increased rationality implies higher overall output. Fig-
ure 4.A shows the average gross domestic product (GDP) of sim-
ulations with RL agents with shared or independent policies for
increasing 𝑁 . The figure clearly shows that, independently of the
type of policy, any number of RL agents 𝑁 gives rise to a signifi-
cant increase in the overall output of the economic system with
respect to the basis model. This is not surprising since rational firms
have a greater incentive to increase production levels to increase
profits. This happens both in ‘exploitable’ economic environments
that allow few RL agents to gain a high market share via dumping
(𝑁 = 1, 2) and in ‘unexploitable’ markets where RL agents are forced
into perfect competition and achieve higher outputs collectively.

Increased rationality implies higher economic stability
only when it also implies perfect competition. Figure 4.B
shows the economic instability of the R-MABM, measured by the
standard deviation of the GDP, for an increasing number 𝑁 of RL
agents trained with shared or independent policies. While over-
all output always increases with increasing rationality, economic
stability does not necessarily increase. Specifically, we find that
rationality increases economic stability only when it also implies
the adoption of the perfect competition strategy by RL firms. On
the contrary, RL firms adopting an exploitative behaviour like the
dumping strategy, capitalise on firms with limited rationality mak-
ing them more susceptible to bankruptcy, thus increasing overall
economic instability.

The effect can be clearly seen by noticing how the instability
of share policy RL agents is higher than in the basis model for
𝑁 = 1, 2, when damping is the optimal strategy, and how it drops
rapidly to below baseline for 𝑁 ≥ 3, when RL agents are forced into
perfect competition. Moreover, independent policy RL agents keep
exploiting the dumping strategy as described in the previous section,
and hence consistently give rise to higher economic instability than
shared policy RL agents. Also in the case of independent policies
the instability is seen to decrease for larger values of 𝑁 , but in a
more gradual fashion, as a result of perfect competition gradually
becoming the prevalent strategy.

Perfect competition gives rise to the highest overall output
and to efficient responses to aggregate shocks. The highest
overall outputs are achieved at 𝑁 = 7, 10, 15 for RL agents with
shared policy following a perfect competition strategy, in spite of
the fact that the dumping strategy implies higher production levels
for rational firms. The perfect competition strategy also appears to
give rise to quick and effective responses to aggregate shocks, as
exemplified in Figure 4.C. The figure shows the impulse response
functions for three macroeconomic variables: consumption, real
GDP, and GDP deflator (a measure of inflation). The impulse (or
‘shock’) consists of an instantaneous 30% increase in the propensity
to consume of all households and is computed for the baseline
model and for R-MABM models with shared/independent policies.
The curves are obtained following the technique described in [24].

Notably, the rational models are able to more quickly satisfy
the increased demand as indicated by the more rapid convergence
of the shocked consumption variable to the pre-shock value (zero
in the graphs). At the same time, they also generate lower infla-
tion as measured by the GDP deflator variables. The efficiency in
the economic response is particularly strong for the shared policy
model and could be a direct consequence of the perfect competition
strategy which is fully adopted only by shared policy RL agents.
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5 CONCLUSIONS
In this work, we introduce the use of multi-agent reinforcement
learning to extend traditional macroeconomic agent-based mod-
els (ABMs). Specifically, we propose a ‘Rational macro ABM’ (R-
MABM) framework that allows substituting firms in a classical
macro ABM with profit-maximising reinforcement learning (RL)
agents. We define RL agents to be ‘fully rational’ as they explic-
itly optimise a reward function, and contrast them with ‘bounded
rational’ agents with fixed behavioural rules, hence the name of
the framework. We showcase how our framework allows for mod-
elling and studying increased levels of rationality (the number of
RL agents) in the economy, a problem that cannot be investigated
with traditional macro ABMs.

We find a number of empirical results that can be well connected
with ideas and concepts from economic theory. On the microe-
conomic level, we find that RL agents spontaneously learn three
distinct price-quantity strategies to maximise profits depending on
the economic environment they are immersed in. When competi-
tion is very low, they learn a ‘market power’ strategy consisting
of charging very high prices and producing very little, relying on
the fact that with low competition there is always demand for their
goods. When competition is higher but there are few RL firms, they
learn a ‘dumping’ strategy consisting of flooding the market with
high quantities of goods sold at very low prices, thus undercutting
competition from the bounded rational agents. Finally, when both
competition and the number of RL firms in the economy are high,
RL agents are forced into a ‘perfect competition’ strategy consisting
of producing enough goods to satisfy the demand and selling them
at market prices.

Notably, we also find that when RL agents are allowed to follow
independent policies they spontaneously learn to segregate into
different strategic groups thus increasing profits for all.

On the macroeconomic level, we find that RL firms always im-
prove overall economic output, but that macroeconomic stability
is improved only when they are forced into a strategy of perfect
competition. We further find that RL agents in perfect competition
strategy typically give rise to the greatest economic output and to
high economic stability and resilience to shocks.

This work is a first step towards the investigation of the use of
RL in traditional economic ABMs and, more generally, an important
step towards the integration of artificial intelligence in economic
simulationmodels. Our R-MABM framework allows for stablemulti-
agent learning, and thus it provides a solid foundation for many
possible extensions. Future work could involve increasing the action
space of rational firms to include other choices such as investments,
or studying emergent decision-making from RL models of other
agent classes in the basis model, such as the government, the central
bank, the commercial banks or the households.
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