3 strategy.
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Figure 4a: m=4, s=2, N=101
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Figure 5: m=6, s=2, N=101
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Figure 13: m=7, s=6, N=101

1 T T T T T T

0.9

0.7

o o
(6)] (o]
T L

o
~

0.3

0.2

0.1y

0
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
m-—bit past

53



Q(m)

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

Figure 14. mutual information, N=101

méé

54

10



30

20

10

_10 -

_20 -

30

20

10

_10 -

_20 -

Figure 15a, Segment of time series of Ll, for m=2, s=2, N=101

1 ﬂ ;i A//\MMA M /
R WUWWW -
M A
U A A= VA A i VLA B

55



50

40

30

20

10

-10

-20

Figure 16, Segment of time series of L1’ for m=2, s=6, N=101

4

0 10

20

30

40

50
Time

56

60

70

80

90

100



Probability

Figure 17: N=101 s=2
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Figure 18: N=101 s=16
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Figure 20. An m=3.46 strategy.
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Figure 22. s=2, N=101
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Figure 23. I vs. m, s=2 N=101.
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Figure 24. s=2, N=101
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Figure 25. s=2, N=101
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Figure 26a. N=101, s=2, m=3
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The Structure of Adaptive Competition in Minority Games

Radu Manucd", Yi Li, Rick Riolo and Robert Savit*
Program for the Study of Complex Systems and Physics Department
University of Michigan
AnnArbor MI 48109

Abstrad

In this paper we present results and analyses of a dassof games in which heterogeneous
agents are rewarded for being in a minority group. Ead agent possesses a number of
fixed strategies eat of which are predictors of the next minority group. The strategies
use aset of aggregate, pulicly available information (refleding the agjents colledive
previous dedsions) to make their predictions. An agent choases which groupto join a a
given moment by using one of his drategies. These games are alaptive in that agents can
chocse, at different points of the game, to exercise different strategies in making their
choice of which group to join. The games are not evolutionary in that the aents
strategies are fixed at the beginning of the game. We find, rather generally, that such
systems evidence aphase change from a maladaptive, informationaly efficient phase in
which the system performs poaly at generating resources, to an inefficient phase in
which there is an emergent cooperation among the aents, and the system more
effedively generates resources. The best emergent coordination is adieved in a
transition region between these two pheses. Thistransition accurs when the dimension d
the strategy spaceis of the order of the number of agents playing the game. We present
explanations for this general behavior, based in part on an information theoretic analysis
of the system and its pulicly avail able information. We dso propcse amean-field like
model of the game which is most acarate in the maladaptive, efficient phase. In
addition, we show that the best individual agent performancein the two dfferent phases
is achieved by sets of strategies with markedly different charaderistics. We discuss
implications of our results for various aspeds of the study of complex adaptive systems.

* To whom correspondence shoud be aldressed. e-mail: savit@umich.edu.
*+ Current address Coll ege of William and Mary, Physics Department, Willi amsburg, VA
231878795



|. Introduction

Complex adaptive systems of agents with co-adaptive or co-evolving strategies are
systems of agents which compete for some resource, or set of resources, and by their
competition ater their environment.  In such systems agents are typicdly endowved with
heterogeneous drategies, beliefs and kehaviors. The @lledive adion d these ajents in
genera dters their environment, and so, as time goes by, agents must reevaluate and
possbly change their strategies to more dfedively compete in the dtered environment.
Markets, ewmlogies, pditicd structures and competition among businesses are dl
examples of such systems. Indedd, it is difficult to imagine an interesting system in the
biologicd or socia sciences which dees not encompass elements of co-evolving
competiti ve systems.

Despite their central role, na much is understood abou the nature or behavior of such
systems in general. Although many such systems have been studied by a variety of
methods, and much has been leaned abou thaose speafic systems, there is currently no
genera theory of N agent competiti ve systems with co-evolving strategies. In fad, there
is nat even a well-establi shed epistemology. We do nd know, in general, what range of
behaviors auch systems can exhibit, na under what genera circumstances various
behaviors will be manifest. Infad, we do nd even knav what the sensible questions are
(by which we mean questions that can have sensible, well -defined answers) which we can
ask about such systems.

This latter comment may require some eplanation. Depending on the nature of the
dynamics, there ae well-known limitations to questions that can be reasonably asked of
various physicd and mathematicd systems. We know, for example, that if a system is
chaotic, it is not sensible to ask for a prease prediction d its behavior over along time.
As ancther example, we know that in quantum medhanics one caana sensibly ask for a
predse, simultaneous determination d the pasition and momentum of a particle. Given
the general dynamicd architedure of N-agent complex adaptive systems with co-
evolving strategies, we do nd know if there ae analogous limitations (and if so, what
they are), to the questions we can sensibly ask of these systems.

One common approad to trying to understand the behavior of N-agent complex adaptive
systems with co-evolving strategies is driven by the spedfic disciplinary interests of
reseachers. In this approad, ore tries to model spedfic systems with some degree of



redism. While the study of such models may indeed ill uminate the objed of their study,
there ae problems with this approach: For example, with many medanisms
incorporated abinitio into amodel, it is difficult to understand preasely which aspeds of
the model are resporsible for various results. Here the goistemologicd problem also
bemmes important. It may be, for example, that some of the results gleaned from very
speafic models may nat be robust or meaningful, casting doult oninferences drawn from
these results.

A different approad, that we find more useful, is to study in detail the smplest possble
models that cgpture & least some of the most basic underlying dynamics that may appea
in a wide range of N-agent co-evolving systems. Such very simple models, while not
necessarily acarately refleding the ingredients of any spedfic system, have the virtue of
being controllable and pdentially understandable. These models can help us addressthe
most basic isaues of complex adaptive systems giving us gred insight, na only into what
emergent behaviors we can exped from various fundamental underlying dynamics, bu
also what the gpropriate questions are that we can ask of such systems.

In this paper, we analyze one such simple (and we believe, paradigmatic) system. This
system is a repeded game of N players, chocsing (independently) acwrding to some set
of strategiesto join ore of two groups. At ead time step oy members of the minority
group are rewarded. As explained in more detail below, this g/stem has a most
remarkable behavior.! The system manifests a phase change from a phase which isin a
catan sense, efficient, bu maadaptive, to a phase which is, in a cetain sense,
inefficient, but in which the system as a whadle utili zes it's resources effedively. Asone
increases the size of the strategy space &ail able to the agents, ore moves from the former
to the latter phase. The dynamics whereby this transition takes place ae subtle and
fascinating, and are the result of an emergent coordination in the dedsions taken by the
agents. This coordination is mediated orly by aggregate, pulicly avail able information,
and daes nat result from any detalled knowledge of the behavior of one aent by any
other. The system also has ome intriguing properties reminiscent of a spin-glass in
statisticd medanics.

! R. Savit, R. Manuca ad R. Riolo, University of Michigan Program for the Study of Complex Systems
preprint no. 97-12-001 (1997). Available & http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/adap-org/9712006 Submitted for
publication.
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In the next sedion we define the model, and dfer some simple interpretations to motivate
its relevance. In sedion Ill we present the results of computer experiments performed
with this model. In particular, we will demonstrate that the model, despite its incredible
simplicity, has a remarkable and surprising richnessof behaviors. In sedion IV we will
study the results of sedion Il with an eye toward understanding the general system-level
behavior of these systems. In sedion V, we briefly touch onsome aspeds of individua
agent wedth acaimulation in these games. In particular, we study what properties of the
agent’s drategies are important for acaumulating wedth. In seaion VI, we will present a
mean-field like gproximation to the dynamics of the model which will alow us to
explain the behavior of the model in some of the parameter space The mean-field
approximation, will also help elucidate the nature of the dynamics in parameter regimes
where the gproximation kresks down. The paper ends with sedion VII, in which we
present asummary and dscusson d our work.

II. TheModel and its Motivations

The simple model of competition we discuss here mnsists of N agents playing a game”.
The rules of the game ae asfollows. At eat time step of the game, ead of the N agents
playing the game joins one of two groups, labeled 0 a 1. Eadh agent that is in the
minority group at that time step is awarded a point, while eat agent belonging to the
majority group gets nothing. An agent chooses which group to join at a given time step
based onthe prediction d astrategy. (In general, diff erent agents use diff erent strategies,
aswe shall explain below.) A strategy of memory m is atable of 2™ rows and 2 columns.
The left column contains all 2™ combinations of m O's and 1's, and ead entry in the right
columnisa0 oral. To use astrategy of memory m, an agent observes which were the
minority groups during the last m time steps of the game and finds that entry in the left
column o the strategy. The crrespondng entry in the right column contains that
strategy's prediction d which group (0 o 1) will be the minority group duing the arrent
time step. An example of an m=3 strategy is shown in Fig. 1. Thus, a strategy uses
information from the historicd record o which group was the minority group as a
function d time, which isthe information pulblicly availableto all the agents.

In ead of the games discussed here, al strategies used by al the agents have the same
value of m. At the beginning of the game eab agent is randamly assgned s (generaly

2D. Challet and Y .-C. Zhang, Physica A, 246, 407 (1997). A related model has also been considered by N.
Johnson, S. Jarvis, R. Jonson, P. Cheung Y. Kwong and P. Hui, Physica A 256, 230(1998.
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greder than ore) of the 22" paossble strategies of memory m, with replacenent. For his
current play the agent choaoses from among his grategies the one that would have had the
best performance over the history of the game up to that time. Ties among an agent's
strategies can be dedded either by a @in toss or by choasing to play the strategy that was
most recently played.® Following eat round d dedsions, the aumulative performance of
eath o the gent's drategies is updated by comparing eat strategy's latest prediction
with the aurrent minority group. Because the ayents eaty have more than ore strategy,
the game is adaptive in that agents can choose to play different strategies at diff erent
moments of the game in resporse to changes in their environment; that is, in resporse to
new entries in the time series of minority groups as the game proceals. Because the
environment (i.e. the time series of minority groups) is creaed by the lledive adion d
the agents themselves, this g/stem has very strong feedbad.

Although this g/stem is adaptive, the versions we analyze here ae nat, strictly speking,
evolutionary. The strategies do nd evolve during the game, and the ayents play with the
same s drategies they were asgned at the beginning of the game. Evolutionary
medhanisms can be simply incorporated into this model, and will be discussed elsewhere.

While this modedl is very simple, and far from a redistic model of any particular
biologicd or social system, it is not difficult to see the relevance of the dynamics
incorporated in the model. First, the model was inspired, in part, by the El Farol
problem®. El Farol is a bar in Santa Fe, New Mexico that plays Irish folk music on
Thursday nights. Many people want to go to the bar to hea the music, bu only if there
are fewer than a cetain number of people & the bar. Otherwise, there will be too much
noise, and the patrons will be unable to enjoy the music. In ou model, we ca let O
represent attendance d the bar, while 1 means daying home. Then, ore benefits (and is
awarded a paint) if one atends the bar on a night when fewer than half the agents attend.
One dso benefits (and is awarded a point) if one stays home on a night when more than
half the agents attend the bar.”

% The latter is the default for our games, but, as we shall discuss the system-wide behavior does not
generally depend on whether tie-bre&king is achieved stochasticaly or deterministicaly.

*W. Brian Arthur, Amer. Econ. Assoc. Papers and Proc. 84, 406 (1994.

®> We ae saddened to report that a fire has taken a serious toll on this fabled establishment. However,
reliable first hand accountsindicate that it is again operational. (E. Bonabeau, private communication).



This game can adso be interpreted as atoy model of a market. In this market, ead agent
has an indefinite supdy of money and widgets. At eat time step, ead agent must either
buy or sell onewidget. Call group Othe buyers and group 1the sellers. The price of the
widgets can take on ony two values, and is determined by a smple supgy-demand rule:
If there ae more buyers than sellers, the priceis high, and if there ae more sellers than
buyers, the priceis low. If group Ois in the minority, then there ae more sellers than
buyers, the widget priceis low, and the buyers (the minority group, Q do well, in that
they buy a alow price Therefore, they ead get a point. If group 1isin the minority,
then there ae more buyers than sdllers, the widget price is high, and the sdllers (the
minority group, ) dowell, in that they sell at ahigh price Therefore, they are avarded a
point.

From these two interpretations it is clea that the dynamics associated with minority
membership plays an important role in adaptive competiti ve systems. Other examples of
systems that are, at least in part, driven by minority-membership dynamics include
vehicular traffic on roads, in which eat agent would prefer to be on an uncongested
road,® padet traffic in networks, in which ead padket will travel faster through lesser
used routers,” and emlogies of animals looking for food, in which individuals do best
when they can find areas with few competitors®. Of course, for any particular system,
cae must be taken to uncerstand hov minority dynamics is to be imposed, and what
other ingredients may be necessary. Nevertheless studying minority dynamics is clealy
of grea interest for understanding the fundamental general behavior of adaptive
competiti ve systems.

[11. Basic Results

In this sdion, we will present a set of system-level results which demonstrate a
remarkable and rich phese structure for minority games. We will first describe the
genera methods used for our experiments. We will then describe basic results for (a) one
strategy per agent, (b) two strategies per agent, and (c) more than two strategies per agent.

®K. Nagel, S. Rasmussn, and C. Barrett, Network Traffic as a Self-Organized Criticd Phenomenain Self-
organization d Complex Sructures: From Individud to Colledive Dynamics, p. 579, F. Schweitzer (ed.)
sGordon and Bread, London. 1997).

Coordination d the Internet, B. Kahin and J. Keller (eds) (MIT Pres, Cambridge MA, 1977; B.
Huberman and R. Lukose, Science, 277, 535(1997).
8 Seg for example, Ecology and Evolution of Communities, M. L. Cody and J. M.Diamond (eds) (Harvard
University Pres9, Cambridge MA, 1975; Individual-Based Models and Approaches in Ecology :
Populations, Communities, and Ecosystems, D. DeAngelis and L. Gross (eds), (Chapman & Hall, New
York, 1992.



Note that in this sedion and in most of the rest of this paper, we will primarily present
and dscussexperiments dore with integer m. However, it is easy to generalize to non
integer m, and, in Sedion IVB, we shall present and dscuss ®me results for non-integer
m. The genera case of norrinteger m, which aso has other implicaions, will be
discussed more extensively in aforthcoming pubicaion?

Unless sated atherwise, the experiments we describe were performed with the foll owing
default settings: Generdly, for eaty value of m, N and s, 32 dfferent runs were
performed. A different randam distribution d strategies to the agents was assgned for
ead run. In addition, arandam initial history of m+1 minority groups was necessary for
theinitial evaluation o the agents’ strategies.'® In most figures in which asingle value of
a quantity is presented for a given m, N and s, that quantity is an average over 32 runs.
For most of our runs, in which N ranged between 11and 1001 we foundthat 10,000time
steps were generadly enowgh to sufficiently eliminate transients for the purpose of
estimating quantities. The largest values of N, however, required runs of 100,000time
steps. Typicdly results were based on the final 20%-30% of data from ead run. The
reason for these fairly long runsis discussed in subsedion B, below.

A. One strategy per agent, s=1

To begin, we mnsider the cae of only one strategy per agent. In this exceptional case,
there is no adaptivity. The response of ead agent to a given string is always the same.
Because of this, it is not difficult to see that the time series of minority groups will
eventualy become periodic with a period that depends on the particular (randam)
distribution d strategies to the agents.

An important quantity for us will be the standard deviation, g, of the time series of the
number of agents belonging to group 1(=L,). (This information is not available to the
agents but it is avail able to the reseachers.) The mean o this sriesis generally close to
(but dlightly lessthan) 50% for al values of N, m and s (we shall return to this point
below), and so the standard deviation, g, of this time series is a measure of how well the
commons do: The smaller o, the more total points are avarded to all agents combined.
That is, if there ae typicdly many fewer than 50% of the aents in the minority, then

°Y. Li, R. Manuca, R. Riolo and R. Savit, in preparation.

1% The overall statisticad properties of ead run do not depend on the initial history of minority groups.
However, more detail ed aspeds of the results may. For example, under some drcumstances the relative
wedth of aspedfic agent may depend on thisinitial history. Thiswill be discussed in more detail in Ref. 9,
above.



o will be large and there will be few total points awarded. On the other hand, if ois
small, then most of the time the minority group will consist of only slightly fewer than
half of the ayents, and more total points will be avarded.

In Fig. 2, we plot o for a number of experiments with s=1, N=101 and various va ues of
m. The horizontal line on this graph is the value that o would have if ead agent made
his choice randamly and independently (with equal probabiliti esfor 0 and 1) at ead time
step. We cdl this the randam choice game (RCG). In this figure we note that there is a
wide dispersionin o for agiven m, bu that the mean of the o's is nea the RCG result.**
This is not surprising. Ead run d the game dfedively represents a small temporal
sample, (the duration d which is equal to the period d that particular game, determined
by the initia distribution o strategies) of a random game. Thus, we exped, in generd,
some dispersion abou the RCG result, which iswhat we see This s=1 caseistrivia, bu
provides a good comparison for the considerably more interesting games with s>2.

B. Two strategies per agent, s=2

Consider next the cae s=2 which is the simplest case of adaptivity. The reason that the
game must typicdly be run for thousands of time steps is that the agents must have
sufficient time to "lean” abou eat aher through the mlledive, puldicly available
information d the time series of minority groups. Only with this leaning is it passble
for the agents to coordinate their strategy choices. This was not an issue in the s=1
experiments in which there was no leaning, and no posshility of agents coordinating
their choices.

To begin to understand the behavior of this g/stem, consider, as before, o, the standard
deviation d the time series of the number of agents L;. The behavior of ¢ is quite
remarkable. In Fig. 3, we plot o for these time series as a function d m for N=101 and
s=2. For ead value of m, 32 independent runs with dfferent initial distributions of
strategies were performed. The horizontal dashed line in this graph is at the value of o
for the randam choicegame (RCG), i.e. for the game in which all agents randamly chocse
0 o 1, independently and with equal probability at ead time step. The comparison with
Fig. 2is gartling.

1 Although the results sown in Fig. 2 are spread nea the result of the RCG, it is clea that there is a bias
toward smaller 0. This is just a trivial consequence of the fad that these games have afinite periodic
structure in which L, is also a periodic function.



Note the foll owing fedures:

1. For small m, the average value of o is very large (much larger than in the randam
case). In addition, for m<6 there is a large spreal in the o's for different runs with
different (randam) initial distributions of strategies to the agents, bu with the same m.

2. There isaminimum in o at m=6 at which o is lessthan the standard deviation o
the randam game. We shall refer to the value of m at which the o vs. m curve (for fixed
N) has its minimum as m¢.*? Thus, Fig. 3, indicates 6 as an approximation to m.. Also,
for m=m,, the spread in the o's appeasto be small relative to the spread for m<m,.

3. As m increases beyond 6,0 slowly increases, and for large m approaches the
value for the randam choice game.

The system clealy behaves in a quditatively different way for small and large m. To
further study the dynamics in these two regions, we @nsider the time series of minority
groups, (£G), the data pulicly avail able to the agents. We want to study the information
content of strings of conseautive dements of this time series of various lengths (including
strings of length m) for different values of m and N. Since the strategies use only the
information contained in the most recent m-time steps of G, it is natural to ask how much
information is accesgble to the strategies. To do this, we cnsider the condtiond
probability P(1|uy). Thisisthe cndtional probability to have al immediately foll owing
some spedfic string, Uk, of k elements of G. For example, P(1|0100 is the probability
that 1 will be the minority group at some time, given that minority groups for the four
previous times were 0,1,0and 0,in that order. Recdl that in a game played with memory
m, the strategies use only the information encoded in strings of length m to make their
choices. InFig. 4,we plot P(1|uy) for G, the time series of minority groups generated by a
game with m=4, N=101 and s=2. Fig. 4a shows the histogram for k=m=4 and Fig. 4b
shows the histogram for k=5. Note that the histogram is flat at 0.5 in Fig. 4a, bu,
remarkably, isnat flat in Fig. 4b. Thus, any agent using strategies with memory (lessthan
or) equa to 4, will find that thase strings of minority groups contain no pedictive
information abou which groupwill be the minority at the next time step. But recdl that

2 1n general, m. is not an integer. Since this experiment was performed only for integer m, 6 must be
considered an estimate of m;. In sedion 1VB we will show how to interpolate to non-integer m, and we will
seethat for N=101 m. is approximately in the range 5.2[b.7. In the remainder of this paper, values of m,
deduced from experiments using only integer m, should be understoodto be roughapproximations to m..
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this time-series was itself generated by agents playing strategies with m=4. Therefore, in
this nse, the market is efficient (at least with resped to the strategies)*® and nostrategy
playing with memory (lessthan or) equal to 4 can, ower the long run, acawmulate more
points than would be acemulated randamly'®. But note dso that the time series of
minority groups is not a randam (lID) string. There is information in this gring, as
indicated by the fad that the histogram in Fig. 4bisnat flat. However, that informationis
not avalable to the strategies used by the aents in playing the m=4 game which
colledively generated that string in the first place The histogram for k=m is flat for m<
me (although it does begin to show some small O(TY?) fluctuations for m just below m.).

We can repea this analysis for m=6 (N=101, s=2). For this range of m, the
correspondng histogram for k=m is not flat, as we seein Fig. 5for the m=6 game. In this
case, there is sgnificant information avail able to the strategies of memory m and the
“market” is not informationally efficient with resped to the strategies.'® Indeed, some
individual agents using their strategies do acawmulate significantly more points than they
would by smply making randam guesses. However, for m<5, no agent ever acieves
more than 50% of the possble avallable paints. The wedth dstribution d the agentsin
the two phesesis very interesting and will be discussed in sedion V, below, and in detall
in forthcoming pubication’.

How does the system behavior change a& we dange the number of agents? One can
reped the cdculation d o for different N, again with s=2. One finds, plotting o vs. m for

13 Actually, the structure in this phase is a little more subtle. The system is informationally efficient with
resped to the strategies, but is not efficient with resped to the aents. In fad, there ae strong correlations
between the minority groups over long times of order 2™ time steps, which results in the very poar
performance of the system in this regime. This will be discussed in more detail in sedion IVA, below.
Note dso that these long time correlations are not to be cnfused with the non-1I D conditional probabiliti es
(that indicate information over time scdes of order m+1) discussed in the text and ill ustrated, for example,
in Fig. 4b. Despite these subtleties this phase does partake of the usual ideathat efficiency implies an
absence of usable information. As we shall seebelow when we study the inefficient phase, the use of the
ideaof efficiency is quite gpropriate in this context. For a discusson of the ideaof efficient markets as
traditionally understood in economics, see E. F. Fama, J. Finarce, 25(2), 383 (1970 and E. F. Fama, J.
Finarce, 46(5), 1575(1991).

*In fad, asymptoticaly, for m<m,, no strategy can be right more than 50% of the time. If the behavior for
these values of m were truly random, there would be fluctuations of order T2 in the number of times a
strategy won over atime T. But in our case, these Gausdan fluctuations are ésent, and strategies are
limited to being corred no more than 50% of thetime. A corollary to thisisthat the histogram in Fig. 4ais
extremely flat, and daes not contain even the random fluctuations that would be present for an IID series.
The reason for thiswill be explained below.

15 Note that the particular shape of the histogram in Fig. 5 as well as in Fig. 4b depends on the initial
distribution of strategies to the ayents. But in al cases with m>m¢ or with m<mg and k>m, the histograms

doindicate the presence of significant predictive information.



11

fixed N, that in al cases one obtains a graph similar to that in Fig. 3, bu in which the
pasition d the minimum, m, is propational to InN. In addition, o and the spread in o
behave in very simple ways with changes in N which dffer depending on whether m is
greder than o lessthan m.. In Fig. 6 we study the behavior of o as afunction d N for
m=3 and m=16. For the range of values of N used in these figures, m=3 is to the left of
the minimum in the arve of o vs. m (i.e. 3< m. for al these values of N) and m=16isto
the right of the minimum (16> m;). In Fig. 6awe plot o vs. N onalog-log scde. We see
that for m=3 ¢ is propationa to N, while for m=16, ¢ is propational to NV2, Thisis
typicd: For fixed m, and integer m< mc, o is propational to N, while for fixed m and
m> m. o is propational to N2, In Fig. 6b, we plot, again for m=3 and 16,Ac/0 as a
function d N, onalog-log scde. Here Ao is the standard deviation d the o 's for runs
with the same value of m, N and s, bu different initial (randam) distributions of
strategies. The horizontal lines indicae that the dependence of Ao onN for fixed m isthe
same & that of g, namely for m=3 Ao is propationa to N, while for m=16, Ao is
propational to NV2, As before, this behavior is representative of the two behaviors sen
for values of m< m. and values of m= m,, respedively.

The transition between these very different behaviorsis at me~InN. To seethis explicitly,
we plot, in Fig. 7, 62/N as a function o z=2"/N on alog-log scde for various N and m
(with s=2). We seefirst that all the datafall onauniversa curve. (Aswe shall discussin
sedion VI, we have also found, @wing mean-field-like aguments that are most acairate in
the low m phase, that for fixed s, 02/N is a function ory of z) The minimum of this
curveis nea 2Mc/N=zc[D.5, and separates the two different phases.® The slope for z<z¢
approaches -1 for small z, whil e the slope for z>z¢ approadhes zero for large z, consistent

with the results of Fig. 6. Because 02/N depends only onz, it is clea that for fixed z, o is
propational to N¥*for any fixed z, bah above and below z.. In addition, it can be shown
that, for fixed z, Ao is approximately independent of N, approaching a z-dependent
constant as N - 0. The N o limit of Ao islarge for small values of z and appeas to
deaease monaonicdly with increasing z. It is unclea whether or not Ac is nonanalytic
a z.

C. More than two strategies per agent, 2

16 As before, since these experiments involve only integer m, this value of z. should be @nsidered only an
estimate. Experiments with non-integer mindicate avalue of z. closer to /3. Seesedion VB, below.
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We now study the cae in which ead agent has more than two strategies among which to
chocse. In Fig. 8, we present aplot like that of Fig. 3, bu for the cae s=6. We seehere
that the qualitative feaures sen in Fig. 3 persist: o is large for small values of m
(m<m), first deaeases as m increases, reates a minimum at some value of m, then
increases, and approaches, asymptoticdly, the result of the RCG. Thereis also a spread
in g, Ao, which has the same qualitative behavior as in the s=2 case, namely, for m<m,
Ao and o are propational to N, while for m> m. Ao and o, are propartional to N2, as
demonstrated in Fig. 9. For s=6, there is also a scding result similar to that shown in Fig.
7 for the s=2 case. In Fig. 10, we plot, for s=6, the mean value of 62/N as afunction o z
for various values of mand N. Asin Fig. 7, we seethat al the points lie on a universal
curve. Notice however, two important differences with the s=2 case: First, the dip in
Fig.10 is not as dee as the mrrespondng dip in Fig. 7 for the s=2 case. Seoond, the
pasition d the minimum is dightly offset from the value for the s=2 case. In Fig. 11 we
plot, these universal scding curves for various vaues of s on alog-log plot. Here the
horizontal axis is {=[z/z¢(9)], so that the minima of al the arves are & (=1. For large
and small values of {, the aurves coincide, approading the RCG result for large ¢, and
falling on a arve with a slope of -1 for small . However, for intermediate values of ¢,
there ae differences. As sincreases, the value of z; (i.e., the value of z at which the
curve has its minimum) appeas to drifts slightly to somewhat larger values of z as can be
seen in Fig. 11and also by comparing Figs. 7 and 10. Even more importantly, the dip at
z. beaomes increasingly shallow, and for very large s, the universal curve gproades two
straight lines, ore with aslope of -1 (small z), and the other with aslope of O at the value
of the RCG. Thesetwo linesintersed at { =1-

The information content above and below z. for s>2 is smilar to that for the s=2 case. In
Fig. 12, we present P(1juk) for G, the time series of minority groups generated by a game
with m=4, N=101and s=6. Fig. 12a shows the histogram for k=m=4 and Fig. 12bshows
the histogram for k=5. Asin Fig. 4, the histogram is flat in Fig. 12a, bu not flat in Fig.
12b, showing that there is no information avail able to the strategies playing the m=4
game with N=101and s=6, bu that the sequence G, isnat IID. Similarly, in Fig. 13,we
plot P(1uy) for k=6 generated in the m=7 game with s=6. Asin Fig. 5, this histogram is
naot flat, demonstrating that there is information avail able to the strategies in the z>z(s)
phase, even when s>2.
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Anocther very convenient way to dsplay the information content that is accessble to the
strategies in the time series of minority groups, is to compute the mutual information'’
between the aurrent minority group and the sequence of the last m minority groups. The
mutual information ketween two data sets can be thouwght of as a measure of the extent to
which there is common information between the two sets. For the game played with
memory m, we consider the mutual information defined as

Q(m)=H(m) + H(1) - H(m+1) (3.2

where H(j) is the entropy of the distribution d strings of length j. In Fig. 14 we plot
Q(m) asafunction d { onasemi-log plot for N=101and s=2 and 16. In bah cases, Q=0
for (<1, and Q>0 for {>1. Note dso that for positive ¢, Q is much larger for s=2 than for
s=16. This is an indicaion that, for a given m and N, the strategies have more
information avail able to them for smaller s. It is adso related to the observation that the
dipinFig. 11isdegoer for smaler s.

V.  Explication of the Phase Structure

In this dionwe will examine in more detail the behavior of the system in threeregions:
(A) the low m, strategy-efficient phase, (B) the transition region, and (C) the
informationall y inefficient region. We will present explanations for the behavior of the
system in these regions, relying on the results of sedion lll, as well as on some more
detail ed results to be presented in this sdion. Topics that will be covered include an
explanation d the poa system-wide performance and strategy-efficiency in the low-m
phase, qudlitative arguments for the pasition d the phase transition, a more detail ed ook
at the transition region, and a discusson d the degradation o system performance & m
increases beyondm,. In addition, some of these topics will be further elucidated when we
examine some aspeds of individual agent wedth, in sedion V. In subsedion B, we will
introduwce amethod d interpdating to noninteger values of m, for the purpose of
studying the transition region in greaer detail .

A. Dynamicsin the efficient phase.
To begin to understand our system, let us first look more dosely at the dynamics in the
efficient (low m) phase. In Fig. 15 we show a short segment of the time series. Figure

" Time Series Prediction: Forecasting the future and Understandng the Past, A Weigend and N.
Gershenfeld (eds.) (Addison-Wesley, Realing, MA, 1994, and references therein.



14

15a shows a segment for N=101,s=2 and m=2, which isin the dficient phase. Fig. 15b
shows a segment for N=101, s=2 and m=8, which is in the inefficient phase. For
comparison, the horizontal dashed lines indicae the range of one standard deviation for
N=101in the RCG. The first thing we naticeis that Fig. 15a shows a bursting structure
with segments of large variation separated by segments of smaller variation, a feaure
which is absent in Fig. 15b. In Fig. 15a we have further marked, by open circles, those
times at which the last two minority groups were 01. We note that the odd accurrences of
this gring elicit resporses from the ayents that result in relatively large minority groups

(i.e. small deviationsin the popuation d group 1from 50%), while for even occurrences
there aelarge deviationsinL,.

We can uncerstand this as follows: When m is relatively small, then there is a reasonable
probability that an agent will have two strategies that are fairly smilar. Suppcse, for
example, that two m=2 strategies differ in only one (say the 01) entry, and are otherwise
the same. The first time the sequence 01 appeas in G, ether strategy a priori may be
chosen, with equal probability to be played by its agent, and so we eped that the
popdation d group 1will be dose to 50% of the total number of agents. Suppase that
the minority group reppensto be group 1. If an agent has two strategies which dffer only
in the 01 entry, then the strategy that predicts 1 following an occurrence of 01 in G will
have one extra point. Now suppacse the game continues. Up urtil the next occurrence of
01 in G, bah strategies will acaimulate the same number of points. At the next
occurrenceof 01in G, the strategy that predicted 1 for the previous occurrence of 01 will
have an extra point, and so the ayent will play that strategy. If there ae asignificant
number of agents which have strategies that are similar (aside from their resporse to the
string 01), then there will be alarge popuation in group 1at this occurrence of 01.
Consequently, the minority groupwill be 0, and the two strategies that differ only in their
resporses to 01 will again have an equal number of points. Thus, at the next occurrence
of 01, the popuation d the minority groupwill once aain be relatively close to 50% and

the g/cle will continue. That is, odd @currences of a given string produce aminority
popdation which is close to 50% (and consequently a small deviation in L, from the

mean), while even occurrences produce alarge deviation in L, from the mean, and a
minority group oppaite that of the preceding odd acurrence It is the resporses of the
system to the even occurrences of strings that give rise to the large deviations in L,, and
are resporsible for the faa that in the dficient, small m phase, o (as well as Ao) is
propational to N for fixed m. Thus, the typicd choices of the agents may be said to be
maladaptive, in that their choiceslea, half of the time (at the even occurrences of agiven
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string) to very small minority groups, and consequently to a poa utilization d the
resources. Thisisa dea manifestation d herd following or faddish behavior often seen
in socia systems.

This dynamics also explains the flat condtional probability distribution d Fig. 4a
Alternating occurrences of a given string produce oppasite resporses in the sequence of
minority groups. Thus, at any given moment in a game, the number of times a 1 follows
a given m-string of minority groups will differ by at most one from the number of times
that same m-string is followed by a0. Consequently the condtiona probabiliti es will be
very close to 0.5for al m-strings.

Noticethat because of the way in which the agents evaluate their strategies, the dynamics
in this phase induces a new time scde. The time scde over which the strategies operate
is m--i.e. ead strategy looks badk only m time steps to produce its prediction. But the
agents evauate their strategies from the beginning of the game, and so the dynamics
produce atime scde of order 2™ (i.e., the typicd time between ocourrences of the same
string) which isthe time scde relevant for the alaptive dynamics.

Quadlitatively, this periodtwo dynamics persists as long as there is a reasonable
probability that the relative ranking of an agent's two strategies will not be dtered
between successve occurrences of a given string. Clealy, as m increases it becomes
increasingly likely that the relatively rankings of an agent's drategies will be dtered, since
the time between successve ocourrences of the same string ([2") increases.
Consequently, we exped that the bursty structure in L, and the maladaptivity will become

lesspronourced with increasing m.

Up to what values of m shoud we eped the period two, maladaptive dynamics to
dominate? In sedion VI we shall present a quantitative description d the low m-phase
that addreses this paint, bu here we offer a useful semi-quantitative discusson. The
bad-of-the-envelope agument presented here is not quantitatively corred, bu it does
cgpture much of the nature of the dynamics that leas to the crossover from the dficient
phase & m approadhes m.. First, consider two randamly chosen strategies of memory m.
Suppese that foll owing the occurrence of some string, &, their relative rankings differ by
one. We ak, what isthe probability that, after atime of order 2™ (which is the mean time
between successve ocaurrences of &), they continue to dffer by one in their rankings?
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Roughly spe&ing, eat o the other strings will be sampled orce during a time of order
2",  Because the strategies are randamly chosen, eah occurrence of one of the
intervening strings will cause achange in their relative ranking of +1, -1, a 0, with
probabiliti es 1/4, 1/4 and 12 respedively. Consequently, the dhange in their relative
rankings over a time of order 2™ will be given by the excursion d a one-dimensional
randam walk of 2™ time steps, whase probability of moving to the left is 1/4, of moving
to the right is /4, and d standing still is 1/2. The standard deviation o such a walk
grows like (2™, and the probability of ending up a the origin after 2™ time steps
deaeases like (2™ . I there e N agents, then there will be @ou N/(2™) “agents the
relative rankings of whose strategies will not change between successve occurrences of a
given string. Now, absent any other dynamics, the number of agents voting for a given
group a a given time will be of the order of N/2, with fluctuations of the order of NY2.
The period two structure will dominate (so that the minority group onan even accurrence
of & isthe oppasite of the minority group at the preceling odd accurrence of €) if thereis
a sufficiently large number of agents, the relative rankings of whaose strategies is
unchanged. If so, then the deterministic period two dynamics will dominate over the
order NY2 random statisticad fluctuations in the number of agents voting for agroupat an
even ocaurrence of &. l.e, for the periodtwo dynamics to daminate, we must have
N/(2™) "> N¥2, or 2"/N < 1. This gives us a orred order of magnitude estimate for the
phase transition ketween the dficient and inefficient phases, and also gives us one
argument that leads, naturally, to the scding variable, z=2"/N.

The period two dynamics at small m is even more pronourced as sincreases. In Fig. 16
we plot a portion d the time series for m=2, but now with s=6. The bursting
phenomenonis much more pronourced in this case, than in Fig. 15a. To understand this,
consider the cae of infinite s (or, for pradicd purposes, s>>22m). In this case, all agents
possess al possble strategies. (Note that even if s:22m na al agents will possess all
strategies, sincethe strategies are drawn by the agents randamly with replacement, so that
agents may have more than ore cpy of the same strategy.) At the first occurrence of
some string, &, ead agent will have asubset of its drategies (at least two strategies), eath
of which has the largest number of points at that time step. For ead strategy, t', in this
subset which predicts a 1 following the string, ¢, there will be ancther strategy in the
subset, identicd with t', bu which predicts a O following the string §. Suppcse eat
agent's dedsion abou which groupto join is determined by a win flip, when its strategies
rankings aretied. In that case, the popdation d group 1will be nea 50%, within randam
statisticd fluctuations. Suppcse the minority group at this time step turned ou to be
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group 0. Now consider the next occurrence of the string . Because eab agent has all
strategies avail able, it is easy to seethat the top ranked strategy must be the one whaose
prediction following & is 0. To seethis, suppcse that the top ranked strategy was one
whose resporse to & was 1. Since eab agent has all strategies avail able, there is ancther
strategy, identicd to that one, bu whose resporse to ¢ is 0. Since the minority group
following the last occurrence of & was 0, that strategy will have one extrapaoint. Thus, on
even occaurrences of ead string, all agents must join the group which was the minority
group onthe last odd acurrenceof that string. But since dl agentsjoin that group (in our
example, group 0Q, then the other group will turn ou to be the minority group. This will
even upthe points among strategies that differ only in their resporse to string &, so that
the next time string ¢ occurs, strategies which dffer only in their resporsesto & will once
again betied in their rankings, and agents will choose which groupto join randamly. It is
not difficult to show that the variance of L, in this infinite s limit is 02 = N(N+1)/8,
independent of m. Note that this result is obtained by first taking s to infinity. If sis
large, but much lessthan 22, then o does depend onz, as shown in Fig. 11.

B. Thetransitionregion
We will define the transitionregionin this g/stem to be zg < z < z¢, where zg is the value

of z at which o first becomes lessthan o in the RCG. It is over this range of z that there
are dramatic qualitative dianges in the behavior of the system It is, therefore, clealy
advantageous to be ale to study this region in detail. To that end we will i ntroduce a
new set of strategies that define strategy spaces with norrinteger m. Thiswill allow usto
sample the behavior of the system at much finer intervals in z than would be posshble
were we restricted to orly integer values of m. Aside from its use in studying the
transition region, this generali zation is very important for studying the robustness of the
genera phase structure of this g/stem, to changes in the nature of the strategy space This
issue will be discussed in detail in a forthcoming pubicaion’. In what follows, we will
first study some useful quantities over a broad range of integer m. Later in this dion,
we will introducethe generali zed strategy spacefor the purpose of studying the transition
regionin greder detail.

We begin ou discusgon d the transition region by looking at the behavior of two useful
guantities over a wide range of m. From the discusson in the precaling subsedion, we
know that the period two dynamics beaomes less pronourced as z approadies z¢ from
below. To seethis explicitly, we have plotted in Figs. 17 and 18the probability, averaged
over all m-strings, that the minority group foll owing an even occurrence of a given string
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is oppasite of the minority group following the preceading odd acurrence of the same
string (POED). These figures plot this quantity as a function d integer m for N=101and
two dfferent values of s, s=2 and s=16. On the same graphs, we dso plot the probability
that the minority groups foll owing two successve odd accurrences of a given string are
different from ead aher (POOD). Refer first to Fig. 17. We note that the upper curve
(POED) is close to ore for small m, which is arefledion o the dominance of the period-
two dynamics at smal m. As m increases, POED deaeases, reating abou 0.7 for m=5.
This is what we exped: For m close to m, na all the strategies maintain their relative
rankings from one odd acurrence of a string to the subsequent even occurrence
Consequently, the popuations of the minority groups associated with even occurrences of
strings are generally closer to half the agents than is the cae for smaller values of m.
This means that the probability that the minority groupfoll owing an even occurrence of a
string is oppasite that of the previous occurrence of the same string will no longer be
closeto ore. Asfurther confirmation d this picture, we plot in Fig. 19a short segment of
L; for N=101, m=5 and s=2. We seeno large bursts in this time series as we saw, for
example, in Fig. 15a This, of coursg, is consistent with the fad that o is below that for
the RCG for m=5, N=101.

Next, look at the lower curvein Fig. 17,POOD. This curveisawayslessthan 0.5,rising
to nea 0.5for integer m=5 and then deaeasing. The reason that POOD is generally less
than 0.5is a mnsequence of the fad that the ayents strategies are fixed, and do nd
change over the @murse of the game. This can be understood ly recdling that the
strategies represent a fixed randam sample of resporses to dfferent strings. Although, on
average there will be & many strategies that respond Oto a given string as respond 1,for
agiven dstribution d strategies to the agents, there will be statisticd fluctuations in this
number. Thus, absent any other dynamics, if the minority groupis, say, 1 following a
given string, then a priori, the probability will be greaer than 0.5 that a subsequent
occurrence of that same string will result in 1 again being the minority group. Of course,
the period two dynamics in the low m-phase swamps this a priori expedation, and results
in POED being closeto 1. But sincethe period two dynamics does nat affed POOD, that
probability is gill | essthan 0.5in thelow m phase. Note dso that both POED and POOD
deaease for m> m¢, and approach 0.33as m getslarge. We shall explain thisresult in the
next subsedion.

We now want to examine the region rea the phase transition in more detail. To dothat
we need to generalize strategy spaceto adimension o 2™ with noninteger m. To begin,
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in a strategy of memory m, consider two strings of length m, say A and B, which dffer
only in their last bits (i.e. in the bit referring to the minority group m time steps ealier).
In ore of these strings (say A), replacethe last bit, (O or 1) with a “dorit care”, denoted by
an asterisk (*). To avoid pcssble inconsistencies in the strategy table, it isthen necessary
to remove from the strategy table string B. Thus, for every asterisk inserted in this way
into the strategy table, the dimension d the strategy spaceis reduced by 1, allowing m to
take on noninteger values. An example of a strategy from such an interpdating spaceis
shown in Fig. 20. In this way we can interpolate between a strategy space with a
dimension 2%, (M an integer) and ore with dmension 2***. To construct a strategy space
with noninteger m, therefore, one randamly choases a number of strings of length m,
replaces the last bit with an asterisk, and eliminates the partner string. The remaining
strings (some with asterisks, some withou) define the dimensions of the strategy space
The value of m for such a strategy spaceis just log,[the number of different strings in the
strategy table]. So, for example, the strategy shown in Fig. 20 is drawn from an 11
dimensional spaceyielding a value of m=log,[11][18.46. The dimension d the strategy
spacedeaesases as the number of asterisks used increases, and if ead string contains as
asterisk, then the dimension o the strategy spacewill have been reduced from 2% to 2.
A given set of stringsis used for the left column of all the strategies of a given run. That
is, in these games, all strategies look at the same set of information to make their
dedsions® We have studied strategy spaces constructed in this way over a broad range
of m and N, and have foundthat this procedure does produce results which smoaothly
interpolate between those presented abowve for integer m.

Let us now take a toser look at the transition region using the method described above to
interpolate between integer values of m. In the results of Figs. 21 and 22 dscussd
below, 16 runs were performed for ead noninteger value of m. In ead run, an
appropriate sized strategy space was constructed by distributing asterisks randamly as
described above (a diff erent randam distribution d asterisks for ead run). For ead run,
randam strategies in the strategy spaceso defined were assgned to the agentsin the usud

way.

In Fig. 21 we show o as afunction d m for 4<m<7, N=101and s=2. In Fig. 22 we plot
POOD and POED for the same parameters. In bah these figures, we have divided bah

'8 The very interesting situation in which ot all strategies use the same set of information to make their
predictions, will be discussed in Ref.9, above.
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the ranges 4<m<5 and 6<m<7 into 16 bns ead. The range 5<m<6 was divided into 32
bins to show more detail. In Fig. 21a we show o for 16 dfferent runs for ead vaue of
m. In Fig. 21b,we plot the average o averaged over al 16 runs for eat value of m
shownin Fig. 21a. First, in Fig. 21b,we seethat the minimum in ¢ does not occur at an
integer value of m, rather, we seethat o has a broad minimum extending from n=5.2 to
m=5.7.This suggests that areasonable estimate for m; would liein thisrange. In Fig. 22
we seethat that POOD also has abroad maximum reading 0.5 ower asimilar range, from
m=4.8to m=5.4.

Look nav at Fig. 21a. With the detail provided by this graph, we see a effed that was
not evident when we studied orly integer m. In this figure it appeas that there ae two
distinct effeds driving the phase change in the region d m.. There is a one dynamic
which produces a broad dstribution o o’s for a given m, and which daminates for low
m, and a second d/namic which produces a o’s that lie in a narrow range, and daminates
for larger m. The existence of the two dynamicsin the region 4.8<m<5.5is evident in
this figure. This auggests that the phase dhange (which we have loosely referred to as a
phase transition) may adually be acompli shed by a smooth crossover from one dynamic
to another. In analogy with physicd systems, ore may think of two locd “energy”
minima representing different states of the system, ore aciated with the strategy-
efficient dynamics of the low m phase, the other with the inefficient, cooperative
dynamics of the high m phase. For any given parameter setting, the system prefers to be
in a minimal energy state. For smal m, the dficient minimum is also the global
minimum, and so the system prefers to be in that minimum. For large m, the inefficient
minimum is the global minimum, and so the system is preferentially in that minimum.
As m passes through the transition region, these two minima smocthly change their
relative values. When their depths are nealy the same, the system will sometimes occupy
one minimum and sometimes ancther, as suggested in Fig. 21afor 4.8<m<5.5. That there
is a phase dhange of the system through the transition region is clea. What its analytic
structureisis not so clea.™®

9 Two comments are useful here. First, it seamslikely, at least as s o, that thereisasinguarity in at least
some quantities, for example, Q(m) in Fig. 14. It may be, therefore, that for finite s the phase dange is
acomplished by a smocth crosover which bemmes snguar as s— . Semnd, it is interesting to remark
that the transition between the two phases is acoompanied by a change in the nature of the system from
esentialy periodic to apparently non-periodic. In the low-m phase, for example, L, shows a distinct
periodic structure. As m approaches the region nea m, the periods in L, bemme longer and more
complex. Intheinefficient, high m phase, thereis no apparent periodicity in L;.
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Now let us turn again to Fig. 22. First, we remark that, although na plotted on this
graph, PEED, the probability that the minority group following two successve even
occurrences of the same string are different from ead ather, forms the same arve &
POOD. In particular, bah PEED and POOD are 0.5a m.. Seoond,it is interesting that
POED is greaer than 0.5, even a m.. Furthermore, PEOD, the probability that the
minority group following an odd acurrence of a given string is different than that
following the precading even ocaurrence, is also about 0.6 at m°. These results paint a
picture of cooperative dynamics in which resporses to a given string are anti-correlated
over times of order 2™, but are uncorrelated over times of order 2™,

Given the agument that a priori, POOD and PEED shoud be lessthan 0.5,it is most
remarkable that they read the value of 0.5a m.. The @operative dynamics is evidently
significant enough to overcome the a priori tendency for minority groups to be the same
following any given string. On the other hand, it is not clea what the dynamicd originis
of the fad that POED and PEOD are both greder than 0.5at m.. One passhility is that
this just indicaes a remnant of the period two dynamics that dominated the dficient
phase. In this case, the observed transition at m. may be more acarately thought of as a
crossover effed, as might be suggested by Fig. 21a. On the other hand, it is possble that
these correlations are intrinsicdly bound upwith the @operative dynamics. We ae
currently agnostic aéou this isaue, bu its resolution is of significance It is certainly
important to uncerstand the nature of the transition in as much detail as possble. But in
addition, ore may be interested in attempting to control the system to improve the degree
of cooperation (lower @). Then, it may make substantial difference whether it is possble
to identify a reasonably separable dynamics (e.g. the remnant of the maladaptive period
two dynamics) which can be tuned dowvn nea m, to further enhance the agents' emergent
cooperation.

We dso naein Fig. 22fluctuations in POED, particularly nea m=5. Thisis apparently a
red detall, na a statisticd effed, whose origin we do nd fully understand. The smaller
fluctuations in POED may also have dynamicd significance

Our studies with noninteger m indicates that z. is closer to 0.35than to the value of 0.5
that was deduced from the studies performed with integer m. We have examined a

2 However, PEOD does differ from POED for lower m, as we would exped from our discusson of the
period two dynamicsin sedion IVA.
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number of cases with dfferent values of N. Wefindin al cases that the results for non
integer m smoathly interpolate between the results for integer m, that 0?/N till scdes
with z, and that the results gill li e onauniversal curve, bu that the minimum of the arve
isnea z~0.35.

To close our discussgon d the transition region, we refer briefly to Fig. 18, in which we
plot (for integer m) POED and POOD for the cae N=101 and s=16. Here we seethe
same qudlitative behavior asin Fig. 17, except that POED stays close to 1 throughou the
efficient phase, and bah POED and POOD approac avalue dose to 0.5as m gets large.
The behavior of POOD for small m is easy to understand onthe basis of the discusson o
the last subsedion: If the agents have more strategies from which to choacse, they will be
more likely to find pairs of similar strategies for higher m, and so the period two
dynamics will be more pronourced in the dficient phase. The aymptotic values of
POOD and POED for large m will be explained in the next subsedion.

C. Dynamicsin the inefficient phase

For z>z;, the system is in a quite different phase. The most obvious hallmark of this
phase, as iown in Fig. 7, is that the system is more dfedive & generating resources than
would be the cae in the RCG, bu increasingly less ® as z increases. For z nea z, the
agents are &le to adchieve maximal coordination and thus generate resources most
effedively, bu coordination evidently beaomes lesseffedive & z increases gill further.
To uncerstand what happens, we will consider the informationin G for various values of
z. Toillustrate, we will again use our canonicd example of games with N=101 and s=2.
In this edionit will aso be sufficient to consider only integer m.

There ae a number of different measures that we ould use to charaderize the
information in G, including the entropy, bu for our purposes a smpler measure is more
appropriate. We ae interested, in particular, in charaderizing the informationin G that is
avail ableto the strategies. Thus, we @nsider

=L =L _1
In =2 %'(um) o %(P(llum) >) (4.18)

and the sum over the squares of 1(u,),
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g_ 1 2 _1 1.,
IS —Z—m%| (um)_z_m%(P(llum)_E) (4.1b

The sum hereis over al strings of length m. Clealy, the more P(1|uy,) differs from Y2, the
more information the string uy, contains for predicting the next minority group. In Fig. 23
we plot 11% (4.10) as afunction d m for the cae N=101and s=2. As we exped from
our discusson d the dynamics of the dficient phase, I, is zero for m<m.. For m>m¢ I,
is nonzero and increases for incressing m. As m increases, the system becomes
increasingly inefficient with resped to the strategies, in that increasing amourts of
information are left in G.

It is not difficult to understand what information is contained in G. First, recdl that the
distribution d strategies to the agents represents a small randam sample of al the 22"
possble strategies of memory m. Suppase we ignore aly dynamics or cooperation among
the agents, and just consider the probability that a 1 will follow any given m-string in G.
In the dsence of any coordination, ead agent will chocse randamly between its two
strategies. Given a randan choice between ead o the aent's two strategies, the
probability to have al following a given m-string will not be exadly 0.5. The reasonis
that for any particular distribution d strategies, some agents will have the same resporse
to agiven string in bah their strategies, thus kewing P(1|un,) away from 0.5, even in the
absence of nontrivial dynamics. We can measure the skewness of the distribution o
strategies by considering

_1 _ 1 ¢ v(00]u,)-v(dlu,)
W = o %W(um) o % N 4.2

where v(0,0ur,) and v(1,1uy,) are the number of agents both of whose strategies predict,
respedively, 0 and 1 following u,. The more positive (negative) W(uy) is, the more likely
it isthat the minority groupfoll owing uy, will be 1 (0).

Now consider the arrelation between W(un,) and I(uy). In Fig. 24 we plot ', vs. m,
where
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Fo = (1 (U)W (Uy)) = (1 (U)W (U,,))

:2%2 I(Um)l-lJ(um)— ImLIJm (43)

We see very clealy that ', incresses monadonicdly with m, indicaing that the
information left in G is increasingly correlated with the skewness associated with the
agents’ strategies. That is, as m increases G contains increasingly acarate information
abou certain fedures of the agents’ strategies.

Since the agents’ choices are gparently lesscoordinated as m increases beyond mc, we
exped that for very large m, the agents will chocse between their two strategies randamly
a ead time step. If that is 9, then we shoud be ale to compute a good estimate of
P(1|u) diredly from v(0,0uy) and v(1,1uy). If the agents choose between their two
strategies randamly and with equal probability, then it is not difficult to see that the
condtional probabiliti es become

P.@]u,) =27 zkl(k‘*"w)l (4.9

where w=N-v(0,0um)- v(1,1um),
0=N/2-v(0,0un,),

and Pr(1jun,) are the mndtional probabiliti es asuming that the agents choase between
their two strategies randamly, independently, and with equal probability.

In Fig. 25, we plot the arerage squared deviation between the observed condtional
probabiliti es, P(1un), and Pr(1|um) asafunction d (integer) m,

[P(u,)-Pe(l]u)1?0"
Pn = @Z PAlu,) o

Un

(4.5

Here we seethat as m increases, P and Pr are increasingly similar, differing only by a
few percent by the time m=8, and keing nealy identicd for m=11. Thus, the information
contained in G at large m isasimple refledion d the particular preferences emboded in
the agent’s drategies.
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It may seem courter-intuitive that the system as a whole behaves more like the randam
choice game while the information in G increases. The point here is that the time series
of minority groups is endagenous. It is creaed by the choices of the agents themselves.
The fad that more informationis left in G, just refleds that fad that the agent’s choices
are less coordinated, so that those doices use less of the information inherent in the
strategies of the agents themselves. For this g/stem, uncoordinated choices means that
ead agent choaoses randamly, independently and with equal probability between his two
strategies at ead time step. Note, however, that thisis nat the same & the RCG in which
eah agent choases 0 or 1 randamly, independently and with equal probability at eath
time step. In the latter case G would be an IID sequence with noinformation, (and the
system would be in a mixed-strategy Nash equili brium) but in the former case G contains
significant information abou the structure of the agents strategic preferences (and the
system is not in a Nash equilibrium). The existence of this fixed strategic preference
structure is the reason that the system beaomes increasingly inefficient (so that there is
more information in G) as m increases, while & the same time the aents choices
beamme & uncoordinated and as randam as passble.

The fad that the agents' choices among their strategies becmes increasingly randam as
m increases also explains the behavior of POOD and POED in the large m limit seen in
Figs. 17 and 18. It is nat difficult to show that a randam choice between two fixed
strategies will yield avalue of 0.33for the probability that any two resporses to the same
string result in oppaite minority groups. As sincreases, the large m vaue of these
guantities approadies 0.5. The reason is, that for larger s, an agent can choose from
among more strategies in resporse to a given string.  Thus, an agent will respondto a
given string with ether minority group with equal probability and with relative
fluctuations of order s¥2. Consequently, POOD and POED shoud approach 0.5as m
increases for fixed large s, aswe observein Fig. 18.

In general, the inefficient phase for larger s doud have much the same qualitative
structure & the s=2 example discused abovwe. We do exped, however, that the
information in G for fixed m and N in the inefficient phase shoud deaease for larger s.
The reasonis that the information left in G refleds the condtional probabiliti es Pr(1|um),
and as sincreases, these condtional probabiliti es roud approad 0.5. At the same time,
the aents look increasingly smilar as s increases, for fixed m and N. But a
homogeneous popuation canna coordinate their strategy choices to produce large
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minority groups. Therefore, we dso exped to seelesseffedive anergent coordinationin
the inefficient phase, as sincreases, which isindeed what we observein Fig. 11.

V. Agent Wealth

Given the interesting dynamics in the dficient and inefficient phases, it is natural to ask
abou the distribution o wedth (i.e. the number of paints) to the agents. In aforthcoming
pubication,” we will present a detail ed analysis of agent wedth distribution, but here we
wish to emphasize one important point. We ak, with what feaures of the aents
strategies is agent wedth assciated. In particular, is there something intrinsic abou
strategies (or sets of strategies used by an agent) that are very succesdul, or do they gain
their successonly in the antext of the other strategies being played in the game.

To address this question, we define two distance measures. One is in an intra-agent
distance, Dy(i) defined as the Hamming distance between the i agent's two strategies.
The seaond is a distance in "behavior space’, Dy(i) and may be understood to be the
average behavioral distance of the i™ agent from all other agents playing the game. In
particular, if Ti¥(un) denotes the resporse (0 o 1) to the string, U, of the | strategy of
agent |, then

D, () =Y [T (u,) - T (u,) (5.9
and
D=3 P(U, )T (u,) =T (u,,) (5.2

In Fig. 26 we plot acamulated agent wedth as afunction d Dy, and Dy, for games played
with s=2 N=101 and various values of m. One first notes that for m<m,, agent wedth is
quantized. This follows from the fad that the dynamics in the low m-phase is periodic,
an effedt that will be discussed in more detail elsewhere®’. But the point we wish to
emphasize is the fad that for m<m, agent wedth is grongly correlated with Dy,. In this
phase, the more similar an agent's two strategies, the wedthier the agent tends to be.
Note dso that for m<m, there is apparently no correlation ketween an agent's wedth and
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Dp. That is, in this phase it does not matter what al the other agents are doing. It only
matters how similar an agent's two strategies are.

For m>m,, the situation is quite the oppasite. Now there is no correlation between agent
wedth and Dy, bu there is a strong correlation between agent wedth and Dy,. The further
an agent is, onaverage, from al other agents in behavior space the wedthier he tends to
be. This is quite reassonable in a game in which pants are rewarded for being in the
minority. Why, then, isthere no correlation between Dy, and agent wedth for m<mg?

The reason is that for m<m, there is no predictive information avail able to the agents
strategies and consequently no emergent coordination among agents' choices. For m>m,
the agents use the red information in G to coordinate their choices. Those aents
possessng strategies that alow them to behave maximally differently from other agents
will more often find themselves in the minority group, and will acawmulate more points.
On the other hand, as we have demonstrated, for m<m, there is no red information
avail able to the agents' strategies. Therefore, any attempt to use gparent information,
and to make choices on the part of the agents, invariably leads to maladaptive herding
behavior, which is not rewarded in the minority game. For m<m,, agents do kest when
then ignore, as much as possble, the misealing signals being sent by the mlledive
behavior of the other players. In ou game, a surrogate for ignoring those misleadling
signalsis for an agent na to be ale to make doices, and that is accomplished when the
agent's drategies are & smilar as possble. (If the agent's drategies were identicd, the
agent would effedively have only one strategy, and could nd respondto the misleading
signals of the mlledive by choasing to join different minority groups at different times,
in resporse to a given string.) Althouwgh for m<m, the information in G avail able to the
strategies is zero, in a very red sense, the information in G available to agents (i.e.
information that extends over times greaer than 2™) is negative, in that it leads to
mal adaptive dedsions.

V1. Mean-field description of the minority game

In this dion, we present a mean-field approximation for the behavior of the minority
game. This description is most acairate for the behavior of the system for s extremely
large (s>22m). In addition, for smaller s, the description is applicable to the low m,
efficient phase (z < z). In bah the large s and low m regions, the key fedure which
alows us to write a mean-field approximation, is that the system resporse to an
ocaurrence of a given m-string of minority groups is nealy independent of its responses
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to the other m-strings. (Recdl that it isthisindependencethat is necessary for the period-
two dynamics that dominates the low-m phase.)

In formulating this mean-field description, we shall use the language of statisticd
medanics, in which we will identify a set of independent variables and asciate
"energies’ with various dates of objedsin ou system. In particular, we shall i dentify m-
strings of minority groups as variables in the system, and shall assciate energies with
strategies. The lower the energy of a strategy, the more likely it is to be chosen by its
agent to be played. This is analogous to states of a statisticd medanicd system, in
which a system is more likely to occupy states with lower energy. In ou case, there is
simple relationship between the energy of a strategy and the number of paints it has
acaimulated. One reason for introduwing the language of statisticd medanics and
ranking strategies by energy, is that this allows us to introduce atemperature into the
system. Thisin turn lets us perform an interesting interpolation between the game & it
was originaly defined (the zero temperature limit), and a game in which the agents
choose anong their strategies randamly (the infinite temperature limit). This will be
discus=ed elsewhere.

Now, the primary objeds of interest to us are the strategies. We will asociate an energy
with ead strategy at ead time step, T. Spedficdly, if a strategy predicts the next
minority group corredly, its energy will be lowered by 1, and if it predicts incorredly, its
energy will beraised by 1. It is essy to seethat a strategy's energy, E, is related to the
number of points acaimulated by that strategy, A, by 2A=T-E, where T is the time step of
the game.

The energy, E;, of astrategy, t, can be written in terms of the contributions to that energy

asociated with the resporse of the strategy to dfferent m-strings of minority groups.
Thus, consider astring, &. Define the "string energy”, e, of £ asfollows.. Every time the

string € is followed by a 1, e; deaeases by one and every time ¢ is followed by a 0, e
increases by one. Then, the aimulative cntribution to the energy, Et, of any strategy, t,
due to its resporses to the string &, is equal to e, or -€, depending on that strategy's

resporse to the string, &. |.e.,

Et=2¢ pe(t)(-ep) (6.1
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where pg(t) is-1if the strategy t predicts O following the string &, and is 1 if the strategy t
predicts 1 foll owing the string &.

We can now define our mean-field approximation d the minority game. The key to the
simple treament of the game in the infinite slimit (and in the low m-phase for finite s) is
the independence of the resporse of the system to dff erent strings, resulting in the smple
period-two dynamics for ead string. Thus in the mean-field theory the m-strings of
minority groups are mnsidered the independent degrees of freedom.

The observation d the period two dynamics suggests that in this phase it is sufficient to
alow al the string energies to take on orly values of 0, 1, o -1, independently, and with
probabilities 1/2, 14, and 14, respedively. Under these asumptions, we can easily
compute P(E;n), the probability for a strategy of memory m to have atotal energy, E,
wheren=2". Thisisjust given by the trinomial distribution,

(n+E))/2 nl

P(E:n) = | .
=0 k;E k!(k—|E|)!(n+|E|—2k)g42k‘\E\2n+\E\—2k :

=2", (6.2

Now, it is clea that the leading term in the variance of L, in the low-m phase cmes from

the large bursts in this time series. These ae the times at which the system responds to a
string, &, where the string energy, ez is1 or -1. l.e, it isthose times a which thereis an

even occurrence of §. Therefore, we will be interested in computing an estimate of the

number of agents joining group lat an even occurrence of §. For speaficity, lets assume
that eg=-1. We now cdculate p,, the probability that an agent joins group 1in resporse to

thestring &, if eg=-1.

First, consider the cae s=2. The probability that the lower energy of two randamly
chosen strategies of memory misE, isgiven by
W,(B) = P(EIP(EN) +2 3 P(E:n): 6.3

Now, if 2" >>1, we can approximate P(E;n) by anormal distribution:

P(E;n) D‘/ﬁ ex ‘3": g (6.9

and the probability that the lower of the two energiesis E becomes
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Wo(E;n)=2P(E;n)Q(E;n), (6.5
where
Q(E:n) =} P(E":n)dE" - (6.9

This result can be generalized to the cae of s drategies, so that the probability that E is
the lowest energy among s randamly chosen strategiesis given by

WL(Ein) D-~-QExn)’ 6.7
Now, given that es = -1, the probability that a strategy with energy E will choase group 1

in resporseto string &, isjust given by

P(E+1;n-1)
PE+Ln-1) + PE-Ln-1) - (6.9

The reasoning is as follows: A strategy with n elements can be decomposed into two
parts. Thefirst, it's resporse to the string ¢, and the seaond, the remaining n-1 elements.
For arandamly chosen strategy, this latter part may be mnsidered a randam strategy with
n-1 elements. There ae two ways in which a strategy with n elements can achieve an
energy E, given that e; =-1. If the resporse of the strategy to ¢ is 1, then the remaining n-
1 elements of the strategy must contribute an energy of E+1 to the total energy of the
strategy. Conversaly, if the strategy's resporse to ¢ is O, then the remaining n-1 elements
of the strategy must contribute an energy of E-1. Thus, the probability that a strategy with
n elements and energy E choaoses group 1,is just P(E+1;n-1), namalized by the totd
probabilit y to find a strategy of energy E.

Consistent with our restriction that the e; independently takes on orly values 1,-1 and 0,

(i.e., because of the period two dynamics) E~O(nY/?2), if n>>1. In that case, expresson
(6.8) can be gproximated as

P(E+1n-1) ol _4E (6.9

P(E+Ln-1)+P(E-Ln-1) 2 3n

We can now estimate p;, the probability that an agent will choose group 1,given that eg=-
1. Itis
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_170 8Eg, . .10 [8 [ (6.10
pl—z_jm% 3nEyvs(E,n)olE ZQHJ;X(S)E

where

o= xacdil tetyl. (6.11)
XQ) = [ ey Bnle * 08

The function x(s) is plotted in Fig. 27. Note that x(s) is zero for s=1, and varies relatively
slowly for s>5.

Now, the average number of agents joining group 1,given that eg=-1isjust pjN. Solong
as the fluctuations in this number are small enough, the number of agents choasing 1 will
aways be greaer than N/2, and the period-two dynamics will obtain. This will certainly

be the cae if Nx(S)2/2™=x(s)2/z>>1. Thus, uncer these drcumstances, a majority of
agents will chocse group 1when eg=-1, and the variance in the dtendance from N/2

given that eg= -1 will be

N(N-DO_ _1ff
2 07 20

2N N
o’= WildSk (6.13

nN
4

This result is a good approximation as long as the second term in (6.1, Nx(s)%/2™
=x(9)2/z>>1, o z<<1. For z > 1, this picture bresks down. The & take on values other

than 0, 1 and -1, and the resporse of the system to dfferent m-strings lose their
independence.  Since this picture, and the gproximation in equation (6.9) breaks down
when z > 1, we exped thisto be the paint at which the phase transition accurs, consistent
with Fig. 7. Note dso that the form of the second term in equation (6.12) is consistent
with ou ealier argument for the position d the phase transition.

VII. Summary and Discussion

A. Summary
In this paper we have presented an overview of the rich and complex behavior that very
simple minority games display. Our main results are:

1. Asafunction d the size of the strategy spacefrom which agents draw their strategies,
minority games display two phases sparated by a clea transitional region. The first
(small strategy space is an informationaly strategy-efficient phase in which no
predictive information abou the next minority group is available to the agents
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strategies. The seoond (large strategy space is a phase in which information is
avail able to the agents' strategies.

A.

For small strategy spaces the system does poaly at generating resources. The
dynamics in this phase is dominated by a simple period two dynamics for
which it is posdble to write amean-field theory. This dynamics leals to
agents choices that are maladaptive resulting in worse than randam
performance The system is aso strategy-efficient, in that there is no
information available to the agent’s grategies that can be used to determine
which group, at any given time step will be the minority group.

For larger strategy spaces the agents can coordinate their dedsions to produce
better than randam generation d resources. As the strategy spaceincreasesin
size, agent coordination becomes less effedive and, for very large strategy
spaces, over-al system performance gproadhes that of a randam choice
game. At the same time, the information in the data set that the agents use to
determine their strategy choices beawmes greder as the size of the strategy
spaceincreases. For large strategy spaces, this information dredly refleds
the probabilit y structure of choices emboded in the ggents’ strategies.

The best resource generation is obtained in the transition ketween the two
phases, when the dimension d the strategy spaceis on the order of the
number of agents playing the game.

. For different numbers of agents, and dfferent sizes of the strategy space this general
phase structure is a function orly of the ratio of the dimension d the strategy space
divided by the number of agents.

. Agent wedth is correlated with dfferent strategy charaderistics in the two phases.

A.

In the small strategy space maladaptive phase in which the aents exhibit
herding behavior, agents whose strategy sets are cwomposed of very similar
strategies do kest, withou regard to the nature of those strategies, or to the
nature of the strategies of the other agents.

In the large strategy space phase, agents whose strategies are maximally
distant in behavior spacefrom all other strategies do kest. Thus, the value of
a given strategy is dependent on cetall s of that strategy in the ntext of all
other strategiesin the game.
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4. All of this gructure depends on the agents having a small to moderate degree of
adaptivity. In the cae in which there is only one strategy per agent, this gructure
disappeas, and the game beames trivia and periodic. On the other hand, as the
number of strategies available to eat agent increases beyond two, coordination
beames more difficult. The general phase structure still obtains, bu the degree of
coordination diminishes and the system generaly performs more poaly at the
transition and in the inefficient phase than it does when eat agent has fewer
strategies (but still more than ore).

B. Discusson

The very rich behavior seen in these simple minority games is quite remarkable, asisits
apparent robustness Although na reported in detail in this paper, we have dso studied
the robustnessof the general phase structure of these games to changes in the information
set used by the agents' strategies. Of course, the interpolated strategy spaces introduced
to study the detailed behavior in the transition region do represent one significant
ateration in the information set avail able to the ayents. The fad that the results smoothly
interpolate between the strategies gaces with integer m spe&s to the generality of our
results. But in addition, we have foundthat when ather kinds of informationis given to
the agents—for example, more spedfic information abou the number of agents in a
group as afunction d time—the general phase structure of the system remains the same.
There is a single phase transition ketween a poaly performing strategy-efficient phase,
and a better performing strategy inefficient phase. Moreover, the transition still occurs
when the ratio df the dimension d the strategy spacedivided by the number of agentsin
the game is anumber is of order one”.

Nevertheless there ae anumber of effeds that could ater the system’s dynamicd
structure significantly. One feaure of the games described in this paper is that al of the
agents are looking at the same signals. That is, the strategy spaceis the same for all
strategies. It may be that the existence of a set of common signals on which the strategies
base their predictions al ows the ajents to coordinate their strategy choices in arelatively
smple way. One straightforward way to change this condtion, is to alow different
strategies to use different memories. We ae aurrently studying such games to assssthe
importance of auniversally shared strategy space

Ancther very important issue to addressis the role of evolution in such games. Although
the systems discussd in this paper were alaptive, they were not evolutionary, in the
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sense that the agents' strategies were fixed from the beginning of the game. It is unclea
how the system will behave when evolution is introduced and the agents are dlowed to
change their strategies. It does san likely, however, that the results will depend onsome
of the charaderistics of the way evolution is introduced into the system. In particular, it
is clea that if evolution takes placeon a very fast time scde (significantly shorter than
2™ then the system may devolve into randam behavior, since the agents will nat have
timeto lean and coordinate their strategy choices with the other agents. For evolution on
a slower time scde, though, the outcome is unclea. One intriguing posshility, however,
isthat the system would evolve to a set of strategies with memory nea m.

A natura question to ask abou our results is their relation to Nash equilibria.  The
minority games have many Nash equili bria. For example, one Nash equili brium isarule
in which the first (N-1)/2 agents always join group 0O,the last (N-1)/2 agents always join
group 1,and the remaining agent aternates between the two groups. There ae dealy
many variations on this rule that are dso Nash equilibria.  The mixed strategy rule in
which eat agent randamly, independently and with equal probability choaoses between
the two groups (i.e. the RCG) is also a Nash equili brium. However, it does not appea
that the states achieved by the dynamics of the games described here ae Nash equili bria.
Even for very large m, where the system-wide behavior is that of the RCG, the system is
nat in a Nash equilibrium. Althowgh the aents do chocse between their strategies
randamly, they do nd choose the minority groups randamly. It would be possble,
therefore, for some agent to choose some other deterministic ordering of choices for his
strategies and increase hiswedth. That thisis posgble, in principle, foll ows from the fad
that Gisnat an IID sequence Thus, thereisinformation that can be exploited to improve
an agent’swedth. However, the dynamics of this game do nd all ow the agents to exploit
that information. These observations, of course, are just speda cases of the genera idea
that dynamics in an adaptive system can prevent the system from adchieving equili bria,
and in particular, Nash equilibria. In ou opinion, they are important indicaors of the
neal to seriously consider dynamics in the analysis of econamic and aher complex
adaptive systems, and nd rely solely on equili brium analyses.

It isaso interesting to consider again the nature of the strategies and their successin these
games. In particular, consider the inefficient phase in which the strategies in play
represent only asmall sample of the total number of strategies in the strategy space Here
some strategies perform better at predicting minority groups than cthers. But a priori
there is nothing speaal abou any particular strategy. They are dl just randamly
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generated strings of 0 and 1. Nevertheless in the @ntext of the other strategies
represented in that particular game, certain strategies perform better than others. A
necessry condtion for the emergence of this ordering is the fad that the strategies in
play represent only a small sample of the total strategies possble. Indeed, increasing the
number of strategiesin play, either by increasing N or s sufficiently, pus the system into
aregion in which no strategy performs better than any other. Thus, there is a sense in
which there is an emergent meaning to spedfic a priori randam strategies, which
meaning emerges contextually in an environment representing a small randam sample.
We believe that a sparsely sampled configuration spacemay be agenera condtion for
the emergence of meaning. The simplest example of this is the observation that it is
aways possbleto find structure and petternsin afinite string of randam numbers. Asthe
length of the string gows, however, finite length petterns lose their significance The
kinds of meaning that emerge in dfferent contexts, and the aiteriafor what constitutes a
“small” randam sample will certainly depend onthe dynamics associated with the system.
Nevertheless we believe that a sparse sampling of the @nfiguration spaceof the system
may well be anecessary condtion for the energence of meaning™.

This g/stem aso has me haraderistics that are reminiscent of a spin-glassin statisticd
medhanics. In a spin-glass?, the interadions among particles are mediated by a set of
fixed, randamly distributed pair-wise interadions, which may differ in sign, some being
ferromagnetic (causing spins to align in the same diredion) and dhers being anti-
ferromagnetic (causing spins to align in oppaite diredions). In genera the system may
not be ale to satisfy al these tendencies for a given dstribution d interadions, while &
the same time adieving alow energy. Thisis the phenomenon d frustration, and leals
to a very rich behavior of the system. In ou game, the strategies that are distributed to
the agents typicdly represent a small randam sample of al possble strategies. They are
fixed for the duration d the game, and they endow agents with strategic preferences
which, in general, canna al be satisfied, while & the same time adieving an optimal
utili zation o resources. Much o the rich behavior of our game is intimately bound up

2L Of course, this discusson can be put into the larger context of symmetry bresing. In that case, one can
suggest a number of medhanisms that might bre&k a pre-existing symmetry and cause asociations and
meaning to emerge. Which of these mechanisms can be subsumed under the rubric of a sparsely sampled
spaceis a semantic question. But in the context of many social and hiologicd systems, a sparsely sampled
configuration space (interpreted more narrowly) may turn out to have been a precondition for the
emergence of meaning.

22 See for example, Spin Glasss, K. Fischer and J. Hertz (Cambridge University Press Cambridge, 1997);
Spn Glass Theory and Beyond, M. Mezad, G. Parisi, and M. Virasoro (World Scientific, Singapore,
1987.
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with the frustration associated with highly constrained agent strategic preferences. It will

be interesting to study the ways in which frustration effeds change if evolutionary
dynamics are introduced into the system, so that agents are dl owed to alter their strategies
in resporse to seledive presaire. The general dynamic of frustrationislikely to be avery
important one in the study of adaptive cmpetition and evolution in biologicd and social
systems®, and deserves more intensive study in that context.

Finaly, it is clea that our work has implications for the study of awide range of complex
adaptive systems. The gparent generality of the phase structure suggests that this may be
a pesistent feaure of a large number of spedfic systems, even when more redistic
detalls are included. At the very least, this underlying phase structure is likely to be a
base upon which the behavior of more @mmplicated spedfic systems are built.?* In
addition, we believe our work raises questions abou the underlying epistemology of
complex systems. There ae aurrently few, if any, established genera principles for the
emergent behavior of complex systems. In fad, we do nd even knaonv what the proper
guestions are to ask abou such systems. For example, we do nd know, in general, what
feaures of systems are spedficdly dependent on the detail s of the systems, and what are
more generic. In ou simple model, for instance one might not have expeded that ¢ in
the dficient phase would have been so strongly dependent on the particular distribution
of strategies to the agents. This absence of guiding principles, of course, has profound
implicaions for the veradty of conclusions that can be drawn from more redistic models
of spedfic systems. We believe that an epistemology for complex systems will emerge
from the aggregation d insights garnered ower time from a range of reseach in this area
The investigation of very simple prototypicd systems, such as the one presented in this
paper, has much to contribute to the evolution d an epistemology of complex systems.

% geg for example, The Econamy as an Evolving Complex System, P. Anderson, K. Arrow and D. Pines
(eds), (Addison-Wesley, Reading MA, 1988; The Complexty of Cooperation, R. Axelrod, (Princeton
University Press Princeton NJ, 1997).

4 In this regard, it is interesting to note that the SH artificial stock market described in W.B. Arthur, J.
Holland, B. LeBaron, R. Palmer, and P. Tayler, Santa Fe Institute Working Paper 96-12-093 (1996
describes two phases as a function of the rate & which agents are dlowed to evolve their strategies. The
SH artificial market model is much more complex than the games described in this paper. However, it may
be that the evolution rate in the SH market model can be thought of as a proxy for the size of the strategy
space aailable to the agents, and that the two phases e there ae refledions of the underlying dynamics
we have discussed in this paper.
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Figure Captions
Fig. 1. An example of an m=3 strategy.

Fig. 2. g, the standard deviation d the time series of the number of agents joining group
1 (L) asafunction d m, for N=101 agents, ead with s=1 strategies. Each dd represent
an independent run; 32 runs of 10,000 steps eat were performed for eady m. The
horizontal li ne (at 0=5) isthe value of o for the randam choice game (RCG) described in
the text.

Fig. 3. 0 asafunction d m for N=101 agents, ead with s=2 strategies. Note the broad
sprea in values of o from the runs done with m<6.

Fig. 4 a) A histogram of the cndtiona probabiliti es P(1|uk) with k=m=4. There ae 16
bins correspondng to the 16 psgble mmbinations of four 0'sand I's. The bin numbers,
when written in binary form, yield the strings ux. b) A histogram of the condtional
probability P(ljuy) with k=5 for the game played with m=4. There ae 32 hkns
correspondng to the 32 pessble combinations of five0'sand 1's.

Fig. 5. A histogram of the cndtional probability P(1|uk) with k=m=6. There ae 64 kins
correspondng to the 64 combinations of six 0'sand I's.

Fig. 6 a) o asafunction d N, for s=2, and for m=3 and m=16, onalog-log scde. Note
that for m=3, when the system is in an informatitl)/rz'\ally efficient phase, N, while for
m=16 (in the information inefficient phase), clON . b) The relative spreal in g, Ao/o,
asafunction d N, for s=2, and for m=3 and m=16, onalog-log scde. Note that in bah
cases Ao/o isindependent of N, indicating that in the informatiolglzefficient phase (m=3),
AcUIN, whilein the information inefficient phase (m=16), AclIN .

2
Fig. 7. 0 IN asafunction d 2=2"IN for =2 and for various values of N and m, onalog-
log plot.

Fig. 8. o asafunction d m for s=6 and N=101. Compareto Fig. 3 (s=2).
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Fig. 9a) o asafunction d N, at fixed s=6, for m=3 and m=16, onalog-log scde. Asin
Fig. 6a(s=2) for m = 3 (in the informatio?/glly efficient phase) olIN, while for m=16 (in
the information inefficient phase), clIN . b) The relative spread in o, Ao/o, as a
function d N, for s=6, and for m=3 and m=16, onalog-log scde. Asin Fig. 6b (s=2),
Ao/o isindependent of N for m=3 and m=16, indicding that in the informatiollr;efficient
phase (m=3) AclIN, whilein theinformation inefficient phase (m=16), AcCIN .

2
Fig. 10. o /N asafunction o 2=2"IN for <=6 and for various values of N and m, ona
log-log scde. Compareto Fig. 7.

2
Fig. 11. o /N asafunction d ZEz/zC(s), for arange of values of s, where 2=2"IN (asin
Figures 7 and 10, and zC(s) isthe value of z at which o isaminimum for agivens. Thus

2
the minimaof o /N inthisplot are & ¢ =1.

Fig. 12 a) A histogram of the condtiona probabiliti es P(1|ux) with k=m=4 and with s=6.
Compare to Figure 4a, which shows the histogram for the s=2 case. b) A histogram of
the condtional probability P(1juk) with k=5, m=4 and s=6. Compare to Figure 4b, which
shows the results for the s=2 case.

Fig. 13. A histogram of the condtional probability P(1|uy) with k=m=7 and with s=6.
Compare to Figure 5, which shows a histogram of a game in the inefficient phase for the
S=2 cese.

Fig. 14. Q(m), the mutual information in the time series of minority groups, as a function
of ZEz/zC(s), on a semi-log plot, for values of s=2 and s=16. Seeequation (3.1) for the

definition d Q(m).

Fig. 15 a) A representative short segment of a typicd time series of L;, the number of
agents joining goup 1,for the cae of N=101, m=2 and s=2 (in the informationally
efficient phase). The zero of the verticd scde means a popuation in group 1 ¢ 50
agents. The horizontal dashed lines siow the range of one standard deviation for the
N=101 randam choice game (RCG). The arcles represent thase times at which the
previous two minority groups were 01, as explained in the text. b) A short segment of L,
for a game in the inefficient phase, m=8, N=101 and s=2. The zero d the verticd scde
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again represents a popudation in group 1 d& 50 agents, and the horizontal dashed lines
show the range of one standard deviation for the N=101random choice game (RCG).

Fig. 16. A short segment of L, for m=2, N=101with s=6 strategies per agent. The zero of
the verticd scde represents a popdation in group 1 ¢ 50 agents, and the horizontal
dashed lines $how the range of one standard deviation for the N=101 randam choice
game (RCG).

Fig. 17. POED and POOD asafunction d m, for N=101and s=2. POED and POOD are
defined in sedion VB in the text.

Fig. 18. POED and POOD as afunction d m, for N=101and s=6.

Fig. 19. A short segment of L; for m=5, N=101, and s=2, (i.e., in the transition region,
just below my).

Fig. 20. Anexample strategy from an 11-dimensional strategy space This drategy space
is produced by inserting five “don't care” symbals (*) in the left-most column of a subset
of length m=4 strings. This 11 dmensiona strategy spaceyields an interpolated value of
m = log,[11]=3.46.

Fig. 21. a) 0 asafunction d interpoated values of m, for 4 <m <7, for N=101and s=2.
The ranges 4<m<5 and for 6<m<7 are eab dvided into 16 bns, and the range 5<m<6 is
divided into 32 bns. There ae 16 independent runs for eat (integer and noninteger)
value of m. Ead independent run includes a diff erent randam placanent of asterisks (*)
to define the strategy space as well as a randam distribution d strategies to the agents.
b) The average of the o’s from fig. 21a over the 16 runs for ead bin as a function o
interpolated m for 4 <m < 7 andfor N=101and s=2.

Fig. 22. Average values of POED and POOD for interpolated valuesof m, 4<m< 7, for
N=101and s=2. The bin structure is the same & in Fig. 21. Each pant represents the
average of the POED and POOD over the 16 runs for ead bin.

Fig. 23. 1%, the square summed information avail able to the strategies in the time series
of minority groups (G), defined in eq. (4.1b), as a function d integer m for N=101, s=2.
Values for 8 independent runs are plotted for ead m.
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Fig. 24. T, (eq. (4.3) the correlation ketween |, (the information in G avail able to the
strategies, defined in eq. (4.18)) and W, (the skewnessin the distribution d strategies,
defined in eq. (4.2), asafunction d integer m for N=101,s=2 Note that as m increases,
there is increasing correlation ketween the information left in G and the skewness of the
agents’ strategies.

Fig. 25. @y (eg. (4.9), the average squared deviation ketween the observed condtional
probabiliti es P(1juy) and cdculated estimates, Pr(1|um) defined in (4.4), as a function o
m, for N=101 and s=2. @,=0 indicates the condtional probabilities P and P, ae the

Ssame.

Fig. 26. Relationship between agents' inter-agent strategy distances, (Dy), and intra-agent
strategy distances, Dy, and their acaumulated wedth in typicd runs with N=101and s=2,
for various values of m. Dy and Dy, are defined in egs. (5.1) and (5.2), respedively. a)
m=3, Dyp. b) m=3, Dy. ¢) m=4, Dy. d) m=4, Dy. € m=5, Dy. f) m=5, Dy. g) m=6, D.
h) m=6, Dy. I) m=7, Dy. j) m=7, Dp. k) m=8, Db. |) m=8, Dy.

Fig. 27. x(s), defined in eq. (6.11), asafunction d s.




