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Analysis of Large-scaled Simulation in Minority Game

«T. Masuda, T. Yamada, G. Yamamoto, A. Yoshikawa and T. Terano
(Tokyo Institute of Technology)

Abstract— Agent-based simulation has been used for the analysis of social and economic systems. However,
several studies report that the simulation results depend on the number of agents. This study investigates
whether the number of agents really affects the simulation results by taking up the Minority Game which is
often applied to real systems such as financial markets and resource allocation. Our simulation results show
that both strategy space and the number of agents may affect the cooperative behaviors of agents as the

simulation scale becomes larger.

Key Words: agent-based simulation, large-scaled simulation, minority game

1 BRCEW

MRT—Vxv b R=Z-¥3Ial—vav (Agent-
based simulation; ABS) (&35 1 &t 2 o & 5
A ERRFE NG L LT, ZWBICET 5 ARERY),
SO ME LY 2T -y b LTHRT 3
EFINELTCHEDLNTE R, HERZTAI N N—F2 Y
FADEDDY T b= THFED O XD BRBMFE L
TR, FROEFIMZETYIalb—YavyDFE
ELUTHWONE LD IR >TEZ, ZOLSdT,
ABS 247512472 0 ) e T —Y = v MO
o TETWAS.,

—4, ABS %) 7IVIRRBIZIE DT 5728 O K#
Bt 2 ERHTAN—R7 27XV 7 M7 o7 O
WENRINNE VY, FZITR1fET -V bhe
Wolz KLY I a b —Ya vbalgE hQOT%t
6, Zok>hFEMiEMHELT, ¥y TF—XFHIC
WT KA ABS WS NTWBIGE %ff%fm
57,

L LAERDRS, T—Vrzy MIOHBIzEDb Y I
L—Ya VRERDBELZ L WO MENR LI NT VWS O
Zhhhb o, @Rz —Yy NETABS 2 3H%E
B FEDHESL L TV, ABS IZENRZ S VT
IZETF LT B &\ KISS FFIZE>TWS S DT,
NI A—=ZDEUIDIRN. FDINFTRA—RIZBENVTK
HEMARY I ab—va vofRIZED & S RERAD
%5@#%ﬁﬁb KA BB E T IV A S D

ILTWBEDDH 5. $ X BPLWTldz—v=zyv
b&%ﬁﬁﬁm?é Ik BREENNT S.

SeATIgE L LT, Yamamoto 5 8 34— 3 v
EFIIBNWT, TV MR ABBELEIEE L
MR LR T B WIS MELH L. A= a v
ETFNTIEIT—Y ¥ hOVEILAG & W 5 Re kTl
BETENRIA—RIZERET VR ATELDT, T—Yx
Y N DRI EIZARER T —Y = > M RHEPT
HIZRY, YIal—va UERIIHEREZ DD
EEZLND.

ARXTIEIA /)T 1 5F— A (minority game;
MG)? IZ DWW T HEEBRINIZHET 2175 Z 2Lz, MG

2013 9 10

41 -

WERITESEDY I 2L —2 3 v 10 2iFcil, iR
) PEPFREME D R EICHVWSNDETILTH
5., ZOEFATIHA—Z Y a VETFILVOEMME &
13EHS T, 2R THAT ZBRICET—V o> M2ERE
BIIZT 78 ATBHIEeNTERN. Lars, fioxz—
Vv MIEBENIIHELZEZHZETERL.

I—Vx VM MNIZEIR—T22HB V=15
BTN —TE2EINT S, ThEHL TOEIRD S
N—TeorT—Vxc "R ONEEES
CWIT —LEATY TSIV ET T —LTHD. &
WTHET HHERITHIR—DN, BEIPVTHEE
ATZDMMEVWIBEDEREDATH . Thbb, T—
Vv hOBINN, A=Y avETFTNEIFELRDT
SIZEHITHEER MET 7 7 7 X =13\, ZH)
MERBZZENTHINS. MG A —2 v avET
NENHTEZET, T—Voy NEOKRBBELL T
FIIZDNWTEET S,

2 Y1 /)UFTa-5—L1A

MG Clikz—Y x> MI2 o007 V—TDWThiZ
BT ANEENT S, ZOK, 22007V —T% ) —
7{0,1} £ T 5. TLT, BALEINV—THDEIRY >
=Yy MNIE o TRBEE2ES. ZEIRE
BRolzZ—Yzr MIMIsBLNRN., ThEEDS
NIZAT Y TEIZEDIELTWL.

72, HEmM AT Y TETTHEIRD 7L — TN
ITNE >0 EERE2L, Thzz—Yoy T
B35, ZoBBOMMMEIZT VX LTEZ O, A
TV THBIZEHINTWL . mIZEREOEES LIER. X
ZBROEINIDS—LALT1DOZIV— 773 3 [

TABIRIZ > TWBIRIMTIKERE “1117 2D 5
Nns.
B, T—Vz v MIZOEBREDBIZTNENIZ

FHTURLIGEZ 5N ISR E VS, HRIEE & 1%
24T, M@, GlicEdEsv—"7 ({0,1}
DWTND) BEDSNZRTH L. BRI 2™ @Y7
f£9 50T, MKEROMAGOEIX 22" FHETEI L
1275,

HIZIXEEDEZ % m = 3 & L7-EEOIKRIL Table

PG0010/13/0000-0041 © 2013 SICE



10X >5TWVWE. T—VYxy M DOHIKER
v, 22D m =3 T3 KTV —7 0 BDEIR
EloTWEES, ZOZ—VYz M1V —7
@I B eiZisd., 72770, =T—Y v MIHIIKER
% sflffoTH Y, mEAMDO I VISR Z M S, HRRE
F O FBUIHVHIMEDY 0 THBUR & 42 - 72855121F +1,
FOTHITNE -1 EFEHINS. SEHHE UBKIKR
PEED > I-GEIIEZTOHDN S T VX LITGERI N
5. B, ZTOWKRIIT VALIZEZ6NTWSED
T, FUMIEZ2EEER > TWE T —Y v bW
JTHHEEMNE B 5.

Table 1: Example of strategy table
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Fig. 11: Behavior of a group of 1 on a log-log scale
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