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Abstract

We investigate knowledge exchange among commercial argtmis, the rationale behind it and its effects on the ntarke
Knowledge exchange is known to be beneficial for industry,itvwrder to explain it, authors have used high level coredige
network effects, reputation and trust. We attempt to forseah plausible and elegant explanation of how and why comepan
adopt information exchange and why it benefits the market whade when this happens. This explanation is based on a-multi
agent model that simulates a market of software providevenEhough the model does not include any high-level coscept
information exchange naturally emerges during simulatias a successful profitable behaviour. The conclusionfiedday this
agent-based analysis are twofold: (1) A straightforwatcd$assumptions is enough to give rise to exchange in a stétwarket.

(2) Knowledge exchange is shown to increase the efficiendhefimarket.
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The emergence of knowledge exchange:
an agent-based model of a software market

. INTRODUCTION the model used for the investigation carried out. Sediidn V

analyses the experiments performed and the results prdduce
The growth of the Internet as a medium of knowledggnqd sectiofi I concludes.

exchange has stimulated a lot of scientific interest origina

ing from various disciplines. The willingness of individsa II. DIGITAL BUSINESSECOSYSTEM
organisations as well as commercial firms to share informa- hi . . brief . t the Diaital
tion via the Internet has been remarkable. In some sectorén_ this_section we give a briel overview o the |g|t§1
like scientific research, the communication of newly acegir Busmess Ecosystem prOJect, highlighting its aims and_ \_rae'u
knowledge and expertise in a field is considered vital foirthd'"- _The charact_enst_lcs of the end_—p_roduct are identiied
advancement. On the other hand, in other sectors, the bzenéﬁ’(ec'al attention is given to the efficiency of the market tha

of such exchanges may not be obvious. For instance, it might! P& formed.
even be considered damaging for pharmaceutical companies t
make public any innovations generated by their Research ahdA DBE Economy

Development (R&D) process. In spite of this view, excharige 0 |t s stated in [35] that virtual organisations make dynamic
intellectual property in some industries occurs quite figtfly coalitions of small groups possible. In this way the compani
and in various different ways. These include the forming @hvolved can provide more services and make more profits.
strategic partnerships, the participation in open sowtte/are \Moreover, such coalitions can disband when they are no
projects and the publication of scientific papers by researgnger effective. At present, coalition formation for vt
labs that are part of commercial companies. organisations is limited, with such organisations largehtic.

We study the knowledge exchange that occurs in theThe overall goal of the DBE project [13] is to launch
software industry. In particular, we focus on analysing th@ new technology paradigm for the creation of a digital
rationale behind this exchange as well as its effect on thasiness ecosystem that will interlink SMEs and especially
industry. The complexity of software requirements is a €hagoftware providers. The project is encompassed by the Eu-
acteristic that distinguishes the software market froneth ropean Union’s initiative to become a leader in the field
However, the findings of this work might be relevant to othesf software application development and to strengthen its
industries as well. This effort fits within the framework bt SME industry. An open source distributed environment will
Digital Business Ecosystem (DBE) project. The DBE projegiupport the spontaneous evolution, adaptation and cotigrosi
is an attempt to develop a distributed environment which wibf software components and services, allowing SMEs that are
interlink European Small and Medium Enterprises (SMES) thgolution and e-business service providers to cooperatien t
are software providers and foster collaboration betweemth production of components and applications adapted to local

Our broader interest lies in understanding the dynamics lafisiness needs. This will allow small software providers in
ecosystems [11], [15], [43]. Furthermore, we are intekste Europe to leverage new distribution channels providindaic
analysing the global system properties which emerge fram tbervices in local ecosystems and extending their markehrea
interactions that occur in a market ecosystem. We have behrough the DBE framework. Easy access and large avathabili
using technigues from agent based modelling to simulate tbieapplications, adapted to local SMEs, will foster adoptio
DBE environment. The main aspects of the DBE market aoé technology and local economic growth. It will change the
captured in a model where the SMEs are agents with boundesgly SMEs and EU software providers use and distribute their
rationality. This model is then studied using simulatiorfs groducts and services.
various settings, and a number of observations are made. On€he main objective of this work, which was carried out as
of the most interesting observations is that exchangesdestw part of the DBE project, was to study the properties of this ne
the agents similar to the ones that happen in realdifsein  type of market. It is clear that the interactions and excleang
the system. This behavioemergesn the market even though between the SMEs within the Digital Business Ecosystem
the model does not explicitly account for social issueswdtir environment will have an effect on the dissemination of
network effects or managerial strategies. information and subsequently to the efficiency of the market

The paper is organised as follows. The following section
gives an insight to the Digital Business Ecosystem projegt wMarket Efficiency
and the characteristic of the market that will be developed.
In sectionIl we sketch the background of this work, namel
we review the types of exchanges that occur in markets, givin
particular attention to the software market. Secfioh IVadst  1The web page of the project can be found at www.digital-estsy.org

Within the environment of the DBE, business alliances,
‘fetworks and supply chains require much less effort to be



formed. This will promote cooperation and easier dissemina I1l. BACKGROUND
tion of information between the member SMEs. On the othgrm this section we list a number of ways in which exchange

hand, competition for a share of the market between SMEs Wlif knowledge between companies happens in a market and the
become more direct. It is to be hoped, that these factors Willionale for each of them is briefly reviewed. As this work
raise the levels of efficiency in the DBE market in comparisoc,ses on SMEs that are software providers, we survey the

to a traditional market. While these aspects of the DBE &gy characteristics of the software industry and the exgaan
very interesting and the subject of future research, thiskwoy, this particular market.

studies how market efficiency is affected by the exchange

of information between SMEs. The experiments carried out ] ]

on our model, confirm that as the agents engage in mdte EXChange in economic markets

information exchanges between them, with time the marketln an economic market there are many ways in which the
efficiency of the system rises. firms engage in exchanges between them. These include the

forming of strategic partnerships, the participation ineop

Efficient Markets Theory, as proposed by [19], is a field Qfpyrce software projects and the publication of scientific
economics which seeks to explain the operation of an asgghers by research companies like HP Labs and Microsoft Re-

market. Specifically, it states that at any given time, tHeepr gearch. In the paragraphs that follow we will briefly examine
of an asset reflects all availableformation [3], [12]. The he rationale behind these different forms of exchange.

efficient market hypothesis implies that it is not generally rqr 5 strategic partnership to be formed, the partners must
possible to make above-average returns in the stock markgty,ally benefit from the experience, expertise and taleatt t
over the long term by trading lawfully, except through luak Oy the parties bring to the partnership. There usually is an

by obtaining and trading on inside information. immediate worthy goal or objective that the partners comeer

The DBE environment is different from an asset market, é’&iSh to achieve. For in_stance, they may wish to operat_e i_n
the definition of efficiency needs to be modified, retaining tHf NEW market, or to bring about a change of leadership in
spirit of the efficient market hypothesis. In the model of thi"€ industry they operate in. Hagedoorn in [24] reports a
DBE used in this work, the market is driven by demand whicifamatic rise especially in R&D partnerships, over the past
is fixed and unaffected by the supplied DBE services. In thi years. These.partnershlps are mostly I|m|ted-t!me ptoje
case the market is efficient if, at any given time, the supply gas_ed co_llaboratlc_)ns as opposed to long-term alliances. Th
a service reflects all available information. This meang, tha"&!" motives beh|_nd th_er_n gre_report_ed to be related to cost-
the services supplied are such that they satisfy the uridngyC”tt'ng as well as risk minimisation whilst the partnergatpt

market needs optimally. In other words, the SMEs are n§t ENter new technological areas. _
concentrating on catering for some needs while others &re le R€Cent economics and management research has studied

unsatisfied. In an efficient DBE marketll the needs will be the phenomenon of commercial firms contributing to open

satisfied evenly, assuming that there is equal demand fdr eSQUICe Projects. The main motive indicated by these amalyse

of them To draw a parallel between the traditional definitior® Strategic [22], as set out in more detail in section iI-B

of an efficient asset market and the proposed definition f{1€re the specifics of the software industry are analyses. Th

the efficiency of the DBE market consider the following. IFE€MS to be consistent with the fact that it is not the leaders
an inefficient asset market, a trading agent can earn exeesd the industry who engage in open source development, but
returns by buying a particular stock which she believes {ge followers. _ _ .

be undervalued. Similarly, in an inefficient DBE market a AAnother form of exchange, which at first might seem
company might make excessive profits by satisfying a ne€gunter-intuitive, is the publication of scientific papesn-
which it knows is not sufficiently satisfied. To invert the@ining the findings of the research commercial companies
argument, in an efficient asset market, asset prices adjustReform. It may be argued that it would be in the interest of
stantaneously and in an unbiased fashion to publicly aaila tN0S€ companies, to keep their innovative work to themselve
new information, so that no excess returns can be earned ther afgl%m,e”t- however, is that .by pubI|C|.S|ng thelr re-
trading on that information. Similarly, in an efficient DBESEarch they invite others to endorse it, add to it and in effec
market, the supply of services will adjust immediately ty arladvance it further. Then, they can use the knowledge aatjuire

arising information about the underlying needs. by this process to better their products.
The model of a software market that we propose as part

Cooperation, symbiosis [16], [27] as well as the efficiencygf this work is simple in the sense that the agents/firms do
[37], [40] of adaptive multi-agent systems has been stuitiednot have the ability to reason about complex situationsyThe
the context of the simple games. In [40] no verifiable definiti cannot make decisions to operate in new markets, or form
of efficiency is given, whereas in [37] the system is congder partnerships in order to change the leadership in the indust
to be in an efficient market phase when all information thdthey cannot devise strategies to undercut their compstitor
can be used by the agents’ strategies is traded away, &mlvever, they operate in a capitalistic economy where the
no agent can accumulate more points than an agent makioegt of them succeed whilst the worst perish. They are
random guesses would. In the work presented in this papis equipped with a simplistic mechanism of reinforcement
market efficiency, cooperation and competition are studied learning, i.e. being rewarded or punished for choices tratep
the context of a more realistic economic market. to be good or bad respectively. When given the opportunity



to engage in exchange of services between them, they learPrevious work in this area includes that of Johnson in [28]
with time under which circumstances this is beneficial tortheand Bessen in [2] who have used mathematical models to
and they proceed with it without ever being biased by exiernexplain the emergence of the open source initiative. John-
factors towards exchanging. son focuses more on analysing the individual motives and
establishing the relationship between the size of the deeel
base and whether the development goes on. On the other
B. The software industry hand, Bessen concentrates on the firm motives for partioipat

Complexity is a key characteristic of software which dish open source initiatives. Bessen, models software as a bit

tinguishes the software industry from others. Typical\wafe strlng, each bit bglng a certain feature of the spftv_vare. In
products carry a large number of features, with innumeratjfds way the notion thaF the pumber of combinations o_f
[2] interactions between them. For a program to be sucdessfp{Ures grows exponentially with the number of features is
in the market, it is necessary that it has the right set ofifest caPtured, depicting the complexity the software can have.
to satisfy the customer base and that these features opelatiS work, he compares open source development with
successfully together. proprietary, pre-packaged provision of software and ahes
The market of proprietary software providers/publishers }hat thg two complement each other, recognising that they
dominated by large companies, not SMEs. Microsoft Corpggrve different groups of customers. The latter SL."tS costs
ration holds the lion’s share in the software market with eonW'th standard, non-complex software needs, while the forme

panies like Oracle, IBM, Hewlett-Packard and Sun foIIowingerveS customers who have software development capadbiliti
with smaller sharéys ' nd who need more complex software products.

At e same me. e cpensoufemovement s een uie, 20800 204 s 1 [ e cesgne » muacen
successful in developing relatively complex software picid y y exp

like Linux, Apache or sendmail that are serious competiobrs for adoption of open source software. They also conclude tha

. . proprietary and open source software will coexist in thefeit
well established proprietary software [38]. Networks cbuh |'£heir model of the diffusion of the two competing streams of

sands of volunteers have contributed to these highly cam . . ) .
gnhy p%oftware production takes into account issues like theceie

products. This appears, as it is pointed out in [2], to caunt - - : i
the economic intuition that private agents, without prmper;dgsesrtss'ni% [r;it]work externalities and achievement dfoal

rights, will not invest sufficient effort in the developmenit : . . .
9 P The stylised model presented in this work simulates a

public goods because of free-rider externalities. . ) . .
! . - , .. market in which the companies try to satisfy a set of un-
Lerner and Tirole in [33] justify the volunteers’ motivatio . . .
derlying software needs with the services that they develop

for contribution o the open source movement as an OPPGe companies follow simple, high-level rules imposed by

tunity to ‘signal their quality’. In other words, the volwedrs o :
. LS . a capitalistic economy. Interestingly, exchanges betwtden
believe it will enhance their career prospects, as the names L :
) . : . _agents similar to the ones that happen in real software rsarke
of the contributors are always listed in open source prejec

o L . . . arise in the system. This behavioamergesin the system
Other individual motivations, like altruism or opportunito . 9 . .
L . even though we have avoided modelling issues like social or
express creativity are also mentioned.

. . ) strategic motives of the contributors or network effects.
It is important to point out that in recent years, open source

projects have not only received contributions by individua
There have been organised efforts by firms like Sun, IBM
and others that have endorsed such projects. The survey A6]Agent-based Modelling

conducted among firms, as well as the account of [20] Ongent-based modelling has been recently used in Eco-

Sun Microsystems and [22] list strategic reasons behind tj§icq research work to study models of markets, e.g. the
motlvatlon of firms to contribute to open source promctgé‘gh Santa Fe artificial stock market [4], [32], and their chagact
regsons mclgde efffortﬁ Fo undercgt rlvaI_ pr_od_ucts, g&%mn istics [31], in Computing-Economics interdisciplinary kdo
wider tester base for their own products, initiating a gdoe- study information economies of autonomous agents [14], [23

omy culture between the firm and the open source develo ], [30], [39] and business processes [26], in Social Szis
community (where the firm provides the software for free a 8 study emergent behaviour [17], issues of trust [18] and to

the community provides debugging or more source code ¢,y syndromic behaviour surveillance [10] and in other
return) and giving out the software to clients in order torglea disciplines

for its maintenance and support. Much research in multi-agent systems explores how refine-
. . ments to one agent’'s reasoning can affect the performance
2The information reflects the year 2002-2003 and was obtdired 1BIS 9 . 9 . p
World, a strategic business information provider. of the System [8] S|gn|f|Cant effort has been directed talsar
http://ww(;/v.ibiszv;?(;li_?/.zcg(r)g/snapshotlindustry/defaarkp?page=industry&indusniyi=1239 formally defining emergence in agent-based systems. Ag;tron
accessed on . .
3In open source software, the source code for a program is ropde emergent _property IS a _property of the system that FannOt
and available for anyone to screen. There are different spence licenses be found in the properties of the system’s parts or in the
which prescribe what one is allowed to do with the source cede jnteractions between the parts [1]. Additionally, in [42iet
screen it, interpret it, make changes etc. This is in contimsproprietary notion of universalitv is studied: svstems whose elements
software licenses where the source code is protected begyopghts against ' ) ty Y
modification. differ widely may have common emergent features.

IV. AN AGENT-BASED MODEL OF THEDBE



Agent-based modelling according to [41] “is a method foportfolio (with mutation and crossover) and eliminate tha st
studying systems exhibiting the following two properties: services.
1) the system is composed of interacting agents; and The fitness of a service measures how profitable it is to its
2) the system exhibitemergentproperties, that is, prop- owner. The profitability of a service depends on:
erties arising from the interactions of the agents that 1) how close the service is to the market needs (service-
cannot be deduced simply by aggregating the properties  request similarity) and
of the agents.” 2) how many other services satisfy those needs (limited
In models like the one proposed below, where the interaction demand).

of the agents is determined by past experience and the agentphe fitness of an SME equals the fitness of the service it
continually adapt to that experience, mathematical arsalygffers.

is typically very limited in its ability to derive the dynami  |n the section that follows we discuss the factors that affec
consequences. In this case, agent-based modelling mightitix fitness (or profitability) of a service.
the only practical method of analysis. 1) Service-Request Similarity and Limited Demanfks-

We follow a ‘bottom-up’ approach, after a brief overviewsyme there aren SMEs in the market, each one offering
of the methods used in sectibo VIl which follows, in sectiong single service. Consider a service S and a request R,
V2Bl and [-O we describe the first principles of agenkach represented by a bit string of fixed length. Similasty i
behaviour and in sectionlV we analyse the macro-propertig@asured by the percentage of shared bit values between S and
emerging from the agent interactions. R, denoted byl(R;, S;),0 < d < 1. If the market requests are
Ri, Ra, ..., Ry, services in the market arg, (¢), ..., Sm(t),

B. The setting the fitness of a servicg;(t) is

In this section, the model used for the simulation of the
DBE environment is set out. U;(t) = Z(¢(Riv S55(t)) % pi(t)), @
SMEs are modelled as agents in a multi-agent system. The =0
services the SMEs provide are modelled as bit strings in tidiere e o)
same manner software services are modelled in [2], each bit P(Ri, S;(t)) = S )
symbolising a feature of the service. Finally, the undedyi
market is modelled by a set of requests (market needs) whithe variable¢ is used to parametrise the fitness landscape
are exogenous and are generated randomly. A request is aiake maxima more or less pronounced)peing a shape
string of the same size as a service bit string. parameter. Figurl 1 shows the relationshigsafith with the
Each SME has a population (or portfolio) of services. Thigimilarity d. The weight/discounting factqs is given by
population is not static throughout the lifetime of the SMiE.
a service is successful, the SME tends to add similar service pi(t) =min{ 1, 1 _ A3)
to the portfolio while an unsuccessful service is usually > =1 O(Ri, S;(1))

discarded. The whole process is modelled quite elegantly b ) )
a genetic algorithm (GA) within the portfolio which involse Tf\qe variablep models the fact that the demand in the market

mutation and crossover with survival of the fittest. Througﬁ I|m|ted._ Wh_en a request is saturated (i.e. too_many Sesvic
to satisfy it) thenp < 1. Subsequently, the fitness of the

this population each SME can choose which request it wify ©o sa di 4. Otherwi h he fi ‘

try to satisfy. The genetic algorithm represents the R&BFIVICE IS |scou|nte - Otherwise, when= 1 the fitness o

businesses perform in order to improve their services. A’He service equals. ) , ,

overview of genetic algorithms is given in appenBIXIVII. The fitness of an SME is equal to the fithess of the service
The use of genetic algorithms is a natural and simple Wé{ySme'tS to the market.

to model R&D, with minimal assumptions. The GA captures 2) Satisfaction of Requests and Market Efficiendyn
the following characteristics: additional useful measure is the degree to which a request

1) trving to find a solution to a particular problem is satisfied. This is a metric of how saturated it is, in terms
) ying ) ap arp ' of how many services try to satisfy it and how similar their
2) using a population of possible solutions.

features are to those of the request. The degree of saitisfact
Any other method that can capture the above two charactegis;(;) of a request?; at roundt is given by:

tics may be used in place of the GA.

The objective of an SME is to increase its fitness. Each
SME maintains a portfolio of candidate services, only one of
which will be submitted to the market. Each candidate servic
receives a rating according to how profitable it would be forhis measure is necessary for assessing the efficiency of the
the SME if it was submitted to the market. This calculation iIPBE market. As discussed in secti@qnl-B, in an efficient
performed using the services submitted by all other SMEs WDBE market all the market requests will be equally saturated
the previous round. The rating of each candidate servid@mwit assuming there is the same demand for all of them. Thus, we
the SME portfolio is used to: a) decide on which service tealculate the standard deviatietit) of the satisfaction values
submit to the market and b) evolve the best services in thé all the requests in the market at roundThe smaller it

n

Qi) =Y d(Ri, S;(t)). (4)

m
j=1



1) Exchange decision€Every SME has a classifier system
which it uses to decide on whether they want to exchange
some of their services with one of the other SMEs. The rules
of the classifier are shown in talle | below. The objective of
an SME at all times is to increase its fitness.

The rules’ condition part refers to the rank of the SME
in the market with respect to the rank of its colleagues. The
action part examines the potential partner’s rank and ptemp
the SMEs either to engage in an exchange with a specific
type of partner or abstain from exchanging. For simpliditg
SMEs are clustered in thregroups according to their rank.
Therefore we have upper, middle and lower ranked SMEs. For
an exchange to take place both parties need to agree.

0 ‘ ‘ ‘ We experiment both with settings in which the rank is based
0 a 02 04 o6 08 ! on the fitness of each company and others where the rank is
percentage similarity between service and request) . X
not linked to SME performance in any way. For example,
Fig. 1. The relationship ap with the service-request similarityfor a = 0.2. In eXpe”mentS where_ rank I$ based _On SME performance,
The variables is used to parametrise the fitness landscape (make maxitd® SME with the highest fitness will haveunk = 1,
more or less pronounced). whilst the SME with the lowest fitness will haveank =
number of SM Es. On the other hand, in experiments where
rank is unrelated to performance in the market the rank of
is, the more similar to each other the saturation levels ef tan SME may be its id number. In sectibh V we analyse these
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requests are. experiments and present the effect the different meanauys r
may take have on the learning that occurs.
o(t) = stdev{Q1 (1), ..., Qn(t)} ()
. ) if  my rank =lower  then  exchange with lower cluster, si
The mean of the saturation values will be constant due to thef  my rank = lower  then exchange with middle cluster, s3
demand in the model being fixed. if my rank = lower  then  exchange with upper cluster, s3
if my rank = lower  then do not exchange, Sq

if  my rank = middle then  exchange with lower cluster, ss

. if  my rank = muddle then exchange with middle cluster, sg

C. Exchange of Services if  my rank = middle then  exchange with upper cluster, s;
. . . if  my rank = middle then do not exchange, S8

As outlined in[III=A exchange of services may encompass;f my rank = upper  then  exchange with lower cluster, sg

many real-life situations that occur in a market. Theseuidel .
the forming of strategic partnerships of companies, partic -
pation in free/open source projects and others. The setting TABLE |
described here is a loose model of such situations which aim4 FEW EXAMPLE RULES OF THE CLASSIFIER WHICH ANSME USES TO
to identify the basic factors that lead to this general behay = DEC!DE ON WHAT TYPE OF PARTNER TO CHOOSE FOR AN EXCHANGE
of exchanging.

In. our model, the ex,change .|nvolves selet_:tlng a set. OfThe classifier system operates as follows [31]. First, it
services from one SME’s portfolio and swapping them with : ) . '

. . s examines theif part of each rule to determine and shortlist
the corresponding set of services of the other SME'’s paotfol . . . ;
When a company chooses to swap a set of services, this methr(]esrules whose conditions are satisfied at a given time t. It
) N then assigns a scoreto the shortlisted ruless; being the
that after the exchange has taken place it won't have the%e th .
. . . : . . . Strength of thek™ rule:

services in its portfolio any more. The services in a poidfol
of a company are sorted according to their fitness (i.e. how bi(t) = sk(t) + &, where e ~ N(0, o). (6)
profitable they are to the SME that owns them). The model in ) ) )
its current state supports exchange of services that afeein t 1h€ rule with the highest scofebecomes thective rule
same rank, in the two portfolios, e.g. thé" service in the After the active rule has been executed and has generated
portfolio of one SME with thes™" service in the portfolio of payoffw during the previous rountt- 1, the classifier system
the othef. updates its strength:

At each time tick, the SMEs need to decide whether they, — g, (+ —1)—cs,(t—1)+cw(t —1), where ¢ € [0,1]. (7)
want to exchange some of their services with one of the other
SMESs. A statistical classification algorithm is used to mode N other wordsAsy (t) = clw(t—1)—sk(t—1)]. Therefore,
the decision problems an individual agent faces. An overvies long as the payoff in round-1 is greater than the strength

of statistical classification is given in Appenmu. SExperiments have been carried out which showed that modedviur

doesn’t vary significantly with cluster size. Three is theimal number of

4Experiments have shown that the rank of the services beiolamged is clusters with respect to having a model which is realistiougi while taking

not of much significance, assuming that services of the samie are being a reasonable amount of time to execute and giving us thetyahilipresent
exchanged, but we plan to investigate this further in tharéut the results in an efficient and clear way.



of the rule on that round, the strength will increase. If thi is important at this point to stress that the choice to
selection of the rule led to a small payoff being generateelxchange services is not a practice that is imposed by the
the strength of the rule will decrease, making it less likely model mechanism. Instead, it is a feature that emerges from
be activated in the future. The strength of each rule comgerghe classifiers as it is a gainful practice for the companies
to some weighted average of the rewasdgenerated by the under certain circumstances.
environment in response to that specific rule. The model behaviour is quite general and has been observed
In our implementation of the model all the rules have initigior a very wide range of parameters and initial conditiortee T
strength 0. The rule strengths are adjusted as the simulatgpraphs and figures shown below come from randomly selected
goes on. The strength of each rule that is activated is ugdatens of the simulation, unless it is stated otherwise.
at every round using the following payoff from the external
environment:w(t) = U;(t) — U;(t — 1). In other words,
the payoff is the difference in the fitness of the compa
between the current and the previous round. The payoff mayl) Exchange DecisionAs described in sectiof IMIC each
be negative, zero, or positive according to the change iedfitn agent/company uses a classifier to decide whether or not to
2) Exchange decisions resolutio@nce the companies thatexchange some of its services. The decision is based on the
have decided to participate in an exchange have selected ¢hepany’s rank in the market. Figuifes 2(a) gnd]2(b) show the
type of partner they prefer, they are teamed up accordingxerage strength of the rules of all the companies’ classifie
For instance, an SME in the cluster of middle ranked SMEg{ the end of a simulation which lasted for 10 000 iterations.
who has decided to exchange with a high fitness compahlfe companies are ranked according to their fithess. Thstfitte
will be coupled with a high ranked company who wants toompany will have rank 1 whilst the least fit company will
exchange with a middle ranked one. If a suitable partner higve rank equal to the number of companies in the market. To
not found the exchange does not happen. The strength of thake for less time consuming simulations and more readable
rule that was activated in that case will still be updatednevegraphs the companies are grouped into three clusters acgord
if the transaction was not carried out. This reflects theceffeto their rank; so they are divided into lower, mid and upper
choosing a partner who is unwilling to collaborate has on thianked SMEs. Figurg_2{a) was generated from a run of the
fitness of the company. simulation where the DBE market consisted of 21 SMEs,
each having 20 services in its portfolio. Each service had
10 features. There were 4 software requests in the market,
(%nerated randomly. The run of the simulation which produce
I

r@' Service Exchange

D. Discussion

The model outlined above is simple in that it has captur
the main aspects .Of a _d|g|tal busmess_ ecosystem: Itis t there were 30 services in the SMEs’ portfolios and there
model of a market in which the companies try to satisfy a S&/%re 5 requests in the market
of underlying requests. They do so by producing and making '

. “The strongest of the rules at each situation is the one which

available services that are as close as possible to the°|e|dec|iS more likely to be activated. In other words, it is shown in

requests. Each company has its own R&D_portfolio of Semc‘ﬁgures[za) and Z(p) that if a company belongs to the mid
that it evolves. At each round the companies o to the marlBr lower cluster it is likely that it will choose to particifa

with what they believe is the best service in their portfolio n an exchange (preferably with a upper ranked company)

addition, the companies have an option to exchange services, = ... N :
: While if it belongs to the upper ranked cluster it will avoid
with partners that they select themselves.

The simplicity of the model is also inherent in the behavio gngaging in any exchange activities. The graphs show that in

F1e less successful, lower ranked SMESs the classifier roés t

of the agents. The agents have to find which is the best serv %erespond tasxchange actions have higher strengths than

’ . ~COT,
to make available, based on the services that were submi g rule that leads SMES not to exchange. The opposite holds

to the market during the previous round. Also, they need Or higher ranked SMEs, i.e. the rule that correspondsitota

decide whether and with whom to exchange their servicgichange action has higher strength than th&change
based on their rank in the market. These are all abstractign . . -
from reality. We do not assume any network effects in thrg?es. For mid-ranked SMEs, a rule prompting the firm to

market. Also, there are no indicators about value of thedbraﬁXChange s the s_tro.nger of all, but exchanging is not alwa_ys
a profitable practice; the rule that leads the SME to avoid
of a company. S
exchanging is often stronger than somechange rules.
The generality in the behaviour of the model is confirmed by
figure[2{c). A wide range of parameters and initial condiion
In this section the experiments carried out using the modgére varied in a total of 200 experiments, keeping the number
of the DBE are described. The analysis focuses on two maf SMEs in the market constant (21). FigdTre P(c) shows the
findings: average values of the SME classifiers’ strengths over those
1) The companies discover themselves that under cert2iP0 experiments. The general trend which emerges is that the
circumstances it is beneficial to them to exchange severage performing (mid cluster) and worst performing @ow
vices between them. cluster) SMEs learn that it is to their advantage to exchange
2) Allowing exchange to take place in the market, makesrvices with others while the top performers (upper chjiste

for greater market efficiency levels. learn to avoid exchanging .

ure[2(Bb) had largely similar parameters, the differeneiad

V. ANALYSIS OF THE MODEL
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(f) Rank based on SME Id which is random
and static throughout the simulation

(g) Rank based on SME Id which is random
and constantly changing throughout the sim-
ulation

Fig. 2. Average Exchange Rule Strengthlhe graphs show the strength values of each rule at the endiofudation averaged out over all SMEs’ classifiers.
The SMEs decide whether to participate in an exchange ofcesnaccording to their rank. The classifier each SME has felksvs:

if my rank = lower  then  exchange with lower cluster, s1
if my rank = lower  then exchange with middle cluster, s2
if my rank = lower  then  exchange with upper cluster, s3
if my rank = lower  then do not exchange, sS4
if  my rank = middle then exchange with lower cluster, ss

For figure 2Z(@1-2(§) the rank of the SMEs is based on measel@ed to their fitness, while figur§S_2(f) apd 2(g) were dor settings in which the
SME rank was unrelated to fitness. The graphs show in settitigse the rank is associated with some fithess measure thes Eare further down in
the rank learn that is beneficial to them to participate in change.

Run 1 parameters: 21 SMEs, each having 20 services in its parifelach service had 10 features. There were 4 software tsqnethe market. The
rank was based on the fitness value of the SME.

Run 2 parameters: 21 SMEs, each having 30 services in its partfBiach service had 10 features. There were 5 software tsqnethe market. The
rank was based on the fitness value of the SME.

Average values over 200 experimenfEhis figure confirms the generality of the behaviour of the elod wide range of parameters and initial conditions
were varied in a total of 200 experiments, keeping the numb&MEs in the market constant (21). The rank was based ontties$i value of the SME.
2(d) and[2(€) Average Exchange Rule Strength based on SME germance measuresThe SMEs decide whether to participate in an exchange ofcssrv
according to their performance. [[n_%(d) the performancesmeadeciding the rank of the SMEs is their fitness growth, ratele in[Z[€] it is the 20-moving
average of the SME fitness. When the ranking of the SMEs ioprence related information exchange emerges as a gairditgy.

andm Average Exchange Rule Strength not based on SMferformance measuresin [2{f] the SMEs decide whether to participate in an exchange
of services according to their unique id.[ln"3(g) the rankmghe SMEs is random and constantly changes. In both casesahking is unrelated to SME

mrmi e mt Hle o~ v il o~ o~
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To understand better the behaviour of the system we per- Fitness of SMEs
formed experiments with different rankings of the SMEs.
Amongst the ranking methods we tested were variants of
the fitness ranking, as well as rankings unrelated to SME
performance altogether. The results seem to indicate tha
information exchange emerges as long as the ranking is in -
some way related to SME performance. We show in fifjurg 2(d)
the rule strengths in the case the SMEs were ranked accordin
to fitness growth rates

—— SMEO
—— SME1

» )
‘ ! SME2
i , — SME3

| - . —— SME4
ﬂ V/ I Jm — SMES

1 201 401 601 801 1001 1201 1401 1601 1801 2001

Fitness
o = N w ) (5] (=]

time

AU;(t) = U;(t) = U;(t = 1), (8)

Fig. 3. This is an experiment that illustrates that exchaag®ng lower
rather than fitness itself. The graphs produced are similarranked SMEs is beneficial to them. Every 400 rounds the uyidgriequests
pattern to those in figur@c). These strengths imply thigtthe market change. Every 200 rounds_ (but not when the B&qmﬂaange),

L . . e lower ranked SMEs exchanged services between them. $hinstances
the rules are significant and learning has taken place in g ¢,change drives the under-performers up, in terms @skitn
system. Similar results, shown in figUre 2(e), were produced

when SMEs were ranked according to the N-moving average

of their fitness, given by The experiment described above illustrated that exchanges
+ between low-ranked SMEs can be highly beneficial. This is
o= 1 Z U, (T). (9) because the fusion of their portfolios might yield servithest
N TN enable them to operate in a new market segment, in other

words it may lead them to satisfy another request which was

eviously not catered for. This can cause their rank in the
rket to improve and even bring about a change of leadership
he industry.

On the other hand, in figufe_Z(f) a typical case of a ranki
that is unrelated to SME fitness is shown. In that particul
case we gave the SMEs an arbitrary ranking that remainﬁ(i
fixed throughout the simulation. The rule strengths indicat
that no rule is significantly more important than any otheg on o
implying that the rules are not relevant and no learning h&s Market Efficiency
occurred. We also tried a completely random and constantlyAs discussed in sectido1I}B, the increased flow of informa-
changing SME ranking which produced similar results, showion within the DBE, will make it easier for the participagin
in figure[Z{g). companies to find the right trading partners. Consequeittly,

2) Choice of Exchange PartneAn interesting result which will make for greater market efficiency levels in comparison
arose from the experiments is the choice of potential pestnéo a conventional market (e.g. the software industry). An
for the companies who decide to exchange. In all three sitmteresting observation which emerged from the analyste®f
ations G f my rank is upper,if my rank is mid simulations carried out is that allowing the SMEs to excleang
andif my rank is lower) the strength of the rules thatservices between them, increases the efficiency further.
prompt SMEs to exchange reveal a decreasing preference fromh DBE market is considered efficient when all the requests
left to right between upper, mid and lower ranked partnerate equally saturated. In an efficient DBE market, the supply
That result is entirely intuitive and confirms the validity o of services will adjust immediately to any arising informoat
the model. about the underlying requests. In other words, there is no

A result that might not be so obvious is the fact that thexcess profit to be gained by an SME choosing to satisfy
lower ranked SMEs benefit from exchanging even betweanother request than the ones it currently does. As memtione
themselves. This is reflected in the fairly high strengthhef t in sectiol[TV-B.2, the degree of satisfaction of a requess R i
relevant rule and it is better illustrated in figude 3. given by equatiofll4. In order to assess the level of efficiency

The experiment that yielded figulte 3 is as follows. To make the market we need to calculate the standard deviat{on
for a more intelligible graph, there are only six SMEs imf the satisfaction values of all the requests in the market,
the market and two distinct requests. Every 400 rounds the given by equatioll 5. The smaller it is, the more similar
underlying requests in the market change. Every 200 rourtds each other the saturation levels of the requests are. It
(but not when the requests change), the lower ranked SMiEsimportant to mention at this point that the mean of the
exchanged services between them. As the purpose of thiguration levels remains constant, because in the model we
experiment was to verify the finding that exchange amorsgsume equal demand for all of them, and it is equal to
lower ranked SMEs is beneficial, the exchange was do#gnerolsenicesin tae DBE,
deliberately and not using the classifier. As shown in fifiire 3 Figure[4 shows the standard deviatioft) of the saturation
in round 200 the exchange does not upset the equilibrium tealuesQ);(¢) of all the request{ Ry, ..., R4} in the market,
much as the SMEs have more or less the same fitness. In rotordiwo different runs of the DBE simulation. Both runs had
600 the exchange drives the lower ranked SMEs up, whilsten initialised with the same parameters, for one of them
damaging the fithess of the others in the market. In roumdchange between the SMEs was not permitted, whereas for
1000 the exchange not only drives the under-performers the other one the SMEs were free to exchange services with
but also causes one of the$i)M E; to join the upper cluster. each other according to the procedure detailed in section




IV-Cl In order to train the classifiers used for the exchange An agent based model of a Digital Business Ecosystem
decisions, every 500 rounds all SMESs’ portfolios were réset market has been implemented to assist us in understanding th
the services they had at round 0. To make comparison easimamics of the market mechanisms. Firms are modelled as
the resetting of the portfolios was also done during the ragents with minimal reasoning capabilities. We investdat
where exchange was not allowed. In effect, in this experimethe properties that emerge from the agent interactions that
‘history’ repeats itself every 500 rounds. This is the reasmccur in the market. Specifically, we examined two key
spikes occur in the graph every 500 rounds. When exchangeli@racteristics that we observed in the simulations darrie
permitted, the SMEs are given the chance to exchange ssrvioat. Namely, the fact that the agents discover themselves
with each other at rounds 250, 750, 1250, 1750, etc. The grapht under certain circumstances it is beneficial for them to
shows a period of 5000 rounds, when the classifiers have besghange services and that allowing exchange to take ptace i
sufficiently trained. the market, makes for greater market efficiency levels.

The technologic infrastructure of the DBE will facilitate
the dissemination of knowledge among the member SMEs,

Market efficiency: with and without exchange

increasing the volume and the speed of the information flgwin
. — Without Exchange in the market. As a result, it is expected that it will allow fo
L O O N N\ (W greater market efficiency levels in comparison to a conven-
1§ N A A A A A A AT AN tional market. Admittedly, it is difficult to compare the rkat

Y (AT PR A INRIES TN efficiency of two different markets. However, an interegtin
lﬂ!.’!-l-lﬂyﬁl-f.’.l result arose when we performed simulations of the DBE

T S S S A S contrasting settings in which exchanges among SMEs were
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 . . . .

Time permitted with settings where exchanges were not permitted

Exchanges among SMEs within the DBE further increase
Fig. 4. Market Efficiency: We assess the level of market efficy by plotting the eff|C|e_ncy. (_)f the market, Wh|Ch _'S n agr.eement \_Nlth the
the standard deviation of the saturation degrees of theemtsiin the DBE common intuition that exchanging information is ultimatel
Market. The smaller the standard deviation, the greatentirket efficiency. peneficial for the entire market.

The graph contrasts these data for a situation in which thesSate allowed Th d d . USi h d
to exchange services with each other and for a situation evhechange is € secon .an mOSF Important conclusion that emerge
not allowed. The standard deviation of the saturation degu# the requests from the DBE simulation is that exchanges between the agents
is significantly smaller when exchange is allowed, indiwgta more efficient  gimilar to the ones that happen in real-life arise natur'mlly
market. For classifier training purposes every 500 rourldSMESs’ portfolios A | . . ls. the SME . h
were reset to the services they had at round 0. In the caseeveevice OUT system. t_ regular ime intervals, the S were given t
exchanges are allowed, these happen in the middle of eatsh cycat rounds chance to decide whether they wanted to choose a partner and
250, 750, 1250, 1750, etc. swap some of their services. The decision was taken using
. . . classifiers, which were separate for each agent. The agents
Itis evident fror_‘n the graph, that when exchange _of SeIViCEsire not pre-programmed or biased in any way to engage in
between SMEs is allcl)wed,_ the st%ndakr)(lj deV|e|1|t|onIof R changes. The SMEs, on their own, discovered in which cases
requests saturation values Is considerably smaller. rqarOﬂéxchanging is beneficial for them and what type of partner is

words, the requests in the market are more evenly satisfigel, past Exchange is a practice that emerges, and is netforc

This result is quite invariant to initial conditions and ané)on the agents.

ramete_rs of the S'm“"'?‘“on- Sc_) in the system descnt_)e_d, NOtrhis work does not directly advocate knowledge exchange
only W'".S.MES adopt |nformat_|on _exchange as l_t)enef|C|aI s a means of increasing profitability of software companies
_the|r individual progress, but it will also result in a glqbaKnOWIedge exchange, is indeed an already existing phe-
Improvement to the ethency of thg market. Again this i3 omenon in industry as explained in secfianTll-A. The resul
in agreement with what IS obsgrved m_real economies .WheﬂFesented merely serve as a demonstration of a parsimonious
open standards, p_)ubhcatu_nr_] of innovations and dlssenmmatset of assumptions that give rise to exchange in a software
of ideas lead to highly efficient markets. market. In other words, we identify the substance of this
phenomenon, ridding it from unnecessary assumptions, like
VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS network effects, social issues of trust, or manageriategias

The aim of this work has been to study the rationalend show the minimal set of assumptions that allow it to
as well as the effect of knowledge exchange in economégnerge.
markets. We focus especially on the software industry, our
findings, however, to some extent apply to other industries
as well. Sharing of information between commercial firms
is considered controversial. Although it is acknowledgeatt In order to model evolution in populations as well as
when two companies join forces to develop an innovatiearning we have used several evolutionary algorithms in ou
product they can both benefit, sharing trade secrets is mavdel. In this section we give a brief overview of these
undertaken lightly. Our main aim has been to formalise algorithms.
plausible and elegant explanation of how and why companiesEvolutionary algorithms [7] ‘is an umbrella term employed
adopt information exchange and why it benefits the market #s describe computer-based problem solving systems which
a whole when this happens. use computational models of some of the known mechanisms

St. Dev. of the Requests' Saturation

VIlI. M ETHODOLOGY. EVOLUTIONARY ALGORITHMS
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of evolution as key elements in their design and implementier. Learning Classifier Systems [25] are a machine learn-

tion.” A variety of evolutionary algorithms have been prepd ing technique which combines evolutionary computing and

by several researchers. The major ones are: genetic &lgait reinforcement learning to produce adaptive systems. It is a

evolutionary programming, evolution strategies, classsiys- minimal form of modelling learning in the sense that it is

tems and genetic programming. They all share a commopat necessary to make assumptions about the way the agents

concept of simulating thevolutionof objects/structures using perform their reasoning. In addition to that, the absenamgf

the processes of selection, mutation and reproduction. Tégsumptions or biases in the learning process leads tagesul

processes depend on the performance/fitness of the indigiduhat can be generalised. A classifier consists of a set o rule

under consideration as defined by their environment amdich have a condition Cif part) an action A £hen part)

guantified by a fitness function. and a strength measuse An example of a classifier system
More precisely, evolutionary algorithms maintain a populas shown in tablé]l.

tion of structures, that evolve according to rules of sébect

and other operators, that are referred to as “search opgtato ﬂ g; Eﬂgﬂ ‘:;' ‘;;

(or genetic operators), such as recombination and mutation if Oy then As  ss

Each individual in the population receives a measure of its if ... then ...

fitness in the environment. Reproduction focuses atterdion : :

high fithess individuals, thus exploiting the available d&a

information. Recombination and mutation perturb those-ind

viduals, providing general heuristics for explorationttslugh

simplistic, these algorithms are sufficiently complex toypde

robust and powerful adaptive search mechanisms. ) ) - . .
A genetic algorithm (GA) [21] is a model of machine In the model described in detail in sectibn T¥-B, genetic

learning inspired by the mechanisms of genetics, which hdgorithms and classification algorithms have been used to
been applied to optimisation. It operates with an initiabpo model evolution of populations of solutions and learning.
ulation containing a number of trial solutions. Each member

of the population is evaluated (to yield a fitness) and a new REFERENCES

generation is created from the better of them. The process is _ _
continued through a number of generations with the aim that! ?Jgséaia;;?gy Cgégi’égg“;gg;i‘;f;g%gg 45”0”9 emecgensing

the population should evolve to contain an acceptableisolut 2] james Bessen. Open source software: Free provisionnoplea public
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