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Effects of time dependence of reevaluation rate on Hogg-Huberman model
with three resources

Tetsuya KURIHARA and Toshijiro TANAKA

Abstract

Effects of time dependence of reevaluation rate on Hogg-Huberman model with three resources is investigated.
The time-dependent-reevaluation rate is determined by payoff that agents have obtained from each resource. It is
found that the dynamical behavior of the present model is suppressed to be smaller than that in the case of constant

reevaluation rate. The benefit of all agents is also calculated.
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