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FA ABe o) dite] s AA Al 53 FEo] A= HA oF dEE AYLS 1Y

o2 Adsks At o) AY wjuict Aol AU o] §3tol 1 ATl Ak AYL Aesh
Azke vadnt WAL AHhE neish gu delH oz AYS Adshe ek AR Aol
F7t slof 25 071 Aol Bt wEe] AAhel AUNE o el H Aol AYS AeAFHE Aeke
Aol AYBEE o318 gl 002 AR Ht GEA Aol vehde FAsta, ol
e JaAel Aao] WS BE Bao) WAE Bk

Fagol: A 9 Hew AY, + ¥ A, A A4 A, vpnL A, FYHERT.

1. W

29919 E2jE8A stese T /1Y A AYel Agste] o7l Aol He UAdt &
A7fsdth (Parrondo, 1996). ZF A9 ZIejdZo] 520 + 7 AYS 342
= d9Hdo g MAdsto] £3std 11 g o] et He AAA AYLEA, o)k 2ol F 7Y
Alz~"lo] Agtsle] vige] 23S BojFE dA4S o] o gl2% 94 (Parrondo’s paradox; Abbott,
2010) 0]kl R2A = A},

HZollE o8 Y AYAEe]l FAHor APsi= Ao tist A7t s A= ok
(Kim¥} Lee, 2007; Parrondo 5, 2007; 23|43} 932, 2009; ©]|A <, 2009; 2335, 2010). Dinise}
Parrondo (2003)+= i Alguitt ot2 = AldS TR 7 AY A%t B SollA Hdie] ZdidES Al
Tohe AlYES A =S ANk, ofF B2 9 AYAEC] o] Aoz AYs Myt 4

= Al Alde] drke £ v 9AHd 2HE g eIdE F& s ., vl AlelAE o

T o] =20 20100% AR (2&A7|&R)e Aoz dxdTaTe QS Wol 239 7|2 ATAL Y
(2010-0005364).
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B7F AIGAS] dAle] Aol sl A== AHEF Y& (capital-dependent) SHEE Aol ok A
ol F3k= o] Qo

B =RodAE ol& &Aste] A Al suf Aol o dA Al Su FEol AAEE HA
9] & (history-dependent) 3}2% AY (Parrondo 5, 2000; Kayﬁl- Johnson, 2003)2] 4= <l AAS
3}¢teta1 A}l gttt Dinis$b Parrondo (2004)& A o)< 2k AlQodA o8 HY AAAEC] A&
o, th2e] WA (majority rule), F AYAEY Tt wa]zﬂ’ ALE BE ALAEC] A3
=Y Al o] ALKDFE AAY 7fdFol 238 s /\]“3?«1]0]"4 A3E 4t # l&*"‘i—"ﬂ/ﬂ%

o el eke sl oy Wel AP o) BI1A A Ak AL wel WA Arjah
o F711A) e Aol LERe Shelaln TRl SLAAS) Aol EAISE Beel WelE it o
Ak o Aol A Ao Ao A Adsis AT o] AA) AEe] e ARE A LA ¢
£ % W A2 (blind strategy) & 7 7|hA-Fo] F7eke whae] AA) Aele] AR E B-851o] o] A%
oA Aol RS ATshe AQe Adsls B4 H2 AL 258 Aol 00 Ho] o
BejslAE A AL HolET)
WA 2o AE A B o) RE AL e Pol v Ause Auk HA o 3}
£ A0S 4791, 33oAE A9 Aue) = @ AT} B4 HA AetolA BAele A
A

2. 4G HA oF HEE AY
2.1. #A o FEE AY

Parrondo % (2000) 7|&9] AEF & 2R AlYS "3 A2 FEH 9 FEE AJe=z
A BA o]& 2% AY (history-dependent Parrondo game)& A7MFATE 0 < e < 1/49 €9 o

9 1 7

Poi= 15— € PL=P2i= =6 P3i= g (2.1)
2l T2k Ad A ol Ug BHE0] pi=1/2 — €9l AL WAA ol Yo 198 d1 F
Hol e 198 et 71]% % 4719 TAE A3k Tk 2 He] F W] A Ayt 9)-3)
(42 sl-%, -9, $-5)old o] Ug 2E0] po (47 p1, po, p3)¢l AL @A &, A
A 29 A3 Ao wret & H A3 01]/\1 A2 B0 AARE ] 53l BEo] AR M=
orelo] how 19 93 Siwe] Lhew 192 gt

Ethier2} Lee (2009)&= ¢ (2.1)9] %%ﬂ?ﬂ- FEF E ol k>0, X >0, A< 1+ kol tha)
1 A A
R e - D U P

2 249 AY BE ndstct. 7129 883 (2.1)2 k= 1/90]1 A = 1/3% 593 JLolr}. &
| BB 1= AY

g B4 498 EF AL A+ (1-9B (FE 0< v <1Z AY A
BE MeEEt= E Al thall s < A< 1 =k > A > 19 HoA g2
stglth. 7 WLe vpm= Folow Awshd theF} 2t} (Ethier, 2007).

AY At Boll sl Aol 299 A& A7t s-3f, of-5, 5-9, -5 A+E 44 AE 0, 1,
2, 38 AY3itt. X, & ndRY Aol F A9 AAE Vel gEReta 5, 4A & 1t
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£ AQe 4B 0, 1, 2, 39 WEZ A {X,),.,% ERY 5 Utk 27 X9 FEREL

n>0

(1/4,1/4,1/4,1/4)2 7}33}h. A9 A9t BY Ao]&-E3 2 (transition probability matrix)- z+z}

l-p p 0 O 1—-po Do 0 0
0 0 1- 0 0 1-

P = PPl pe.— Lo n (2.2)
1—p P 0 0 1—p2 P2 0 0
0 0 1—-p p 0 0 1-p3 p3

o1 AlY Ae] HAFEEE (stationary distribution) wa=

1 02 1 02 1 02 1 02
7TA—(1+€+ (6 )7 Z—'_ (E )7 Z_'_ (E )7 Z_E—’— (6 ))
olaL, A B AUEERE e
80 e 310,08 10,05 140,
”B*(ﬁ‘F@e"‘ (e )7ﬁ+§€+ (), a3t (e )»ﬁ‘@é‘*' (7))

bRtk 28 AY A2 nAA AF A FAHE TS a= (2p—1,2p—1,2p—1,2p—1)" L
o,

1111
_ - - - = o\ym—1
E[C,] —m2:1(4 YA 4)(PA) a
o]a1, wpehr HIA QA (asymptotic) AL 71HHAF E(A.)E

E(A,) = lim E[C, — Cp_1] = Taa = —2e + O(€%)

n—o0

olth. Al B AL 7w E(Bo)=

20 )
E(B,)=7BpB = —g¢ +O0(€)
oltt. o, B := (2po — 1,2p1 — 1,2p2 — 1,2p3 — 1)T o]t} (Epstein, 2007). @A e > 0ol tis)
- 711%‘ B2 59 JHdES AL, e = 09 W& 7Ithidgo]l BEF 09 3783 Aol Ak v
Aol 8 EFAY vA+ (1 —v)BY A9+ 2 HolgE3qHo| vPi + (1 — y)Pgolal BAEEREE

1ma + (1 —y)mpol B2 AAT 7Ith =2

E(yAo+ (1 =7)B,) = [yma+ (1 —y)ms]lya+ (1 —7)0]
(=)
T 99 4 32y — 3142
BEE HE 0 <y < 1o o) 7dhidgol 57t HEe>0
AN AYE dgH oz AFste o7& Aol HESE T

+ O(e)

o} At} (Ethier?} Lee, 2009).
+ A %, F A AE (EE
c}.

i o

1%
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2. Jd 2= AY

18] A2 v Aol A F A A9k B oA AFFA & g A9 5 Avka s4Ab o)A
o] 7 o] Ao Ff-so] At F-Fol AY Ax o] g FEo] p=1/2 - FHE GA
£ whde] Al B ghwo] g #Eo] po = 9/10 — e & py = 7/10 — e FAE AHEE7] wlE ol
AY BE A9k 2ol &4 felsirh. wheF ojde] & WMo AlgoA s)-Fo] At <-3ie] ety
AY A AEshs Zlo] frejsith. o)A AR e FRE o] &35t A ALt A B FollA 4
o] & &) ¥ & Alds Ad™ste Aol A9 Adefoll st ARE A o]§skA] kL v Alegu}
ot o2 Ade AdaAL FAA SR v AEshe ARths ER frejsirh whek ofg 5] Al
AEol Y we omert? N AYAER o FofXl HhellA wf Al wjuic} R pNEE H]
4 FE5t] HA o€ skeE AYE dvka Ak o) W, Al B T FRE 4 ALA oA
o A8y Aol &5 A1, ¢+= (0,1]9 “*EH PN E AATE 78t

Ethier (2007)7} Ak AH2F o2 2% Ao AERY vlz= A FE2FL A 374 9
< Je= Adel A8t vt 2k F29 oNHol BF AY BE AL A"t sk NS

N+3
N % AEI7bi (i =0,1,2,3)9 AQA Sk S (No, N1, No, No) &= Ael7h 25 < >7H
3

 utz = AQle] "t =29 oNT F H i ALA FE (Yo, Y1, Ye, Y3) 2kl 314
Yo Y1 Y2 Y3
N
¢N

ok, 7 Al iol Bisl 2,8 229 YiW 3 o)7k AR Sem s,

P{(Y07Y17Y27Y3) = (ylvy25y3:y4)} =

YL Zi Y*Z
P{Z; = zlYi} = Pl —pi) T
Zi

7b At wEbA whEz A A2 A (No, N1, N2, N3)oll Al

No = (No — Yo) + (Yo — Zo) + (Y2 — Z2)
Ni = (N1 — Y1)+ Zo + Z>
Ny = (N2 —Y2)+ (Y1 — Z1) + (Y3 — Z3)
Ni= (N3 —Y3)+ 21+ Zs
o] A (N§, N1, N3, N3) & A o] (transition) 7} dojyttt. T2 WH E[Y;] = ¢N; )3 E[Z;|Y;] = p;Y; )
Bu=
E[Ng] = (1 = ¢)No + ¢(1 — po)No + ¢(1 — p2) N2
E[N{] = (1 — ¢)N1 + ¢poNo + ¢p2 N>
E[N3] = (1 = ¢)N2 + ¢(1 — p1)N1 + ¢(1 — p3) N3
E[N3] = (1 — ¢)N3 + ¢p1 N1 + ¢p3 N3
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7h ek webd nwe] A9 A B AW Foll QoiA: AT BF AR

".1111
E[Cn] = ¢Z4444>P§’ '8

2 9otk o, Pp = (1 — @) + ¢pPgoli I+= 43 353 (identity matrix)olu} 3, F=49
PN AYAEC] ZF AY AE nd ¥Rt AdAY Fa 7hdE2, Pa = (1 - ¢)I + ¢Pi=t
o,
"1111
o - - - = m—1 - _
E[C”] - ¢7HZ:1(43 4a 47 4)PA o 2TL¢6

& Add

3. A SHEE Al A4

Dinis®} Parrondo (2003) 2} Van den Broeck3} Cleuren (2004) A L&t |2 7| = N = 009l
A9 AW EAL 2,8 A9 209 A A3} A7 (i = 0,1,2,3) AYAE] ¥goleta 3
W zo+ 21 + w0 + 23 = 10] ACh 2713k (1/4, 1/4, 1/4, 1/4 )| A A&l Ae) 27+

A= {(xo, 1,2, 23) : 0 > 0,21 > 0,22 > 0,23 > 0, xo + &1 + 22 + 23 = 1}

oAl A AZF A=A (w0, 21,22, 23)7F (@0, 21, %2, x3)PaR HA7IL, AY BrF AHH
(zo, 1,2, 23) 7} (w0, 21,22, 23) P2 FF ol AAAH (deterministic) ©]AFAIZE A& Fho)

ot ol wl, Pa = (1-¢)I +¢P3°laL, Pp = (1 —¢)I + ¢Pgolth

=)

geAos AY BUE 4AA A F3ol Appendiol 2ol HT AL AlAE
PY Ppo] ARFBRES AW ALY QAolFEAY PRY AYFERE p9 ANA} 3,
lim oo PR = Tpolth ©, Mt 7 o] mp o]Fold Ayqdolth. webd 3 ALY T

SHA AYY L

20 ,
¢l = _§¢6+ O(€%)
olal, AlY Avt A= 9=

¢pmace = —2¢pe + O(c?)

th 2E y2 dogom destes £ AY vA+ (1 —v)Be AF, T ALY 54U ALT
=

5y(1 —
b+ (- malhe+ (-8l = oo 0 00 (3.1)

= dojart,

TYEE ¢ = 09 A9, BE 0< ¢ < 1o el $29 ALAE] AA kol the AR Mg
glol B8 0 <y < 12 348 AY A% BE deldom Aesie Aeke Agste ALY At
(3.1)0] Y%7} 5+ o)71 Aol Ak,
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=3

9|2 28 ¢ND ALAE F o)A AW ARt oA AL wg
1~4mgem<)*mMAwn~4mggwmoza S5 AQx
o H&S 773( yolgkxl 3kxk. Dinis®} Parrondo (2004)7F 27138 th=4 o] A=k v Algio|A A

uﬁmm

B7l feld AYAES] ¥E mo(n) + ms(n)o] 1/25 2FHsd RE AYAEC] AY BE A=stn
P2 oW BE AY AS Addahe deko|th whetA

1
wHeF mo(n) + m3(n) < Eo]fﬂ AY AE At
ot Al BE Adsict

2 Uehdtt. opdiel= v Alduitt Hae] Vdidee Aleste Ade A9
ARGS) BAb vk o N AldAbE RF7FAY BE A9 dthd I 7SS p1 = p2olBE,

mo(n)(2po — 1) + [L — mo(n) — m3(n)](2p1 — 1) + m3(n)(2ps — 1)
= 2mo(n)(po — p1) + 2m3(n)(ps — p1) — (Po + p3)

7F =i, ek BE AY AE Agetd 7t 2p — 10] "ot metA] iR AlsolA Xt @
2 7tdEE 47) Ast AAY A2 dAAY ALA=EY A (mo(n), mi(n), ma(n), w3(n)) ol sl
2mo(n)(po — p1) + 2m3(n)(ps — p1) — (po +p3) < 2p — 1o]A AL AE AL, ofUH AlY BE A
g5h= Zloltt. &ERk (2.1)S st Felshd,

13mo(n) + 9ms(n) < 5018 AP AS A=sla (3:2)
ohJw AY BE AEic)

2 yepd 4 9t

N = 00°]al e = 0°]8}al FH, @718 HZA A= AH (zo, z1,x2,x3) € Aol W3l 13z + 9z3 <
5olH A A7} HE= S (xo,x1,22,x3)PaR A7, 13z0 + 923 > 50]W AY B7} A= o]
(o, 1, x2, x3) PR FAZTE 19 3.1 o] A=) 27|08 (1/4, 1/4, 1/4, 1/4)E (zo,z3) &7
of vtebd o]t}

2717880 (1/4, 1/4, 1/4, 1/4 )= AlY B A9 o &atnZ A HA AldAe 229 BE
AdAEe] AY BE At} webd AlY B nWe] AJ8 o] 2714 (1/4,1/4,1/4,1/4 )+

ao(n)
1111
| = G
as(n)
R 1)RDn
4444
2 AN o714 RE #E Ppo uidE 348, L= R lﬂ D = diag(1,e1,e2,e3)°] T}

@1, er,ez,e3= BE PpY IAFFCOIAL 1,e10,e20, €30 BE PR AFHCE e = 1 — ¢+ deio
(1 =1,2,3)2 wr=3lt) (Appendix). 2#E2E AlY Bl ne] AJd Zo Ak (3.2)9] AA 32

13ag(n) + 9as(n) — 5 = ciel + caey + cses (3.3)
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X3
10

0gr

0ér

PBxp+9x2 =35
o4} /

(174,1/4)
. Ad B
02r
AY &

X
0o 0z 04 06 0z 1o

29 3.1 w714 A4 Aol A AE e

oA, ¢1 := f(e1o, €20, €30), c2 := f(e20, €10,€30), ¢z := f(es0,€10,e20) 2 FAART} T,

(202 — 9z + 1)[800yz — 260(y + 2) + 467)
15600(z — y)(z — 2)

flz,y,2) =

olth. ™ Pl THFL les| < 1,i=1,2,3°122 lim,—0[13a0(n) + 9as(n) — 5] = 0& U=

T, (3.3)9 AA #HL n =14 ),

1 3
cire1 + coez + czez = 5~ gﬁﬁ
ojil n=2¢ uj,
1 6 543
crel + caes 4 czes = 5~ qu + %cj)Q

olm, n > 3°H

crel + coey +csey = ci[l — (1 —e10)d]” + c2[1 — (1 — e20)9]" + c3[1 — (1 — es0)]”

=(ca+c2a+c3)— <T> [e1(1 — e10) + c2(1 — e20) + c3(1 — e30)]¢

+ (Z) [01(1 — 610)2 +c2(1 — 620)2 +c3(l — 630)2]¢2 + O(¢3)

ojt}. o71Al,

N =

c1+c2+c3 = 13&0(0) + 90,3(0) —5=

c1(1 —e1) + c2(1 — e20) + c3(1 —ez0) =

ot w

637

3}

(3.4)
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o]aL,
1 o .y , 543
c1(l —e10)” + c2(1 —e20)” +c3(1 —e30)” = 300
olmz
. . . 1 3 543n(n—1) , 3
ciel + coey + czes = 5~ gnng—F 300 2 ¢+ O0(¢”) (3.6)
_ 543n(n— 1) 60\ 1 s .
“s0 2\ Bie-n) T2 wimon @) 6D
& 2g 4 gk
ghok BE > 1of tiate] 4] (3.3)0] ol Z /AR (1/4,1/4,1/4,1/4)014 A28 Ak A
< D714 HH A (3.2)00 o8] BE AFolM Al Buk A% AdEHA Ak 4 (3.4)€ ¢ < 5/6°0
A o), Al (3.5)% ¢ < 20(24 — v/33) /5430014 o] FHS ZHATH n >3 Wi 4] (3.6)00A]
543n(n — 1) 160\ 1 48n .
50 2\’ WeoD) T2 mimoD>

ol BE n>30l tiste] AA gol BTt H AL g9 G 2 5 Ak whehd 20(24-v/33)543
M A3 0 > 390 399 AA gol P57t HE WAL gol AL 4 (3.4), (3.5) T3 (3.6)]
grol B 47k o] W14 H2 Aol ofs) BE Aol A AQ By AEs 1 wekA AL Al
gzol A2 09) A Brk. aeBE o WS goll theAL, B FElY] ARE A AgA
oF= Qo) AlE Al ATjalRe] G457t B vkl @A) Aele] ARE Aol AthaFol
o e AQS AdsE 94 H2 Aekl s esle AAthgFel 0o WIstel o BelshAs o4l
49 Ao pehdeh.

7Y 3.2 3709 A2 T2 ¢ gol thsl v = 1/29] QoA A ekl AT AYAG FA Aehg
F3 9214 52 Ao AYAT +F 43 A Zolth ¢ = 1/108 ¢ = 3/109) A= Aol
AYBLS Qo4 AY A R4 AT el ALY ATdFel ¥t H3, W14 3
4 Qe 37 Fo| A FHso] FIH 02 APHAL wetd ALY Aol 00] Bk o2
° w4 H2 Ao os) BE AelA AY By Ads7] shelth. el ¢ = 9/109 W @
714 A4 Aol sl Agel AY BrE AEH D T WAL A (3.4)) grol 347k o] AY AV A
95t 5 A9 AS B ERHOR Aesof AQAY FA gl AR FIHME ol 2L A A A
9 A o WE 3718 Ho] o B9t B4 HA Ao] Yeln AY Auct o feldt A
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B[] E[Cn]
o

Appendix

e=09 ), (2.2)9 #E Pgo {7k (cigenvalue)2 13} WA A 40023 4 8022 + 33z — 117 = 09
3l e10, €20, €307t ATE A71A e1oe A0l €208} es0= B BATEA e10 + ex0 + e30 = —1/5,
e10e20 + ez0€30 + e10€z0 = 33/4002} erpezoeso = 117/4000]3L |eio] < 1, i = 1,2,3& FH53tt. 128

2 Y-S5+ A5 E (eigenvector)=

—27 — 108z + 24022
81 — 40z — 200z
—91 + 130z
39

r(x) =

ol Al 7o := (1,1,1,1)7, 71 := r(e1o0), r2 := r(e20), 13 := r(es0) 7F AT} (Ethier?} Lee, 2009). w}
2tA Y Pp=1— ¢+ ¢P3e R3S

1

)

el 1:1—¢+¢610,
e2 :=1— ¢+ ¢eao,
es ::1—(;54—(15630

ol TguElE Py THUE ro,r,raresh FYSTh Ea AW Ppol BAREBREE (5/22,
3/11, 3/11, 5/22)2A J& Ppol BAEEZS} A eth AY R = (ro,ri,72,r3) 2kl FL
L:=R'olg}a 3} &8 Pp= A~ EZ Ea) (spectral decomposition)ol] 2]5]

Pp =RDL

Z yehd 5= 9ok &, D = diag(1, e1, e2, e3) I Th
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Abstract

We consider a history-dependent Parrondo game in which the winning probability
of the present trial depends on the results of the last two trials in the past. When a
fraction of an infinite number of players are allowed to choose between two fair Parrondo
games at each turn, we compare the blind strategy such as a random sequence of choices
with the short-range optimization strategy. In this paper, we show that the random
sequence of choices yields a steady increase of average profit. However, if we choose
the game that gives the higher expected profit at each turn, surprisingly we are not

supposed to get a long-run positive profit for some parameter values.

Keywords: Blind strategy, history-dependent Parrondo games, Markov chain, short-

range optimization strategy, stationary distribution.
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