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1
1.1 You cut, I choose. [7]

Example 1.1. 2
2

“You cut, I choose.”

2 () ()
2 )
1.1:
\ ( ) (
( )
1.2:
\ ( ) (
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
2
2



saddle point

1.1 1.2 (20

( )

game situations
[5] game
game theory

c ) )

( ) () strategy

) cooperative game
noncooperative game

20
constant sum game

1.2 [5]

coalition

strategy



outcome
preference order

utility payoff

rule

game with complete information

common knowledge
game with incomplete information

solution

(
) C ) (

rational

Assumption 1.2.

1.
2 ¢ )
2 intelligent
1.3
2
. [11] pp.67-69



n 2 (n=2 )
)
3
Zero-sum game ( 2 )
2 A B A () B
1.5 2 A B
A\B|Sg|SE| S A\B|SL[s3]S3
Sx 510 1 Sy | -5 0| -1
Sa | 2| 1] 4 S2 | 2| -1 4
SR | 3]-1] 2 Sx | 3| 1| -2
constant sum game
1.6: 2 A B 10
A\B|Sg | S5 |SE A\B[SL[53]s3
si | 5] 0|1 st |5 [10] 9
2 21114 FRIERERE
SUIERERE S 713
( 16 5)
non-zero-sum game
L.7: bimatrix

A\B| St | s
Sk (2, 1) | (-1,-1)
Sz | ((1-1) | (1,2)




1.4

game in strategic form

finite

game in normal form

game in extensive form

game in coalitional form

Problem 1.3. 1.5, 1.7

G = (N, {Sitien, {fitien)
o N=1{1,...,n}
o S i ()
o fi:S(=S1x---x8) =R i
1,...,n)
51 € S1,---,8n € Sn

fi(817"

ysn), (1=1,...,n)

(2.1)

common knowledge



3 2
3.1 2

Example 3.1. A B

1 1
A a4 Q7 2 B &2 O10 2
2
3.1: A () B ()
A\ B &2 $10 A\ B &2 $10
' Y1 2 -6 ' Y1 -2 6
o7 5 -3 o7 -5 3
A B o7
o7 B A
$10
C )
pure strategy
3.1 (©7,$10) game solution
game value
A B $10 7
A Q7 $10
saddle point
Problem 3.2. A B 3 ( )
¢ ) 3.2
A
° A B p

1 4 Y/
2.B q B —4 — 3.
3. A X A -3 — 4.
4.B p B —4 — 2.

$10



A\ B ) q r
b -2 -1
y 2 2 1
zZ 4 -3 0
5 A V/ A -2 — 4.
° A B q
1. 4 X
2.B p B —4 2.
3.
° A B r
1 1 y
2.B p (q ) B —-1—
A B
A
B
( )
A X,Y,Z -2,1,-3
A X,Y,Z security level
( ) y
( ) maximin
strategy
B A B D,q,t
4,4,1 B
r ( )
minimax strategy
(y,7) (1,-1)
B A B r
A B
A y



equillibrium point saddle
point A A B

minimax principle

T
aU
—2 -1
A = [aij] = 2 2 1
4 -3
A va B UB
va = maxmin{agjj} = max{-2,1,-3} = 1,
i ] i
vg = minmax{ajj} = min{4,4,1} = 1.
J 1 J
maxmin{ajj} = minmax{aij} (3.1)
1 ] ] 1
( )
] 7"
aij+ < Qixjx < Qi
(i*, %) ( ajej- = 1)
(3.1)
Problem 3.3. (1),(2) 2 A B
A
A\B|p|q]l|Tr
X 311]-1
1
(1) -1(0| 2
z 5123

tJ.von Neumann & O. Morgenstern, “Theory of Games and Economic Behavior”, Princeton University
Press(1944, 1947, 1953)

(12]

10



A\B|p|lq]|Tr
X 56 |4
(2)
y 11]8]2
z 71213
3.2 2
Example 3.4. A B 3
3.2 A B
3.3: A
A\ B ) q r
b -4 2 0
v | 4 3 1
v/ 1 -3 2
A = [aij]
o A va = maxmin{ajj} = max{—4,1,-3} =1
i
e B vp = minmax{ajj} = min{4,3,2} = 2
] i
va = maxmin{ajj} # minmax{aij} = vp.
i ] ] i

Proposition 3.5.

maxmin{ajj} < minmax{aij}.
1 ] ] 1

Theorem 3.12

11



Example 3.6.
B
2
r
B
A
(
y

A

3.5

12

3.4: A
A\ B p q min | max min
X -4 2 0 -4
v 4 3 1 1 1
zZ 1 -3 2 2
max 4 | 3 2
min max 2
B A 3 B
3.5
3.5: A
A\B p r s
X 3 1 4
y 4 4 3
V/ 2 3 2
A B
A y B
A B
X
A
r q
X vy 4
)
()
A
y z
( ) dominate y



3.6: A

A\ B ) q r s || min | max min
X 3 1 3 4 1
v 4 4 2 3 2 2
z 2 3 1 2 1
max 4 | 4 | 3 | 4
min max 3
A\ B p q r s
X 3 1 3 4
y 4 4 2 3
A y oz Z
B
P q s T
B A
3.7 3.5 A
A\ B q r
X 1
y 4 2
A 2 B
( )
3.2 3.7 2

pure strategy

mixed strategy

Wl
~—
>

13



B p 3 q 4 r
s B
B <1 11 1>
- \6'376"3
1
3.2.1
3.7 A B
SA,SB
SA = (SAVS,ZA)a S = (S]BVSZB)
sh+sa=1, sk, sa >0,
slB—l—szB =1, sg, SZB > 0.
(3.2), (3.3)
A\B q r A\ B q r
x | shsh | sksd X shsh sh(1—s%)
y | sase | saAsk y | (L—sp)sg | (1—sp)(1—sg)
A En 3.7
Ea(Sa,SB) = lshsh +3sa(l —sh) +4(1 —sh)sg +2(1 — sa)(1 — s5)

A

= —4shsh +sa + 255 +2

1

EA(SA,SB) = (S,]A\, 1-— S?&) (

14



B B Eg(A

-1 -3 st
EB (SAa SB) = (S/JZ\7 1- S/]Z\) ( 4 9 > ( 1 _le )
B

= 485‘5\813 — s,la\ — 2313 -2

Ea(sa,sB) = —EB(Sa,SB)

A EA(SA,SB)

3.1: A B
3.2.2
(
1 1 ( )
B
B () q ( se = (1,0) )
Sa € SA
Ea(sa, (1,0)) = —4sk +sk +2+2 = —3sk +4

15



B ( ) r ( sg = (0,1) ) A

Sh Ea ( 3.2)
Ea
B () A
& 3.2 A
3 A
QU ( )
( )
I__
11
| | | N (5,16\75,26\) = <§7§>7 Epn = 25
0 1A 12 34 dgl
3.2: A
B A ( ) X ( SA—
(1,0) ) B
Ea((1,0),58) = —4sp +1+2s5+2 = —2s5 43
A ( ) r ( sa=(0,1) ) B
Ea((0,1),88) = 255 +2
sy Ea . ( 3.3)
Ex
A () B
H 3.3 B
3 B
( )
2_
( )
" 13
2
- obosb) = (7)0 B =20

16



A (3,3) B (73
2
(éAvéB)
E/_\(SA,éB) < EA(gA,éB) for VSA,
EA(éA,éB) < EA(QA,SB) for Vsg
minimax theorem
2 m,n
Problem 3.7.
A
A\B P q
(1) X 4 -2
y -3 3
A\B P q
(2) X 3 1
y -1
A\ B p q r
X 5 4 3
(3)
y 2 3 0
Z 1 2 4
A\B p q r
X 3 2 4
(4)
y -1 3 0
Z 2 1 -2

17



A\ B

(5)

18



3.3 2

[6]
2 A B 2
A B
m -
Sa = (sh, -+, sN), Sosho =1,
i=1
n -
S = (S]B,...,Sg), ZSIB — ]_’
Jj=1
A B Sa, S

A g B j
A (B )
1 712 - Tin
21 T22 -+ T2n
R =
Tml T™m2 '° Tmn
B R
(Sa,sB) € Sa x S A
SEASJB A

Ep:S5A x5 — R

m n
Ea(SA,SB) = D> Tijsask,
i=1j=1

19

Y

v

A\

AV



B EB:SAXSB—>]R A

m n
E SA,SB ZZ T‘u SASJ = —EA(SA,SB)
i=1j=1
A B A

E SA X SB — R
E(sa,sB) := Ea(sa,sB) (= —Eg(sa,SB))
Definition 3.8.

equilibrium point 2 SA € Sa, Sg € SB(

E(sa,sg) < E(Sa,Sg); Vsa € Sa,
E(sa,sB) > E(Sa,Sg), Vs € Sg.
(SA:Sg) € Sax S 2
(Sh:SB) B () SB
A C ) SA A ()
B () Ss
Lemma 3.9. (Sj,Sg)
(1) B Sg A
SA
(2) A Sk B
Ss
Lemma 3.9 (Sa,SB)
(
Lemma 3.10. (Si,Sg) € Sa X Sg
n
> rii(sh)” < B(sasp), i=1....m,
i=1
m -
> orii(sh)* = E(Sa,S8), j=1,...,n
i=1

20

(3.6)

(3.7)



Proof:

(Sufficiency) (SA,Sg)

sh(>0),i=1,...,m

(3.4)

i=1

(3.5)

(Necessity) (Sa,Sg)

sa=(0,--

ie{l,...

(3.7)

Lemma 3.10

Problem 3.11.

(3.6), (3.7)

i (Z rij (st ) SA

Sg € Sg

SA € SA

IN

m -
> E(Sh,S8)sh

P

E(sp;SB)

E(Sh, sB).

(3.7)

Definition 3.8

(3.4)

E(sa.S5) < E(Sh.Sh).

(P).(D)

'717"'70)1—( i 1

VSA S SA

0

n -
Zrij(sjs)* < E(spa,sg) for i

max U

min w

21

(3.6

Vv

v

IN

Y

3

);

6)
(3.7)
j=1
1=1,.
1=1,.
j=1

SA € Sa

(Sh-sg)

S

(Sh»SB)

(3.6)

(3.8)



1

1

1

max u
s.t. RSA =
elspy =
SA 2>
maXx

st. | R —e e

[eT 0 0]

max [OT 1 -1

¢ R -—e
S.T.
el 0
min
s [27 ]|
min w
st. z"R+we'
—zTe
zTe
—zTr

min w
ue st. R'sg < we
1 (D) elsg = 1
0 sg > 0
U — U
Csa ]
Tl - v =0
[ @
S sa ]
U =1
[ @
_SA_ 0
a > 0
| a | 0
v > 0
oa ]
0" | v
u
_V_
o]

e Il a| _[o
ooT] a | 1]
_V_

_SA_ _0
U S 0
Q - 0
| V] | 0

{2r w} [?]

3 oegoTI]—[OTl_loT]
> o'

> 1

> -1

> o'

(3.10)



)
= D
el(-z) =1 (sg = —2) (D)
(-z) > 0
(D) ( (D) (P) )
Theorem 3.12. 2 SA€SA S €S
in E(sa,S < i E(sa,S 11
gnax gmin E(Sa,se) < min max E(Sa,ss) (3:-11)
E:SAXSB%IR
m n o
E(sa,SB) = ZZrijsksJB.
i=1j=1
Proof: Sa € Sa, S € Sg
in E(sa,sg) < E(sa,sg) < E(sa,s
sglelgs (sa,;se) < E(sa,sB) < s‘fé‘é; (sa,sB)
Sg = argming, s, F(Sa,SB),
Sp = argmaxg,.s,F(Sa,SB)
E(sa,sg) < E(Sa,Ss)
SA Sa
E(sa.sk) < E(sh,s
Jnax B(sa,sg) < E(sase)
S Sp
E(sa,s5) < in E(sh,sS
Jnax (sa,;sg) < smin (sa,se)
SA,Sg
in E(sa,S < i E(sa,S
nax gmin E(sa:se) < Jmin gnax F(Sa,se)
]
Theorem 3.12 (3.11) (P) (D)

23



Theorem 3.13. (P),(D) (Sh,u*), (sg,w") (SA:SE)

Proof: (P) (D) (P)
sa = (1,0,---,0), wu := 1r;1ja£xnrij
(D)
sg = (1,0,---,0), w := 11Sr%i§nmrij
P) (D)
() (D) (SAsu"), (g, w")
ut = w, (3.12)
Y orj(sh)*t > uf, Vie{l,...,n}, (3.13)
i=1
S rij(sh)t < w, Vie{l,...m}. (3.14)
j=1
(3.13 (s5)*(>0), j=1,...,n
(3.14) (sW)*(>0),i=1,....,m
> (ZWL\)*) (sb)° 2 w' Y (sh)" = w’
j=1 \i=1 =1

Il
o

NE
~
5
=3
o
_
&
=
et
IN
g
*
NE
&
-
e
Il
g
*

ZZT'J(’SA)*(SJB)* < ut = wt < ZZW(SJB) (sp)*
I=1)=1 i=1j=1
E(sa,sB) = ZZ”J(SA) (SJB)* =y = w*
i=1j=1

m
ZTU(SA)* > E(S*A?SE)7 .7:17 5 T,
i=1
n
D rij(se)” < E(sa.sg), i=1,...,m
j=1

Lemma 3.10 (SA:SE) 1

24



Definition 3.14. (SA:SE) (P),(D)
Example 3.15. A B 2
7
4 2 (
)
A (B ) 3.3
3.8: A
A\B s sh: s3:
sk 0 2 -7
A -2 0 4
sa: 7 -4 0
3.3
max{—7, -2, -4} = —2 EA B
min{7,2,4} = 2 s&( )
) A B (0,0)
)
( ) (
0) Definition 3.8
)
3.3
max u
s.t. 255 Tsh > w,
— 25k + 453 >
(P) 24l 2
Sa — 4sa > u,
sk +  sa si‘ = 1,
s'la\ , si\ s,?i.‘ > 0.

25

(3.15)



min w
s.t - 253 + Tsi < w,
2si — 483 < w,
(D) oL ) B (3.16)
—T7sg + 4sg < w,
sy + s5 + s§ o= 1,
slB , szB , s% > 0
( (D)
3 (-1) wi=—u )
selfdual linear programming problem
( ) (u* = w")
A = (0.308,0.538,0.154
SA ( ) ’ ) ( 4 )’ U* — ’LU* =0
sg = (0.308,0.538,0.154)
A B 31%, 54%, 15%
0 0
R (n ) skew-
symmetric matrix (RT = —R) (3.8),
(3.9) (3.10)
Theorem 3.16. (2 ) R = [rij] € R™"
max min F(Sa,Sg) = min max F(Sa,SB) (3.17)
SAESA SB ESB SB GSB SAGSA
E SA X SB — R
m n o
E(sa,SB) = ZZTU‘S,‘ASJB.
i=1j=1
(3.17) A
SA A (B ) sB € SB
sa € Sa
(3.17) B
sB B (A ) sa € Sa
SB € SB

26



Proof: (3.17) Sg € SB E(sa,SB)
SA

max E(SA, QB)

P, éB ~ f
( ) s.t. SAGSA s.t. ZS'IA = 1

n
>

v
o

]

N i . .
max TS S = min-< w
SAESA { i (JZ v B) A} w {

Sg € S

. i i . .
min max TiiS SJ = min min w
sBesBsAesA{ZJZ 1°A B} SgcSg W {

i
= min<w
w

w SZTU@{; (1= 1,...,m)}

w < ZTiijB (i = 1,...,m)}

J

wSZTijSJI-B (i=1,...,m), Sp ESB}

J

(3.17) (3.9) (D)
(3.17) (D) w*
(3.17) SA € Sa E(Sa,SB)
SB
n m ) ]
min Z (Z Tij §}_\> SJB
R min E(éA,SB) 1= =1 n

D, S ~ i

( A) s.t. S € S s.t. ZSE = 1
j=1

sg > 0

27



(P;8a)

: j i
max min riiSp s

(3.17) (P)

Proposition 3.17.

(1) R = [rij]

(2)
S/_\ X SB

Proof: (1) (P)

(2) Theorem 3.16 (

(D)
LP

= max max {U

= Imnax {’LL
u

(D;8a)

max u

m
st uw < Y rijsa, (G=1,...,n)
i=1

SAESA U

(3.8)

E(sa;Sg) = E(sa’;Sg)

(3.8) (3.9)

Theorem 3.13

28

u< > rigsh (G=1,...

u < Zrijsk (j= 1,...,n)}

,’I’L), Sa € SA}

(Sa:SB): (SK'» SE') €

R c ]Rm><n



Problem 3.18.

(1) matching pennies A B 100
A B A 100 2
A B 100 2 3.9, 3.10
3.9: A 3.10: B
A\B A\B
100 -100 -100 100
-100 100 100 -100
(2) A B
3.11, 3.12
3.11: A 3.12: B
A\B A\B
50% 70% 50% 30%
30% 50% 70% 50%

29




41 2
2
2
Example 4.1.
[ ]
[ ]
)
4.1
-1

0
0
battle of sexes®
)
4.1 (
) 2
1
4.1:
\
(271) ('17'1)
('17'1) (172)
2 bimatrix
bimatrix game
min -1 min
-1 -1

30



En(sa,sB) =

Eg(sa,se)

Ea(Sa, (1,0)) = 3sk — 1,
EA(SAa (07 1)) = _28,]5\ +1,

4.1, 4.2

4.1:

o]

1
(A

1

2
SA

25}_\55 — SlASZB — s%slB + SZASB

s,lA—i—s%\:l, Sa >0,

slB—i—sszl, s >0

(5 )(])

2

53,15\313 - 28,10\ — 2313 +1,

1
(<

1.1

2
SA

1

(4 )(3)

2

SASER — SASB — 8,25\818 + 25%325

55}_\515 - 35,15\ - 3515 +2

31

Eg((1,0),s8) = 2s% —1,
Eg((0,1),88) = —3s5 +2

4.2:

(4.2)



4.2 2

Example 4.1 ( )
(41)7 (42) En, EB

1 1 _ 1.1 _
SA+sg =, sasg =0

{ En = ba—28+1,

Eg = 5a—-36+2,
= { a = Ep—Eg+1, 43)
B = (3Ea—2Eg+1)/5,
SASB D 2
fp) == p*—ap+B =10 0<p<1
sarsg [0,1] 2 f(p)

f(0) =0, (1) =0

(4.3)

5E4 + 5E3 — 10EaER — 2EA — 2Eg +1 > 0,
3Ea —2Eg +1 > 0,
2Ep —3Eg —1 < 0.

4.3:

2 3 3 2 11
= (2,2 = (2,2 Ean Eg) = [=.=
SA (5’5)’ S8 (5’5)’ (Ea, Ee) (5’5>
4.3

(Ea, EB) = (1,2), (Ea EB) = (2,1)

32



Nash
2
4.2.1 2 2
A B
(sa,SB) € Sa x S € RZ x RA
R = 11 T12 o c11 €12
o1 T22 €1 €22
T _ 1 1 1 1 1 1

Ea(sa,SB) = SaRsg = (T‘llSB +ri2(l — SB)) SA + (7‘2188 + 722(1 — SB)> (1—sa),
Eg(sa,SB) = SLCSB = (cllslB +c12(1 — slB)) 8115\ + <021515 + c2(1 — slB)) (1-— 8115\)

2 (ri,e)T, (rzsc2)’
(r21,¢21)7, (r22, c22)"

4.3 2 (ri,cn)’ 2,1), (riz,c2)’ = (—1,-1)

() (e 2o

2 (ra,en)’ = (—=1,-1), (raz,c2)’ = (2,1)

(2)- () ()e-s

33



43 2 Nash Pareto
A B
11 r12 Tin C11 C12 te Cin
r21 r22 + T2n C21 €22 -+ C2n
R == s C g
Tmi1 T™Tm2 -°° Tmn Cml Cm2 °° Cmn

EA,EB:SAXSB%R

EA(SA, SB) =

EB (SA, SB) =

1 Ea, FEs A B

Definition 4.2.
Sh € Sa, Sg € Se( )

En(Sa:sg) =

Eg(sSh,sg) >

(SA;SE) € SA xS 2
EA(S,*AvS*B)? EB(SZaS*B) Nash

Definition 4.2 Nash

Ea(sa;Sg)

m n
T i J
spfisp = ZZrijsAsJB,

i=1j=1

m n .
saCsg = ZZcijsks{B

i=1j=1

Nash equilibrium point 2

EA(SA,SE), VsSa € Sa,
EB(SZ,SB), Vs € Sg.
Nash

(SA:SE) € Sa X SB

max EA(SA,SE),

SAGSA
Eg(Sh, St Ea(Sh,S
B(Sa;SB) srélé‘é; A(SA;SB)
Sa, S En,Eg (4.6)
4.7)  (4.9)
Proposition 4.3. Nash Nash
Nash
qT2 C= —R, EB(SA,SB) = —EA(SA,SB)

34
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Proof: (SA,SE) € Sa X S Definition 3.8

Ea(Sa,Sg) > Ea(sa,Sg), Vsa € Sa,
<

Ea(Sa,Sg) Ea(SA,SB), Vs € Sg.

1 (4.6) Eg (SA,SB) = —E/_\(SA,SB)

—Eg(Sa,Sg) < —FEB(Sa,SB), VsB € Sg

(4.7) 1
Example 4.1 Nash Nash
2 (SA7SB) = ((170)3 (170)) € SA X SB
(SA,SB) = ((0, 1), (0, 1)) € Sa x S Nash
A ((1,0),(1,0)) Nash
B S = (1,0)

EA(SA,SB) = 25 — 54 = sa+1 0<sn<1

sh=1(s4 =0) A En

(1,0) = argmaXSAesAEA(SA, Sg)

B A Sa = (1,0)
EB(gA,SB) = s — 823 = QSJB -1 0< SJB <1
sh =1(s5 =0) B Eg

(1,0) = argmaxg,cs, EB(SA,SB)

((1,0),(1,0))  Nash ((0,1),(0,1))
Nash
Nash 2
Nash
Nash Pareto
Definition 4.4. Pareto Optimal (2 )2
Sh € Sa, Sg € Se( )
Ea(sa,sB) > Ea(Sa;sg), En(sa,sB) > Ea(Sa;sg), (4.10)
Eg(sa,se) > Es(Sh:Sp) Eg(sa,s8) > Eg(Sa,Sp)
(sa,SB) € Sa x Sg (Sa,sg) Pareto

35



k
(317 ,Sk)
Example 4.1
2
(
2
2
2
En(sa,sB)
Eg(sa,sB)

(s1,...,8) € S1x--- xS Pareto
Ei(s1,...,S«) > Ei(si,...,sx) forvied{l,... k}
)
2 (4.10)
Pareto Nash
Pareto
( ) Pareto
)
Nash ([5, 11] )
2 2
RO — (r11,¢11), (r12,c12)
(r21,¢21), (r22,cC22)
SA sA,s%\), s/la\ + 8,2A = 1, S'lA, s%\ >0,
SB (sk,53), sh+sh = 1, s, s3>0
A B

1
SARsg = (sh,1—sa)R °B 1
1-sp

)

{(r11 — 721) + (122 — 712) }s5ASE — (122 — T12) 5K + (121 — 722) 58 + 122

)

{(c11 — c21) + (c22 — c12) yshsp — (ca2 — c12)5h + (c21 — c22)55 + 22

(T + 7)sasp — Fsa + Tsp + 722,

1
SaACsg = (sh,1—sa)C °B 1
1-sg

N I S T |
= (¢+ ¢)sasg — ¢Sa + Csg + 22
T = Ti1—7ra, T = T —Ti2, T = T21— T2,
C = c11—Ca1, C = Cpp—C12, C = Cp1—C

36
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Nash

Definition 4.5. best response best response correspondence,
A Sa € Sa B S € S
Ea(Sa,SB) = max FEa(Sa,S
A(Sa,SB) Joax A(Sa,SB)
B SB ( ) Sa(ss)

SA(SB) = {QAGSA ’EA(QA,SB) = max EA(SA,SB)}.
SAESA

SA(SB) SB — SA SB € SB
N ( Sa(ss) Sg € S )
Da (g Sa X SB)

Da = {(S5a,SB) |sSB € SB, Sa € Sa(sB) }

B
SA Sp ( ) = EB(SA,QB) = max EB(SA,SB),
Sg€eSe
SA SB(S/_\) = {gB € S EB(S/_\,QB) = max EB(SA,SB)},
SBESB
Dg = {(SA,SB) ’ SA € Sa, S € SB(SA)}
Nash A B
Nash A B
( SASB)2
Proposition 4.6. 2 (Sa,8B) € Sa X S
(éA,éB) Nash
(Nash ) = DanNDg.
Proof: I
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Theorem 4.7. (2
(SZ,SE) € Sa X Sg

Proof: [10, 11]

Nash
EA(SZ, SE) > EA
EA(SZ, SE) > EA
EB (SZ, SE) > EB
Eg(sp,sg) = EB

Definition 4.5 Proposition 4.6, Theorem 4.7

A
(7 +7)sa
(7 + 7)sa
IR {(F+7)s
{(F+7)s
(sa,sB) € Da
(F+f)slB —7<0
(F+7)sg —F=0
(7 + 7)sg — 7 >0
S
B
{ {
{
(SA,SB) S DA
(6+¢&)sh+E<0
(C+é)sp+é=0
(64 ¢&)sp+E>0
S

(4.11) (4.13) 2
lB—fsllA—l-fslB—i-rzz >
1B—7“5A—|—7’813—|-r22 >

A
(4.12)  (4.14) 2
(64 ¢&)sh + &} (1 — sk)
(+ é)sh + &}sy

38

(7 + f)slB -7+ fslB + 12,

Fsgy + 722,
<0 1=
sa <0, sp =0,
1
) OSSAS]-
sp >0, slla\zl
< 0,
> 0
skgo, slB:,
1
y O<SB§1,
sp >0, L=1

(4.13)

(4.14)

Nash

(4.18)
(4.19)
(4.20)



Example 4.1 Nash
r11 > 721,
ci1 > 21,
rT=rn—ran >0 7 =rn
c=ocu—cu1 >0, ¢=cpm
(4.15) (4.17)
0 = (sa)"
0 < (sp)x <
(sp)* =
(4.18)  (4.20) B
0 = (sg)*
0 < (sg) <1
(sg) = 1
Examle 4.1
F=3,r=27=-2
sh =0 (if0<s<?2),
0<sh<1 (if sh=2),
sho =1 (if1>sy>2),
Nash
(SA,SB) ((LO):(LO))?
((0,1),(0,1)),
((53)-(53))
55)7\55
Example 4.1
2 2 )2

ri2 < 7122, (4.21)
c12 < €22
—ri2 >0 r+7 > 0,
= A
—c12 > 0 c+¢ >0
A
it sy < #/(F+7),
it sg = #/(F+7)
it st > #/(F+7)
if sk < —é/(c+o),
if s = —é/(c+o),
if sk > —é/(c+é)
c=2¢=3,¢=-3
51520 (1f0§s,10\<%),
0<sh<1 (fsh=2)
s =1 (if1>sh>32).
4.4
#
4.4:
(4.21)
3 Nash
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Example 4.8. prisoner’s dilemma

2 (A B) 2
2
[ ]
o 2 2 3
° 1
° 2 2 8
2 A B
4.2: ( )
A\ B
3 ,3 )@ ,1 )
(1 ,10 )] ® ,8 )
Nash
Definition 4.9. A 2 ( ) p,te Sa
t dominate B Sg € Sg
Ea(p,ss) > Eg(t,sB)
( B ) p
p t
Vsg € S, Ea(p,se) > Eg(t,se),
dsg € Sg, EA(p,SB) > EB('[,SB)
p t

Definition 4.10.
Nash
(dominance solvable)

40
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(A

Definition 4.9

Nash

C( ) D( )

A\ B C D
c (51,52) | (W1, Bp)
D | (BuWy) | (11, T3)

Bi(best) > Si(second) > Ti(third) > Wi(worst), (i =1,2)

Bi"'VVi

Si 5 , (1=1,2)
C,D

B ) 1 (C,D)=({DC=(CD)=({DC) ="
( ) (C, O

41

(4.23)

(4.22)

(4.23)

2



<EA(SA,SB)>

Eg(sa,ss)

= () (o) (2 ) (12 o sb) s
-3 10 B 3

_ (<_3)818+< 5 >(1_318>)sg+<<_110>515+<_8><1_315)>(1_8;)

45
EE!;"L
GH.
'.ll:'A
1
--3
- -8
+-10
4.5:
Nash ( )
I
(_37_3)
(_87 _8)
Nash ( ) Nash
Example 4.8
r=-2,7=2,F=7 ¢=7,8=-7,8=-2
(4.15) (4.17) (4.18) (4.20)
1 —2(1—51A)§0, IR Skgl, NP
S 94l = / = s =0,
— SA Z 0 SA é 0
1 —2(1-s8) <0,  [sh <1 4, _
SA 2 1 ~— 1 = SB ] O
— SB Z 0 SB S 0
H(_8’ —8)

42



sx =0,(X = A,B)

wg' h

4.6
A B
Nash
(SA7SB) = ((0?1)7(071))
4.6:
(4.22)
r = S1—B1 < 0, r=T-W > 0, ¥ =B -1 > 0,
c = Sz—Wz > 0, c = T, — By < 0, ¢ = Wy, —Tp < 0

= (S1+T1) — (BL+ W),
= (S2+12) — (B2 + W),

Q) 3

——
o 3
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Problem 4.11. 2
Nash

1.
2

2. [11] p.53

3. Nash

4, ([12] p.84)

5, ([12] p.136)

6. Bothers ([12] p.143)

Problem 4.12.

€Y

[11] p.48
C )
A\ B
5,5 | (1,6)
7.2 | (0,0
2
A\ B
(0, 0) | (10, 6)
(6, 10) | (-6, -6)
([11] p.58) 2
A\B p q
x| (8, 8) | (48
y| (8,4)| (4 4)
A\ B
(1, 1) (0, 0)
(0, 0) 1, 1)
A\B p q
x| () G.)
y| () G.)
A\ B p q
x| () G)
y| G) G)

44

()



A\B p q r A\B p q
X 8 2 3 X 1 4
y 3 -2 4 y -2 3
yA 4 1 2 yA 3 5
2 [5] 3
1 3,000 3
50,000
\
(1, -35) 0,9
(-10, 15) (10, 9)
3 free-riding 1 [5] n
10000
2
(4) 2 CD
CD
®) [7]
100 10000
10000
(6)
( )

45



(7) [5]
3 « 16}
1000W
500W U
U O<u<<U n
Q p(Q)
1
C
_ 0 if 0<@Q<g,
p(Q) = { 1if c<Q
500n < ¢ < 1000n
4.5 Cournot
46 2 Nash ([6] )
Nash (Definition 4.2) Lemma
Lemma 3.9
Lemma 4.13. (Sa,Sg) Nash
[€)) B sy A
SA
2 A SA B
SB
Lemma 4.14. A B R = [rij],C = [cij] € R™"
Nash
D k rgj = rijt+k, Vi g (Sh,Sg) A B
R.,C Nash

46

(SasSB)



) l ¢

= cjj +1,

Vi, j

SN rlish(eh)t = DY (s (sh)"
] b

ij
R,C' Nash
Proof:
@D
i
i
i
i
@ @
(]

k1

Lemma 4.15. rjj > 0,¢jj >0

Sorij(sh)t >
j=1

Y cij(sh)* >
i=1

Proof: Lemma 3.10
Nash
G
%

323 rigsheb) kYD sheh) =
ZZJ_jrs,-sL(s{;)* +k§i;s:AZ(sJB)* >
sz_:"fj Sh(sh) +k > ;JZréj (sh)"(sh)" +F,
ZZ:M,-SL(SJ,;)* > szjﬁ:(sg)*(sg)*.

V

r;jacéj >0 (VLJ)

(SZ,SE) S SA X SB

EA(SZa SE);

(SZOS*B) € SA X SB

(sh)*/Es(Sh,Sb),

47

i=1,...

EB(SZUSE)’ ]:15

i=1,...

(sL)*/Ea(saSs), j=1,...

(Sa:SB)

Nash

A

D23 rii(sh) (sB) +E D] D (s (sb)",
J i ]

SN iR sh)T + B (k) S (b)Y,
J i j

A B
Lemma 3.10

(4.24)

(4.25)

(4.26)
(4.27)



(4.24), (4.25) Ea(ShA,Sg) > 0, Eg(Sa,sg) >0

Lemma 4.16.

U:(Ula-~~7um)a W =

n -
ZE:TUEE > 1, :=1,....,m,
m -
E:cugk > 1 45=1...,n
i=1
n -
uj = E:Tu§%<—l, 1=1,...,m,
m -
wj = zz:cugk-—fL 17=1....n
Lemma 4.16
Nash (Sh,SE) € SAx SB (3a,38B) (4.26), (4.27)

Proof: (4.32)

m -
i=1

(4.33)

(wi,...,wn)  (4.30), (4.31)

m .
Z U|:§1A = 0,

Z (Zrij?é — 1) Sh
1 \j=1
f:Z( ()" 1) ()

EA(SAaSE) EB(SAvs*B)
o (sh)*(sh)" LGN
;,Zf” Fa(Sar 58)Fo(5h58) 2= Fa(5ar50)

1
EA(sA,sB)EB(sA,sB)ZZ’““(SA) () ~ 55 (sA,sB) Z( h)’

i=1j=1

1 1
Eg(sh,S5) FEs(Sh,Si)

48

(4.28)

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)



Lemma 4.16 2 Nash (SAsSB)

n -
uj = ZrijsjB—l, 1=1,...,m,
= (4.34)
wj = Zcijsk—l, j=1...,n,
. | —
ZUiS,IA\ = 0,
T (4.35)
ij SJB = 0,
i=1
iiA, uj > 0, i.= 1,...,m, (4.36)
sg,wj > 0, j=1,...,n
Sa,SB, U= (u1,...,um),W = (wi,...,wn)
(4.34) (4.36) (sa,SB), U,w
i . m
(S;IA)* = glA/Z§|A7 L= 17 ) Ty (437)
i=1
- - n -
(sB)" = s5/> sk, j=1....n (4.38)
j=1
** (Sa,SE) Nash (4.37), (4.38)
(4.36)
m -
Y (W) =1, sy =0,
i=1
n -
d(sk) =1, s; > 0.
i=1
(4.34) 1 i
n i Ui n gj
uj = Zrijng -1 & —= = Zrij B_' ZTU(SB) B
j=1 ZPZI g"IB j=1 Z?zl B ZJ e j=1 ZJ L, 51
i (sh)*
M Shuj AL i i m (sh)*
nZl_s]l Aml — — erij (S,IB\)*(SJB)* o Zlgl( q)
>j=15B 2i=15A i=1j=1 >j=158
1
= 0 = Ea(SA,SB)— ———
i sk
1
S EA(SZ, S*B) = —
Zjn=1 SJB
Y Sh #0,);55 #0 S Sh = SA>0 Vi, Sh =
Vi, Uj=-1<0 ;55

49



i

. Jo\x & ?B ai+1 — % ok P
ZT‘ij(SB) = ZT‘ij ng - <n g " (ui + 1)Ea(Sa,SB) = Ea(Sa,SB)-
= iZ1  2j=15B > j=15B
(4.34) 2
Eg(sh,sg) = 1
B(Sa, = =
AR >it15p
J
m -
> cij(sh)" > Es(Sh,Sg)
i=1
Lemma 4.15 (Sa,Sg) Nash
zZ.= SA , V.= u , q:=—e, M:= OT r
S w C 0]
(4.34) (4.36) (sa,SB),u,w

v=Mz+q, v>0 z>0 v'z=0

(Z, V) c R(m+n)x(m+n)

Remark 4.17.
&) (Linear Complementarity Problem; LCP) (Linear Pro-
gramming Problem; LP) M
O A
M:[_AT O]’ (AGRmxn)
(skew-symmetric matrix) LCP LP
C = —-R
(3.8), (3.9)
2 M NP (NP-complete)
[2] T i
([21, [8]
TTLCP 2 (va)v()_(|)_/) (X*;()T(Y*)_/) 2 0
M
HLcp (X,y) > (0,0), y= M X +q (X,y)
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51

2

51
Example 4.1 2
5.1
\
(2,1) (-1,-1)
(-11_1) (1!2)
A B SA;SB
Ea(sa,SB) = 2shsh — shsd — sash + 5553,
Eg(sa,SB) = s/la\slB — s/la\szB — s,%\slB + 28/25\813
2 4
4
oo 1
sasg = 5 (1,5 =1,2)
4
2
En(sa,sB) = 2(1/4) —(1/4) —(1/4) +(1/4)
Eg(sa,s8) = (1/4)—(1/4) — (1/4) +2(1/4)
5.1 H
5.1:

1/4,
1/4



1.2 2 .1
2 SASB SASB

{ En(sa,sB) = 2(1/2) - (0) - (0) +(1/2) = 3/2,
Eg(sa,sB) (1/2) = (0) - (0) +2(1/2) = 3/2

51 KL

]

R T | R .
Pij = sasg, 1=1,....m,j=1...,n

P = [pij] € R™" (joint strategy)

0, +=1,....m,5=1,...,n

(5.1)

i=1j=1
(joint pur strategy)

2 En(2), Es(2)

En(2) _ 2 -1 -1 1
Fs(2) = 1 p11 + _1 p12 + 1 p21 + 2 D22
(5.1 51 3 J, K, L 2
5.1 JKL

KL

5.2 Nash

KL
2
(bargaining set)

Nash
(3]

(u*,v™)

g(u,v) = UV, = (u—u*)2(v—v™)P.

u = Ea, u* = Ea(Sa,Sg),
v = Eg, v" = Eg(Sp,Sg)



a,b
a,b
a>b
a:
A B
a>b
L
Nash
A
a<b
K
Nash
B
53

b

KL

a >

Nash

Nash

(bargaining power)

0, b>0, a+b >0

uv A

A 1%

a=b

(Nash bargaining solution)

(u,v) = (3/2,3/2)

A g(u,v)
a b
U=u—u" >v—0v" =V
B

B g(u,v)
b a
U=u—u" <v—0v" =V
A

Nash

53

9(u,v)

KL

KL

a%

(u™,v™)



@

@

54

([10, 12]

)

150

100



\
0 100
150 0
A.l: ( )
( )
( )
( )
2
) P 1-p
q 1-9 0<pqg<1
F(,q)

F(p,q) = Opg+ 100p(1 — q) +150(1 — p)g +0(1 — p)(1 — q) = —250pq + 100p + 150¢

100 + 100,

{

F(p,1)
F(p,0)

—150p + 150,
100p,

{

F(,q)
F(0,q)

150¢,

F(,¢9p+ F0O,9)(1 —p)

F(p,q)
F(p,q)

{

S

).

5'5

55

A.2:

2 3

(53)



Remark A.1l. 1

[1] R.Axelrod( ).
, May 1998.

[2] M. Kojima, N. Megiddo, T. Noma, and A. Yoshise. A Unified Apporach to Interior Point
Algorithms for Linear Complementarity Problems, Vol. 538 of Lecture Notes in Computer
Science. Springer-Verlag, 1991.

[3] J.F. Nash. “The Bargaining Problem”. ..., Vol. ???, No. ???, pp. ??-??, 1957?72?27
[4] W.Poundstone( ). -
, March 1995.
[5] . : , December 1996.
[6] . . , March 1987.
[7] operations research . Course handout, Institute of Policy and

Plannlng Sciences, University of Tsukuba, 1-1-1 Tennodai, Tsukuba, Ibaraki, 305-8573
Japan., April 26 2000.

[8] , , , . . , September 2001.
[9] , F.S.T. Hsiao. : , May 1997.
[10] : : , December 1981.
[11] : . , April 1994.
[12] : : , December 1999.

56





