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EXER.4— I Normal-Form Games

BRREDMMODTANG A T EHDEERE EFDHERINZD
RIRICEARICHLRU e ODMRER T — Lo

Definition ({Z##4"— A Normal-Form Game)

(N, A, u):
@ N={1,..,n} 7L—V—DE&EE a set of players
@ A=A x..x A, ITEIDHEDES a set of action profiles

@ U= (Uy,...,un) FIFSDHE a payoff profile
(U:A=R(i=1,..,n))

o y—LAEBHTIE., BRREEHDIEZ JL—1— player. A
D EZFE payoff EWVWSZTEDELN,

0 AR TIR. RN ZEZBOXFTECRE, HEOHFESZ
E>EhH 5,
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ZXER T — LA E[ERFRE Simultaneous Move

o BRELT —LIE. HMFONMBITEZMSTICHDDITEIZ RDHSD
ZENS, ARFRET —LEWbNEZEHH 5,
o LML, MIENICEREICERKTHDBHERFINHT ULEHRL,

Example (3ERIICEIRFICRE S $101F TIERLEH)

Foabht ERICIRIGTEEZGLEDET. BEICIE. BENECIC
FETWBMODS A,

WMEERERE MOBEEDERETHIXNSBVWTKREZTOHN. 28
HERICKRET 2T TIEEL,
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TR — LDOIATS bimatrix RIR

2 N\TF—LAlE 8. 77— — row player (iT8h%1TICHEY) &
S 7L —+— column player ({T&1Z5ICFET) DOFEZIEFICALN
fHDZETIDZENZNDEILICE RIBHAHTEE,

Example (Uv AT A)

TL—Y—1,21C&B2 AUPAITAZIITIIRIEL THL D,
fefeUs BB, BV, BlFicE->TESNSABEZZFNEN1 1,0,-1
&I 5,

1\2 | /= Fa¥ /=
J— |1 0,0 1,-1 -1,1
Fa3F | -1,1 0,0 1,-1
JX— [1,-1 —-1,1 0,0

UeAlthld, EOFY —LA zero-sum game O—IETH 3,
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BEARBYT —LDH

Definition (AADIL >~ Definition (F%F> Chicken
Prisoner’s Dilemma) H UL & &S Hawk-Dove)
| C D A2
Cl| 3,3 -1,5 J\N | 3,3 1,4
D|5-1 1,1 Yh | 41 0,0

HRICH T BHEE norm. 1757 (LT — L3R evolutionary
cooperation {48 trust/z& game theory [cHWT, $FICE
ZETIMEI ZRICRBELE ERT—Lo
bnd7—LET I,
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g & &EILE Best Response

TL—V— i DITEIDRD A% Bl strategyE WS, T—LDRHE
KNREZ A HOTL—V—DOHERZ FMEEMEE AL T, BBEFM
FAaRXtd 2 ETH S,

Definition (RiEH& best response)

HDTL—Y—DITEDHEDES LDEEDIHTDFAI conjecture
NS A(A_[) IEX9 D RBIDE ai* e A ElE

a €Bi¢) =argmax " s(a_u(a,a )

acA;
a_ieA_;

B, DT —V—D1T8a_; [CHIT BREIGHDESI.

Bi(a_j) := argmaxu(aj,a_j)
aiGAi

v

ULH L. —ABBREDIBEERRD, DT —V—0D& ZEEDHE
KNG ZE5NTWD DT TR,
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55X CEkEE Weakly Dominant Strategy

DT L —V—DHIRZ S T (BN DREBIZ RETE 2155 (ftt
D7L—V—DT7L—DBEROMEEEN) FUTTHHEMN TSNS,

Definition (35X EC##& Weakly Dominant Strategy)

ai* € Ai b‘%ﬁi@ﬂﬁiﬂ%’(?ﬁ%ttaﬁ\ Va_i € A—i

ar € Bi(a_)

Example (Second Price A—2>3>)

Yahoo! A—2¥3YOBFALI AT LDLSIC, 2BBICEWVWALL
ECRILBEZIREY 570 second price auction &L\,

Q. second price auction ZE#EE T —LEULTERLLT. &L —
Y—lcE> TEADHmEEZ FEICAILT 2 ENTRBMRE 2D &
%Z'__\_t‘,:o
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X ECE S5 E DB - NADIL >~

\ C D \ C D
Cl| 3,3 -—1,5 Cl| 3,3 -—1,5
D|5 -1 1,1 D|5 -1 1,1
Figure: T's dominant strategy Figure: 2's dominant strategy

(D, D) AME—D X B BR A4
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HRREBOIEM Efficiency

Definition (/XL —Kk X EC (Pareto Dominance))
HSRE(=1THDHE) acADNbeAZE/XL—KEZERELTWS iff

(Vi € N)uj(a) = ui(b)

Example (#t&83L >~ Social Dilemma)
C D

Cl 33 —1,5
D|5 -1 1,1

RADIL VY DOM—OZEEIESE (D,D) I (C,C) Ic/\L—h XA
ENTL3,

v
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7w 22391 Nash Equilibrium

—iRICIE. DT —TV—DESHERICHKEFL . BOOREEIZITE
t9 %, AERRIC. BOTL—T—DEZEREIL. —MRICIZBEDDESE;
BRICHKTF S D125 5,

ZFIT. 2CDTL—T—DT7L—IENCREBEICHR> TWS LS5
BZEEZ5

Definition (#v 3 2#9#% Nash Equilibrium)
T8I0 a* = (a1, ..,a}) e APy a9 cHd &

(Vie N)a' € Bj(a*;)

FvaElE, LIRLIEZ— LD R solution EIEFNZHY, £TO
F—LIEHLTH—EEZDIFTRABVL, ThETL—FBREEMH
FEXBDIFTIZAEL,
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Ty agE@oll - Fx2T— LA

| dove hawk | dove hawk

dove | 3,3 1,4 dove | 3,3 1,4

hawk | 4,1 0,0 hawk | 4,1 0,0
Figure: 3% (dove, hawk) Figure: 3% (hawk, dove)
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722 OEFEERE

Theorem (v ¥ 1 198 OEEEE[7])
LT O&BZmcIBERT—L (N,A ) [y 2598257
Do, VieN:
o A; 1—7")v RZEf Euclidean space M3FEZE nonempty T3
> )Xk compact hh 2 convex RENES
@ u; HY%ERE continuous H 2 A; ET#EY] quasi-concave

<HUWEEPIERRBEICDWTIE, BEYAMNIBNALTHZT—LA
HEROBREZSRDI &,

IVAFRIE (TITech) May 9, 2011 12 /21



J—LDREHR[8]

Definition (B&#hiR Mixed Extension)
BERT— L (N,A U) ORBILRE E. ROEERT — L
(N, xienA (A, U : xienA(Ay) — BN):
@ A(A) EZL—T—ie N DEBEHEE mixed strategy D&ES
(*] Ui(a) = ZaeA HjeNaj(aj) 0 ,( ) [F<U ac XJENA( J) DHEARFRIA

X1 TOWINHDITE a, c A %:EIRT D8I % flHEEE pure
strategy &WD,

Corollary CES¥EEDFY ¥ 1 EDFETEEE)
FEEDBREERT — AILESHEE Y V2 98 ZFD,

Example (U»AlTA)

“ACrAITADREEIR Y 22 98I —FEL, mED 1/39D
DEERT, TnTny—. FaF /N\—=ZH7,
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BEEESY Y1 9EOMnE - BER

Proposition (F/R—K D2 THREILE)
}‘Eé‘%ﬂiﬁ@?ﬁﬂ ot = (O[i*)iEN € XJENA(AJ) 7b§j-‘y 911’2?%?35% iff
Vie N IZDWT, Vaj € supp of B¥ o, ICHU TREDEEH>TWVWS

DED. FHT, IEREIC of OBERDMICHK>TI/L—F2mN1rEY
T4 TDHBDIFTIER,

Example (U®AlTA)

NI T VICEWT, BEN—, FaF, N—EFEXRTIELT
<hniE, BRRRkcEHEULTHERIUFIENES NS,

RBETIE, FEAEHREEEL MR,
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Ty EOERES

FERMIZME incentive compatibility 7y Y2 9%5d. BEEDOHEDIE
MIBERDICTL—FBZEN. BRIL—T—DWER

Kb S
HEDEZE multiplicity —D 0T =AU THY &2 98T EE
FELRSZ

BFTEE M local optimality v 2198, H< ETHRFEDEME
IER U CORBIGETH DI & UMNMBRLAZL
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v 22 HEOERGSAE) [6]

T8 Prediction DESHEH #HERIFHT R — O RERSDEIC
o TS hdETnIE. FhdtFy 9@ THh
BZENTEMDVERE (FARHGETHEVWIEITE
=211

TAa—h)L- Ak Focal Point[9] AL DYSBLENRZHEIREN R
ETHDIHDRERYE

WERADDEE Enforceable Agreement 7L —V—D"GEICRES =6
DNEEMHF

ZERLEERIEE Social Convention UIXUIE. LT —LDTL—
DOYERFEE LTHREHEAITEND
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ARICH T D EE & HIENEIR

Example (FAEYT —L - &

1,1
£10,0 1,
BT (= (k, K)) caf@BT(= (G, A)) F&bITHpEigo
7“?’/11’5?%0

o BT —LDIHE, HEERIZ. BEBIZIF. HRTERIEAF
VADHEZEALcED) BET—LDONIDERICK B,

o BE,/—LOBAR. HETABT S ARICEXERRSZ

Do
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b HIE 247 Comparative Institutional

Analysis[1]

o T—LIBFmOELDIEE. T—LDBRDHNS, HE—DT—LA
D7 —=fE U TERNICBHELELS ELTW[5],

o UM, BT —LDLS . REAMIC, ERHICE—DTL—%Z
EHBDIERTH DT —LATHERRESKFHATEZS L
T BIENIRESER([2, 4, 3], HEHEDLHRIEDRREZ T —
LBFEEWS KD E, FERERTEICHRRBLELSETEIEEH
%o [1]
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BEIGETHNENIUNH S H5EEER

| AN FA
AN | 3,3 1,4
SH | 4,1 0,0

0 FX VT —LAICiE. HEN_D2HBN., BIEHZAHADTIL—T—DH
MNEHTEIRNEZTRVNEBRIZRYKSRWL, DFED, EE5H1hDFY
VB TEERERT S EIFHEDIRENE BRI,

0 EWLWo T FIZIEUNR, J\R) [FFvIatgETciaunwizs, HEA
DHHDEEEIFHEDEBZL,
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AN ZX e T4 > Mechanism Design

BE. T—LABRmTIE. T—ADNEKIC5EZ5N1 T, Z0HEEOHE% R
RZBZEERBD, BITERUICWHESIREICIH U T — L% KE
design 3 3IHEE AN THAVEWDS,

Example (HIENMGERNADIL > Y)

| C D
C 3,3 —1,5—10
D|5-10,—-1 1,1

AADYLVRICEIFBDETDICHUTFBWEIR(-10 OXRF)L
T1—) ZBATBIEICEST (C, C) by va g 2D 85,
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o 1ZERT—LA
o T ODMEHR

o HFCHLRE
o FvIalgf

o Ty VA OMHEL BHETIEDEES
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