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HEANAREANWERE tRFEAANTAIARBEALETEHREMRRENEERR, Hizs
Rt EERE RTRAKSEFNAERE T — RIRR. AR T 1878 4o 1= 6l 6 5t
RIK; MABT EREFPEREFFHREEREA; MREEHR B ERB A, R RE X R,
Wi g 4 4R SR B Y A A 3R A R SRS R AR I S T T R 4 T AR R s R Y B R AR S
Wig T ks SR Rk X R

Kga  HER, RanEEl, FATHI R R, EAEAR, Rt

il

1 3l

TR i — 1138 F B D7 0 U 2 e R (R AN R AE 55 4 PR 30 i 1) S DA B 1 s 2 2 1 [
ZH2 5K von Neumann FIZE3F %5 Morganstern 75 1944 521 “Theory of Games and Economic
Behavior” —5 W AR EE R0 IHEAE. SRR R T A OCEER 2: (1) MAZ REAER i pf
K (2) Z 5 IR R BVE R B AR ] A X AN B30 10 i) A W] DA e SO T 2 (), e i m]
DA FH R0 (0 43 B D7 2R 5 (3~201,

FER R R A, R B2 (1) FHRERMRS R NS (2) i€ BELE 2R 3R
[FIAK. Nash £ 1950 A1 1951 4R LM PR SCE 212 GliEtE e e SRR 2R T 5N T IR & SR
G445 (Nash equilibrium) FIBES:, SORHIHES) 1 IR0 A . ATT A PRI ZE 2/ D172 7E — 1 9h
4. %*’l‘f@ﬁ&iﬂ‘éﬂﬁi’ﬂﬁﬁfﬁi FEARTAMAFRAS BE 8 1 57 T M 52 O SRS T4 v H SR
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T, YA A FIRAS R, T EIER GO  (subgame perfect Nash equilibrium). U134l
)1 (Bayesian Nash equilibrium) A5/ U720 4134 % (perfect Bayesian Nash equilibrium) %%.

—MEFEAA S 2. B, REEEREIRE - FHEZE - F =AM
B2 % IR E SR IR T G 3 A K 2200 BB o e L R I S AR AL 2 S N LR e R e 5
FRAEZE I St S A B B it T (R 123~26) (R0 B e — AR BT g A 350 3 Wi 8.2 e
LT WA S HRRASAT AR B IR AER . A RAFAE — PSR, AT RALEAS FH 2 SR 1) ] 7 e = RS
B RAF LOR T B v s, It AT DA o (82 eh i R i 1) 18] R AR T, BRI 2 25 32 B 1R 2%
(RIS 2t R EEN A 2 5 TR A A SRS ) s AR L3R IO 0T SRS P s e 25 45 1) BT A A () AL i
BN AN TT e 27,28,

1997 4F, Boerlijst &5 29 I — I35 TRIE (equalizer strategy). JCIEXT FiRFRAT 4 TRbE, 14 H
Ay 5 SR FA) AT AT LB T bk o T AR AL i ] S g S 7 B KR AIT O E A X TR AR S X
J& T IR PR B A s 45 1 ) B 9, R FL IR RS T RS I E M. 2012 4F, Press Fil Dyson BY R I
T RE RS —— FATHIEME (zero-determinant strategy, ZD strategy). FI¥AHi#s SR HE AL,
oV T F RIS, SX S SENE AT LA B AU aR RO T ARk i 2 — ANt O AR, AT T T 5K
P R RS A ). R AR Z M OC RIS AL, A FAT 51 USRS 1 AR AT U T 1 2 [ g 5
SAFLEN T80 m i aa . 2247 51 SRS 1T B AR A il ae 71 51 72 # AT T2 6k B0l gt —ip
FORIEFE AN, AT DAAR A2 1 SR AN AE B R AR h AR A, T HLAE SR O g b AR A Sl i A
A REE, BR T RERSLE A M I ki R AR IR &R, AT DUEH R JE L1 G &R

AL T H Press F Dyson $& 247 41 UM DK OC TS o 42 ) (0t 9 b e i s 28 1) 5
I 5 AR P B 2 0, AT 445 ) g s A2 R 7 IR AR PR WALt 42 ) SR s 1) T 2 DA B 3K 2 S S PR TR A R 12
552 77 [l Z AN A IR B B A S A OGRS, B 3 T/ AEAE BRI 2R T B A S A A I 1)
FEME Je FHX M (1) — R TT k. B 4 B S IR b AT 4 S O AN 2, B AT A1 UK
W& R B R . AFAEE . A DA A R, FRA R T AT DA VE A SRS 28 5 T EILBE LIS
gEd Ui e . B E, B 6 TR AS WA P BB FUIRIR, R R0 A s | ORI ST AT R, I N R AE SR
B PR A P VSRR A8 ) PR AT 90 RRCSRXoS H Ad ST 5 70 R RS

2 EXEBRSHEIES

AT BRI FEABIAY M B R B T A AR 1 I U R AR R ) — e
2.1 EAER

— R, —AMEZRE 3 AN AR R 24

(1) Z 53R 1AME, BH A N = {1,...,n) B S 55 HBNES;

(2) 1TahEE, WA A = {a},...,al"} FORME @ ERRIEZEH AT DUE RTINS, Hd m,
RoNME & ISATENECH

(3) Wi R B, W ui(a) Koan/ME @ IKE. X8, a = (ay,...,a,) BREEAER, a; KR
AN BTIEBIAT B, WL a R EOE T BRI SR IS MR RE RS AR A

ZREUE 3ANER —AH 0 MRS SRR AETT LS A

Qz{Al,...,An;ul,...,un}. (1)
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o =2 W, XA R, &8 f i AT ZR A FE INFE R 5E (prisoner’s dilemma), 358
2% (chicken) FIJEEIHZE (stag hunt) 55, EATMTTEE (greed) I (BL) R (fear) M FE 2 H T #12>
PR 5% BN N FNEAR R 28 2 8] () o o (421 v [R]IE A7 A DT AR RN AR 1) A 4 IR B8 2 T 7 7 N 1R R
ARAGEAY W3~45] - R N GE R B A b AN AMEIAT BN A = {C, D} X i € {1,2}, C Fl D 435
FIREAE (cooperation) IR (defection). AR MEHEIFESE, W AHCK RIS R FHEA1E
HIZJEh); TR — N MEEAE, 53— MRS B, WEEE A S (AR, BRERS T (HHRH
PR AR AR B, W23 3345 P R B AR ). WA R B AE RS A 2t
A ui(C,C) = R,u;(C,D) = S,u;(D,C) = T,us(D, D) = P. P NIHZEA 2538 T DA R i B
MM F IR, HP 2 (i, ) MU RREATMEILE AT of, FIANMERIEFRITE) of (o', € {C,D}) B, 771
PR, T, [AAE N e Wi 6 R

C D
o7 0) 2
TENFER B, MAMW R REGHEE T > R>P > S H 2R > T+ S. AfLURIL, BT MEM AL
(T > R) FIZUR (P > S), T FEFESIEL LT R, BN MERRNIGERATIIR RS R 2. A
N TR, HEAERRE K THEE RO (R > P). MR AR AR 25 2 (8] (1) i R
N4

PREEARR =ZZ R A, —/MEZEER DVEREHARE R, thin, 17307 5 B4 T3k — kA
PiFp: FE 4750 (simultaneous game) FIAZE T3] (alternating game) [46~49 [AHF AT sh H A B KR E BT
AMRTE [F— B Z04T 30, 830 2 AT 3 2 BiAS J1IE AN AT B (8 T DLFRCON R AT 3. 7E—
AMEZER, AMERYE TR EE BRIUTB). EHZRE S IHATR, MR —ANE2E DR A R 4
R ARG AE B AR T BE 2 BIPABE R F2 . b, 7 B B R (A) 4 B BB AR o PRBE T BE A AMA
15 TE R 0 SR B S FL A AR PR AT Sy (50~561 i e p PRS2 AR (R W% %2 (observation error) FE R
7 (perception error) {EW 4% il 12 B 1 2 7.

FETATINE A, NME 0 of L EA TSRS, B8R gE, X T2 ¢, MA@ ISR A, Hf
BT GAEIT NEATSIEE A, FIEBATEN. MA@ FISREE AT LA — A my 4R A = (A)) FR,
Horp IR A RoRAME @ BB o B WL A € 0,1] H i Al = 1. FHIEAE
AT =1, AF =0 (k # j), WRRSKENS A; SNSRI, 500, FRIZEIE IR & 5. — RS2 S R g4
RIEBERIATENAIL, 18N a = (a1,...,a,); a; T ME @« EEERIATS). FrA vl Ge i iRt 5o MRAT
AMEMTERIRI A= Ay < x A GEFTHEMERIEE A, ..., A, WS RIGANEIRE R o B
(IR

Ta=(ay,....an) = HA?
i=1
U Fon A 0 glieas, WAMA @ TR IR R
E[U;] = Z Taui(a).

acA

AR G AT B T i MR RIZE PRI, TR T MR SRS e 55 el as 42 i,
I 2 R AR AR A S R A
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2.2 EEHEZE

JEi4% S, R SRR S AT MR G AR AR REAHLE T, B IR T %) A [E]
/I\TZ'—‘ZI‘EUEEB@*EI@, X EEHH (direct reciprocity) H3E AT HE BT —ﬂj_ﬂ” HE R
AL A

gR: {.Al,...,.An;U/l,...,’U,n;C},

Horb e =c(t) FoR% ¢ — 1 RHIREAUG, 55 « RIS A MR @ RsE RIS A A, T—
BHZELL—ANEERIMEE 6 (0 < 6 < 1) KA (c(t) =6). 246 € (0,1) I, IR FH3T 1/ - 6) 5.
LT, o WA AT T, FomA KM I EBIIAER L] 718 2 5 = 1 i, F—%e g%
—RERKRA, WINES IR TG 258, MK c(t) =1 WEEMF N LR AT

U2 H5EZRNAMEREZ TR, AT DRI 2 AT IR S RE AT 8. AEEEGED, —
AN E SR B 1 12 A I T AR YR T 2 Y R A R B S AT AT 3. B IR R N, T RE
PR 2R 45 AR AR B A, MR T DUR A SRS Bt 2 AN <87 H AT AL se 2 i s 1 3
& K2 JE T — 201256 mS (memory-one strategy). A8 33 B4 — 201047 R 0 2 (] Hh B 42 il i 2 1 2R
. R T IR AN T AL () M SR e 447 B (K L8 50 (looker-up strategy) BASH 291, H RTIE %
B MR 2P0 1256 M (memory-n strategy) FIAHICECR.

KE— L2 S AR R RS L — $e I ZR A 45 R AT Fe R AT 3. X T EEMSE ¢ =
{AL A, g, e}, DR B BRI P DL A (my — 1) x (1 + 172, my) 4ERIAERE
P = (po; Pa) 3. BHFENE I po = (p,,0), TATEE p, Tt R MR AMETIUT
B ol MR BRINN Pa = (p, ), BATE p, 0 FR8 L RERN a A i REUTH)
al WINES; H EBIMAEBEA AT B R AR 1, FATE 25 m, MTEIIOMEER. R —5id iz Hng
P {EARRREIREE T HO G MEIE A TS (B0 Va, st p, o0 = 1), FRIZHRNE AL B
S (pure/deterministic memory-one strategy); 73 I, A Bﬁ*ﬂ#ﬁliﬂm%fﬂ% (stochastic memory-one
strategy). HFHlth, 2K ¢ HE A ATEEIAT B, X —Bic iz ke Bt v s AL B, 7E
INBERSE SR, — 2Dl dZ Skms — A~ 5 4175 p = (po; poc, Pep, Ppos Pop) RAN: po Roniz—Hid
1L HRMETE S — BRI, para, (a1,a2 € {C, D}) RNIZEMTE L —RIEFATE) 0y HXTFHMEIE
FATE) a0 W ETERIMEZ.

FEE G IR, MK ¢ B AT A B 2R R A A5 1P Ui (BRI RS ), X — il as
BRI S (long-term payoff). ] Us(t) FRasMA @ 55 ¢ %3R5 00 aE, HAEE S BRIk
IR SOLE TS

3)

Horpr C(t) =TI, _y o(r) NIEFREARAE ¢ SIS 24 o) = 6 HITEMEHCR I BENLARS I, Lk
PRBR A FEAFAE. BRI, AT B SRR PR K 7 SR B e 2t T AR B 7R AT R BE (Markov
chain) iR B G HZEH0IERE, TSR AR RS, VER R, FrA MR HRR B AL SRS A& — A
BTy R B EMATCIR SR IEHHIT B SRR P, TRAFEHATIRZE e I (HI/MARIER 1
I8 P RUATE, DR e/ (m,—1) RIGLAATSD), MR RSSO (1—e) P+e(1-P)/(mi—1),
A RO SN BEHLSRS . ATRLIER], 2 o(t) = 6 = 1 I, MRS AR o 5 20— ik B 54T 30
BER po JoIk. LIS, ALK — DAL 2RI Rty P = (Py).
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2.3 RERBVEHIREM

1973 4F, Maynard Smith %5 FFEIRFIREAG IR FURRE P AMEAT N (GRIE) AOAAL B8 KB T
IR AR —— AL, AR SR M IR R XOIE T (1) AL RS A ZRAME
reSE AR, A RE A, AN ACRT DB AR (7 5 e (R R R B St s, LA H AR
T PESCDLARMS RO OEE 50K, T AN R 1 5 2% (7 W TR e L S 150~72 (2) AR S 2 A S5 A
RIS, SEALTEZEIE BT FO0S SO H 9 — A, LWt 5t b 20 m — RO A B AR E. R TR ALId
FErR, BATIAIEE P REHLESE n D MREATIEZE, BRI IR R AR, oot iz 2 25
i [73~851 | AL SRR SGBRAE, T LURIT 5 — b S AR A 9 77 2 BLAE AR J e 75 il AR 1%
BEAEPHRE BT ZATAE; ARCPIEE RS 8 LA A RIS N AR V1 2 2238 S AL SR8 P O DG &
PRE R 2] SRS AT AR, 0 T ARG b 23 3 S SR AR B S vp 2 15 7T DAERAS B ARIE 31 <
bR AN A SRR (0 3 AN B EIME S LA E SRS, (] MR A A B e SR

LA E KK (evolutionarily stable strategy, ESS) 24T ¥ S I& 1) “FEAILFK IR (refinement),
i FHH Maynard Smith ##H. — NSRS P AZER MOS0 N ARS8 SIS X T4 o] AL g,
(1) 5 P RN, P Ui M8 R T RASFS I s (2) #5 P OSRBS IR, 7 SREmE A i AH
&, NS 5200 2 P 5 RAR SR T 2R AU 2 P R T R A8 Mg IR L ZR WA Rs. SR — AN A b iy
AMAR IR ] — A AR e SR, U B /D B AMA R AR TR, P IR R R I S5, R G S
F, MR R A R R 2P

TEAGARE RS2 P CPR K (infinite population) W 47 5 5 R& L 25 AOMES:, L mT LA &2 130 )
JiFE (replicator equation) KT EEMIARES. SR MAZLH AR (finite population) B, 13 H
[ EMER (fixation probability) X1 — > SEME AR 75 (5 0L 186), [ 2 ME R H8 B AN RAEAMA T 5 ST
FEEOMEZR, SRR MR SEME R T B, H DA EEEE (pair comparison) B B BT SR mE I, —A>584F
FWE P ONAR SN Q M) A ) ] SE R

1
1+ SN T exp[-B(Up () — Ug(i))]

PP.Q =

b

Horb, N AMEERIEL Up () M Ug(j) 2 R UMl §j A P AMEARE, P AT Q MARISEIIYLES.
it LB AE BB S (M X DR (1 + exp[—B(Uy () — Ux () ™" 2#3IAME Y I3RS, g =ik
PR (selection strength), FHRAMT & fE R0 SRS BT DTER B7~8%91 24 8 = 0 B, T FXAMA R 5]
WS B HT I AT R, X N (P [ E R p O 1/N IR B DU RIS RS (neutral drift). 8 FH ] e HE
5 1/N BRI ESEIE T L. R ppg > 1/N, BEHIESCR: P RIRANR Q Hlg; 1
M, Q emg ] LA P SRIS AR

HALEFE RIS (evolutionarily robust strategy) F#JH Stewart 1 Plotkin #&H 1901, 21 5 45 PR Fb
e — N AR E RS, WA P o] DIABME B R MERINR (BRI VQ, po.p < 1/N), T
PR P TR AL SR SR T B e SR X SR M HRAB N AR (R B8 i 1 P B ), R 22 SR s N\ A
f S ) e S ANMECES SR MR/ N BT KI, R VQ, po.p < 1/N 1B NTEAESE SRIE I

A 0L,

627



FIeRE: TR R % T 7 HE R

3 BXREHEPRIE TS S YRR

RENEEIE G = {Ar,..., Ay, ... u b PREFEHIUSES I SEBK. Tan BT RIERZE ¢ HA
AXCAEAE AT DUASE A7 R R UAC R 09 2 e 0% 2R R SIS, S A E AW T R AR R 50 AR 1) SRS . At X 28
AT DA i A B ) SRS Ay 44 N ZI RS IS (constraint strategy).

R R 5 BN 2R KA AR, FREAERN n TERE f - R* > R, A 25
HZEHAMERIIR S ui(a), ... un(a) BN f 0N, W) fF R B st R A — NSl i3 F(U) =
fui(a),...,u,(a)) FHESZIHIRE R a WM. 48 TR A, ... A, IS T AT RED1E
FREER A, \TLUMRE] f(U) .

Ef(U)] = f(ui(a),...,un(a))ma. (4)
acA
FRE[f(U)] A—NLIR KA. R R, AR BRI BB # 2 5 R AR AR, TS H54W
SRAEAE DR I 20 AR SRS 1) 58 .

ENL (ARHENG) IR G = {AL, ..., Apsug, . un b, TR — AN 5mg A* w]
DA TS Fr A MERIIGE U = (Un, ..., Uy) W2 LR KME E[f(U)] = 0, MIFRFERE A* X RiT
AP LA

Y ETRZRIBEARR G, AIREE f(ur(a), ... un(a)) TTEALNET a H—cE %k, 351, B[f(U)]
ATLASVE R 5

E[f(U)] =Y f(u(a),... un(a))ma

acA

= Z fo(ul,...,up)(a)mg

acA

= Z fou(a)m,

acA
=(fou) m,
H, fou ZHREL f HRE v FEARE, m 2R RINRSMRS . TSR o MAEUE
HIRM, fou ATLLEL M EAENFR, HUREGEES A RIICELE — . EaQUm, xfRT
LIRAT f LIRS A* ATUMERREL fow GRS 7 IEZE ((fow) 7= 0). FEMNAMAME FH 25K
W A* B, IR AR BT A SN, & f ow SHEALT 7 BIIERS T AR, SR AT ] 52 M
s Ax, T AR AMAT IR B SRR, SR FTA R RRR) © IR “38H IR 723
PERRNAME @ FIZRREE A IIZIHRZS R, 1B4E V(AY). V(AY) 2

V(A})={v|v-7=0,Vm, A; = A"} (5)
R4 Bk e S, AT AR E0 T AMA 6, ZIRRIE A* fRAER) 782 6
EIBL (AARISII TR ERAT)  EZE G = {Ar, .., Ansua, o un ) 1 WRLT LM f ISR
% A MA@ AR, 2 HACE AL fouw BT 5HME A* WRZARZE V(A H fou A
NERL, 1
foueV(A;) H fou#0.
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TELIETE b Tan B7) 45t T 20523 ) i) — 4 3 it
EH2 (AREREIERE) BEMIE G = (A, A, und, MBLT S A, HIZ 0]
(—4HEE N [v]al € A\{al )}, Forh,

A Ba=(..d,. ),
va' =4 —Al Fa=(..d . .),
0, HoAth,

al R @ TREIE PRI 4TSN (B0 A7 # 0), EARREE RIS T, T4 j* =1 (I A} #£0).

SERL 15 2 Wi ARG TR . FI R EER 1A 2 W RLAIMWT— AN A SRS R N T A R %
P f LA AT DL E — 5K A BERSSEBLIR AR R R f; IE W] LB AR R BERE I 6 5% &
f s A

LM (1 5 AR I E BRI SR Fp AP AR RE BT THER e 20 AN B[ (U)] = 0 HUskg. X BXS
FAA TR A IR AMRRE T LRI et L A M 3, i r] DL A O R R . s ) 2
AN L AN 2 SRR RO RN o S A5 1 B SR O 2 RO . WL SR, BT 2
P )5 A WLE RS St R NEA D s R TR

4 EEEBEFDRmEH SFITIIRE

X EEHEIE, Boerlijst 55T 1997 IS 1 — M) LL&xS RO a3 55 T 1640 P M3 R 2
(B AT B AE I RIS, HH T IR PR e ik () 1 o 2T (equal to), ZIRME AR NI M7 4% SEms. 5 — I
an $5E 0 S BE B Press A Dyson fE 2012 SE3&H . AR IIAFAE — PP SR 0E, v LLER T T Hh 4 5 DA F
(R 2 i /2 — AN R G R A M PR IX S iy 24 A FAT A . 1X— R I | AR A SR
FEHIRE JTINR, RS2 7.
4.1 FTHARE LI

T FE A B AIAE G 55 %6 B 5 [N Ak R 858 P it 98 AT 51 SR, R I 2 5 AR KA e 2 A o B
JIEEDIM R, RN B/R T REER N E G INER SR PRI R, BT ISR A =
{CC,CD,DC, DD}, RUAE R REEFPIRE . BiES SHZENMANIME X MY 2 5likdE—Hid
1250 p = (pcc, pep,poc,pop) M q = (qcc, acp, apc, app), IAZ IR AT REER HEAR R Ny

cc CD DC DD
CC ( pccgcc pcc(l—qcc

M = (6)

DC | ppcacp ppc(l—qcp
DD \pppapp ppp(l—app

MAME X Y REUOAS RS TRMET, % /R AT KRR AT, MERFERIERE M A XN T REE
1 ME—ERHER & v (B oM = v). B ZFHEREH N340 v = (veo,vep,vpe, vop) Ja, Al
E1R2IJG 75 fe E E R R R ZR 85 R 3 0 A, H Sx = (R, S, T, P) M1 Sy = (R, T, S, P) 73ll#&
MR X Y Bfias A&, XSRS 3 008 E[Ux] = v - Sx M E[Uy] =v - Sy.

( ) ) ( )

CD | pcpgpc  pep(l —qpe) (1 —pep)gpe (1 —pep)(l —qpe
( ) ) ( )
( ) ( ) ( )
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DAFE )R 2 Bkl S B4R P 0 A o RIS BRI S, SRIMAER 2500 v MR
KR E B, Press Al Dyson $&H | —F AT I 775, A F7 EitE-F5 504 o A8 A] DS 34
PRI IAN RS . X PP 12 R ILFAT 51 SRS 1 OB FRAT D AT PR 4.

WM =M-I%

vM' = 0. (7)

R4 L2, P v 2 MR TREE 0 KA FURRHE R &, B det(M) = 0. S56 50K
1] (Cramer’s rule), 153
Adj(M') M = det(M')I = 0, (8)

b, det(M') FonHEFE M AT Adj(MY) RonFERE MY IOHERERERE; T A1 0 73 A9t R4k
AL A R AERE. X (7) 5 (8), WTBLKIL v %5 Adj(M') BIRE— AT # L. ANk —fK
P, BAMRBE v 9 Adj(M') BIEE 447, M TEERRAE f = (f1, fo, f3. /1) eRPDY A

v f= (M{A’ M£,47 Mé,4’M11,4) - f. (9)

BAE, M ; Fm M50 AT G SRR MRECR TR, 53R (0) SRRBATAIR IO AR 1 915
MBI 2 ZIFNEE 3 51, 743

—1+pccqcc —1+pcc —1+qcc f

v f—det| PopIC —l+pcp  apc  f2 . (10)

PpCqdcD pecp  —l4+qep fs

PDDYDD PDD gpp  fa

2 D(p,q, f) £v-f. MEX MY BRI RN

v'SX :D(p7anX)
v-1 D(p,q,1) ’
v- Sy _D(p7anY)
v-1  D(p,q1)’

Hp, 1 BT TEREN 1 NFE; S RERERR o IO AR (1) WAME X A1
Y s 2R T e AT R B Sx A Sy, BIMAERISET E(Ux) M E(Uy) K2tttz A mT A
i AT 91 AT U

E(Ux) =

(11)
E(Uy) =

D(p,q,aSx + BSy + 1)
D(p,q,1)

VERF], R (10) FAFIII D(p.q. ) K 2 RS AlAME X Yot 48 3 e R M5 2 HAME v
st 3T pRe = (1,1,0,0) NI STHEMS (repeat) 7). 4 f = aSy + ASy +~1 I, WIREAME X Mk
Y SREUHEN pRe + aSx + BSy + 11, D(p. q. f) KI5 2 FUSKE 3 S E LT BUG —1, L7 H1 R
NE, 5 h

aE(Ux) + BE(Uy) + v = (12)

aE(Ux) + BE(Uy) +~v = 0. (13)

BN D(p, q, f) = 0 B, Press A1 Dyson fH#:REIX SN A 44 N FAT 51 2UHE.
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EX2 (BATH KRS LS ELINEREEZEF,
p=p " +aSx + Sy +71 (14)

SIS AR O AT H s, Horh, S M1 Sy FoRMA X M Y BIIER A& pRer = (1,1,0,0) FoR
RN,

RMMEBMEATHI RN p, FFEATHIR D(p, q, f) #NZE, Wi f XL HERERE (R
(12) 5 /i) A%, TRAW T e,

EE3 MR —MMERIEATHIAEE p = piP + aSx + BSy +~1, H4 B R LU 5 T H 8
KIS E(Ux) FIFRK IR G E(Uy) 200 N 8K #:

a]E(Ux) +BE(Uy) 4+~ =0. (15)

ERERIIR, g p IR NICER paya, AR BEER, KL ARG R4 S X TH] [0, 1] PN.
TPELT FAT I S AR BENS SEIL I ZR M R % AR PRI 5t AMARTEEA AT 51 205K
BE B SRR (R g = 0) B,

4.2 JLEBEAFEMFITIIN R

FATHN NG — 2K — DS, BAE— LI RN 38 EFAMRIN T — AN, BRIt
M—ANEHE. LSRR ESINENT SR, A—R N — D02 56wk b, F47 5 50 1 B B
4 FEHy 3, MR 3 AL IS o, B, I EALX e 4, AN AT DU a i in A [7] 5 7Y (1)
Ltk R R 02 AN RAR N AT 7 NS, QO RE T8 5E0E, MU/E AN (extortionate ZD
strategy) FIRIBESHMS (generous ZD strategy).

S5 BRI Boerlijst 5 29 K. %t TAERIMAT v (P < w < R) ME—LET a
(0<a<1/max{T —u,u—S}), REME X KK p i/

%
Wi

pcc =1—(R—-wu)a, pcp =1~ (T —u)a, ppc = (u—S)a, ppp = (u— P)a,

TN Y IR R e, G2 B e u. S5 HE, Press Al Dyson KB HE o =0 Al
B # 0, M a8 S m] UL Rt P IR [ —y /8. HEAMR X RIS 4% Hems

p=p P+ BSy + 11,

ME Y IR TVEIRII G — /8 WfriE (B 1(b)). (HAEEMR, BAREHIE X AT DL 5 T ok
SEREHIE Y MG, ERETEEMLE Y RodkeT X B Ml =R, SME Y SRECR [F) 3
WS, MA X HYas e ANEL BRI, ISR Y I E SR M X ], e LS A
LR St X, SRR A EE, AT X A ANBET 2 il i ok (R A

RV SRS /2 Press A1 Dyson $H (—Fh i 028 A0 AT 51 U3 ME P01 7ETHE 1K 2 sl 2 N FE
IR b, SRRV S B A A S B IR AT L TR m s (B 1(c). 2 a= 0,8 = —dx,7 =
o(x — 1)O, FATHIAFME AT LA LR T=

p=p P+ ¢[(Sx — O1) — x(Sy — O1)], (16)
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@ o) s e
= >~ >~ >
b 2 s =l
z R =R =R =R
s s | — | % :
& = b= b=
=P op 5P ES3
~ g8 & ~

S S S S

S P R T S P R T S P R T S P R T
Payoff of individual X Payoff of individual X Payoff of individual X Payoff of individual X

1 (MERFE) JLETIT R
Figure 1 (Color online) Examples of zero-determinant strategies. (a) WSLS; (b) equalizer; (c) extortionate ZD strategy;
(d) generous ZD strategy

Hr, O F x 73 AR EEAE RS (baseline payoff) Al VE R (extortion factor). 5 0 =P H x > 1
I, AT A4S B R VR SNSRI

p=p"P +¢[(Sxy — P1) — x(Sy — P1)]. (17)
MRIEEH 3, UMK X fF B Ve SRS T, B n] DU inZk 4 5% &
E(Ux) — P = x(E(Uy) — P). (18)

WER T+ S > 2P (R ZEINGE N B S 50 B 2 2 A5, B EXAT MG E] E(Uy) > P XEDN
x > 1, AME X R E T PR SR K TAME Y ke s T P ORIES, BRI X SRAG I
M2 TAME Y SRR, X2 “RUE dr X SRR R . Alr 2, mRAME Y R
FRCVESREE, A T0i = BIRE RE v s, M X MY B as 0K 2 A B Riiees P
XA W] 2RI VR SRR MR AL T — AN 5 B O SIS A [F) S AL B AR TR s, e B “T) 4  1)
PR, MAIRIF IS ek HARAFAE. G 34— R TATH A —— IRME SRR RE M 38k G X - L
HHI.

52 %] Press Al Dyson F)Ja & 139, Stewart A1 Plotkin 7E 24T 51 ZCHHE &K PRI ZE R T IBME SR
w901 FOE N

p=p P+ ¢[(Sx — R1) — x(Sy — R1)]. (19)
K F IRARE S W 1 MR BEAE B A F= 1 e & 3 /2
E(Ux) - R=x(E(Uy) — R). (20)

SV SRS AR, RME RIS FE R EAEUL S O = R, SRAIZ NS B9 AN FEACC a8 AR EL TS B0 5 1
PR, TIRMAE SRR R MFHEL. R, ZERKIHER R x > 1. BT T+5<2R (M
HAERWRE MR T-EE S BB B MR ), B (20) 7115 E(Uy) < R, IR AR SRS
IR B SRAF LU T A i as (B 1(d)). (HRSME Y KIS ISR I, MR ER 1S
FIUSCRR I R. T2 AR SRS 7E [R] A A v S BE G TRAT ALy RO YA 2.

K15 TR URARIRAT AR SRR — DL I s R Ml s R R . BT H
FEANA X[ E R — R BRI AT 5 G, MR Y BENLURIC A — DR 1258, 1R X IIE,
K 1(a) FEIAME X R ANEBAL TR IUAE R 1A AR AT 51 2N o B AR SIS (win-stay
lose-shift, WSLS, p = (1,0,0,1)) 31 gbif, M& X Blad 54K Y GRS B R = A X k. K

632



FEB FEERE B3 % 4

1(b) AME X REUIHETEEHNE p = (0.8,0.4,0.4,0.2), ME Y (U HEE 2 A (R+P)/2 Kl 1(c) H
Mk X FRBGVESM p = (0.8,0.1,0.6,0), Mk X MY U2 E(Uyx) — P = 2(E(Uy) — P).

1(d) MR X REUEEESE IS p = (1,0.3,0.8,0.2), PIANAMA IR 253 2 IE(UX) R = 2(E(Uy) — R).
B B US 5 A B AN Axelrod THENLERFRSE D490 fREF—8 T =5, R=3,P=1,5=0.

B 7 ¥ A SN VR A AR SRS LAAL, TETE S5 R A DN R R rh, 35 4 (1 DU IR F S (tit-
for-tat) 97 & —FpEAT HI X 5EmE 198), R, Sad UL S O TR IR E x = 1, SRELLUF IR F
S AN R IRAF RN F— R AILES (“the white sheep of the family” ), DL I 750G f& 525
o VE SR HH PR — N AU R SRS ). AT IR — KRR I S RO A SF SRS (fair strategy). T 5 —R I
AT ISR, A 1) SRS TR SR g bty AT B . L Te A A YE NS (always cooperate,
ALIC) MTCLKAFE HRNE (always defect, ALID) fETC 75 ¥ BB AL M IR h o] I B R L 7t B FAT
1| TSR 18] TG %A G A M — P s b s R PR IR SRS s TG 2% i S s U — bl 2 Bl e K
T VE TR

4.3 FTHINRBHPEFEL

Press Al Dyson 7675954 S IR GEIR iirh 2 L0 B 47 91X e o R 0 7 — A BLAF Sty
B, ANATBE— A G T B 0 R WA 2 478 1) 9 I 2R SR A FL A SR AR B A R e A AR

e 2 425 1) SRS AT 55 6 B AR DN DR IR St B i s 1 O R R 2R R R oh ) Akin B — 2B
1AL SRS A1 53 A7 Z [R) ARV AR OC R B T B A 101,

EIE4 (Akin) XTFEEMZE Gr = {A1, ..., A u, ... un; e}, TREEANAE LG BT LLE S
478 ¢ 1 D HEZRHAT LT 2% (A A = {C, D} H c(t) = 1), Ba—Ha 25Kk p S8R
KI5 A v ZAMFAEIN R K &

v (p—p"P) =0, (21)
Hrr, v Oy p 5IHANS FIR AR T2 o0 A pRep Jy B R RS

WEAEH 4 W2, Akin NS Press Al Dyson —FEH MR LR AR B ) AR 20, T 20
VEZAE MR AR SEIE FOTE 2R (- 25 0 A R SZIC R, JF I8 AR PR SRR B . 31X — R W 77 72 58 I 7
i, WHEE ST B EE 2 NI AT IR,

P 4, v IEMI G 5550 2 2 N 48 o A7 A8 AT 51 SR 2735991 b AN 4, Y2 4%
il W& I N

p=p""+¢ |58 > w;S;+(1—s)1]|, (22)
J#i
S, S, MK i TR s vy, Lo HTBLES NS 3, w, = 1 BB AR, T
FAT HN ARG R @ BERS [ 2 S 1SR 0 A B A A A Whc 2 s A2

—1) =Y wEU;) -1, (23)

i#i
Forp 1 AR BRSO I SR AT AR IR AT 51 2SR, NIRRT 3 1. Ak, s
B> ﬁﬁJiﬁﬁﬁ%E’JﬁK A1 g SR U 5 s 1) AR PRI WAL 5 A AN ISP 3 (B R w) 5 I

1) On “iterated prisoner’s dilemma contains strategies that dominate any evolutionary opponent”. https://www.edge.
org/conversation/william_h_press-freeman_dyson-on-iterated- prisoners-dilemma-contains-strategies-that. Accessed: 2022-
06-21.
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i T B B HIRERN 5. K6 3 wiB(U;) MO —DEEAR, s A1 1 7350530 (16) H i x A1 O AT
Bz, Bt 1 = O Fon b ikllat, x = 1/s FRomiE R /IR ER L N MR, FIFEAF LR 5%
s ROV SRS AN R ME S . (R (56 P 2247 21 S 1 AN AS RE42 1l B — AN W, 10 R RE X 2
MR S R B AR A A IO BT IR A4, BEE 2 NSRS 5 IR NS,
FAT H A SRS AE — T2 SR 2 (8] rh R o B AN T8/ 3K 8 U B FE N0 (1 2 v, bode gt
Tl as P

R ZR LB E R 6 (0 < 6 < 1) RART, B 4 Pt (21) &N

v (0p — pP) = —(1 - 8)po,

H, po oS R A EIBER. ARG £, thi 47510 R R

p=p"P+¢ |8 — > w;S;+(1—s)1| —(1—)pol.
JFi

1E 0 R /NT 1 R, DUFIE A SR AN T2 AT 51 s 280, JF B, IXREIE 28 o A2 E HoAth
(RIS, Rk FORP R B SRR 2230 R IAEAT B B2 ide £ 7% () fi 5 e 2 100 101 | ANfAAZ
BAT S B SR 101 R BRI 6] DL i 22 (55, 102~104] (o o A e 2 ot A7 7 B AL 2 2 1)
LRV RIS

X R R E M EE Y G, Tan 45 BO RN HALY T 501 40 R AL MR LR RE AR
I, AAEE AT 51 2SR

FEH5 (Wt h R HIAAAENE) W TEEMIE Gr = (A1, A, .. unsc}, BB n =2 H
A; = {a}, a?}. FATHIAHHE R AE DL R0 L A7 LE:

(1) AR R A, R E F AT IEIRES, B c(t) = 1,V

(2) F—HeZE DL E MR 6 € (0,1) KA, Bl c(t) =6 (0 < 6 < 1),Vt.

Mon=2 K, EH 5 ETH 4 Wik, WHETH AR AN EE T K o) hE. RE
MR AT S LR ECE TR IEE MR 0 (0 <0 < 1) RAER, AFERTHIR SN, XhTF
REAT ) AT E T VL

4.4 F175IRIEAIFH]

TE 4.3 NIRRT TR B PR, AN RE— 2B A g ] i — A — M SRR 2 S
FATH GRS, Ak, B ETI AL PR (ruling vector) HIMES.

EX3 (ARAE) WNFEREMEE Gr = {Ar,..., Apug, ..., ups ), RN HE » BAME 0 11
HE P, kg, Hov-r =0, MARFE » A—DARFE. XH, v N P, 5 HAREI IR 45 R 0
P oA

LR R FREATHIACER ) R &, REH, SR EENERE T, p — pRer AERATS
ORME p AR A&, 75 N —FIEZRUMR 6 (0 <0 < 1) RAEMELEIEP, op — piP + (1 - §)pol
WEATHIR M p LR HTF— R TS Gr = {Av,.... Aviur,..., unsc) RIZEHS P, Tan
5 136 40 R RN

(1) AZEEERATRIRIES (c(t) = 1,V1), FE p,, —p? LRI
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(2) ST MELAE M 6 € (0,1) RAM (c(t) = 6,90), F1E: dp,; — o + (1 — O or1
APACE ‘

Ht, p,y FoRWIE Gr PN P KTATE) al W5y (RIASACTE & —FhmT RE (0 2R 45 51 R R EK
73 of HIRERFTRI BRI E); pi P FOR BN PR RTATE) of K958, (2SI s
SRS R R, p, ) BRI SR BRI of BB, TR, AT
A LUE R AT SIS, —ANSENg P A AT R Sl ue Ak — DN TE RN 2R ) & i3 AR S0
IRIE AN EReis S ], )R A RS2 Q0o n) . T2 TR SR R T 2 2E il — AN B 1 I,
R AT 25 0], AT LA — A — 2D 10 10 SR A2 75 S AT 41 2SR s 136,

EE6 (FATH ARG A) AR EE I Gr th, — D BdILHNg P yFATHI NS
e AT

span{S1,...,8S,, 1} Nspan{ry,...,r,}+ # 0, (24)

Jeot, S M i VAR VR, vy R SNE P ORTLLRER RS § AR span{ ) A - AERIOT
;0 Fon .
T A BRI P, AR (24) BOL, WAERR o = (a1, an, ), AEHETTFA

(Sl,...,Sn,l)OéT = (Tl,...,Tm)(yl,...,ym)T

JROZ. B KR o, PTG RISEES P RES IS M R R RIS 7 —TJ7 1, @ B 6 ] LUK
TR It 0 SN B MO0 RIS, Dith, FEMROT AR EE R St T R, R E o
TENEFIE, ML v ENHERMBERMNE. 52 T v J5, RIAREERIEX, 7T S 2005 %
175 RS, PRSI HHE S I AR T Akin UERHEHE 4 BEEEIHEAT. $4M Press A Dyson M/E 2%,
Cheng & (1051061 Ju| Fij =5 SR 7V BLIR4A H T RE 6 S ELAA IR 6 M G A 11 S T 2 2071,

4.5 FITHIXRMAELEE

AN AT H RIS AE AP P AR . I8 M AT 21 R AL R I, AT LA
T FR 1] R

(1) A7 51 X RBEX FRCa 12 ] SRS 15 v] LAE AR S V2 A7 AE?

(2) FATHN A ERBEX FAE ) AMEAT N A 52 ?

(3) fra Rz sgm | FAT 5 A KBS s

TERHS 7 B A N AR R R A, — AN 1Y, 38 SRS & B KA A 55 SR R VE SRS TR AN 28 LI
FIE PR TR EE. IO, FUIGH RSN T — A A5 ZE (ultimatum game): SRR VE FEHE ()
AMAENFR I (proposer), FHoXTTF- N EIN 2 (responder), YR VEE IR VEAT AR R R, 4 X T £
RPTRRVE AN (B4R 4 AN A AP 3R ), B4 P NE 2 3RAHR A U s A, 2Rt Fik 48w
TR VE SR WS (RP4Z24210), 04 M/ N ISC ot #8238 o, R 303 (R UAg & B vy

£ Press fil Dyson [ TAEH, A 132 _F & DA a8 e KA 9 B R 0 0 8 SR B ) AMAFR A <tk b A
& (evolutionary players). 45 [&] & ¥ VE HEHE 22 FLIN, IXEEAMART] DL H O 1) SIS HEAT 1% SL 40 301
W, TSRS B OGRS B AN BT, AN, Press Al Dyson R B, X PR % T I
AJe FAERIEAL, TEARATRIRI 72 rR A H BN S (1 [ SR 16 4% B0 B )5, Sigmund A1 Nowak #—5 45
H ARSI A A N Z TR ILR, & EFREE R 215 Press 1 Dyson [ “iR4b” AMAFTE&
PIREAS 2 AL, T A I N
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1 2 4 9
@ —>—>—>—>—>—>—>(b) —>—’—’—’—’—’—’(C) —>—>—>—>—>—>—>(d) > > 5> 5> 5> 5> >
> > > > > > > e > > 5> > > > > > > > > > >
> > > > 5> > >
> = > > > > > > > > > > > —> > > > > > > >
> > > > > > 3 3
> > > > > 5> > =] .
=20 S e e c e TEECE e 2 LTS T TY
TSy Rl PSS e R S s
— — <« N 2F NOIZ -
or <« - -
L \V 6.5
0 0.5 0 1.2 0 2.5 0 6
Baseline payoff, O Baseline payoff, O Baseline payoff, O Baseline payoff, O
2 (MERFE) TN ERARUNZF
Figure 2 (Color online) Evolutionary dynamics of zero-determinant strategies. (a) n = 2; (b) n = 3; (¢) n = 5;

(d)n=10

BT IXFERIZE R, R4 T IR AR — X — 28 T A BT [l 95 B (1) VE SR 2 15 PE R E AR s A T F2
WA DAL F AN M, 384011 Je T 0 1 3107 48 SR RV SRS AL R . 7EJCBR AN, Adami
4 1108 SIF B 77 3K B A SR A A A AR S, R D ok B 2 A SR W A EL R AR AL A A e T IR RO
W 5 o B 72 SRS R SR IS 5 . Noordman %5 109 gE—3P il 71X —45i8. HIFR, 7246 BRAHEH,
Hilbe %5 B4 I A BB 5 /N, RV SRS A RT DAHRARI A SR mE (1 NAR FEAE R |2 A7
TE; AR AR KR, R VE SRS T VAT R R R e A7 AE, (ER B A VR 1A H 0 AT DAAES 21 (i AR 1R B
F —— B 7 RCVESRIS, SCREG 1 10 B8 70 SR ms mT DU Ik \ A2 i VE S5 066 17 B0 78 I 2% R T R R I B
A PRI .

PSR AR, TR AR | VR S 6 D AR R M AR T DAA R A BRI T, 76— X — 22 B3RS
S I ES, IS AR T B TE R B, TR, TR T ROVE SR — N B O AR
W, — QAT SCHTIR, 2RI VE SRS AR B A (R 28 2 i), B AT TR LA A S 2 #0Ks o R i 2, B
M HRAET P L, WA GBS T (green beards) XAEAIIRBIHLAH] 108 (K35 G 1AMk
SR AT Ry A SR 1M, GRS AT NMRIEAR ), BRAEEATEE AR BN ARE, 75
g VE SR 5 RIS A HL R VE R 2 S ECEATRE F ARG BEETR. 155 R vVE SR A T R 11 DARE S i 72
S RIZSHATI RN, g SR B GES. ER R, X PG BT MRS B A AE B AR 22 R X T
LS, Stewart A Plotkin & BUBEEREEE LA/ (1 < x < (2N +1)/(N + 1)) FIEBESRRS 2 — 2k
S 190,

TESHT AT ST, Chen 45 351 B8N AT M 23 A7 7 2152 A 6 S 1 25 oh 47 ) 2SR s R0 AL R P, O
A T 24T 5 SRS T DATERRRE R ) 2 AR A AT 8 il i & B Bl )72 (adaptive dynamics)
WL T A TAT ) SRS R AR PE. BT MRS AT 41 R WG B, P 224 R SRR VR SR
W FRIAMAZE ik, B4 IR SR EUIHE MR SR s ) MR 2 . HA S8 () 247 91 SRS M AN B A6 Fh e o R i
(EAE. 2T P i A 2 A A SRS W e TR s S SR AE n. 4 1/s <n —2 B, Bl
P VE RG24 1/s > no— 2 B, FifF e DR E SR & 2 5% () 2). PTRARIN, B 2 51280 N EuE
T, THENE SR (R 5 | 4 (] 2 R R ) ORI RRVE SRS W S 4 (B 2 R R ) CRIEK.
X W B B IR T RV SR T AN A2 D SR W v A

T2 N3 o 5 T AR UL s VE SRS R IRARE S 20 331l 5 BT — 2D 102 g I3 AL 5% 4 . Chen
5 35 I, MR VE WS AR SRR 23 ) 5 BT — P C A2 SR SE A, AR — NI FYE Ny, SR
BN > Ny I, AR SEmE AT DU A A S FNAR; BAFAE S — NI FHE Noy 25 N > N, I, HRI%
P SRR S N AR LA SR . 752 5 NECE 2 (T8 ZRrh BE S s HEAH AR R N A2 S Ath SR s 1)
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g5 XRIEMEE IR ABIIIE L, 5 FE Ny A Ny AW, mvE SRS Re g A T AL i 2 1
5 TS S SE/NERRRE AT BE 22 [ 22 5 25 00 R VR SIS (R Je 4. IR 5 L B 1) = i R A R
BB KRR, 55 RIS TSR AU 2 O SE MK £ 2 58 S 2 I RgE, IR S 2 B E L
1 70 5 0 ) SRS PR SR, T RV SR PT DA IR I RV S 22 00 35, TR iV SR B 5 S AE A o (5 4.

EAP, Chen &5 B9 IR HE T — AN 5 i 2 PRI R 31 R VE Z B x AT H SRR TR AL R
SN O IRME SN R UL, VR R A x BAAR IR AR B, SRR TRk SR F) DA L 5 et 2R Kl K
BN MRMERE BE B R Chen 2575 L IHENEE 28 Ko /)~ Fr) THEABE SR es ANt VA% EARBK I RV SO A8 7 2 A0 R
. XSRS EH M.

4.6 TEREE

Z2 4.5 NI <HE” AMARITERAE, Press A1 Dyson I TAE A G 82 IR 5T L-F- 6 — Bl Sh b AR
TR [P 2 R R VE SRS, B Ak P T T 3 8 B ) SRS AT X 77 ke WA 2 ) BRI % 1, A
11173 3R 2 e AL H . SRR SE b, o 70 O RIENAEAE S TEE BT T AP RIE R, MR
5 T AT B R ol 3 S s R, BL Milinski 55 1OV -9 ABLAZ FLSE50 9], it SLR
WU VRS I, NSRBI K SRR IBIFAREL. — ANIBR AT AR AT DL B 480 5 1 AR TR sk
A TEZE T AR, AT A8 RV SRS TR IR i R VR H .

i, EREIE (16) , FAT A 1 B AU T 2l s O, RtV R H x AT
H—H T ¢ X 3 ANSHL, @32 BaSFEFE 812, 78 N AE R 0 BT 7o, K& TAE#UTH 1
Axelrod THEHUHRFRTE YRR AR, B

C D

c(3 0
D<5 1). )

B, REREWE T > R > P> S M T+5 < 2R R ANEL IR ] LBy EH L INGER ST, A
RIS 0T [F) I R B AR AE S PP & PR MR AR B — AN BRI 7t 2 LN AE N B b 7+ S (&
TESE B MR AN A 2P (L BRI AT) KRR R: T+ S > 2P Forntk &0 e
%, M T+ S < 2P Fontbaxd i v D0 Rk, Weas Al (XM AR AT RER B T 1 R A5 7 i
Pt AR AN E v ) fnfey S 24T 41 M IS R % R KR BE 7, e R T MU R L
JRY T AL TEE B 1A [

BT XTI B&, Chen A1 Fu 12 7R 8 (W 5 bk — D48 R 1 Ve SR B 1 A AN AR € LA
AN S . X BRI E A T R ARV SO ORI R, R BT E AT 5K
W ) — X — 22 HL.

Chen A1 Fu 1 S5 4B 7341 1 Z 47 51 SR AL W ot 228 A AR VR X 207 T AT 28, DA Ry &tk
W2 BIZH O, x AR AERE sz, 2 FAT FI AR 3 DS Heh, BN O WE 1 A R
WEFEEE: O AT LLEREIIE A TAH B AU RS P R ELAAE RIS R 2 0] (&P o ), SEHE
FITRIERR EERE A O RUMERIZMN BT, RVEREL x #E—2PRom 1 S HORIHIAREE: x MK, FA781 305K
W R0 T SR 2 o A AL 2 R B i Wi i BRI S B 2R g U s S R 45 ) T R — LB ¢
MG, ERERNZ, 50 ¢ M EF T4 S — 2P TS T e. XA 24l 2008 1) [N B R e 0 ot
I 2R, A NBF SO 1 #2047 51 USRS R VE RE IR — A B R

IR 43 5T WAe 2 42 1) AR FF 5 BT A T ) 76 (U ekt A 4 2 75 30045 BUK 7 B v RO WAL 25
TASE, BA) AFEE, Chen Al Fu K AT S XIS EVEX FRIBE TN — Ak 3 #E R O 1)
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HESRER, HOE SR O B S U AR T R (MEER ) SR B R EERE )T X EUE T E BN
SIATANELER, Wn] DAL SR e A T k45l S8 SE s, ] DLW SR R R VE R 0 e
ZH| T+ S —2P RS0 AT, X —ME2E O M RMIEK, —H o Bt P, #1741
MG A AT e 2R 206 Ho T (0 S EC . bR kU RS, TR AR a8 6 ZR IR0 2 il B T e 26 T I
EMVER: 2 T+ S > 2P I, BATH| ARG IR H @G IR T O 42 T (concave), BI
ffi7E O > P WSS R, 2R ART T RECRFFSCECHLAL; T2 T+ S < 2P I, 22 T 1™ (convex),
AR P < O < R WIIEOLS, 1 SRISHS 5 A A] Re 2 25 3o Ar (HEZR TR WoCHR [112]) IO 1), %y
S, X T ROVESES (B) O = P FIERATHIAGRNS), WK T+ S > 2P, mvES Sn] DL EvEXS T,
HRM T+ S < 2P, G REZX 50 (FERUVERE I HIMEEE SO, mOVERIh I a set: R — 2 —).

J14h, Chen Fl Fu iEE R, ¢ 1EA— MR SE, B RA BRI H S0 /U, 20
ATLMERN— R “EARWMT f2m 200515 B HEE W A . ARTE TS, AT 5 S s ol DL PR
ANERERAT AR L8 (3K (11)), BHSER — AN KT RVERE y MH— T ¢ FAEEREL. Chen
A Fu E TiZINEIREE ¢ SUHARME, (AT x E0AT DA AR I s v, Hopch, BRI N x
(10 FPLUGE R K. X — 45 SRgE— 20 U B AT 91 SRRt mT DA T T U R S AL R DART R
BRNZHE ¢ (HEEJEH ¢ ¥R T ] LS I X [8] 32 FHE), A A58 i 23 B oo B 58 A ).

TEFS; TR T AT A ARG 1) FIR R IRYEZ 5, — A B AR i) 2 10—k Pl e it A xof
S AR R LLRVERT TSRS, MARRR T R Ak, & 5 A HAt ik £ R 2R X007 #n] DAk 4%
BRSBTS BE AT I, — N R AR R SRR AR, £ 5 e, —
ANEVEE A AN > R VE R Ty Ak E A EOH A, AR SE I A oA H AR R,
W VE REL x 1B AR R R B L AN T 1) AP EEIR IS A, 4 x — 1B, 2RO W s AR
2 RRVESRES H Ca NN TR, 7E Press A1 Dyson () TAEH, AT B i /2 247 51 X S [ 5 1
X F5fmg 3467, Chen F1 Fu i 16 52 iz, BIRAT RSN “HEAL Mo T 560 & 2, &
T — PR — AL N . LE TN X SR M IS, AFART R VE S R 23 32 B A FRAICI 20 TR — s VERE
PRy, SAEEUS Ak D . DRI AS 2P S35 23 B Ok R e W R VE AR 5 7 A IRVE AT (backfire). BT EAT]
AT R VE W 1R, 3% SRS A AR N AN i SEBE (unbending strategy).

BRI, NERIETHRE (1) M ¢ MBI, Bl oU/0¢ = 0; (2) {4 mVE SRBS 1Y
WaibiE x M3 KD, Bl oU/ox < 0. RIWIXF A, Chen F1 Fu KT WURANJEKNE q =
lacc,acp,apc,app] (3 g KIS DT EREPLRKRZNE 1). BB hp=T-R-P+5—(T+S5—
2P)gcc + (R — P)(qep + gpe))/ (2R — T — S), XM R PRI K RN 44, Bt D A Heng
BETHEWLE P <0 < RWETHIAXER. 5158, B KB RFET T+ S < 2P WHEHT, Mg
X7 REAS BN I RS N R (FEPIE A R B SL R, By = 1); C RIS EaE e
HeE (willing) [1,1,1,0] 131 x6hF IR E RIS [1 — 6,1 — 6,1 —6,¢] (6 — 0, — 0), HZEWTTRE
AR PR KRS LRET R (BUEEAEARERIEAT, B x — 1).

I AN Jeth SR T RSP A SR~ () ] LIS 225K 3488 0U /0 < 0 SRAtiR (K] 3). Feoplih, T+ 5 —
2P [FF 5 TRE T S A JUTAR. KT A JR5RmE, 25 T+ S > 2P i, —NEBIE 72 PSO
W HE S (PSO gambler) [1,0.522,0,0.121], &2 —4ME B & [N AE 55 i iR 7 B SRR A 75 31 1) 5K
W 4 T+ S < 2P B, 3544 10 i B a0 73 SO L 28 0 — AN AT DT WGl VE SR W TR A Jee SR (3308 43U 2
i T TR AN i S LB 3(b) B RZ X)), xR LM 2 O i K T1E5T P A 3R
W&, AEAFVE R, SR mE 2 (8] i34 P 1 B T Rk = L il 3(c) Fios, =M% ADE AR
O =P H x> 1 WEdERIgE, WL BCDE AEEMHTHHKIEE, D Kb P A Rs /L
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Table 1 Four classes of unbending strategies

Class Expression Class Expression
A gcc =1and gpc =0 B gcp =qpc =0
C gcc =4qcp = 4pc D app = hp(gcc,q9cp,qpC)
(© (d)
a) 10 — 0= (b) P
@ ok, Y Wik - 9., ADE:0-P ADB:0-P
7 ? ADF-O=P+e ‘1.0 ADF-0=P+e ‘10
08 08 G
c ~0.8 B -0.8
0.6 0.6 “ B 0.6 -0.6
3 s \ 04 X 4 04
= & \ =
0.4 0.4 \ ~0.2 02
b \ £ 00 D9
02 N 02 \ B a0 498
__,’;;WPSO gar‘nbler memI\“\ \\\ 0.0 05 - ‘0?40‘? 0.0 05 - ;0t40’§
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3 (MBRFE) TEREEJLA=(E
Figure 3 (Color online) Geometric space of unbending strategies. (a) Class A, (R, S,T,P) = (3,0,5,1), PSO gambler
meml, p = (1,0.5217,0,0.1205); (b) Class A, (R, S,T, P) = (1,—-3,2,0); (c) Class D, (R, S,T, P) = (3,0,5,1); (d) Class D,
(R,S,T,P) =(1,-3,2,0)

AP Z 8], RIS DL ST AR FE. e4h, =M ACD 183 O = R MBI SRIE4E, =AM ABD 1R
FO=(T+295)/2 ETHIAEIRE. 24 T+ S < 2P (K 3(d)) B, S AR A=K ABD (Rik
VESNG) F=FJE BCD (525 5KmE) 2 i) 1) X 3.

N T 0 BRARE TE AN R SRS AEHE S A RS A DT AT T AR 1) 51 2 EH, Chen A1 Fu i& M
PIAN A1 53 AT 1 A i SR AE TN BE — MR () AT 41 RIS I (. 0 T2 2 O = P+ EAT S
ASENE, K 3 P (BEHr), EATNANESEIE (2 0U/0¢ = 0 F1 U /ox < 0) M7 FAKIH Ik
WARER. TR TR 2T (donation game) TXAF—NFRR A DN AE R S5 175 5 R0 12 9 25 vh 2247 971 XS
B —NMREIRIR T —— IRBLSERE (reactive strategy, /& pcc = ppc,pep = ppp), Fe32 AN SHIE UK
BE NS 2] (adaptive learning) 45 R & & T A 1ER.

5 FEHLIEZE B s HI N4 B E] SR

R R R A B R T R AR RO AE R (Y. 3 LA, IR MARAT R B S T2
IRy (72, 1L WA~ US] - ASRI IR BRI . w, SRR OCER, PRI AL S M 6 bR BB B 2
BRI AEAS RS 2 R A T2 A PR 1R 2 P A7 AR SRR 4% T SRS W2 fRdlT, Liu AT W 1290 JIE B ZEIX A
P 188 2 o 0 A7 A A 7 428 1) SR

B FHBEAUEZE (stochastic game) SR ZI1 i 2 Bl i 8] A5 (b f 2842 1 2% (120 S5 8Nk X Al
Y Z 51 HE G INGER SR, BN T BEAL TN i A 7] ) DA 4 PR S5 1 2 o

C D C D
, C a —c , C a —C2
INAER 5 1 , [NAER 5% 2 : (26)
D\a+c 0 D \a+co 0

Hi, a,e1,c0 > 05 e A1 g FORINBERET 1 AAGERBE 2 A MACKRIGE AT MO RR. ASK— B,
BB 1 < co, BIINAEREE 1 (RSETS T INGERSE 2. AMARATINGERSE 1 382 NFERSE 2 th 48T it
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R AT RS AN A4 B R B AT B3 R kg . e INGERI B 4 (i e {1,2}) HA j (5 € {0,1,2}) DAMEiL
FEAE, WA T —RIuINFENSEL 1 BFIBERY f;. ERENLEZE S, MR SR A S B ME B 5k
WATENAE R, 15 HETHTAL I ZRIREHR. i€ p = (Payasi) (a1,a2 € {C, D},i € {1,2}) JAabT IN%E
W8 0 AR X IEFATE) a) ME Y IEFATE) ap IAME X T3S FRIBER. Lin M1 Wu AL

P = (pcc1,Pcp1,PDC1, PDD1, PCC2, PCD2, PDC2: PDD2)

= (14 fi2 — fu1 + ha, 1,0, fio — fi1 — ha, 1 + faz — for + ha, 1,0, foo — fo1 — ha)

AL A IS 2 2 R W (B FRAE 248 (welfare) ) FALT NFEREE 1 BIISTA] Q #ifily— Nk
KA:

(27)

Q+ hW =ah + fi1. (28)

Liu A1 Wu FRIX B AR R 6] S0 (welfare-time strategy). 24/ ™MA X SREGERIE E] SRIEH, =5
LRI MK T INAE R B 1 P B ] A S i 2 A R ) B R B, L B D 1 0 A B R UR R e 1Y
FF5 g, Lin A1 Wu iEB » BFEUEBERT DOAIE, Ber Loy f. R, Weas it (W) BEn] BLS AT I 4§
W 1 IEAE] (Q) TEAHSE, tHmT DL H A7 R OG. 3 3 BH RIS P /> 44 5 58 K I 1) Ak T PRI 858 458 /N R AL A TR
Bi 1, MIECRIEEATIR M AE K. T2, B TINGERSE 1 I E] el 32 oK, BASMAREERT Lk E
AT 2t B S 3G S ks> R, 5 25 5 R 2 A R A 0 SR AR R o ) S g ELIZk 2 2 1 R 2 b A
FHIE], A AR BIWC S AT WG RE [ 2N a, AT INGERSE 1 B 8] UGB [ N e, 53— 71,
Liu Al Wu f R I3 B 4 A7 A 2R U4y, AMA A AT DLEL 7 T i et 38 ] DAas il Ak T2 —
TR I (]

6 SES5RE

ASCN 4 ANTTTAA T AT RIS R 42 1 AT FCRE R a4 1 SR A P 2 e i At G &R
VA 5 2 ] SR D P 1) RIS 428 1) SRS (D JBAL AR . B S48 T SRR I v R s il e e —— &4
MG —— € X PR E A RE 4 T B R R b AR P B —— FAT RN, |
FEEAT AR AR DS R AAAEVE S AU AT AR E. a4l 1 REATL 5% rh AR AL 42 ) SR
AN B S . £E 5% P RENS L7 Tt WA 2 R — B AR SRR MR IIA 2 42 Al SRS (1)
IS FEKE, Press Al Dyson B0 LKz Akin 01 ANAR 734 55 FoAb ) 18 e 10 45 2Rt R ok - RS i 428 )
SRS T Tan 55 AACEAN AT B0 A1 5 23 H 7 Wig a2 ) S 2Ll 1 22 1), AT 443 280 B — BRI T 2 o i
i 2 1) MG (560, 3K Dy B K S e B A B 4 ) SRS ZIRFEHI AR BLBEE T 20 BT H Press M
Dyson $2 H %47 71 SRS LOK, 125 i 12 0] C 25 2 TR KR RE. (EZ 3R VF 2 J5 T ik iy
T,

FEAE I AU R AT T, H AR 2 800t 0 03 R i et P2 i D 2 k2 2 Skomes, gl o 122 2Xd )
NAELAE TR A S (I FULIR B Z. Chen Al Fu 1120 [ R IR B AN RO U i 42 A R X, 4
2P > T + S AN SRS T DALEROVE SRS TG iad iV K H . i R BRI s 2 s O FR R R &,
AT BB S XM L HH . Bl AR SRR AR T D2 R I RE B8 K A A IR W s 2 e AR 2 T 2
SRS 1571 ST R R 45 SR B E R R R ARE A RN, ST, BOR E AT CAUEN 1R s
AR ZMEE AU SRS A A7 ARV, JFITR TSRS I 3K, (BRI AR 3R RE St — BARThRE 141
¥, ARSI T AL i ZEEAT
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FERAZ KT, B AEr w853 125 ch Ul 2 1 AT 90 K 4 D LU AT 91 R SEms Jf3e ih— 25
TCAZ S, KRR, Press Al Dyson DR 1, fE S5 e B R INFER LA, RELZ 1042 S ms i) Ak
FETHIR — AL SR /RIS, R TSR T —AS— 012, Fis b, RS e s e
S B A E, ARCAZ I RO BB T M 2R etz K BE B AN, 73X — A B Tkt
— RS FE AR R A S KATAZ IO S, LR 2 B AT B SR E, FEAF B T — e M 45
i B9, R3t, JEAZ A B Rl AR AU AE SR ) B ST 1825 (“pure” repeated games, BIEZEA
PR — el R A 2020 L ME— 1015 R 2R ) ch T, 0 T R O, 102K B U S s
(IS Rtk — 51 e

FAh, B TZE AU Z, AN RS (PR 8 SRR . Hilbe 25 127) 42 HE i B 1 )7 20 AT A
R SR IR T T RS 0. Ho At B R o 2/ SR FR R B8 7 RO LR BT LA ) I 42 1) 2 A\ g e 4
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). AT S o R R B S 542 100 2l A 9 1 1 . Wb A, AT S N A7 76 % P AN 2
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Abstract In game theory, a single player usually cannot control the payoffs of all players in a game. An
exception is the equalizer strategy proposed at the end of the last century for prisoner’s dilemma, with which
a player can set their opponent’s payoff to be any designated value in a certain interval, regardless of which
strategy the opponent uses. This result was further generalized with the discovery of the zero-determinant (ZD)
strategies, which allow a player to unilaterally enforce a linear relationship between his own payoff and that of
the opponent. The question of how payoff control can be established has attracted significant attention from
computer scientists, control theorists, and evolutionary biologists, and many new results have been subsequently
derived. This paper discusses the latest advances in payoff control, enforcing either a linear or nonlinear relation
in one-shot or repeated games. In particular, we highlight the above question from four aspects: the concept
of payoff control, forms of payoff relation that can be established, strategies that can control payoffs, and the
evolutionary behavior of these strategies. We also provide an outlook on the directions for future research.

Keywords game theory, payoff control, zero-determinant strategy, evolutionary game theory, strategy design
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