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RE a1 LHE

Q@ FEAf A mE LTS

o K KT
o £ 4R

v kY it B AT

%8 H: R ERLME
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RR AT GAG R a8k H KT

=M T HIBIF: Myerson (1991, ch. 2, pp.37-42)

0 &% Nature KM, HLE 1 V405 9BERMEE K/ Ik, K2 LR EHILE] K
M, EAAE R T1E 8%, Fold 4%k, Raise Awhfieiz, Meet kg #k %, Pass #
MY, RZ AT, RAZL 6N WO LR THRE 1/2 105

X & o X K& wR %8 TRELFEWHE % 4/39 W



EC RN RLES S LS £ RFH
TREEEESTREEXER

o AI—AMPIF T AR fE A % %15 & (imperfect information) 4 & 5 X 1§ 7+
o RAERMEIA (outsider) 89 A &, FHEFHHITRURRSAT
o AEMA (insider) 89 A B A, R AENBEARET T A L (incomplete
information): #LK 1 REril & RAT LA 0%, LK 2 LR s KA AR, mEh
WA R T T RAH AL H
o E 1 EMI ik SAME, R R R MM R 2 R A T,
T aiE 3T REpGE, BPIRR 2 i A O AR EIER & E P9I — A4 6 E
o REAREWA: EALEHRATRALET AR, AALAd Nature MALHA
%, BEANSASE Rfii st FH XA R4, T EF AR AT 25E LT
o RMTUR ¥ B X AT &Mz & 5 R (REN) HBATLZLE &HEH
o NEAREY EWMATUALRT £ &5 EEE (W) k&

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %5/39M



FRAEE SR T AT
FREEENE X BHaflF
o [EAMAIF o, K 2 AME RN, LMEEBE 125 K ibAe ) e F AT 48
o WmRFUAFEK 1 EE AR, NHHBA

" 1b ‘: raise :’2.0 \‘: meet
| &G ' —@ 22

-11

o WHIE 1 RARZ fold, FRAE 2 #4F meet 9 RHRE 1 L £
o WwRRF 2K BEIE 1 WA KpAn [EFA T, LA BRE 14T

raise, ARAFEK 2 JnfT B E?
o —ATHARS: RE2MRE VRATEEET KM, Hilt raise, #LEA
A%, RARZEFHLTH A meet, ™A pass!
#6/39 M

% e KKRE %8 REEMRLWE



7 AAE AR K ahae b 2B 4mif

HEFIR: HZHISIA

o AR EWMAEY, AL EE A, R4, FHTHMH LY
T, SR LERALA KEY R
o “Uri At A Mg NIVARIE
Q K1 4ol KD IFAGHEE R 0.5
Q@ MK 14EIK 2 fill KD MEBER 05
o WRIMEK 1 i K 2 il KMOIBEFEZ 0999, AR 2K 1 T AHEB K 2 KIEE
T4 meet, MK 1 BPREL D], &5 LAk raise
o EFHI ALK 2 il KM ER 0999, K2 HARHTIRE 1 sl KIGeGHEE
£ 0.999
Q@ AR 14ERE2IERME 1 foi KM BER 0.5
o WmRHF14BHE2FEIREK 1 oill KMGIBEER 0999, A 25K 1 2 HBTIK 2
AAEBIE 1 — R R F 5| R A i£4F raise, #ILE 1 #£4F raise B, LK 2 — & pass
(R 1 el R 2 4 LR 14, VE=0,1,2,...

X% o KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH #7/39M



EP R ER N R S F iR

HEFIR: HSE5MR

o Harsanyi (1967, 1968a,b) & 45| N T A2 &1z &M HF ML, R TIREE R
ST i il j gl R G E A0 6915 &7 Bk R RRIX

e Aumann (1976) “Agree to Disagree” — L 4% #h 2 F] 4232 (common knowledge)
el bdr—mAtrEEI1={1,...,1}, —ANEHEMHRALERR, wE
Q HNSE5E 44t E
Q ENALEEAmEENSL5H il E
o (EARLEEA ) AR5 E4EE, k=0,1,2,...

£ 1 (Agree to Disagree? NO)

WRAAS5HNERME (prior) ME, FEESEFATEEHENEREE
(posterior) & £ [ £11R, T X 26 /5 50 48F = S0 AH 4

X &« KK e ak %8 RNEEE AR #8/39 M



EP R ER N R S F iR

Aumann H[E5NIR E B HERE

o Aumann £ : R KX EARREE—HK, MAXT—HRALR f iR F 14y
BRBELRIE, LA ZEHNAREZ LA ST £ R
o Aumann & M aIEH A &, HACAETRABMEL (BEZN) ES, £4
Bl iR 3% — HEA B AR AT ok
o —/MAIF: P1/P2 X T—# A hEd@sf Lay el EE4 p 2 [0,1] L4y
Qnt, BEa#RiT—kmH, pAAEHE@A LS REHE
o de RAAH R Snill § THAL FHIL R, WX FTF—k#mHERILEF/HEER
BEN A H 2/3,1/3
o B RAARLS AL BB IHRME, RIFAANGEBBMERN LR LR, WFH
ANFETF Tkt L@ L6 N5 E A AR 44 1/2
o ERBLEMIA, @K AWMMTIFNEL; MANELES, CRERWIR

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH #$9/39M



EP R ER N R S F iR

HEHIR, FAAER . HBHIR

o —/MEFRF, BRERJIRS, EANSEETRGEE, RAMALEL (private
information), izﬂi‘?ﬂ BIFPIE 1 AT KD
o £ A 47 (mutual knowledge): H/NAHG5H A% E, 12 R4nid j 4ol E, i
INgoil j Insmid | foid E
o BAEMAE: i KAMAR, pk5ﬁ N i foit j, k o 50 A A2 i R e
et k fed BN AE, B EAT kMBS KkDET G T
o MAZAAR ML LEM: 4F A NIRAR, (2dF A T foill KA RE RAROGSIF A, oo

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %10 / 39 I



EP R ER N R S F iR

RAES

o —AHF 50 RERH —4H, FRAEANENARTAAN, BREEL
FA: AR Tl A AT RAM: S RAAAFHARAS, NEH A
fTRER

o HREXABZNFES, WRARGHEERAET, Nassbit
o FHE, HELLAM, AR SFRF", HAEFAFIoL A CH MR,
S Rt
o —K, HERT —ALBEMMIHA, sAhHRIL: “HIH—FRH”
o B1R, RANE: H2R, R s HAOR, RAZAHH
o B 50K, RELMALT

X &« KK e ak %8 REEE AWM % 11/39 I



EP R ER N R S F iR

RAES

o W RA RAMnE EHFAH —RRM, MAF—RELER, RAWG T AMIE A
RO

o ko RATRARLE EAFA k RAH, MNEH k RERLZR, kK MNEAGOTHF
o W RIXAISATA, A X TIRF ) Faif 3 A2 2 F 4 iR

o H1RmEFH2RARN, $1RmiE§2 FmiB 53 RARM, - , F1%K
Fi eeeees % 49 K4eit % 50 KA KA
0 (8% 1 R Aloiti 5 2 Rhnilieeeees %50 ReiE 5% 1 RARM

o SMAFARYIE, ik “HEH—FRH” AAT LR iR
o BITH 49 R, RARALEZA LB AT KPR, 1242 X095 H —FIR
¥y, ARACE—E)TRE, LA A KR

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %12 /39



TR A S F A it S Pl iR
Bayes-Nash t§7F

e Harsanyi (1967, 1968a,b) & A~ % 5 4 B £ 42 6904 548 X (payoff relevant) #4
/\%ﬂﬁi’aﬁ%%%iﬁ (type), 25# i é@%ﬁ!iﬂﬂa tieT, £F T HAH%X
A2 18] (type space), # € X Bayes-Nash 487 T' = (I, T, S, (ui)ier)

o Harsanyi it A& t =(t,...,t)) eT=T1 x--- X} A—AHENEE, &4 5
HXTtHy \ﬁﬁiﬂéﬁifﬁﬂ%g— (RER) A pt), Bt oy AERE iR

o EAmLE, ALK i REATERNEE (XA HTHAAESE
toi=(t1, ..o tic, teer, -, t) BOBRBEE (B ) p(t-ilti)

o HENSEHMFERARA  BUTHZR A; (st s : T, > A, LR TN
WA S, REEITH s(t) = (s1(ty),...,s1(t) EA= A1 X - X Ap

o XAt 92 BE i AT M a = (a1,...,a7) ROIKEH uialt), b2 ERt &
Foekm s(t), ABRAYAE A ui(s(t)|t)

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %13 /39 I



EP R ER N R S F iR

Bayes-Nash 14

o RAA YA EH i Y IENER
Vi(s|ti) =/ ui(s(t)[t)p(t-ilt;)dt—; =/ ui(si(t), ..., si(tp)t)p(t_i|t;)dt_;
[ b

o Bayes-Nash ¥ #7: 42 ¥ # R &M s(t) = (s1(h),...,s1(t), H—5E5H i &
AT R L T, ARRH T R B AL

si(t;) = argmax Vi(s1,...,Si-1,¢,Si+1, ..., S1lti)
c(-)es;

o Z ¥ % KAk A Bayes ¥4 (Bayesian equilibrium)

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH % 14 /39 I



VN R ERN RO H B iR
Bayes-Nash ¥)%: R & RERIER
o L EAHZNEV, 892 LIRE H I R E A 5HE R REARE
o XA ti éﬁ”;‘—%%] B RA K% Gj(tj) = p(-|t]') € A(A]'), At A(A]') F&n Aj =
A=A T, WA KA
o(t) = (o1(t1), ..., o1(tr) = pClt) = (p1(lta), - . ., piCltr) € A(A)

HEATHER A LG—ADH, piailty) R b i a; BLE (B )
o AR KU I 5% LA

Vi(Glti)th_ (/Mi(alfi)P(ﬂ|t)d€l)l9(t—i|fi)df—i

a

=/ (/Mi(ﬂl,---,allti)Pl(ﬂﬂtl)"‘Pl(alltl)da p(t_ilt)dt_;
t_; a

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %15 /39 I



VNS ERN RIS T R ) 4miR
{&FM5IF: ME— Bayes-Nash 27§

TR 1w REEH KA, MR 1 &£4%F raise, 2o R L2, N ABE 1/3 &8H
raise, 2/3 4% fold; K 2 VABEHE 2/3 £ meet, 1/3 4% pass
°© E®, ME2HEME R NMGAMTR, BEEHA 1/2, Sttt MK E
2%« KKkbak %8 RREELME %16 /39



(2 ) zt%/i\%&#r‘/%ﬁ;;@
° }%”
i’m@ré’a 22 45 F
%m%%%ﬁﬂ

k«>

m\

¢m~

Ly R

%8 H: R ERLME

%17 /39 R



VNS R S Jp R
SRS (belief system)
R —ANTRZEREY RER, THEEGERE]IOLS ST —AEE, H424h
R o, PPARLE BNITHLES (T2 RERS)
o L—-NMFEET LS T AEERE, ZELENIEFTENR—AXTH
B AL 25 80 (S A0) BT w(h), b€ 1, it S 3L 46 17 45 P Mok o 2 2
o AW, MK 2#&#%%2’« 18RS REFRER, HHEATHRAEZLER
MR K HRE, 2A% 3/441/4
o IASLSERHAMRANGEER % 1
o LN uMA—MERERG
o ub o XRHRTENEHRM LB EANEEGMESH, RS ENSGE
ST At H 202 2R B u;

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %18 /39 I



NEAAE BT R B

FF5IEM% (sequential rationality)

o FREEEKLRINAMNFHRBLEE o EAR% U, S54 i 09R%%
#o; BRAEA §HBORFE & LA R R

o MEZ, FREMERE kAT FBAAL T KRS TRMK

o F147 % % Nash ¥ (SPNE) B i#% 2 5 5 32 1%

o WF3INT u, FRLMayERCE K (SPNE) 2/

X &« KK e ak %8 REEE AWM %19 /39 I



FAEER &Y RER J7

Fr IR MR BT 1

1 A x 2 a !
(o] ] - 1
LD ‘a !
/. - ——- 3————/0
? r ? r
7N TN
2 0 4 o
2 0 0 1

%.9&28 (D,a,l) 2—/~ Nash 3, 125K “43”: SPNE & Fl FXA 4, 12
BRHT: A7 143 0E%, 2ELIE0E (L5E (x) 2k d
%20 /39 7
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VNS R S Jp R

FrRIEMERY5IF 2

1 0

N /\'

Rkl (A, r) £ —A  Nash 57, 1BH#4 R “5=”: FRAEMALELGE EELEFEF
B AL EEA (KT 20045 8% (L R)), 265 HIBBRABL; AI2eH
Bz (L, 0)

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH #21/39



= /L:\/% ;EE"]E%/E

W
| \

gmr

Ly R Jr R
“E*Aﬁ%ﬁa %%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁéﬁlﬁﬁﬁmiﬁ s
A (B 7) 7T vAilit Bayes 0 kit 5

u(h) =
% 3, Pr(i|o) > 0
o 5 :

FEAME &R

Pr(h|o)
Zwer Pr(h’|o)

o ¥y, 0 iR LEFMN, ARy HiB—84E4 R % (Myerson, 1991, p. 166)
‘ﬁ”%%};{éﬁ ;ﬁﬂl&éﬂ_ o 'Féljj\ﬂi/]\/fo ‘él %%*%'?"K O &U'TT’E)%/&
M RA?
o LR o TRE[MMEADOQ,
B o K KE AR

W] AR 4L T Rk 98 42 9 (off the path)
o Kreps and Wilson (1982) &9/ 7 % : 134 & %% i#% L —H M (consistency)
F 8 AT EE LT

%22 /39



VN RS e R F ik
—HiHh 5 FRE
Z A (u, 0) M A —AIF4E (assessment)

o # o A—AZERA (totally mixed) Kog28, wRENMSEHEEHENME &SRR
BHENERITHOMERRAE; T A RS R%BUET Bayes M Hx T —A
RIS RA

o (u,0) A —2 (consistent) iH4&, R AL T ERERENFT 0", BREHE
MESRRFT U, R

lim (4", 0") = (1, 0)

J& 5 ¥ (sequential equilibrium)
o AR (u,0) A—AFF M, o RiIZIFEA— B I iR M

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %23 /39 I



FAEER &Y RER J7

—HMIHE SR EHIBRE: 1

o i}

{113t o~---1-—---01{2/3}

01(0) (0)10
----2-——-9o

AR GE 2 015 8 E L IURIE p(left) = 1/3

X &« KK e ak %8 REEE AWM % 24 /39 I



Yoy A

—HMIHE SR GRS 5] 2
o 19 1y _, -t
i ! ® |9
! ((O)) ?[[o]]
L1
o—
T =e 1]

(0)
B 3R, 2 EERAAE 41

FAEER &Y RER

%25 /39 M

BEARE2ORE /M B R HA—EME

%8 REEMR L

&R LR RIGRE—H

X% o KK e ak



FAEER &Y RER J7

—HUMEME SR GHIBRS: 5] 3

(M [.1]
(1) o——wo [9]
' ; ©
(9)‘__—_____—_ .___._. 1]
(1) [9]
TAERGAIHELERBL —HM, 3WREATELS 1 WREM—

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH % 26 /39 I



EX RS T L L
5E3E DU T 04 &

o FNEAFEY EWMHEY, RF LHHA N T E Nt # (perfect
Bayesian equilibrium, PBE)
o ZMEA R T Selten (1975) & L #9 % £ ¥ #r (perfect equilibrium, PE), Bp 3 #7 F #%
J 3% K T35 77 B ekl LA B AU BAR AR B Aafk ey A, PE XARA
91 #F 39 # (trembling-hand equilibrium)
o PBE XA, A%y EXZ LW Fudenberg and Tirole (1991) 4% 4, %L # =
#Kreps and Wilson (1982) X TR & A AL &M T L
o PBE A Z MM A, RIBMMA, REREAFRAHLIG—HM (AT p.20), B
[ ME B R KA IR (Bl EEA ) &R T M E % u(h|),Yhel
e Fudenberg and Tirole (1991) 3§ 4= 7 3F 34 2 9z A 69 TR F] S48, ALK %
$HAUT PBE 55 AEFH, RE—2 54T, AEAH L7

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %27 /39 I



VN RS e R F ik
PBE XJ{5 & R 5t 89 R
o FT A—/MAA B AL 21E & EMBEAAERA, 2 PBE @477 EXT L:
hr | MZAAEHTH AL W HAFEL, PBERNEZEAZATHA T
“4&-32” (reasonable) &
Q FLikKkoT, BLjHAEEROBEANE, WALA Bayes FN LA X T ik
At 0B B BEE u(t|W, a)
Q H—Hj, XTHALLEHELA L WERBFEMEIRS
p(t 1) = p(t W) - (e W)
Q AXTtHMEhHmERE i A j G475 a; B K y(ti|hj‘1,a) = [,l(tilhj_l,lli)
o EREKM (2)-B) &N “UTHE T ek R4id 8913 &7 (no-signaling-what-
you-don’t-know) &4
o FTIEHAT, Y HENLEERARANLBERA AR HMN, Lk PBE 554
RTHEFN, ARFRLT, AEZEA @ ER

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH % 28 /39 I



FAEER &Y RER Jp R ey 2 ) F

Cho and Kreps (1987) B96IF: ERIEE

AT B4 kR
o HANSEH Af B

o ATRE THAAEA (type) W a9 —4F: #33 (wimpish) 47+ (surly); 8 &
(nature) A FH —F45 M E T A B9 EA, Pr(ts) =0.9
o MFHEITIEHT Adtsnid A TERAMNR—£; A FZZEHFCLEY (quiche) LA FF

/B (beer)
o AL Fmatat L B; BREMEKE A FE LT, 1BR%il A R4 XA,
P gmi R GG A

o BBFEREA A KT HHLE

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %29 /39 I



3F N B 2R

F 50 ¥ 7 69 ) F

b t uiche S
.14 eer Wc{ - q ;?
™ ' I o
2\ .% 3
0 } | 0
| |
! |
(6)% gy, | ity
0 /. | | N
! ,
o beer S -~ quiche >o
N |

2x1 M ERMF My EET A WIE; IAHFTAREBA—AT L LS

x| %
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EX RS IR L B3 e 22 01 7

HE— S HIAERE

o AMTRRF RIFE GIM AT A THE £ : Jo A RBHAH, IAGHEH (1
PR ERT) B, WAHRE (1 R E)

o AWKATEIUAT BATRBEA T : RATLL AFK2 ELOMEHNT

o B HHMATAT AREE: RAL ARKBAN, BFAMhiErt

o AP, AMKERETHEY, HIHMHEN—ARELELHMF

o i, AMBMMIRLTHANBMEL, LELALEHNEDASH, LR LR

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %31 /39 I



TRz &7 R H Bt e 2 ) F

EESEAAEL

o F— K ty, ts ARRTFFIE, BREBFRET; R ALRBFTEY, ABIAAA
&ty B9EE (B34, posterior belief) py > 0.5, AR 50% 894 % it 3%
#*F

o B MAEH IR 5 (signal); ZAF A ALARAE 5 F (signaling game)

o B Kty ts ARRBFERY, BREBFLRET; R ALXBFTHAE, MABIANA
&ty BIBEE (BI1E4, posterior belief) u,, > 0.5, A8iL 50% #9435 &+

o K70y g AR T AL 45 RA K%, 123 #5745 R (equilibrium outcome) A&
Ry, PR ER T BRI B IME & (out-of-equilibrium belief)

o X RMRHHe) S EMRIHPIME LR FKR

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH %32 /39



RRAAE &Y AR T J B ¥ i 04 22 0 F

58— KRy (a]

o H k¥ B/ BIMEATRIET AL

o HIX K “HUGHY MM P, ARG AWM E N 3; B RRX R ARFTE
BHMFE, AR S TAFHMKERA 2

o MmiIFFAEY AR TABIRFFEMTEFI L HNA 3, FHet B Lik#F
VN

o Hit, X B FH 2| AT (defect: NEHR"HIB), A4 B RIZHIR A t, &
BFTRE, BP us =1, desk, B Rhad#Fkt; B RF4A6 A ZREIANE
BagiE, At DRIZATEN, mARE

X & e KK ER %8B RNEEEEWH %33 /39 7T



NEAAE BT R Fo B ¥4 04 12 L 4p) F

[B] 2 55 — 344

o AN “ORIE” MM AT R IE

o WA ARTATIG, AHKHAMN A TRESH; Bib—k, Boiid
TR F A L, TA—RiFrt

o HABAMNI BHREEEKXNEHALEY

o XL A HMR “oRIET M BT T

X &« KK e ak %8 REEE AWM % 34 /39 I



ET RSN SLE R AR X
EIHRN

o FRIFMAF, HALET FRAHHPRLE “REEL” 6, mkHFd “&
7 ey, VERHE RN

o XY F AL A M M 89 A5 I (equilibrium refinement), 4% F 698142 X AR
A A5 AL X (refinement scheme)

o R T AL, /5T # ek L &R MIM &0 ME: R “HE 8
HBERATR 537 B L

o XAk AR S MAFMHAEX, KMNEFIHLAAMRT AR SHH©LAEN
(dominance criterion) F= )5 & £ /& N (equilibrium dominance criterion); /&
# X FARA AN (intuitive criterion)

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH % 35 /39 I



EX RIS S L R A K
e A B 51 7

B ABEm, EF AR m W B AT 05 69ER 1 BRE4E u(t) > 0.5;
o AR W) T OABEIR XA BTIME A m! &ty 694K bR (dominated) R

X% o KK e ak % 8 #: AR EE LA % 36 /39 M



NE AT By R TR TR 8RR X
HE MR

o FREFF “BH” HHHIRA A AN AN S A

o A, e —Afr: (1) RABE AL EANELAGGE L KiEF (sender) 4939
B 2B R BB R, R BTGB AT K (i) 72 2L 2 ok
L, e RA A KA GG K F DR BB & AE, AR AR L&
Wit A AL AN

o /£ () PAREIEREHFWKANF EH LI Z &I (receiver) LH A T
8RR R (best response): HER 3% H & F A4 & £ (dominated) Ko 49 7T At

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH % 37 /39 I



FAEER &Y RER

B EREE T HERENR N

0 1
1 1
%@/ b\)e)
(2) o don’t beer tw quiche don’t

W R E R AR X

e 5 e A<ﬂ

0 / T 1 N
| [
< 50,

1000002 o/ O™ | | “2° \(( 1000003
-999999) , | -1000000
| i

[
(., ! A0
0 | | N
&} : %
N\ t ~ '
(?) don't\d o beer So quiche .o dontVG)
{9}
& NQ/L
DN &,
1000003 S £4 1000002
~1000000 -999999

Hek B 8948 SR FE 4 A100 77, LT AL R AL

X &« KK e ak 8 W AT EEEMH
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