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(1) WEEIEH N 2 A — L 04 (c.f. peciteKreps1990)
(1-1) iterated strict dominance (3% £5[XIEAHEIE)

Player 2 Player 2
01 | 2 | 3 01 | 2 | 3
Player 1 sl 4,0] 1,5 6,4 Player 1 sl 1,8]20] 1,3
2] 53]6,0] -3 -1 s20,0]1,8] 100 35

KRB S mixed strategy : MBS DEAE Xy = {t1, 2,3} £FTD LI, TOVTNOHIKE & 5
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(1-2) LRDT =D F ¥ a3z D\ T

WA 2 A 2
not confess | confess not confess | confess
[N 1 not confess 5,5 -3,8 M not confess 10, 5 -3,8
confess 8, —3 0,0 confess 8, —3 0,0
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Player 2 Player 2

11| t2 01 | 2
Player 1 sl , 0,0 Player 1 sl || 0,0 [ 9,10
s2 | 0,0 | 10, 10 s2 | 10,9 0,0
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Player 2
1 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 |

Player 2 Player 1 sl || 1,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0

t1 t2 s2-0 || 0,0 | 10,10 | 9,11 | 9,11 | 9,11

Player 1 sl | 10,0 | 0, 10 s2-1 | 0,0 | 11,9 | 10,10 | 9,11 | 9,11
s2 1/ 0,10 | 10,0 s2-2 | 0,0 | 11,9 | 11,9 | 10,10 | 9,11 e
s2-3 || 0,0 | 11,9 | 11,9 | 11,9 | 10,10 | 9,11

. . . . . 11,9
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