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Résumé

Dans un contexte stratégique, 'information (qui sait quoi et avant qui) joue un role crucial.
Dans cette these, nous considérons des modeles de théorie des jeux avec information et nous
présentons un nouveau modele, qui ne repose pas sur les arbres. En effet, d’'une part, ne
pas se contraindre avec un arbre peut s’avérer intéressant pour modéliser I'information et,
d’autre part, il existe des exemples de jeux qui peuvent étre joués mais ne peuvent pas étre
écrits sur un arbre. Le manuscrit est en deux parties.

Dans la premiere partie, nous nous concentrons sur trois modeles ot1 le concept d’information
est présent : le modele d’arbre extensif de Kuhn (K-modeéle), le modele d’arbre infini d’Alés-
Ferrer et Ritzberger (AFR-modele) et le modele de Witsenhausen (W-modele). Alors
qu’'un arbre est donné a la fois dans les K- et AFR-modeles comme une des primitives,
dans le W-modele il s’agit plutot d’un objet qui peut éventuellement étre induit par une
structure d’information adéquate. Nous montrons, d’une part, que les W-modeles finis
et causaux peuvent eétre plongés dans les AFR-modeles et, d’autre part, qu'une classe
restreinte d’AFR-modeles finis peut étre plongée dans les W-modeles. En outre, nous
traduisons les définitions de mémoire parfaite et de mémoire des informations passées dans
le langage du W-modele, puis nous formulons des conjectures sur leurs relations avec les
structures d’information correspondantes dans I’AFR-modele.

Dans la deuxieme partie, nous discutons des W-jeux. Lorsqu’ils sont équipés de joueurs
et de relations de préférence, les trois modeles ci-dessus deviennent des jeux. Nous intro-
duisons les W-jeux, c’est-a-dire les W-modeles avec une partition de ’ensemble des agents
en des ensembles d’agents exécutants des joueurs et ou chaque joueur est muni d’une re-
lation de préférence (par exemple, une fonction de gain et une croyance). Nous donnons
une définition de 1’équilibre de Nash pour les W-jeux. Enfin, pour une sous-classe de jeux
de type Principal-Agent, que nous appelons W-jeux avec Agent suffisamment informé,
nous fournissons des conditions sous lesquelles un équilibre de Nash peut étre obtenu par
récurrence rétrograde.

En conclusion, nous discutons de plusieurs pistes ouvertes, telles que 'extension a des
ensembles ou a des joueurs infinis et I’étude des équilibres parfaits en sous-jeux pour les
W-jeux.
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Abstract

In a strategic context, information (who knows what and before whom) plays a crucial
role. In this thesis, we consider game theory models with information, and we present a
new model which does not rely on trees. Indeed, on the one hand, working without a tree
proves interesting in the context of modelling information and, on the other hand, there
are examples of games that can be played but cannot be written on a tree. The manuscript
is in two parts.

In the first part, we focus on three models where the concept of information is present:
Kuhn extensive tree model (K-model), Alés-Ferrer and Ritzberger infinite tree model
(AFR-model) and Witsenhausen model (W-model). Whereas a tree is given in both K-
and AFR-models among the primitives, in the W-model it is rather an object that can
possibly be induced by a proper information structure. We prove that, on the one hand,
causal and finite W-models can be embedded into AFR-models and, on the other hand,
that a restricted class of finite AFR-models can be embedded into W-models. Moreover,
we translate definitions of perfect recall and memory of past information into the language
of W-model, and we formulate conjectures relating them to the corresponding information
structures in the AFR-model.

In the second part, we discuss W-games. When supplied with players and preferences,
any of the three above models becomes a game. We introduce W-games, that is, W-models
with a partition of the set of agents into sets of players’ representative agents, supplying
each player with a preference relation (for instance, a payoff function and a belief). We give
a definition of the Nash equilibrium for W-games. Then, for a subclass of Principal-Agent
games that we call Enough Informed Agent W-games, we provide conditions under which
a Nash equilibrium can be obtained by backward induction.

In conclusion, we discuss several open leads, such as extension to infinite sets or players
and the study of subgame perfect equilibrium in W-games.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Context of the thesis

This manuscript presents the research that I have done during three years of PhD, from
October 2017 to October 2020, under the supervision of Michel De Lara and in close
collaboration with Jean-Philippe Chancelier. I was financed by Ecole Nationale des Ponts
et Chaussées and joined Centre d’Enseignement et de Recherche en Mathématiques et
Calcul Scientifique (CERMICS).

In this thesis, we consider Game Theory models with information.

1.2 Game Theory models with information

In this thesis, we focus on three Game Theory models, namely, K-, AFR- and W-models,
but the global picture is broader. Indeed, there are three approaches in the existing liter-
ature to model the tree structure in extensive form games.

e Set-tree formulation in games was initiated by von Neumann and Morgenstern in [36]
and then extensively developed by Alés-Ferrer and Ritzberger in [2,13] (AFR-model
as in Definition [2.15). A recent approach of Streufert, the so-called choice-set model
(CS-model, see Section 2 in [34]), is yet another set-tree formulation

e Graph-tree formulation in games is pioneered by Kuhn in [18] and developed by Selten
in [31] (K-model as in Definition [2.4). By far, this is the most widely used way to
speak of extensive form games in the existing literature.

e Sequence-tree formulation in games is initiated by Harris in [12] and generalized by
Osborne and Rubinstein in 23] (so-called OR-model, see Definition 200.1 in §11.1.2
of [23]).

The first embedding of a tree model of one type into another was made by Alds-Ferrer
and Ritzberger (see |2] or Example 6.5 in [3]). The authors showed that the sequence-tree

7



8 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

OR-model is a particular case of so-called simple trees model (ST-model, another graph-
tree model introduced by Alds-Ferrer and Ritzberger that is proved to be equivalent to
the AFR-model as in Definition see Theorems 6.1, 6.2 in [3]). The first equivalence
between sequence- and graph-trees appeared in [17], where the authors proved that the
OR-model is equivalent to the KS-model by giving an explicit method to transform a
sequence-tree into a graph-tree and vice versa.

Finally, Streufert built, in a series of articles [33}34], a complete chain of equivalences
between the existing tree models (KS-, AFR-, OR, CS-models and simple trees, see Fig-
ure taken from [34] illustrating the so-called Selten’s horse tree structure) and went
further classifying them using the machinery of category theory. Besides, the CS-model
is a relaxation of the OR-model. Informally speaking, the main idea of the sequence-tree
OR-model is that each node is a sequence of past choices, where the choices themselves
are abstract and form the underlying set. In the CS-model, each node is an (unordered)
set of past choices rather than sequence as in the OR-model. Pretty formal and technical
proofs of equivalences between primitives of each model with a corresponding equivalent
element of the chain can be also found in [34]. This shows that all the five extensive forms
with the trees of three types introduced above are of roughly equal generality.

choice-set form OR form KS form
——f)—fag) [——C)——(8 01—
b d b d b d
{b}----{a.d} (b)-=== (a,) 3 ----- 4
e \f e \f e f e \f e \f e \f
{b,f} {a,d,f} (b,f) (a,d,f) 6 8
{b,e} {a,d,e} (b,e) (a,d.e) 5 7
simple form AR form
{2,7,8} {2}
0 & 1 2} 2 {2,5,6,7,8} {2,7,8} — {2}
{3} {4} ‘{5-,6} ‘{7,8}
3————— 4 6}-——————- {7,8}
{5,7/ ¥6’8}{5,7/ &6'8} {5 7/ X } {5 7/ (6.8}
6 8 6} {8}
5 7 {5} {7}

Figure 1.1: Five equivalent tree forms of the Selten’s “horse” taken from [34]. The dashed
lines here define the only non-singleton information set in each model.

In the following Table [I.1], we compare six Game Theory models and give references
where the corresponding equivalences were proved. Five of the six models listed in the
Table were proved to be equivalent in a series of papers, namely, [3,|17,34], published
in recent years. One of the contributions of this thesis is adding the W-model to this chain
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of equivalences, by showing equivalence between a certain subclass of W-models and the
AFR-model in Chapters [3| and [4]

CS-model | OR-model | K-model ST-model | AFR-model | W-model
Year 2018 1994 1953 2016 2005 1971
Nodes choice sets choice abstract abstract outcome sets | (no tree)
sequences
Choices abstract abstract abstract node sets outcome sets | outcome sets
Information | node sets sets of node sets node sets node sets outcome
sequences o-fields
Number of
primitives 2 primitives | 4 primitives | 4 primitives | 2 primitives | 2 primitives 2 primitives
Ngmber of 4 axioms 2 axioms 4 axioms 4 axioms 2 axioms 1 axiom
axioms
ORtoCS [34] KtoOR [17] | STtoK [34] | AFRtoST 3] | WtoAFR
. Theorem 3.1 Theorem 4.1 | Theorem 5.1 | Theorem 6.1 Chapter
Equivalence
CStoOR [34] ORtoK [17] KtoST [34] | STtoAFR [3] | AFRtoW
Theorem 3.2 Theorem 4.2 | Theorem 5.2 | Theorem 6.2 | Chapter
Table 1.1: Six models in Game Theory.

In most applications of extensive form games, players are required to enjoy both the
memory of past information and actions. This condition, known as perfect recall, was
introduced by Kuhn in [18] as “equivalent to the assertion that each player is allowed by
the rules of the game to remember everything he knew at previous moves and all of his
choices at those moves”. This condition is a strong one, not reflecting the capabilities of
real players in complex strategic settings. A big advantage of the W-model is that many
classical information patterns, such as perfect recall, imperfect memory of past actions,
imperfect memory of past information, can be expressed in a short and clear way in terms
of W-model. This clarity is achieved thanks to the information structure of the agents being
defined as o-fields over the underlying set of outcomes (configurations). In Chapter , we
translate definitions of perfect recall and memory of past information into the language
of W-model and formulate conjectures relating them to the corresponding information
structures of the AFR-model.

When supplied with players and preferences, any of the three above models becomes
complete and is traditionally called a game in the literature. To this end, in Chapter [6]
we introduce W-games, that is, W-models with a partition of the set of agents into sets
of players’ representative agents, supplying each player with a preference relation (for
instance, a payoff function and a belief). We give a definition of the Nash equilibrium for
W-games in Chapter [6] We finish by introducing the concept of subsystem.

Then, in Chapter[7], we develop a particular case of W-games, so-called Principal-Agent
models where there are two decision-makers — that are both players, as in Game Theory,
and agents, as in the W-model.
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There are two main strands in the existing literature about the Principal-Agent mod-
els: the first is devoted to finding Nash equilibria in various Principal-Agent games (see,
for example, [20]) and the second is devoted to establishing conditions under which an
equilibrium exists (by whether imposing restrictions on the primitives of the model, for
example, see [8,11}14./16], or imposing restrictions on the allowed mechanisms, for example,
see [6413],24,[25, 28] with the most general framework given in [15]). Existence conditions
are outside the scope of this thesis, in Chapter |7}, we concentrate on the conditions under
which a solution of a Principal-Agent game is yielded as a result of backward induction
assuming that the solution exists.

1.3 Outline of the thesis

1. In Part[l| we focus on existing models with information and prove equivalence between
them.

e In Chapter |2, we give exposition of three game theory models with information,
namely, the classical Kunh’s extensive tree model (K-model), the Alés-Ferrer,
Ritzberger infinite tree model (AFR-model), which is a generalization of the
first and, finally, the Witsenhausen intrinsic model (W-model), which is the
main topic of this thesis.

e In Chapter [3] we establish a one-way implication between the W- and AFR-
models; we construct the primitives of the latter out of the primitives of the
first and deduce the axioms imposed on the primitives of the AFR-model.

e In Chapter 4] we go in the opposite direction constructing primitives of the
W-models out of the primitives of the AFR-model in the spirit of Chapter [3]

e In Chapter [5 we discuss different information structures and the way they are
expressed in the language of the three models. We cover classical information
patterns, such as perfect recall and perfect memory of past information. As we
show, the W-model allows for precise and concise descriptions of many classical
information patterns from Game Theory.

2. In Part [[T, we develop the so-called W-games in Intrinsic Form, that is, W-models
equipped with a partition of the agents into players, where each player is endowed
with either a preference relation or a payoffs function and a belief probability distri-
bution.

e In Chapter [0, we introduce a number of essential concepts, namely, W-game,
Nash equilibrium, subsystems, which will be used later in Chapter [7| to define
a subclass of the Principal-Agent game and in Chapter [§| when speaking of the
future avenues of research.

e In Chapter [7] for a subclass of Principal-Agent games, namely, the so-called
Enough informed Agent W-games, we provide conditions under which a Nash
equilibrium of this game can be obtained by backward induction.



1.3.

OUTLINE OF THE THESIS 11

In Conclusion, we give possible avenues of research not developed in this thesis:
among these are clarifying the notions of mixed and behavioral strategies in the W-
model, proving an analogue of the Kuhn’s theorem about the equivalence of mixed
and behavioral strategies and introducing the notion of subgames, subgame perfect
equilibrium and backward induction. Also, there is a transversal avenue of research
in developing the W-model for a non-finite number of agents.
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Information Models for Game Theory
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Chapter 2

Game theory models with
information

2.1 Introduction

In our exposition of game theory models, we focus on the representation of information,
leaving aside preferences and beliefs, that will be considered in Part [[I} We will stick to
the following roadmap:

e in Section [2.2| we introduce the Kuhn’s extensive tree model,
e in Section [2.3] we introduce the Alés-Ferrer, Ritzberger infinite tree model,
e in Section [2.4] we introduce the Witsenhausen intrinsic model,

e in Section we illustrate the models on advanced examples, expressing the concepts
of forgetfulness and absent-mindedness.

2.2 Kuhn’s tree model (K-model)

Here, we present the classical Kuhn'’s tree model (K-model) or model in extensive form
as four objects (aside of the mixed strategy prescribed to Nature and the payoff function)
with four azioms imposed on them. In this exposition, we rely on [22] and on the original
paper of Selten [31]. We also illustrate the model on simple examples. To this end,

e in §2.2.1| we give basics on graph theory and introduce the main notations in order
to work with trees afterwards,

e in §2.2.2| we introduce the basic objects of the K-model,

e in §2.2.3| we give the definition of the K-model, listing the basic objects defined above
and the axioms imposed on them,

15



16 CHAPTER 2. GAME THEORY MODELS WITH INFORMATION

e in §2.2.4| we define the K-strategies,

e in §2.2.5| we illustrate the K-model on simple examples.

2.2.1 Prerequisites: basics on graph theory and notations

A finite directed graph is a couple (V| E), where
e V/ is a finite set, whose elements are called wvertices,

e £ CV xV is a finite set of couples of vertices, whose elements are called (directed)
edges; for any directed edge e € FE there is a unique couple of vertices v,v" € V,
giving the two ends of the edge, such that e = (v, /).

Let v and v be two vertices in a graph (V, E). A path from v to v’ is a finite sequence
(1,09, ..., Vs, Vig1, - - ., UNy1) Of vertices, with v; = v and vy = v/, such that for any two
vertices v;, v;11 with consecutive indices, there is an edge e; € E, such that e; = (v;, vi41).
A path is called a simple path if all vertices in the sequence (vy,vg, ..., v Vit1, ..., UNs1)
are distinct, that is, v; # vy, for every ¢ # j, 1 <4 < N 4 1. A path from v; to vx4; can
be also written as a sequence of edges as follows

((Ul,Ug), (UQ,’Ug), ey (UZ',’UZ'Jrl), Cey (UN,UN+1)) = (61,62, BN IR ,6]\[) .

We will employ the following two distinct notations for the path from vertex v to vertex v’
(v,v")y stands for the path written as a subset of vertices V' and (v,v')g stands for the
path written as a subset of edges F.

Definition 2.1. A tree is a triple T = (V,E,v°), where (V,E) is a connected acyclic
directed graph with a specific vertex v° € V' called the root of the tree.

Definition implies that every path in a tree is a simple path as there are no cycles.
Therefore, as we consider trees in the manuscript, by “path” we will always mean “simple
path” since the two notions coincide in this context. Moreover, for every vertex v € V' of
the tree V, there is a unique path from the root v° to the vertex v, denoted by (v°, v)y (if
represented by vertices) or by (v°,v)g (if represented by edges).

2.2.2 Primitives of the K-model
What we will call a K-model is made of four basic objects (primitives)
((V> E> UD)? (Xi)iepoa ([i)iepa {Oi7G} ieP, ) :
Ger’

Before providing a formal definition of a K-model in §2.2.3] we now give descriptions
of these primitives.
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2.2.2.1 The game tree
The first basic object of the K-model is a tree (V, E,v°) as defined in Definition [2.1]

Definition 2.2. Given a tree (V, E,0°), for any vertex v € V, we define the set of edges
emanating from the vertex v by

E,={e€ E | ' €V such thate = (v,v)} CE . (2.1a)

A vertex is a leaf or a terminal point if there are no directed edges emanating from it. The
set of terminal points with such property is called the set of leaves and is formally defined
as

Z={veV | E,=0}. (2.1b)
The set of all vertices that are not leaves is called the set of moves and is denoted by
X=V\Z. (2.1¢)
For any leaf z € Z, the unique path
w, = (v°, 2)y (2.1d)

from the root to leaf z is called a play.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of plays and the set of leaves.

2.2.2.2 The players partition

In Definition , we recall that a partition of a set S is a subset IT C 29 made of subsets
o (p € 1) of S that are nonempty, two by two disjoint, and whose union is S. To denote
that II is a partition, we use the notation

S=U e
g p€ell
(VHCQ) S:|_1|Tp<:> pﬂp’:@,Vp#p’, (2.2)
oe p#0, Ypell.

Let Py be a finite set representing all players, where 0 € P, is the Nature player
(Nature has no preferences, hence is a singular player) and P = Py \ {0} is the (finite) set
of individual players.

The second basic object of the K-model is a given partition {X i}iepo of the set X of
moves in Equation (2.1¢]), named the players partition and written as

X=|]x (2.3)

1€Po

where the set X of moves is called player i’s player set.



18 CHAPTER 2. GAME THEORY MODELS WITH INFORMATION

2.2.2.3 The information partition

For player ¢« € Py, the third basic object of the K-model is the so-called information
partition I' C 2% of each player set X*, written as

X=1]a. (2.4)

Gel

An element G € I* of this partition is called information set of the player i.
In the K-model, we define the K-information structure = as a collection of all infor-

mation sets of the players 4
Ex={Gel'|ieP}. (2.5)

2.2.2.4 The choice partition

For any individual player ¢ € P and any information set G' € I’ of the player i, we define
the set of edges emanating from the atom G, by

Ec=|JE CE, (2.6)
veEG

where the set E, of edges emanating from a given vertex v € V' is defined in Equation ([2.1a]).

Definition 2.3. For any player i € P and any information set G € I* of the player i, the
choice partition assigned to the information set G of the player i is a partition of the set
Eq of edges emanating from the information set G (as defined in ) that we denote
C*G c 2F¢ | that is,
Ec= || c. (2.7)
ceCHG
An element ¢ € C¥C of the choice partition assigned to the information set G of the playeri,
that is, a subset ¢ C Eg, is called a choice assigned to the information set G' of the player i.
A choice ¢ € C*Y assigned to the information set G of the player i, is called an eligible
choice if it contains exactly one edge from the set E, of edges emanating from any vertex
v € G. Written formally,

VieP, VG eI, ceC is eligible <= Yo e G, [cNE,|=1, (2.8)

where |-| denotes the cardinal of a finite set.

2.2.3 Definition of the K-model (4 basic objects, 4 axioms)

Now, we are ready to formally define the K-model, which is the information part of the
celebrated Kuhn extensive form in Game Theory.

Definition 2.4. A K-model ((V, E, ") AX Y cp AT iepy - {CC }iep, > consists of four
Gel?
basic objects, namely,
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(K-BO1) a finite tree (V, E,vY),
(K-BO2) a player partition of the set X of moves, {Xi}iepo, as in Equation ({2.3)),

(K-BO3) an information partition of each element of the player partition, {I'} as in

Equation (2.4),

1€Po’

(K-BO4) a choice partition {C*“}icp,,, as in Equation (2.7)),
Gel'

and the following four axioms imposed on them:

(K-Axiom1) for the Nature player, each information set is a singleton, that is,

19 = {{ao} | w0 € X°} and X° = |_| {z0}

onIO

(K-Axiom2) for any player i € P and any i’s information set G € I*, any play in Equa-
tion intersects G at most once; formally speaking, for any player i € P, any
leaf 2 € Z and any information set G € I' of the player i, if w,NG # 0, then w,NG
1s a singleton, where the corresponding play w, is as in , that is,

(ViGP,VGEIi,VZGZ) |(UO,Z)VHG‘§1,

(K-Axiom3) for any player i € P and any information set G € I' of the player i, the
number of emanating edges (as defined in (2.1al)) is the same at every vertex of this
atom, that is, for any v,v' € G, |E,| = |Ey|,

(K-Axiom4) For any player i € P, any information set G € I* of the player i, any choice
c € C"C assigned to the information set G € I' of the player i is eligible as defined

in 23).

2.2.4 K-strategies

Now that information and choices have been properly defined in ([2.4)) and ({2.7)) respectively,
we can turn to the notion of K-strategies.
For any player ¢ € P, we define the set of all choices available to ¢ by

C'={ceC®|Gel}, (2.9)

where the information partition I’ of the player i has been defined in Equation (2.4)), and
the choice partition C*¢ assigned to the information set G of the player i has been defined
in Equation ({2.7)).
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Definition 2.5. A pure K-strategy of a player i € P is a mapping s : X* — C* from
the player’s moves X' in (K-BO2) of Deﬁm’tion and (2.3) (vertices where the player
is active) into the player’s choices C* in Equation (2.17b]) (actions the player takes), such
that

e for any move v € X', and for the unique information set G € I' such that v € G
(existence and uniqueness result from I' being a partition of the set X of moves of

the player i as in (2.4) ), the choice s'(v) is such that s'(v) € C¢,

e we have s'(v) = s'(v') for any v' € G.
A profile of pure strategies is an element of
5= {Sz}z‘eP < I_ISZ !
i€P
where S* is the set of pure K-strategies of the player i.

The following proposition is well-known, see, for example, |22 p.45, §3.3]. We give its
proof for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.6. In a finite K-model as in Deﬁm’tz’on any profile s = {si}i679 of pure
K-strategies, as in Definition induces a unique leaf z(s) (or, equivalently, a unique

play w ) as in (2.1d)).

Proof. We suppose given a profile s = {si}iep of pure K-strategies, as in Definition
For the root vertex vy, there exists a unique player i(vy) € P, such that vy € X**0) | by the
players partition in (K-BO2) of Definition and . Take the image of the strategy
5°0) () € C*wo){vo} of this chosen playey (K-Axiom4) of Definition , any choice
is eligible as in (2.§), that is, s')(vg) N E,, = (v, v1) € E,, and the vertex v; is uniquely
defined (as the edge (vg,v1) is uniquely defined), where E,, is the set of edges emanating
from the root vertex vy as in . Thus, the first step of the algorithm results in the
vertex vj.

Let the Step k of the algorithm results in a vertex wvy. If the vertex vy is a leaf, the
algorithm stops. Else, there exists a unique player i(v;,) € P, such that v, € X*¥), by the
players partition in (K-BO2) of Definition and (2.3), and the unique information set
G, € I') such that vy, € Gy, by the information partition in (K-BO3) of Definition
and (2.4). Take the image of the strategy s (vg) € C'("):Cu of this chosen player. By
(K-Axiomd4) of Definition [2.4] any choice is eligible as in ([2.8), that is, s'“*)(v,) N E,, =
(g, k1) € E,, and the vertex vgi; is uniquely deﬁnedﬂ, where £, is the set of edges
emanating from the root vertex vy as in (2.1a)). Thus, the Step k of the algorithm results
in the vertex vgiq.

As the tree is finite, the process terminates at some point giving a unique vertex z(s),
which is a leaf.

This finishes the proof. [

the set C*(v0):-{vo} of choices of the player i(vg) at information set {vg} is well-defined as the root vertex

forms a singleton information set {vo} by (K-Axiom2) of Definition
Zas the edge (vg,viy1) is uniquely defined
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2.2.5 Examples

To illustrate the K-formalism presented above, we present three examples with two players:
first, playing simultaneously (§2.2.5.1)); second, one playing after another (§2.2.5.2)); third,
after the Nature’s move ( At this stage, we keep the examples simple for the sake
of comparison between the K-model and the other two models (AFR and W) to come.

2.2.5.1 Two players playing simultaneously

Here, we give what certainly is the most simple (interesting) example of game (without
payoffs, as in this whole Part . There are two players playing simultaneously, each of them
making a decision among two possible options, irrespective of the other player decision.
This example describes a simultaneous move game on a two by two square in strategic
form, and covers a whole range of classical examples of games: matching pennies, battle
of the sexes, stag hunt, hawk and doves, chicken game, .... The only difference between
them is the payoff structure (that we do not elaborate in this Part .

The story of Alice and Bob. As this simple model (a game without payoffs) will serve
as a prototype to illustrate the three K-, AFR- and W-models, we formulate it as a short
story common to all three forthcoming mathematical formulations:

e Alice chooses between “Top” and “Bottom” (T and B for short);
e Bob chooses between “Left” and “Right” (L and R for short);

e Both Alice and Bob choose simultaneously, irrespective of the other.

Mathematical formulation of the story of Alice and Bob (traditional notations
of the K-model). Now, we propose a relevant mathematical formulation of the above
story, in the language of the K-model, especially of Definition

Player 1
o

Player 2

23 24 Z5 26
Figure 2.1: Two players playing simultaneously (K-model)

The following is the list of the primitives of a K-model (see also Figure .
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The set of vertices
V= {an U1, V2, 23, 24, %5, 26} .

The set of edges

E = {(/007/01)7 <U05v2)7 (U1723>7 (U17Z4)> (/02725)5 (v2726)} .
S—— Y~ Y Y Y Y

€1 €2 €3 €4 €5 €6

With the set V' of vertices and the set E of edges, choosing the vertex vy as the root,
we define the basic object (K-BO1) of Definition [2.4]

The set of edges determines

1. the set of moves X = {vg, v1,v2} by (2.1¢))
(as EUO = {617 62}, EU1 = {63764} and EUQ = {65’ 66})7

2. the set of leaves Z = {z3, 24, 25, 26} by (2.1D))
(as EZ3 =E, = EZ5 = Ez6 = @)

The set of players is P = {1, 2} (Player 1 is playing at the root followed by Player 2),
and we partition the set X of moves into players’ moves as

X = X' U X? where X' = {vp}, X% = {v1, v} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO2) of Definition [2.4]
We define the players’ information partitions of players’ sets of moves by
I'={{wo}}, I = {{v1, v} } .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO3) of Definition [2.4]
We define the players’ choice partitions by

= {{61}7 {62}}’ C? = {{63765}7 {647 66}} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO4) of Definition .

The four Axioms in Definition [2.4] are easily seen to be satisfied.

(K-Axiom1) Satisfied automatically as there is no Nature player.

(K-Axiom2) The set of leaves Z = {z3, 24, 25, 26} defines four plays w.,, w,,, w,,, w,, as

in (2.1d). It is immediately seen that each play intersects information sets {vy} and
{v1,v2} at most once.

(K-Axiom3) The Axiom follows immediately for the information set {vo} as it is a sin-

gleton. For the other infomation set {vy,vs}, by construction of the sets E,, and E,,
of emanating edges from vertices v; and vy respectively, we have that |E,, | = |E.,|.

(K-Axiom4) By construction of the choices in C* and C?, we immediately have that each

choice of the players is eligible.
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Mathematical formulation of the story of Alice and Bob (with notations com-
mon to all three K-, AFR- and W-models). Finally, we can give names for the
players’ choices. We choose Alice as the first (row) player, and we set {e;} = T" (“Top”)
and {e;} = B (“Bottom”); we choose Bob as the second (column) player, and we set
{es,e5} = L (“Left”) and {ey4,e6} = R (“Right”).

The set of basic object of this example is given by
(K-BO1) the game tree (V, E,v°),
(K-BO2) the players partition X' and X2,
(K-BO3) the players’ information partitions I* and I?,

(K-BO4) the players’ choice partitions C* = {T, B} and C? = {L, R}.

2.2.5.2 Two ordered players

Here, we let Player 1 play first, and Player 2 makes his or her decision knowing the Player
1’s action.

Player 1
Vo

z3 zZ4 zZ5 Z6
Figure 2.2: Two ordered players (K-model)

In this example, most of the objects coincide with the previous model in §2.2.5.1} how-
ever, as the information structure is nontrivial, we explicitly write the players’ information
and choice partitions.

e The players’ information partitions of players’ sets of moves are
I'={{wo}}, P = {{vi}, {wa}} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO3) of Definition [2.4}
e The players’ choice partitions are
C' = {{eri}, {ea}}, C* = {{es}, {es}, {ea}, {es}} -
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO4) of Definition [2.4]
The four Axioms in Definition are easily seen to be satisfied.
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2.2.5.3 Two ordered players with Nature

Here, Nature plays at the root and then Player 1 makes his or her action knowing the
Nature’s move; Player 2 knows both the Nature’s move and the one of the Player 1.

Nature
vo

Player 1

Player 2 vy,
11 1
7 Z8 <9 210 211 R12713 %14

Figure 2.3: Two ordered players with Nature (K-model)
The following is the list of the primitives of a K-model.
e The set of vertices V = {/007 V1, V2, U3, U4, Us, Ug, 27, £85 29, 2105 £115 12, %13 214} .

e The set of edges

E= { <U07 Ul)? (U()a U2)7 (’01, U3)7 (Ula U4)7 (U27 U5)7 (U27 UG)a (U37 27)7 <U37 ZS)?
S—— Y Y Y Y~ Y~ N——

el e es eq es €6 er es

(04, 29)7 (04, 210), (U5, 211), (115, 212), (UG, 213), (1)67 214) } .
——— ———— e e N - —

€9 €10 €11 €12 €13 €14

With the set V' of vertices and the set E of edges, choosing the vertex vy as the root,
we define the basic object (K-BO1) of Definition [2.4]

e The set of edges determines

1. the set of moves X = {vg, vy, ve, v3, vy, U5, Vg },

2. the set of leaves Z = {z7, 23, 29, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214} -
e The set of moves X is partitioned into players’ moves as follows
X = XU X' X2 where X° = {vo}, X' = {v1, v}, X? = {vs,v4,05,06} .

With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO2) of Definition [2.4]
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e The players’ information partitions of players’ sets of moves are

[O = {{UO}} ) [1 = {{Ul}a {UZ}} ) [2 = {{U3}7 {U4}7 {U5}, {UG}} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO3) of Definition [2.4]

e The players’ choice partitions are

C? = {{er}, {e2}} ,

Cl = {{63}7 {64}7 {65}7 {66}} )

C? = {{67}7 {68}7 {69}; {610}7 {611}, {612}7 {613}, {614}} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO4) of Definition [2.4}

The four Axioms in Definition [2.4] are easily seen to be satisfied.

2.3 Alés-Ferrer, Ritzberger infinite tree model (AFR-
model)

The extensive decision problem (EDP) by Alds-Ferrer and Ritzberger (short, AFR) is
certainly the most general way of speaking about so-called extensive form games in the
modern literature. The authors develop the refined-partitions approach of von Neumann
and Morgenstein. This framework covers continuous and differential games, and requires
two primitive objects and four axioms. Despite of its generality, some problems arise when
it comes to define strategies on an EDP. In order to have well-defined strategies, the authors
restrict their framework to “discrete” trees on which every vertex has a distinct immediate
predecessor, thus satisfying three “desiderata” that are, in their own words:

(A0) every play can be induced by some strategy profile,
(A1) every strategy profile induces some (unique) play,
(A2) the play induced by a given strategy profile is unique.

They call this restricted framework discrete extensive forms (DEF). It requires the same
two primitive objects as EDP, but only two axioms instead of four.

In this manuscript, we present the discrete extensive form that we refer to as the AFR-
model (we also consider a version of it, called Nature-rooted AFR-model). For this end,

e in §2.3.1 we give basics on set theory, which is the language the authors are using to
describe their model,

e in §2.3.2| we introduce the basic objects of the AFR-model,
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e in §2.3.3| we give the definition of the AFR-model, listing the basic objects defined
above and the axioms imposed on them,

e in §2.3.4] we define the AFR-strategies,
e in §2.3.5| we illustrate the AFR-model on simple examples.

2.3.1 Prerequisites: set theory basics

A preordered set is a pair (IV,>) consisting of a nonempty set N and a reflexive and
transitive binary relation > on N. A preordered set (NN, >) for which the relation > is
antisymmetric is called a partially ordered set or poset. A nonempty subset ¢ C N is a
chain if, for all x,y € ¢, eiher x = y or y = x, i.e. if the preorder on ¢ induced by > is
complete (on c).

Given a preordered set (N, >) and an element = € N, we define the up-set T2 and the
down-set | x by

Tw:{y€N|y§x}and ix:{yEN‘xty}. (2.10)
With this, we will present a notion of tree that is more general than the one in Definition [2.1

Definition 2.7. A tree is a poset (N,>) such that, for any x € N, the upset 1 x, as
m , is a chain, and there is a distinguished vertex x°, called root, with the property
that 2° = x for any x € N.

Elements of a tree are called vertices. A vertexr x € N of a tree is called a finite vertex
if tx\{x} has a minimum, that is, there exists an element v €tx\ {x}, such that, for any
v etx\ {z}, we have that v' = v. The set of all finite vertices of a tree (N, =) is denoted
by

F(N)={z e N| tz\ {z} has a minimum} . (2.11a)

On the set F(N) of finite vertices, supplied with the root x°, we define the general parent
mapping by

= mi Vo € F(N
P F(N)U L% = F(N)U {20} s P =min(fe{z), Ve e FIN) ) gy
p(z°) = 2°.
For any vertex v € N, we define the set of children of the vertex v by
p () ={v eN|pH)=v}CN. (2.11c)

A wvertex z € N is called a leaf if the set of children of the vertex z is empty, and Z C N
1s the set of leaves, that is,

2€7 = pH2)=0, (2.11d)
where the set p~'(z) of children vertices is defined in Equation (2.11d).

Note that the root 2° is, formally speaking, not a finite vertex as the set 1 2%\ {x°}
is empty. When the set V' is finite, the tree in Definition is equivalent to the one in
Definition .11
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2.3.2 Primitives of the AFR-model

To define an AFR-model, one needs an underlying set W of plays. Then, an AFR-model
is made of two basic objects ((V,D),{C"},.p ) defined on the underlying set W of plays.
Here, we give descriptions of them; then we will give a definition with the list of two axioms
imposed on them.

2.3.2.1 Game tree

A game tree belongs to a special class of trees, among those presented in §2.3.1, We need
a definition.

Definition 2.8. Let W be a set. A W-poset is a poset (partially ordered set) (V, D), where
V C 2%\ 0 is made of nonempty subsets of W and the binary relation D is set inclusion.
A W-poset (V, D) is rooted if {W} € V.

AsV C 2%, the W-poset V inherits from 2% several set operations on the subsets of W.
Thus, for any two elements v,v" € V| their difference v \ v" C W makes sense as a subset
of W (though v \ v may or may not be in V'). The same holds true for their intersection
v N " and their union v U v'.

The first element of an AFR-model is a discrete game tree.

Definition 2.9. A game tree is a rooted W-poset (V, D), whose elements are called vertices,
that satisfies the following two properties:

(GT1) A subset ¢ CV is a chain if and only if there exists a play w € W such that, for
any vertex v € ¢, we have w € v,

(GT2) If w,w" € W with w # w', then there exist two distinct vertices v,v'" € V' such that
wev\v and w' € v\ v.

A game tree (V,D) is up-discrete if all nonempty chains in V- have maxima. A game tree
(V,D) is down-discrete if the chain 1T ov \ {v} has an infimum in Z N (T v\ {v}) for all
non-root vertices v € V'\ {W}, where the set Z of the terminal leaves is defined in (2.11d).
A game tree (V,D) is discrete if it is up-discrete and down-discrete.

We will need the following result, valid on discrete game trees, which significantly relies
on [3, Theorem 6.1].

Proposition 2.10. Let (V, D) be a discrete game tree. Then, for any finite vertezv € F(V)
in Equation (2.11a)), the upset Tv is a finite set (that is, the cardinal |Tv| < 400 is finite)
and has the expression

T ={v}U1Tp(v). (2.13a)
Morever, we have
T = {U,p(v),pz(v), . ,p“”"l(v)} , (2.13b)
where pP1=1(v) = {W}.
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Proof. Let a finite vertex v € F(V') be given.

» We start by proving (2.13a)) in two steps.
e First, we show that Tv D {v}U 1 p(v), for any finite vertex v € F(V). Indeed, on

the one hand, we have that v €1 v by (2.10) and, on the other hand, the inclusion v C
p(v) (as p(v) €t v\ {v} Ctv by (2.11b)) implies that 1 p(v) CTv by (2.10). Here, we

restrict ourselves to non-root finite vertices as, formally speaking, T {W} = {W}, thus,
MWE\ {W} = 0. As, on a game tree, the root vertex is the only one to coincide with its
parent, we conclude that v O {v}L Tp(v), for any finite vertex v € F(V).

e Second, we show that tv C {v}U 1p(v), for any finite vertex v € F(V'). We write

to={v}U(1v\{v})
:{’U}U{U/E (Tv\{v})‘v'Dmin(Tv\{v})}

(by definition of the minimum of a poset)
C{vu{v €V |v' Dmin(tv\{v})} (as (Tv\{v}) CV)
={v} U1tp(), (by definition of the parent as in (2.11b))
which proves the inverse inclusion, and, thus, gives (2.13a)).

» Finally, we deduce ([2.13b)) as a corollary of representation (2.13a)). For any finite vertex
v € F(V) and any index k, such that p*(v) # {W}, we write

tov={v}U Tp(v) (by (2.134))
= {v} u{p(v)}u 1p*(v) (by applied for p(v))

p (U TPk (),

[
[

by repeatedly applying (2.13a)) for v = p*{v}, where £ € {0,...,k — 1} and k is such that
pr(v) # {W}.

As, for any finite vertex v € F(V'), the upset Tv is a finite set, that is, [Tv| < 400, by
the item (d) on page 136 in the proof of [3, Theorem 6.1] and {W} €1 v, for any vertex

v € V, then there exists k, such that p¥(v) = {W}. Setting n = min {k | p*(v) = {W}},
we conclude that

where n = |tv| — 1. This gives (2.13b)) and ends the proof. O

The following definition is a particular case of the discrete tree that will be used in
Chapters [3] and [4] to establish equivalences between the AFR- and W-models.

Definition 2.11. A finite game tree is a game tree (V, D) such that the set of vertices V
is finite (that is, finite cardinal |V| < +00).
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Note that any finite game tree is a particular case of a discrete game tree.
The following property, for a poset to be a tree, holds true [3, Lemma 2.1]: a poset
(N, ) is a tree if and only if, for all z,y,z € N,

ify>=zand z =z then z > yory > z.

This property, rewritten in set-theoretic terms, has the following alternative translation
for W-posets; it will be widely used in the sequel.

Definition 2.12. A W-poset (V,D) satisfies trivial intersection (in short, TrIP) if, for
allv,v' € 'V
ifvNuv #0 thenv >V orv' Dw. (2.14)

In Definition 2.9] condition (GT1) is equivalent to TrIP in Equation (2.14), and condi-
tion (GT2) is called irreducibility.

In a game tree, vertices that are properly followed by other vertices are called moves,
and the set of moves is denoted by

X={veV|lv\{v}#0}. (2.15)
Vertices that are not followed by any vertex are called terminal vertices and denoted by
Z=V\X. (2.16)

The authors show |3, Lemma 4.1, Item (b)] that a vertex v € V' is terminal if and only
if there is w € W such that v = {w} or, in other words, if and only

Z = {{w}}wew .

2.3.2.2 The system of choices

The second primitive object of the AFR-model is a so-called system of collections of choices
indexed by the set P of AFR-players.

Definition 2.13. For any player © € P, a nonempty collection
cic2V (2.17a)

of subsets of plays is called a collection of choices of the player i. Any element ¢ € C* of
this collection, that s, a subset ¢ C W of the underlying set W of plays, is called a choice
of the player i.

We also define a system C of collections of choices as follows

_ i ~ i W .
c={C }iep, with C* c 2V, Yie P . (2.17b)

In the AFR-model, a choice of a player combines both what the player knows at the
moment of making an action, and the action made. We introduce the following mapping
in order to map a given choice to the (unique) information set this choice is attached to.
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Definition 2.14. For any subset W C W of plays, let
tW={veV[vdoW}and |[W={veV|vcW}. (2.18a)

be the upset and the downset of the set W respectively. Then, we define the immediate
predecessor mapping P as

P2V 2V (2.18Db)

WOW = {v eV |velW, 10 =to\ |{W} CV. (2.18¢)

For any choice ¢ € C, we define the information set to which the choice c is assigned by
Plc)c V. (2.19a)

We also define the AFR-information structure Z,pg as a collection of all information sets
as in (2.19a) to which some choice ¢ € C is assigned, that is,

Earr={P(c)|ceC} c2". (2.19b)

As each choice ¢ € C is a subset of plays, and as its image under the immediate
predecessor mapping P(c) yields the corresponding information set (a subset of vertices)
this choice is assigned to, we can draw a parallel between the objects of the K- and AFR-
models. Indeed, in the K-model (see Definition , choices are primitives constructed out
of the tree and information partition, as each choice is an element of the partition of the
set of edges emanating out of the corresponding information set. Thus, in the K-model,
first come information sets, second come choices. By contrast, in the AFR-model, we see
that choices come first, and that information sets come second (they are not listed among
the primitives, but are a derived object).

2.3.3 Definition of the AFR-model (2 basic objects, 2 axioms)

Now, we are ready to formally define the AFR-model, which is the most general extension
of the Kuhn extensive form in Game Theory.

Definition 2.15. An AFR-model (7',C) consists of two basic objects, namely
(AFR-BO1) a discrete game tree T = (V, D) (as in Definition[2.9),

(AFR-BO2) a system C = {C'},_, of collections of choices (as in (2.17b) in Defini-
tion[2.15)

and the following two axioms imposed on them

(AFR-Axiom1) For any player i € P and any two choices ¢, € C' of the player, if
P(c)NP(d) #0 and ¢ # ¢ then P(c) = P(¢) and cnd =0,
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(AFR-Axiom2) For any move x € X, the set of the children vertices of the move x (as

in (2.11d)) is given by
zGJ G H A }

pi(z) = {x N (Nics@) ¢)
ieJ(z)

where the immediate predecessar mapping P is defined in , the parent mapping p is

defined in , Ai(z {c e ‘ x € P(c } 15 the set of chozces available to player i
at a move x for all 1 6 77 and J(x) = {Z eP | Ai(z) # @} 1s the set of so-called players

active at move x (that is required to be nonempty for allz € X).

When listing the basic objects of an AFR-model in Definition [2.15] neither the Nature
player nor the sample set are defined explicitly. Most of the models of extensive form
games [18,|19,21] have, among the axioms imposed on their basic objects, one explicitly
saying that each information set of the Nature player is a singleton, i.e. the Nature player
has perfect information.

To prepare future results in Chapters[3| and [4, we introduce a subclass of AFR-models,
as in Definition [2.15] In this subclass,

e only one player is active at each move, which is reflected in (AFR-Axiom1’), the
original (AFR-Axiom-1) in Definition is formulated for i = j,

e for any move, the set of children in (AFR-Axiom2’) is also rewritten as there is only
one player active at each move,

e the Nature player acts once and for all, at the root of the tree, which is reflected in
the third added axiom (AFR-NR) below (“NR” for “Nature rooted”).

We call such form a Nature-rooted AFR-model (NRAFR). Under the restricted assumption
that only one player is active at any move, (AFR-Axiom1) and (AFR-Axiom2) are both
equivalent to (AFR-Axiom1’) and (AFR-Axiom2’).

Definition 2.16. A Nature-rooted AFR-model (T',C) consists of two basic objects, as in
Definition and the following three axioms imposed on them:

(AFR-Axiom1’) For any players i,j € P and any choices ¢ € C*, ¢ € C7 of the players,
if P(e)NP(d)# 0 and ¢ # ¢ theni=j, P(c) = P(¢) and cnd =0,
(AFR-Axiom?2’) For any move x € X, the set of the children vertices of the move x (as
in (2.11d)) is given by
p i) ={anc|ce Am(a)}, (2.20)
where the parent mapping p has been defined in Equation (2.11Db)), the player i(z) € P
is such that {i(x)} = J(x), as the set J(x) of players active in the move z, defined

in (AFR-Aziom?2), is reduced a singleton by (AFR-Aziom1’), and the set A, (x) of
actions of the player i(x) in the move x is given by

Aiy(z) = {c € C" |z € P(c)} . (2.21)
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(AFR-NR) For any choice ¢ € C° of Nature, its immediate predecessors are reduced to
the root, that is, P(c) = {W},

where P is the immediate predecessor mapping as in ([2.18b)).

2.3.4 AFR-strategies

Now that information and choices have been properly defined in (2.19b)) and in (2.17a)) of
Definition [2.13] respectively, we turn to the notion of AFR-strategies.
For each player i € P, we define the set X* of the moves of the player i by

X' ={reX|3ceC: zeP()}, (2.22a)
which induces a partition
X=|]x (2.22D)
ieP

by (AFR-Axiom1’) in Definition [2.16]

Definition 2.17. For each playeri € P, a pure AFR-strategy of the player i is a mapping
st X' — C", from player’s moves as in (2.22a]) to player’s choices as in (2.17a)), that

satisfies
(s (c) = P(c) for any c € s'(X") .

A pure AFR-strategy profile is an element
s = {si}iep €S = HSi ,
ieP
where S* is the set of pure AFR-strategies of the player i.

In this framework, unlike the most general one of EDP discussed in the introduction of
it can be proved that each strategy induces a unique play [3, Theorem 5.4]. For the
purpose of a more precise statement, we introduce, for every strategy profile s € S, the
correspondence Ry : W = W (“R” for “reaching”) defined by

Ry(w)=n{s'(z)|lweze X, icJ(x)}, (2.23)
where J(z) is the set of players active in move z as in Definition (2.15)).

Proposition 2.18. In an AFR-model as in Definition [2.15, the two following properties
hold true.

(A1) For very strategy profile s € S, there is some play w € W such that w € Rs(w).

(A2) If, for every strategy profile s € S, there is a play w € W such that w € Rs(w), then
the mapping Ry in Equation (2.23) has no other fized point and Rs(w) = {w}.

The detailed proof of this statement can be found in |3, Theorem 5.4].



2.3. ALOS-FERRER, RITZBERGER INFINITE TREE MODEL (AFR-MODEL) 33

2.3.5 Examples

To illustrate the AFR-formalism presented above, we present three examples with two play-

ers: first, playing simultaneously (§2.3.5.1]); second, one playing after another (§2.3.5.2);

third playing after the Nature’s move (§2.3.5.3)).
These three examples are the same as in §2.2.5| to make the comparison between the

K-formalism and the AFR-formalism (and the W-formalism to come) easier.

2.3.5.1 Two players playing simultaneously

As in §2.2.5.1] we give one of the simplest and the most common examples with two players
playing simultaneously or, making two decisions irrespective of each other.

TL, TR,
BL,BR

Figure 2.4: Two players playing simultaneously (AFR-model)

Mathematical formulation of the story of Alice and Bob (traditional notations
of the AFR-model). The following is the list of the primitives of an AFR-model.

e Set of plays
W ={TL,TR,BL, BR} .

e Set of vertices

V ={{TL,TR,BL,BR} {TL,TR},{BL, BR},{TL} {TR},{BL}, {BR} } c 2" .

root non-root moves leaves

With the set V' of vertices, we define the basic object (AFR-BO1) of Definition [2.15]

e Choices of the players (collections of nonempty union of vertices)
Cl = {CT7CB}7 CQ = {CL7CR}7 where
cr ={TL,TR},cg = {BL, BR},
c, ={BL,TL},cr ={TR,BR} .

With the collection C = {C"},_, , of choices, we define the basic object (AFR-BO2)
of Definition .15
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These choices define the following information sets of each player:

Player 1: P(cr) = P(cg) = {{TL,TR,BL,BR}} CV,
Player 2: P(cy) = P(cg) = {{TL,TR},{BL,BR}} C V.

The two Axioms in Definition [2.15] are easily seen to be satisfied. Indeed,

(AFR-Axiom1) Satisfied automatically for Player 1 (respectively, Player 2) as the choices
cr and cp (respectively, ¢y and cg) are disjoint.

(AFR-Axiom?2) As there is only one player active at each vertex, (AFR-Axiom2) in Def-
inition is replaced by (AFR-Axiom2’) in Definition [2.16] which is immediately
satisfies for all three moves. We check illustrate it for {T'L, T R}.

p({TLTRY) = {{TL},{TR})
(by definition of the set of children as in (2.11d)))
— {{TL, TR} Ny, {TL, TR} Nz} .
(by construction of the choices ¢y, and cg)

Mathematical formulation of the story of Alice and Bob (with notations com-
mon to all three K-, AFR- and W-models). Finally, we can give names for the
players’ choices. We choose Alice as the first (row) player, and we set ¢ =T (“Top”) and
cg = B (“Bottom”); we choose Bob as the second (column) player, and we set ¢, = L
(“Left”) and cg = R (“Right”).

The set of basic object of this example is given by

(AFR-BO1) the set V of vertices,

(AFR-BO2) the collections of the choices of the players C' = {T, B}, C? = {L, R}.

2.3.5.2 Two ordered players

We consider the tree in Figure described using the formalism of Kuhn as in
and rewrite it as a poset, where each vertex corresponds to the set of plays that pass by it
and where every upset is a chain (totally ordered by inclusion).

The following is the list of the primitives of an AFR-model.

o Set of plays
W ={TL,TR,BL, BR} .

e Set of vertices

V ={{TL,TR,BL, BR},{TL,TR},{BL, BR},{TL},{TR},{BL},{BR} } c 2".
rggt m;ges le;:es

With the set V' of vertices, we define the basic object (AFR-BO1) of Definition [2.15]
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{rLm)
RN

{TL, TR} {BL,BR}
/N /N
{TL} {TR} {BL} {BR}

Figure 2.5: Two players playing simultaneously (AFR-model)

e Choices of the players (collections of nonempty unions of vertices)

C' = {er,cp}, C* = {cl,cP ch cBY, where
¢r = {TL,TR},cs = {BL, BR},
cf ={BL},c; ={TL},cp ={TR},cp = {BR}.

With the collection C = {C"},_, , of choices, we define the basic object (AFR-BO2)
of Definition 2.15

These choices define the following information sets:

Player 1: P(cr) = P(cg) = {{TL,TR,BL,BR}} C 'V,
Player 2: P(cy) = P(cg) = {{TL,TR},{BL,BR}} C V.

The two Axioms in Definition [2.15| are easily seen to be satisfied.

2.3.5.3 Two ordered players with Nature

We consider the tree in Figure described using the formalism of Kuhn as in §2.2.5.3
and rewrite it as a poset, where each vertex corresponds to the set of plays that pass by it
and where every upset is a chain (totally ordered by inclusion).

The following is the list of the primitives of an AFR-model.

o Set of plays

W ={w'TL,w'TR,w"BL,w"BR,w TL,w TR,w” BL,w” BR} .
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e Set of vertices

V ={{w'TL,w"TR,w"BL,w"BR,w TL,w TR,w” BL,w” BR},

TV
root, move of the Nature

{wTL,w™TR,w"BL,w"BR},{w TL,w TR,w” BL,w™ BR},

moves of Player 1

{W'TL,w*TR},{w*BL,w*BR},{w TL,w TR},{w” BL,w” BR},
moves o?rPlayer 2

{w'TL}, {w'TR}, {w"BL},{w*BR},{w TL},{w TR},{w BL},{w BR} } c 2.

le;;es

With the set V' of vertices, we define the basic object (AFR-BO1) of Definition [2.15]

e Choices of the players (collections of nonempty unions of vertices)
C° = {{w+TL,w+TR, wTBL,w"BR}, {w_TL,w_TR,w_BL,w_BR}},
C' = {{w'TL,w™TR},{w*BL,w"BR},{w TL,w TR},{w” BL,w”BR}},
C? = {{w™TL},{w TR}, {w"BL}, {w*BR},{w TL},{w TR}, {w BL},{w BR}} .

With the collection C = {C"},_, , of choices, we define the basic object (AFR-BO2)
of Definition

The two Axioms in Definition [2.15] are easily seen to be satisfied.

2.4 Witsenhausen intrinsic model (W-model)

After the K- and AFR-models, we finally present the Witsenhausen’s intrinsic model [37,
38], that we call W-model. This W-model enables what certainly is the most general
representation of the information available to so-called agents and of its relative influence
on the other agents’ decisions. Originally, Witsenhausen introduced this model for control
theory issues [37,[38]. The connection with games was briefly discussed in his paper [37]
but, to our knowledge, has not been developed since. To present the main object of our
research,

e in §2.4.1 we introduce the basic objects of the W-model,

e in §2.4.2| we give the definition of the W-model listing the basic objects defined above
and the axiom imposed on them,

e in §2.4.3| we define the W-strategies,

e in §2.4.4] we define configuration orderings and causality discussing in the end solv-
ability under causality,

e in §2.4.5 we illustrate the W-model on simple examples.
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2.4.1 Primitives of the W-model

A W-model is a collection (A, (2, F), {Ua, Ua}yen » {Jataca )-

The W-model [37,138] consists of a finite set of agents, of a collection of decision sets,
with a corresponding collection of o-fields, and of a single sample set equipped with a
o-field, and representing uncertainties, or states of Nature. This model does not suppose
any temporal ordering of decisions, in particular, there is no tree structure a priori given.

2.4.1.1 Agent’s action set and the sample space of Nature

In the W-model, the introduction of o-fields from the start is the key to handle information.
We refer the reader to for background on partitions and partition fields, o-fields and
algebras, as they are widely used afterwards,

As the first primitive, Witsenhausen introduces the following elements

e a finite set A, whose elements are called agents; each agent a € A is supposed to
make one decision u, € U, where the set U, is the set of decisions for agent a,

e for each agent a € A, a o-field U, on the set U, of decisions,

e aset ), the sample space or Nature set, which represents all uncertainties (any w € €2
is called a state of Nature),

e a o-field F on the sample space ).

The notion of agent is not present in the K- and AFR-models, whereas it is central in
the W-model. Loosely speaking, if an individual is taking an action today and an action
tomorrow, he is to be represented by two agents, as, first, he or she may have different
information before taking the actions and, second, because decision sets of today and
tomorrow may differ. In the same vein, an individual who makes a sequence of decisions
— one for each period t = 0,1,2,...,T—1 — is represented by T agents, labelled t =
0,1,2,...,T—1.

The configuration space is the product space (called hybrid space by Witsenhausen,
hence the H notation)

H=0x][]U., (2.24a)

ach

equipped with the product configuration field

H=F2 QU . (2.24D)

a€h

For the following exposition, we will need a bit of notations. For any subset B C A of
agents, and the complementary set of agents

~B=A\B (2.25)
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we define the corresponding product sets of actionsﬂ
EB = HUa s E,B = H [Ua s (226&)
acB ac—B
the following control field
Uz = QU @ X){0.U,} € Q) U , (2.26D)
a€B be—B achA
and the following configuration field
Hep=F@Up =F @ QU@ Q) {0, Up} C K. (2.26¢)
acB be—B

In the sequel, we will often use the special cases when B = A in Equation (2.26a)) and
(2.26b)), that is,

Up=Up=]]U.. Un=QRUs, Hp=F Uy =3, (2.26d)

a€A a€A

when B = {a} is a singleton

ﬁ{a} =U,, U{a} =U, ® ® {@,Ub} C Uy , g’f{a} =F® U{a} CH, (2.266)
be—{a}

where —{a} = A\ {a} by (2.25)), and when, analogously,

U_{a} = H U, , u_{a} = ® ub®{®,Ua} C Uy, .‘H_{a} = ?@U_{a} CH. (2.26f)
ac—{a} be—{a}

2.4.1.2 The information fields

As the second primitive, Witsenhausen introduces the information field of each agent a € A

as a o-field
Jo, CH, YaeA. (2.27)

This representation means that the information of agent a may depend on the states of
Nature and on all agents’ decisions (including itself in case of self-information, as we will
define below).
The W-information structure =y, is given by the collection of the information fields of
all agents, that is,
Ew = {ja}aeA : (2'28)
An example is given in Figure [2.6

Remark 2.19. Analogously to the K- and AFR-information structures, as defined in ([2.5))
and in (2.19b) respectively, we derive the collection of all atoms of the agents

E{/V = {G} Geja °

acA

3The upper bar stands for “reduced” sets, that are not subsets of H.
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(H, 7) J, CH
(w*,@,uR) (w*@,uL) (whupgu

(wt,u I ,uR) (wh,u I ,uL)
© ©

(U{T"{ﬂBMR) (“{T";ﬂB,uL)

® ®

[}
(w_»g;fu'R) (w_zuT’UL)

Figure 2.6: Example of configuration set H, configuration field H
and information subfield J, (represented by a partition) in a W-model

2.4.2 Definition of the W-model (2 basic objects, 1 axiom)
Now, we give the following definition of the W-model.
Definition 2.20. A W-model (A, (2, F), {Ua, Ua}yep - {Jatacn ) consists of two basic ob-

jects, namely,
(W-BO1la) a sample space (Q,F) equipped with a o-field,

(W-BO1b) a collection {U,, Uy}, , of agents’ actions sets equipped with o-fields, where
the set A of agents is finite,

(W-BO2) a collection {J,},., of agents’ information subfields of the configuration field K

in Equation (2.24Dh)),

and one azxiom imposed on them

(W-Axiom1) for all agent a € A, the absence of self-information holds true, namely,
J. C f}f_{a} =F® u_{a} , (2.29)
where the subfields H_¢,y and U_qy are defined in Equation (2.261).

Possibly, the axiom of absence of self-information can be replaced by the stronger axiom
of solvability (Definition [2.22)) or the even stronger axiom of causality (Definition [2.24]),
both to be discussed later.

2.4.3 Wo-strategies

Now that the underlying space of configurations has been built in out of the agents’
action sets and of the sample set, and that the agents’ information o-fields are given on
the corresponding configuration o-field in ([2.24b)), we turn to the notion of strategy.

In the Witsenhausen framework, strategies are carried by the agents, and make reference
to their information field.
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Definition 2.21. A pure W-strategy of agent a € A
Aot (H, H) — (U, Uy,) (2.30a)

1s a mapping from the underlying set H of configurations into the set U, of actions of the
agent a, which is measurable w.r.t. the information field J, of the agent a, that is,

A (Uy) C 9, (2.30b)

a

We denote by A, the set of all pure W-strategies of the agent a € A. A pure W-strategy
profile A\ is an element of the following set

A= {A}en €[JAa=A" (2.31)

a€h

Condition (2.30b|) expresses the property that the admissible W-strategy of agent a

may only depend upon the information J, available to the agent.

2.4.4 Solvability, causality

Now, we speak of solvability (§2.4.4.1]), configuration orderings and causality (§2.4.4.2)), and
we finish by the algorithm that provides, under causality, a unique outcome (configuration),

for any given pure W-strategy profile and any given state of Nature (§2.4.4.3]).
2.4.4.1 Solvability
Witsenhausen defines the property of solvability as follows.

Definition 2.22 ( [38]). The solvability property holds true for the W-model (as in Def-
z'm'tz' when, for any pure W-strategy profile X = {Xa},cn € [laen Aa (as in Defini-

tion |2.21) and any state of nature w € €2, there exists one, and only one, decision profile
u = {up}yen € Un, which is a solution of the closed-loop equations

u=Nw,u), (2.32a)
that is,
Vw e Q, Mu={w}lycn € Un s.t. ug = Ao(w,{up}pep ), YVa €A, (2.32b)

where Uy is defined in Equation (2.26d)). Denoting My(w) this unique u € Uy, we obtain
a mapping My : Q — Uy. Thanks to the mapping M, we define the solution mapping

Sy:Q—H (2.32¢)

by
Si(w) = (w,u) <= u=ANw,u), (2.32d)

that is, S\(w) = (w, My(w)) , Vw € Q.
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2.4.4.2 Configuration orderings and causality

In his articles [37,38], Witsenhausen introduces a notion of causality which will prove to be
useful to compare his model with the K- and AFR-models. In a causal system, agents are
ordered, one playing after the other with available information depending only on agents
acting earlier, but the order may depend upon the configuration.

To properly define causality, we will now outline a series of notations and definitions,
that will prove quite convenient to handle, in a compact way, causal systems.

Configuration orderings. For k € {1,...,|A|}, let X% denote the set of k-orderings,
that is, injective mappings from {1,...,k} to the finite set A of agents:

S ={k:{1,....,k} = Ak is an injection } . (2.33a)

Notice that X!4l is the set of total orderings of agents in A, that is, bijective mappings from
{1,...,|A]} to A. We extend this definition to the case of k = 0 by formally setting

0 = {0} . (2.33b)
We define the set of all orderings by

o= |J = (2.33¢)
kef0,...,|Al}

For any k € {1,...,|A|}, we define the cardinal || of any ordering k € X* by
k| =ke{l,...,]A]}, Vs e XF, (2.33d)

and the set Y% of orderings with cardinal greater or equal than k by

oEP = Jof ez, (2.33¢)
>k
For any k € {1,...,|A|}, any ordering x € ¥*, and any integer ¢ < k, the projection of

the ordering s on the first ¢ components is well defined

K0 = (L w(1),...,0— K(0) € X°. (2.33f)

.....

For any k € {1,...,|A|}, there is a natural mapping 1,

Yy, s DER 5 ok (2.332)

which is the restriction, as defined in Equation (2.33f]), of any ordering x € (=% defined
in Equation (2.33€]) to the domain set {1,...,k}.
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For any k € {1,...,]Al}, and any partial k-ordering x € ¥*, we define the range ||x||
of the ordering s by
6]l = {x(1),....k(k)} CA, VkeX, (2.33h)

the last element k* of the ordering x as the agent

K =r(k) €A, VkeXh, (2.33i)
the restriction k= of the ordering k to the first k — 1 elements by

K =vpa(k) = (1= k(l),....k—1—=r(k—1) es*", Veexk, (2.337)

where k= = () when k& = 1, by the convention (2.33b)), and where the restriction mapping
Yg_1 is defined in Equation (2.33g)). With the notations introduced above, any nonempty
ordering £ € ¥\ {(0)}, can be written as

k=(k",Kk"), Ve Z\{(D)}, (2.33k)
and, for any nontotal ordering x € ¥\ X!, we have
(k,a)" =k and (k,a)" =a, Ve e S\ S* | Yae A\ ||| . (2.331)

Definition 2.23. A configuration ordering is a mapping ¢ : H — L2 from configurations
towards total orderings: along each configuration h € H, the agents are ordered by the total
ordering (h) € LIAL

With any configuration-ordering ¢ and any partial ordering Kk € X, we associate the
subset HY C H of configurations given by

He = {h cH ’ i () = ”"} = (Ymow) ({s}), VreS. (2.34)
By convention, we put Hg = H.

The set Hf contains all the configurations such that the agent x(1) = (k) is acting
first, the agent k(2) = (¢2(m))* is acting second,. .., the last agent x* is acting at stage |k]|.

Finally, we give two more notations that are used later in Chapter [3]

For any configuration ordering ¢ : H — /4 and any k& € {1,...,|Al}, we define the
following set 1y, (gp(H)) C XF of k-orderings compatible with the configuration ordering
by

V(M) ={k €S"|3n e H, r=1i(p(h))} CcZ*, (2.35a)

and we extend the definition to the case k = 0 by formally setting o (¢(H)) = ¢(H),
where
M) ={peX|3neH, p=yph)} c . (2.35b)
Then, the set X% C X of all orderings compatible with the configuration ordering ¢ is given
by
2= |J (p) cx. (2.35¢)

0<k<|A|
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Causality. Now, we introduce the notion of causality following the exposition [37] of
Witsenhausen. Before this, we need to fix some notations.

Let a partial ordering x € ¥ be given. Replacing in Equation and in Equa-
tion the subset of agents B by | || defined in Equation and ||k~ defined
in Equation (2.33]), we obtain the following product sets of agents given together with the
generic elements and subfields of U, and JH:

- € Upemp = H U , (2.36a)
aclx~|
W) € Ojg = [ [ Ua = Ty X Vs, (2.36D)
aclin]
U= @ Ua® Q) {0, Up} C s, (2.36¢)
ac|ls] be—|ls]
U= Q) U@ Q) {0.Us} € Uy, (2.36d)
acn~| be—n |
Hiwj = F © Wy € I, (2.36¢)
Hiw=) = F @ Uy € FHp - (2.36f)

After having fixed the notations, we turn to the formal definition of causality.

Definition 2.24. ( [37]) A W-model (as in Definition [2.20) is causal if there exists (at
least one) configuration-ordering ¢ from H towards X! (as in Definition , with the
property that

Hf NG e j‘f||,§—” , VG €l , VRE X, (237)

where the field K. is defined in Equation (2.36f) and the “last” agent k* is defined in
Equation (2.331)).

In other words, when the first agents are known and given by x~, the information J,«
of the last agent k* depends at most on the decisions of the predecessor agents x~ and
Nature.

We propose the following definition.

Definition 2.25. We say that a mapping ¢ : H — XA from configurations towards total
orderings is a causal configuration-ordering if Fquation (2.37)) holds true.

With this definition of causal configuration-ordering, the Definition of a causal
W-model is one for which there exists (at least one) causal configuration-ordering.

In the sequel, we will make use of the following characterization of the sets HY of
configurations defined, for any nonempty ordering x € 3\ {(0)}, in Equation (2.34)).
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Proposition 2.26. If a configuration-ordering ¢ : H — YA is causal (as in Defini-
tion , then for any k € ¥\ B!, the corresponding set H? of configurations is an
element of the field 3. defined in Equation (2.36f), hence, is a cylinder of the form

HE =1 x U_jy-, Vo €D\, (2.38a)

where

H CcOx Uy, RS\, (2.38b)

and, for any 1-ordering (a) € X', where (a) denotes the partial 1-ordering (1 — a) €
Un (go(H)) the corresponding set Hfa) 1 a cylinder of the form

HY,) =QxUs, ¥(a) €T, (2.38¢)

where

0, CQ. (2.38d)

Proof. For any causal configuration-ordering ¢ : H — Y4 and ordering x € ¥\ ©! (the
proof for any l-ordering (a) € X' is analogous), the corresponding set H¥ defined in
Equation ([2.34)) is an element of ' ® U~ by taking G = H in Equation , where the
field Uy, is defined in Equation , thus, H¥ is a cylinder of the form

Hf = ﬁi X @_”,{—” , where Ei CQx ﬁ||f~r|\ , Vke X \ ot

This finishes the proof. [

2.4.4.3 Solvability for pure W-strategies under causality

Finally, we discuss solvability for pure W-strategies under causality. In what follows, we
give the algorithm yielding, for any given pure W-strategies profile, a unique outcome
under causality.

Algorithm 2.27 (Solving the closed-loop equations). Let a causal W-model as in Defini-
tion and a profile A € A of W-strategies as in (2.31) be given. For any w € €, the
unique solution to the closed-loop equations u = A(w,w) in (2.32a)) that is,

Vw e Q, Mu={w}lpen € Un s.t. ug = Ao(w,{up}pep ), Ya €A, (2.39)
is given by the following algorithm.
Step 1 The first agent and his decision are determined uniquely by w as follows.

a) There is a unique agent a; € A such that

(w,u) € HY

(al) 5 VUJ E UA 5 (2.40&)

where (a1) denotes the partial 1-ordering (1 — a1) € ¢y (p(H)) and H, ) s

defined in ([2.34)).
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b) There is a unique decision t,, € U,, such that

Ugy = Ay (W u) , Yu € Uy . (2.40b)

Then, at the end of Step 1 of the algorithm, we obtain the 1-ordering (a;) € ¥; and
the sequence (w,Uq,) € 2 x U, .

Step (k+1) Let Step k of the algorithm result in a partial ordering k € Xy and a sequence
(w, ﬁ”,{”) = (w, Yln(l), 11,{(2), . ,ﬁ,{(k)) e x UHHH'

Then, the agent a1 and his decision are determined uniquely as follows.

a) There is a unique agent apyq such that

) TP
(w, @))€ Higyyy) s (2.41a)
where the (k + 1)-ordering (k,ax+1) belongs to i1 (gp(H)) and Hfmkﬂ) is
defined in ([2.34]).
b) There is a unique decision tq,,, € Uy, ,, such that
ﬁ;alﬁ»l - )\ak+l (W,ﬁ“n”,uleiH) ? VU,HHH E Uf””” . (241b)

Then, at the end of Step k + 1 of the algorithm, we obtain the partial (k + 1)-
ordering (k,ar+1) € Ygr1 and the sequence

A

(W, U maps)) = (@5 Ty, Tn()s - - » k) Bagyy) € X Upa) X Ugyy, -

Proof. Let w € Q be given.

Step 1. First, we prove Item [a] in Step 1. We write the set of configurations as

OxUp=H= || W, (by (B-50D) for k = 1)

(a)€v1 (p(H))
= |_| Qy xUy . (as Hfa) = I—l(a)€w1(<p(H)) Q. x Uy by ([2.38c))
(a)€pr (p(H))

As no set is empty, cancelling Uy on both sides yields the following partition of the

sample space
o= || Q.
(a)€¢1 (p(H))
Therefore, there is a unique agent a; € A such that w € ﬁfa ) C Q. Then, as H?

(a1)
is a cylinder of the form Q,, x Uy by (2.38¢c), we deduce that (w,u) € H“(Oal) for any
u € UA.
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Second, we prove Item [b] in Step 1. We fix some @ € U,. There is a unique atom

G € J,, such that (w,u) € G (by Definition of the atoms of an information

partition). From the Definition of a causal ordering, and especially (2.37)), we
have that
o =
HY NG eFe][{0,U.}.
a€A

Therefore, (w,u) € H‘("al) NG, for any u € Uy, hence (w,u) € G, for any u € Uy.
Because the strategy Aq, of the agent a; is J, -measurable, it is constant on the
atom G € J,,, hence A\, (w, @) = A\, (w, u), for any u € Uy. This is why we can set

Ugy = Aay (wyu) , Yu € Uy .

(k+1) First, we prove Item @ in Step (k+ 1). Let Step k of the algorithm result in
a partial ordering x € X and a sequence (w, U.) € £ X Ujy-

For k € ¥, we write the corresponding subset of configurations H¥ as

H; x Uy = HE (as H = H < U_j by (238a))
= | m (by (8.509))
R/E’E/’Jj;l(:(péﬂ))
= I_l Ei, X U_(H,)f . (asHY, = ]HI:, X ﬁ—(m’)’ by ([2-384))
e T

where, for any (k-+1)-ordering " € ¢y41(¢(H)), the corresponding set H, is a subset
of Q0 x Ujjy. As no set is empty, cancelling U_j, on both sides yields the following

partition
== ==
H = |_| HR, .
K €Ypy1 (p(H))

()" =r

Therefore, there is a unique (k + 1)-ordering &' € X4y, hence, a unique agent ax4; €
A\||%|, such that (w, iy, € H, C QxUj,, where (v')” = x and (k')" = a1. Thus,
this unique (k + 1)-ordering &’ is of the form (k, ayy1) € Xky1. Then, as H‘(‘; apy) 158
cylinder ]HI(,i arsr) X U_ %]l by m, we deduce that (w uH,{H,u HHH) ZOH ak+1
any u_ .| € U_ Ix|» hence, there is a unique agent a1 such that (w, ) € ]HI(
and (2.41al) is proved.

Second, we prove Item I in Step (k +1). We fix some u_, € E—unu- There is a
unique atom G € Jap,, such that (w, @y, U_j.) € G. From the Definition of a
causal ordering, and especially (2.37]), we have that

) for

KyQk+1)

H‘P

(kaan s

ﬂG € §®U||K||
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Therefore, (w, Uy, u—|q) € HY

. " (K,ak+1
G, for any u_j, € U_,). Because the strategy \,,,, of the agent ayy; is Jg,,,-

measurable, it is constant on the atom G, hence A, , | (W, Ujju||, T—|jx|]) = Aag,s (W, Ujal], U—|u]])+

)ﬂé, for any u_ . € U_jxy, hence (w, Gyuy, u—jn)) €

for any u_, € E—H/@H' This is why we can set
Uagyy = Aagesy (W5 Ty Ueinf)) 5 Ve € U -

This ends the proof. ]

2.4.5 Examples

To illustrate the W-formalism presented above, we give here three examples with two play-

ers: first, playing simultaneously (§2.4.5.1)); second, one playing after another (§2.4.5.2));
third playing after the Nature’s move (§2.4.5.3)).
These three examples are the same as in §2.2.5 and §2.3.5| to make the comparison

between the K-formalism, the AFR-formalism and the W-formalism easier.

2.4.5.1 Two unordered players (trivial information)

Mathematical formulation of the story of Alice and Bob (traditional notations
of the W-model). The simplest model with two agents is the following situation: two
agents a (Alice) and b (Bob) having two actions each

Uo = A{ur,up}, U, ={ur,ur}. (2.42)
With the control sets U, and U, we define the basic object (W-BO1) in Definition m
Thus, the configuration space consists of four elements
H = {ur,up} x {up,ur} , (2.43)
and no information about each other’s decisions (see Figure
Jo =0 = {0, Us} @ {0, Us} ,

which can be interpreted as them playing simultaneously. With the information fields J,
and J, we define the basic object (W-BO2) in Definition [2.20]

The (W-Axiom1) in Definition is easily seen to be satisfied from the way the
information fields J, and J, are defined: J, C H_y,y and J, C H_g,.

Mathematical formulation of the story of Alice and Bob (with notations com-
mon to all three K-, AFR- and W-models). Finally, we can give names for the
players’ actions that are common to all three models. We choose Alice as the first (row)
player, and we set ur =T (“Top”) and ug = B (“Bottom”); we choose Bob as the second
(column) player, and we set uy, = L (“Left”) and ugp = R (“Right”).

The set of basic object of this example is given by

(W-BO1) the control sets U, = {T, B} and U, = {L, R} of the agents,
(W-BO2) the (trivial) information fields J, = J, = {0,{T, B} x {L, R}} of the agents.
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Figure 2.7: Atoms of the information fields of the agents a and b playing simultaneously

2.4.5.2 Two ordered players (without Nature)

As in the previous example, there are two agents a (Alice) and b (Bob) and no Nature.
having two possible actions each (see (2.45))) and the underlying configuration space consists

of four elements (see (2.46))).

Suppose that Bob’s information field is trivial (Bob knows nothing of Alice’s decisions),
that is,

Jp = {®7 {uT7 UB}} ® {@, {uln uR}}?

and that Alice knows what Bob does (Alice can distinguish between uy and up)

Jo = {®7 {uT7 UB}} ® {@, {uL}v {uR}> {uL’ UR}} :

With the information fields J, and J, we define the basic object (W-BO2) in Definition

In this example, the agents are naturally ordered: Bob plays first, Alice plays second.
Had the order been inverted, then there would have been a sort of paradox — Alice would
play first, before Bob, and would know Bob’s action that has not been yet taken by him.

Figure 2.8: Atoms of the information fields of the ordered agents a and b (without Nature)

The (W-Axioml) in Definition is easily seen to be satisfied from the way the
information fields J, and J, are defined: J, C H_(q) and J, C H_g,.
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2.4.5.3 Two ordered players (with Nature)

In this example, there are two agents a (Alice) and b (Bob) and two states of Nature
Q= {w ,w™} (say, heads or tails). As in the previous examples, agents have two possible
actions each (see (2.45)). Thus, the configuration space consists of eight elements:

H = {w",w } x {ur,ug} x {ur,ur} .

We consider the following information structure:

Bob knows Nature’s move Bob does not know what Alice does
[ % ) — N —
Jy = {0 {w" ) {w } {ww }}® {0, {ur,us}} ®{0,Us} , (2.44a)
ja = \{®7 {w+}? {w_}7 {w+7 w_}}1®{®a Ua} X {(2)7 {UL}a {U'R}7 {’LLL, UR}}J . (244b)

Alice knows Nature’s move Alice knows what Bob does

With the information fields J, and J, we define the basic object (W-BO2) in Definition [2.20]
Again, here agents are naturally ordered: Bob plays first, Alice plays second.

Figure 2.9: Atoms of the information fields of the ordered agents a and b (with Nature)

The (W-Axioml) in Definition is easily seen to be satisfied from the way the
information fields J, and J, are defined: J, C H_(q) and J, C H_g,.

2.5 Advanced examples: forgetfulness and absent-mindedness

Here, we illustrate K-, AFR- and W-models on more advanced examples of absent-mindedness
(§2.5.1)) and of forgetfulness (§2.5.2). Besides illustrating the formalism of each model, this
prepares the discussion about information structures and possible classifications in

Chapter

2.5.1 Absent-mindedness

We now present a classic example dubbed the paradox of the absent minded driver by
Piccione and Rubinstein who introduced it in [27].
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As the story goes, a tired driver plans the trip back home on a highway with two
exits. During the course of the game, he gets to take an action at most twice from the
two-element action set {S,7T}, where “S” stands for “Stay” (on the highway) and “T”
stands for “Turn” (off the highway). Taking the first exit ends up in a bad neighbourhood,
whereas the second exit is the one the driver would like to take, leading to the sweet home.
In order to arrive there, the driver needs to stay at the first exit and turn at the second. If
both exits are ignored, the driver ends up at a hotel. The absent-mindedness of the driver
is rooted in the fact that both of the exits from the highway are indistinguishable for him.

2.5.1.1 Absent-mindedness in the K-model

We model the absent-minded driver situation in the K-model as follows.

bad
neighbourhood

expensive
hotel

Figure 2.10: Absent-mindedness in the K-model

The following is the list of primitives.

e Set of vertices V = {wg, v1, 21, 22, 23}

Set of edges £ = { (vo, 21), (vo, v1), (v1, 22), (v1, 23) }
—— Y~ Y~ —

el e e3 e4

Set of player’s moves X = {wvg,v1} and the set of leaves Z = {23, 23}.

Player’s information partition I = {vg, v;}.

Set of choices C'= {{e1,es}, {2, €4} }.

The model per se violates (K-Axiom2) in Definition stating that no play can cross
any information set more than once. Indeed, the play w,, = {vo, v1, 22}, as defined in (2.1d)),
crosses the only information set I = {vy, v;} twice (i.e., at two vertices):

w,, NI = {vg,v1, 22} N{vg,v1} = {vg,v1} CV .

Making relation to the general description of the model, we give names to the choices
{e1,e3} =T and {ey, e4} = S of the player.
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As presented above, the absent-minded driver model violates one of the axioms of the
K-model. Despite of this, it can be depicted as the following extensive form game in
Figure ([2.10)). In the literature (see, for example, [10]), extensive forms modelling absent-
minded players are sometimes called non-Kuhn trees.

2.5.1.2 Absent-mindedness in the AFR-model

Straightforward embedding of the absent-minded driver example using the language of the
AFR-model will, as in end up in violating one of the two axioms of the AFR-model
in Definition namely, (AFR-Axiom1) that builds information sets from choices and
imposes a condition that choices available simultaneously cannot intersect.

There is a player that has two decision locii and two possible decisions at each of the
points: turn (T) or stay (S). Denote three possible outcomes as wy, ws and ws. The tree
structure is shown in Figure followed by the list of objects.

{w1,w2,w3}

{wa} {ws}
Figure 2.11: Absent-mindedness in the AFR-model

The following is the list of primitives of an AFR-model.

e Set of plays
W = {wy, wz, w3} .

e Set of vertices

V= { {w17w27 UJ3}, {w27w3}7 {w1}7 {w2}7 {w3}/} C 2W .

root move leaves

e Choices of the player

C = {er,cs}, where

cr = {w17w2},05 = {w1>w3} .

These two choices define an information set

P(cr) = Pleg) = {{wl,wg,w;;}, {wg,wg}} ,
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but, as er N cs = wy and er # cg, it violates (AFR-Axiom 1) in Definition m
So, the straightforward embedding of the absent minded driver into AFR-model fails
because of the (AFR-Axiom 1) ruling out the absent-mindedness.

2.5.1.3 Absent-mindedness in the W-model

We will build here a W-model with two agents having a certain information structure that
proves to be equivalent to the absent minded driver problem; this approach coincides with
the one proposed by Gilboa. In his paper [10], he replaced the absent-minded player by
two agents and added a move of Nature at the root that determines which of the two
agents moves first. In Figure [2.12]is the illustration of the absent-minded driver problem
(as in [10]) on a tree and with fictive moves added.

Nature

Figure 2.12: Absent-mindedness on the tree with two symmetric agents and added fictive
vertices

Coming back to the absent minded driver example in the W-model, assume that the
player is represented by two agents, a and b, having two actions Turn (T) or Stay (S) each
indexed according to the agent’s name:

Ua - {Tm Sa}a Ub = {Tb, Sb}

Also, there is Nature taking its actions in the set Q0 = {w,, wy}, which selects an agent that
will move first.
The configuration space is then given by

H=Qx Ua X Ub = {wa,wb} X {Ta, Sa} X {Tb, Sb}

The main idea behind the AM-property is that, at some point, an absent-minded player
loses the public clock. This can be easily seen through the prism of agents representing
him: neither agent a nor agent b know the order in which they got to take actions, i.e. each
of them lacks knowledge about the Nature’s move. The only thing an agent knows is that
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Figure 2.13: Atoms of the information fields of the absent-minded player’s agents

if he got to play, had the other agent acted before, this other agent chose the action “Stay”.
This ambiguity can be expressed through the following agents’ information partition fields:

agent a makes a move agent a does not make a move
7\ 7\
7 N 7 N
Jo = {0, {w.} x Uy x Uy U{wp} x {Sp} x Ua, {wp} x {Th} x U, , W},
A ~~ > ~~ A ~~
agent a is whether or he acts second after agent b chose T
the first one to act agent b has chosen S and finished the game

Jp = {0, {wp} x Uy x Uy U{wa} x {Sa} x Up, {wa} x {T} x Up, W} .

2.5.2 Forgetfulness

The second advanced example is the so-called imperfect recall of past actions, when a player
makes one decision followed by another and forgets the one made first.

The story behind this example is as follows. A player makes two consecutive decisions,
first is needed to choose between “Top” and “Bottom”, and afterwards between “Left” and
“Right”, but the outcome at the first stage is being forgotten.

2.5.2.1 Forgetfulness in the K-model

This example is a particular case of the example with two unordered players (playing

simultaneously) in §2.2.5.1]

e The set of vertices V' = {wg, v1, Vs, 23, 24, 25, 26 }-

e The set of edges E= {(U()v ’01)7 (U07 U2)7 (vlu 23), (Uh 24)7 (U27 25)7 (027 Z6)} :
—_—— —— —— —— —— ——
el e es3 e4 es €6

With the set V' of vertices and the set E of edges, choosing the vertex vy as the root,
we define the basic object (K-BO1) of Definition [2.4]

e The set of edges determines
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1. the set of moves X = {vg, v1,v2} by (2.1c)
(as EUO = {617 62}7 EU1 = {63764} and EU2 = {657 66})7

2. the set of leaves Z = {z3, 24, 25, 26} by (2.1D))
(asE,=FE,=FE,.=FE,=0).

e The set of players is a singleton P = {1} and we partition the set X of moves into
players” moves is trivial
X'=X.

With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO2) of Definition [2.4]

e We define the player’s information partition of (player’s) set of moves by

I= {{Uo}, {Ul,’Ug}} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO3) of Definition [2.4]

e We define the player’s choice partitions by

C = {{61}7 {62}7 {637 65}7 {647 66}} .
With this partition, we define the basic object (K-BO4) of Definition [2.4]

The four Axioms in Definition [2.4] are easily seen to be satisfied.

Player
Vo

Z1 Z2 z3 24

Figure 2.14: Forgetfulness in the K-model

The forgetfullnes of the player is cyphered in the information structure. As vertices in
the information set {vy,v9} are indistinguishable for the player, and their parent vertex,
the root vy, forms the other (singleton) information set, then the edges (vg,v1) and (v, vs),
which represent the actions made in the information set {vy}, are indistinguishable for the
player as well. Thus, the player in the second information set {vy,vs} has no memory of
the (past) action made in the information set {vg}.

To draw a parallel with the main storyline, we name the player’s choices as follows

{e1} =T, {ea} =B, {es,es} =L, {es,e6} =R .
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2.5.2.2 Forgetfulness in the AFR-model

To model forgetfulness in the AFR-model, we take the simplest case of two players playing
simultaneously and having two actions each. Seen as one player, the following exposition
will explain why this united player has no memory of the past actions.

The following is the list of the primitives of an AFR-model.

o Set of plays
W ={TL,TR,BL, BR} .

e Set of vertices

V ={{TL,TR,BL, BR},{TL,TR},{BL, BR},{TL},{TR},{BL},{BR} } c 2".
rggt non-rogg moves le;\:es

e Choices of the player

C= {CT7 CB,CL, CR}a where
¢r = {TL,TRY,cs — {BL, BR},
¢, = {BL,TL},cp = {TR, BR} .

These choices define the following information sets of the player:
P(cr) = P(cg) = {{TL,TR,BL,BR}} CV, P(c;)= P(cg) = {{T'L,TR},{BL,BR}} C V.

The two Axioms in Definition [2.15] are easily seen to be satisfied.

Forgetfullnes of the player is cyphered in the system of choices, namely, in the infor-
mation sets the choices are assigned to. In this model, the player has two information
sets {{I'L,TR,BL,BR}} and {{T'L,TR},{BL,BR}}. When choosing between ¢y =
{TL,TR} and cg = {BL, BR} that are assigned to the information set {{TL, TR,BL, BR}},
by doing so, the player decides, which outcomes to discard: if the choice c¢r is selected, then
the discarded outcomes are BL and BR that constitute the other choice cp assigned to
the same information set {{T L, TR,BL, BR}}, and vice versa. Suppose, the choice ¢y is
taken. When it comes to choosing between ¢, = {BL,TL} and cgp = {T'R, BR} assigned
to the other information set {{T'L, TR}, {BL, BR}}, we notice that each of them contains
one outcome that was supposed to be discarded upon making the choice c¢r at the previous
step. Thus, at the second information set {{TL,TR}, {BL,BR}}, the player does not
remember the choice that was made at the first information set {{T'L, TR, BL, BR}}.

2.5.2.3 Forgetfulness in the W-model

In the W-formalism, the simplest example of a forgetful player can be given by two agents
a and b representing the player and having two possible actions each, thus, the underlying
configuration space consists of four elements.
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As in §2.4.5.1] the agents have no information about each other’s decisions. The fact
that the agents belong to the same player can be represented by them having the same
criterion.

Stated formally, the control sets of the agents a (Alice) and b (Bob) are

Ua = {UT, ’LLB}, Ub = {UL, ’LLR} . (245)

With the control sets U, and U, we define the basic object (W-BO1) in Definition m
Thus, the configuration space consists of four elements

H = {UT,UB} X {UL,UR} , (246)
and no information about each other’s decisions (see Figure
Je =% ={0,U,} ® {0,U,} .

With the information fields J, and J, we define the basic object (W-BO2) in Definition [2.20]

The forgetfulness in this framework can be interpreted as, say, Bob playing second after
Alice playing first, without knowing the outcome of her action. Once the two agents belong
to the same player, the player can be seen as a forgetful one, once the second agent of the
player has no information about the action made by the first.

2.6 Conclusion

The AFR-model is a powerful generalization of the K-model, obtained by extending the
notion of tree to possibly uncountable or continuous decision-makers and actions. Both
the K- and AFR-models require basic objects and axioms that are rather technical.

The W-model is not an extension of the AFR-model as it does not rely on a tree
structure. The basic objects display a precise and concise description and the axiomatics is
limited and transparent — except with the notion of causality, which is technical, and close
to the notion of tree. By contrast with the AFR-model, the W-model is defined with a finite
number of agents — whereas the AFR-model was originally developed to handle countable
and partly uncountable and continuous decision-makers (like in continuous, stochastic and
differential games).

Now, in Chapters [3] and [4, we will discuss connections between the three models we
have presented.



Chapter 3

From W-model to AFR-model

3.1 Introduction

In this Chapter [3, we show that a causal W-model with complete 7-fields, as described in
§2.4.2 can be embedded into an AFR-model, as described in §2.3.3] For this purpose, we
will stick to the following roadmap.

e In Section |3.2] we give general results about two tree structures in partial orderings,
build the set of plays on which all subsequent constructed objects are supported, a
set of so-called WtoAFR-vertices supported on this set of plays. We prove that the
set of WtoAFR-vertices is ordered by set inclusion, thus, possesses a tree structure,
which yields the so-called WtoAFR-tree, the first primitive of an AFR-model,

e In Section [3.3] we build the collection of so-called WtoAFR~choices, which is the
second primitive of an AFR-model, and prove that, for the constructed primitives,
the two AFR-axioms hold true,

e In Section [3.4] we construct AFR-strategies, as defined in §2.3.4] from W-strategies,
as defined in Section [2.4.3]

e In Section [3.5] we state and prove technical results used in the previous sections.

In the end of this introductory Section [3.1) we state the summarizing Theorem
which is the main result of this Chapter

Theorem 3.1. Let be given

e a set A of agents, each agent a € A having a set of actions U, equipped with complete
partition field U, and Nature taking actions in the sample space ) equipped with
complete partition field F,

e an information w-field I, C H for each agent a € A,

e a causal configuration ordering ¢ : H — X as in (2.37)).

o7
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For any partition A = | |,.p A" of the agents into players, we construct an AFR-model as
in Definition [2.15 with

o the set P of AFR-players,
o the set W =H of plays,
o the WtoAFR-tree (V, D), where the set V' of WtoAFR-vertices is defined in (3.20d)),

e the collection C' = {Cyo},cpi 0of WtoAFR-choices of the player i € P, where for
any representative agent a € A" of the player i, the corresponding partition C, of
WtoAFR-choices is as in (3.29).

The constructed objects satisfy (AFR-Aziom1’) and (AFR-Aziom2’) stated in Definition[2.16]
Proof. The theorem is a consequence of Propositions and [3.18] ]

3.2 WtoAFR-tree

In this Section [3.2], we give some general results about tree structures in partial orderings,
namely,

e in §3.2.1] we introduce an order relation > on the set ¥ of orderings (from integers
towards agents), and we prove that the poset (3, =) is a tree,

e in §3.2.2] we prove that the X/*-poset <{Z’€}KEZ\E‘AI , D ) is a tree,

e in §3.2.3] we build the set of plays on which all subsequent constructed objects are
supported and the set of so-called WtoAFR-vertices supported on this set of plays.
We prove that the set of WtoAFR-vertices is ordered by set inclusion, thus, possesses
a tree structure, which yields the so-called WtoAFR-tree, the first primitive of an

AFR-model.

Some of the results proved in this Section [3.2| rely on technical results postponed to Sec-
tion 3.5l

3.2.1 The tree of partial orderings

We introduce a relation on the set ¥ of partial orderings, defined in (2.33c|). For any two
partial orderings k, k' € X,

&' < |~

?/)\m(ff) = K > <31)

/{’i/{:){
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where the cardinal || is as in (2.33d]) and the restriction mapping 1, is as in ([2.33g|) applied
for k = |x'|. Thus, £’ > x means that &’ is the restriction of  to the first |x'| integers. The

choice of notation may seem counterintuitive, but the logic is as follows: the “shorter” an
ordering is, the “bigger” it is. Indeed, the “shortest” empty ordering {(0)} is then defined
as the “biggest” root vertex. Similarly, the set of the “longest” total orderings %! forms
the set of the “smallest” vertices, that is, leaves of the poset (X, =), which is proved to be
a tree in Proposition [3.2] .

Note that, k= = &, for any nonempty ordering £ € 3\ {(#)}. Indeed, for any such
nonempty ordering s, we have K~ = 9)j4—1(k) = ¥}—|(x), where the first elements £~ are
as in (2.33]). Combined with the fact that |<~| < || and the Equivalence we obtain

that
K=k, Ve X\ {(0)}. (3.2)

In the following Proposition , we show that (3, =) is a poset and, moreover, possesses
a tree structure.

Proposition 3.2. The set ¥ of orderings as in (2.33c), supplied with the binary relation =

defined in , S
e a poset (X, ), that is, the binary relation = is reflexive, antisymmetric and transitive,
e a tree according to Definition that s, for any vertex k € X, the upset
th={K €S| =k} (3.3)
as in , s a chain.

Moreover, the image of any nonempty ordering k € X\ {(0)} under the parent mapping p,

as in [2.11D)), is k= € Y91 that is,
p(k)=r", Ve e S\ {(0)}. (3.4)

Proof. The proof is in three points.
» First, we prove that the set X supplied with the binary relation > is a poset.

Reflexivity. We prove that for any x € ¥, the relation x > x holds true.

V1l (K) = K|{1,...Inl}
(by definition of the restriction mapping v, as in (2.33g) applied for k = |x|)

= KR

(by projection on the first components as in (2.33f)) applied for ¢ = |k|)

Thus, by definition of the relation = as in (3.1)), k > k.
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Antisymmetry. We prove that, for any «, v’ € X, such that k # x’ and that x = &/, then
necessarily we have that <" %# k.

The proof is by contradiction. For this purpose, we suppose that « > k holds true
together with k = &’ and k # /. From (3.1)), we have simultaneously that |x'| < |&]

and |x| < ||, thus, |&| = |k|. Then, we write
K =P (K) (by definition of the relation = as in (3.1), as &' = k)
= () (a5 ] = 1)

=k, (by projection on the first ¢ components as in (2.33f]) applied for ¢ = |x|)
which contradicts the assumption x # K’

Transitivity. We consider three orderings k, /', k" € 3, such that k" = ' and & = k.
We prove that " = k.

By definition of the relation > as in (3.1), we have |”| < |&'| < |&|, thus, [£"| < |&].

Then,
K" = Yy (K) (by definition of the relation = as in (3.1), as " > &)
= Py (Yyr (K)) (by definition of the relation = as in (3.1)), as &' = k)
= Yy (K) (by Lemma [3.27] applied for k" = |r"| and k' = |£'|)

» Second, we prove that the poset (X,>) is a tree. To this end, we show that, for any
element x € 3, the upset Tk, as defined in , is a chain. For this purpose, we consider
two orderings «/, k" €1k and we prove that either &' = k" or k" = k’. We assume without
loss of generality that || < |&/|.

As k' K" €Tk = {/4/“ =) ‘ K" = /4;} by definition , and as K" = k = |"] < |K|
by definition (3.1)), then |x”| < |+/| < |k| and we have that

K = Y (K) (by definition of the binary relation = as in (3.1)), as " = k)
= Y| (K) (by (-47d) in Lemma [3.27] applied for k" = |r”| and k' = |/|)
=K. (by definition of the binary relation > in (3.1)), as k' > k)

» Third, for any x € ¥\ {(0)}, we prove Equation (3.4). We write
p(k) =min ( 15\ {x}) (by definition of the parent mapping p as in (2.11bj))
=min ({x' € Z|&" = &} \ {k}) (by definition of the upset 1+ as in (3.3)))
:min{ﬁ' e Z|/§' - /f}
as K = k < K =k or & = k= by (3.7)), to be found in the postponed Lemma

=K . (as k= € {«' € B| & = k™ } and £~ is a lower bound)

This ends the proof. ]
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The Figure is a tree representation of the poset (X, =) for the set A = {a,b,c} of
agents. The empty ordering X° = () as in (2.33D]) is the root of the tree. Focusing on
the lower part of Figure , we can observe that any total ordering in 33 is the only child
vertex of the corresponding parent. In fact, we will now establish in Corollary that all
trees (X, ») have the property that the set of only children coincides with the set of total
orderings. In other words, the parents of total orderings are the only parents to have an
only child; informally speaking, total orderings are the only vertices that have no “sibling”
vertices. This property plays its role in the sequel.

)
(b) (c)

(0
b)/\ )/\ /N

(ac) (ba (be) (cb) (ca)

(abc) (acb) (bac) (bea) (cba) (cab)

(

Figure 3.1: Example of a tree (X, =) of orderings in a three agents case

Corollary 3.3. The poset (X \ 214, =) is a tree.
Moreover, for any nonempty ordering k € 3\ {(0)}, the set p~' (k™) of children vertices

(as in [2.11d)) of K~ is a singleton iff k € X4, that is,
p () ={k} <= rexH, (3.5)

Proof. The set (X \ X/ =) is deduced from the tree (X, =) by removing the leaves. It is
readily checked that the resulting set is a poset and also a tree.

e In order to prove Equivalence (3.5, we establish yet another useful relation: for any
nontotal ordering x € ¥\ X!4/, the set of children vertices, as in ([2.11d), is given by

p (k) = {(/ﬁ,a) ‘a €A\ HHH} C Rl (3.6)

By Equation (3.4)), we have that v’ € p~'(k) = K~ = p(r') = k. We get that || =
|k| + 1 by definition of '~. Thus, we have obtained the inclusion p~!(x) C X%+,
for any partial ordering x € ¥\ L%/, Then, to prove the equality in Equation (3.6)), we
now show two inclusions.

On the one hand, we show that {(x,a)|a € A\ ||s||} C p~!(k). For any agent a €
A\ |||, the corresponding ordering (k, a) is a mapping (x,a) : {1,...,|k|+1} — A, which
is an injection and hence belongs to XI#*1. Moreover, we have

p((k,a)) = (r,a) (by (4))
= (by (2.331))
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Thus, we have obtained that {(x,a) |a € A\ |||} € p~'(x).
On the other hand, we show that p~!(x) C {(k,a)|a € A\ ||5|}. We write

p (k) C {FL, e plkHt |p(n/) = Fd}

by definition of the set p~!(k) of children vertices as in (2.11d) and the fact that, for any
nontotal ordering k € X\ S p~1(k) C Xlri+1

= {K € yll+ | K =k}
as, for any ' € LI+ we have v’ € X\ {(#)}, and thus Equation (3.4)) gives that p(k') = &'~

= {(k,a) € ylel+1 | (k,a) : {1,..., k| + 1} — A is an injection}
(by definition of the set ¥* of k-orderings as in (2.33a]) applied for k = |x| + 1)
={(k,a) e T [a € A\ [I5]]}
(as, if @ € |||, then the mapping (k,a) : {1,...,|x| + 1} — A is not an injection)

which proves the inverse inclusion and, thus, the equality in Equation (3.6)).

e Now, we prove Equivalence (3.5)).

(«<=) We consider a total ordering x € X4/, Then s~ € ¥\ ¥4 and using (3.6), we
obtain that

p (7)) ={(x"a) lae AN s}

As k™ € YIA=1 by (2.33]), then A\ ||x~|| is reduced to a singleton. Therefore, p~*(x~) is also
reduced to a singleton and since x* € A\ ||~ || we obtain the equality p~'(x7) = {(x~, k*)}.
We therefore obtain that p~' (k™) = {x}.

(=) Assume that p~'(k7) = {x} for some x € ¥\ {(#)}. Then, k= € ¥\ X* and
by (3.6]), we have
{(x7 a)|ac A\ [|x|I} = {x}.

Thus, A\ ||| is a singleton, which is only possible when |x~| = |A| — 1, that is, when
k| = |A|. Thus, we have that x € XI4I.
This ends the proof. ]

We finish this §3.2.1| by establishing an, already used and extensively used in the sequel,
equivalence between any two orderings related through the binary relation >.

Lemma 3.4. For any two partial orderings k, k' € X3, we have the following equivalence
K=k < k' =ror(K=r andr#{(0)}). (3.7)

Proof. We consider two partial orderings , ' € ¥. We prove the two implications of the
Equivalence (3.7)).

» (<) We suppose that ' = k or that (v’ = £~ and x # {(0)}), and we consider the two
possible cases one by one. If k' = k, we trivially have that v’ = k" = k by reflexivity of the
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relation = established in Proposition [3.2] If £ = x~ and x # {(0)}, we get that x’ = &,
by transitivity of the relation >, established in Proposition , because Kk~ = K by (3.2)
since k € ¥\ {(0)}.

» (=) We suppose that " > k. Then, we get that |x’| < |k|, by definition of the relation
> as in (3.1)), and we consider the two possible cases |x'| = |k| or || < |k| one by one. If

we suppose that || = |k|, then we have that
K =Y (k) (by definition of the relation = as in (3.1)))
= )/ (k) (as |k'| = |k| by assumption)
= K 5

and we obtain that £’ = k. If we suppose that || < |x| — 1, then we have that x # {(0)}
since |k| > 1, and we have that

K =Y (k) (by definition of the relation = as in (3.1]))
> Ype)-1(k) (by postponed (3.47¢c)) applied for &' = |k| — 1 and k" = |x/|)

=K, (by (2.33])
and we get that " = k™.
This ends the proof. ]

3.2.2 The T*-poset tree of total orderings

For any partial ordering x € ¥, we define the following subset 3,, C YI4l of total orderings
coinciding with & on the first {1,...,|x|} elements by

w={p eS|y (p) =k} CZ, VkeX. (3.8)
The main result of this §3.2.2] is the following Proposition |3.5]

Proposition 3.5. The mapping
SASH = (S tieman » S\ZH 3k T, c S (3.9)

where the subset 3, of total orderings is defined in (3.8]), is an order isomorphism between
the poset (X \ X4 =) and the YA -poset ({En}ﬁez\zml D).
As a consequence, the L1 -poset ({EK}KGE\EIA\ ) ) is a tree and, for any nonempty

and nontotal ordering k € X\ {(0) U EW}, the parent of the corresponding vertex Y, is
gwen by the vertex .-, that is,

p(Ze) =2, Ve D\ {(D) Uz}, (3.10)

!'Notice the lower index for orderings, and the upper index for cardinals.
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Proof. The proof is in three steps.

» First, we show that the mapping defined in (3.9) is an order morphism between the
poset (X \ X/A1 =) and the Y*l-poset ({Eﬁ}neE\E\Al , D ), that is, that we have

(V/{, K eXx\ Z'A‘> K=Kk < Yo DX,. (3.11)

We prove the two implications of the Equivalence (3.11)).

(=) We consider two nontotal orderings x, s’ € ¥\ ¥4/, such that &’ > &, and we show
that ¥, D Y. For any total ordering p € X, we have that

wlm’|<p) = ¢\n’|(¢|ﬁ|<p))
by (3.47b)) since k' = k = |K/| < |k|, by definition of the relation > as in (3.1

- (a5 Y11 (p) = s by @) since p € T,)
=K. (as k' = Kk by definition of the relation > in ({3.1)))

Thus, we have obtained that p € ¥/, as ¢|N/|(,0) = k/. Hence the inclusion X, D X, is
proved.

(<=) We consider two nontotal orderings &, € ¥\ Ll such that ¥, D ¥, and we
show that ' > k.

From ¥, D ¥,, we deduce that |X./| = (|A] — |£])! > |2k = (JA] — |&])!, hence that
5’| < |k|. Then, for any total ordering p € ¥, C X/A we have that

i (£) = Yy (Y11 () (as k= 1y (p) by since p € )
= Yper((p) (by since |x'| < |x|)

because p € ¥, and ¥, D X, imply that p € 3,/, hence that ¥;.(p) = &' by (3.8). As
we had |k| > |+'|, and as we have obtained that vj.|(x) = &', we conclude that x > &’ by
definition of the relation > in (3.1)).

» Second, we show that the mapping (3.9) is a bijection. As it is surjective by definition,
there remains to show that it is injective. Now, if ¥, = X, we deduce from (3.11) that

both " > k and k > &/, hence that k" = k by antisymmetry of the relation >.

» Third, we prove the two remaining points. As, by Corollary , the poset (L\ X! =) is
a tree, its image by the order isomorphism (|3.9)) is a tree as an order isomorphism preserves
chains. As a consequence, the Z*-poset ({E“}NGE\EW ,D ) is a tree. Equation is
a straightforward consequence of thanks to the order isomorphism . Indeed, as
the minimum of a finite set is preserved under an order isomorphism, then the minimum
operation commutes with the order isomorphism, which gives the result.

This ends the proof. ]
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We give the following useful Corollary [3.6]

Corollary 3.6. For any two partial orderings k, k' € ¥, such that |k'| < |k|, we have the
following equivalence

Y. =X <= K=k or (/‘6 e Y and k' = m_) ) (3.12)

Proof. We prove the two implications of the Equivalence . We consider k, k" € X
such that || < |k|.

(<) Suppose that k = £’ or (k € T4 and &' = k7).

If k =K', we obviously get that X, = X,/

It is readily observed that, if & € £*!, we have that ¥, = ¥,-, because the last value
k(|x|) is uniquely determined by x~ (with {x(|x])} = A\ ||7]|). Therefore, we get that
r € YA and k' = Kk~ jointly imply that ¥, = 3,

(=) Suppose that ¥, = 3,,. We consider three cases, namely, (fi e YA and &' = Kf)
or (Ii € YA and &' = /s) or (Ii g YA and & = Ii).

If K ¢ YA then & ¢ YA since |w/| < |x|. As, by Proposition 3.5 the mapping
¥\ YA 5 kX, is bijective, we deduce from ¥, = ¥, that k = &’

If K € £ we have that ¥, = -, as seen just above. There are two subcases.

If k" € ¥4 we have that ¥, = ¥, and therefore that ¥,- = ¥, = %, = X_,—. Now, as
k™ ¢ L and k'~ ¢ L we deduce that k= = k', as shown above. Since r € L and
k' € I8 we obtain that k = /.

If v ¢ ¥4 we have that ¥,,- = ¥, = X,.. Now, as k=~ ¢ Y4 and &' & 4 we deduce
that k= = K/, as shown above.

This ends the proof. ]

In Figure (3.2)), we give an example of a ¥*-poset ({25}562\23 , D ), which is the image
of the poset in Figure (3.1]) under the order isomorphism (3.9)), supplied with the elements
{Zp}pezg,, where

3 = {(abc), (ach), (bac), (bca), (cba), (cab)} .

Notice that X, = Y(aer) = (acb), by (3.12)), and analogous relations hold for the other
five total orderings in ¥3. Hence, we observe that, for any total ordering p € X3, the
corresponding set XJ, coincides with the set X,-, and there are no other vertices with such
property by Corollary That is, had we added the singletons {Ep}pezg as potential leaf
vertices, they would have duplicated some in the tree constructed in Proposition |3.5|

Finally, we prove the following useful implication that will be used for the proof of
Proposition

Lemma 3.7. Let a causal ordering ¢ : H — YA as in ([2.37) be given. For any two
orderings k, k' € X, we have the following implication

(Vﬁ, K € E) K= k=H,DH?. (3.13)
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b

2(a) 2(b) 2(e)
Zi(ab) P(ac) Zi(ba) Zi(be) Z(eb) ¥i(ca)
I I I 1 Il I
2 (abe) 3(ach) Y (bac) 3 (bea) 3 (cba) 3 (cab)

Figure 3.2: ¥3-poset ({Ex}tiemss» D), which is the image in leaves of the poset in Fig-

ure

tree Y-poset and ¥ -poset “image in leaves” WtoAFR-tree
=.5) =hes D) V,5)
moves {k|r e T\ T} {S. |k e SCREDY Ty, o |k eX}
leaves {p]pcSH} {{x}|r e -1} {{n}|hcH}
upset | th={x eX|r =r} [ 15, ={Sc [+ =x} | (B:25), (3.2)
parent p(k) = K~ p(Eg) = Xu- (3.27))

Table 3.1: Comparison table between three trees

Proof. We consider two orderings k, " € 3, such that x' > x, and we show that HY, D H.
For any configuration h € H¥, we have that

P (9(h)) = jer <¢|n\ (SD(h)))

by (3.47b)) since k' = k = |K/| < |k, by definition of the relation > as in (3.1

e (a5 (9(1)) = w by () since h € Hy)
=x . (as k' = Kk by definition of the relation » in (3.1]))

Thus, for every h € H¥, we have that ), (go(h)) = r/, which implies that h € H?, hence
the inclusion H?, D H? is proved. O

3.2.3 Constructing WtoAFR-tree

Besides the two trees (X,>) and <{ZH}HEZ\E‘A| ,D ) discussed in @ and re-
spectively, there is yet another poset closely related to these two, namely, the H-poset
({H£},cse » D ), where the set 3¢ C X is defined in (2.35¢). We prove in Lemma [3.7] one
useful implication for the H-poset ({H£}, .5, ,D ). In this we are going to con-
struct the WtoAFR-tree as a refinement of the H-poset ({Hf}nezv , D ) by intersecting
it with the so-called vertex partition. In Table we draw a comparison between these
trees.
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We call set of WtoAFR-plays the underlying set of plays for the WtoAFR-model given
by
W=H. (3.14)

From now on, in this Chapter [3| we will work with the set H of configurations instead of
the set W of plays. Stating the main results requires a bit of notations.

First, we introduce the following list of notations that will be extensively used in the
sequel when speaking about moves and constructing the WtoAFR-tree.

Definition 3.8. For any nonempty subset B C A of agent, the projection projg from the
product configuration set H = € x Ug x U_g to the product set Ug of actions of agents in
B is defined by

projg : H — Ug (3.15a)
h=(w,{u}yen ) = he =us = {up}yep - (3.15b)

Then, for the empty ordering () we define the projection by

projgy : H—Q (3.16)
h=(w {when) = by =w € Q.

Then, for any nonempty partial ordering k € ¥ \ {(D)}, the projection proj,, from the
product configuration set H = € X Uy x U_j, to the product set 2 x Uy, of Nature with
the actions of agents in ||k|| is defined by

proj, : H — Q x Ujy (3.17a)
h= (w,{us}yen ) = b = (Projg(h), projj(h) )€ Qx Uy (3.17b)

U ={ubtoen|

€4

where the range ||k|| is as in (2.33h]).

In the sequel, we will also make use of the following auxiliary coordinate mapping. For
any two orderings k, k" € X, such that ’ = & as in Equation (3.1)), the following projection
is well-defined:

Projyen ey - H = Upepyjiney
b= By -

Indeed, as #' = , we immediately get that ||«'|| C ||| and projj . is the projection
defined in Equation (3.15)) for B = ||&|| \ ||x']].

For any configuration h € H, we have

K = k= h, =( hw ,hHHH\”,f/”) (3.18)

M m m
XU XUy Ty oy
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where the longer s-prefix h, = (w,u,) € 2 x ﬁllnll has been factorized with the shorter

w'-prefix hy = (w,ue)) € QX @IH’II' By an abuse of notation, we will also denote by proj,.,
any of the following projection mappings, when &’ = k:

projnl : Q2 x EHHH — Q% WHH’H (3.19&)

(w, {us ey ) = (@ {unhepy ) - (3.19b)

Now, we are ready to define the candidate set of WtoAFR-vertices.

Definition 3.9. Let a causal configuration ordering ¢ : H — XA be given as in Defi-

nition |2.24 For any nonempty ordering € X\ {(0)} and angﬂ e € QX Uppy, as
in (3.17), we define,

rp,— =HEO ({be-} x U-je-y) CH, (3.20a)
where the set H? of configurations is as in (2.34). Then, we define
X =Azey €2%|wpy, =HIN ({ba-} x U_jmy) , stz #0}, (3.20b)
and
Z={{h}|heH}. (3.20¢)

Finally, define
V=XUZU{H}. (3.20d)

First of all, in the following Lemmas |3.10] and |3.11] we give simple representations of
any element x5  of the set X defined in (3.20b).

Lemma 3.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem any element x,y € X, where the
set X is defined in (3.20b)), is a cylinder of the form

Zrp,— = (H N {0 }) X Uy (3.21)

with ﬁf N {b.-} nonempty, where the set Ei is given by ([2.38al).
Proof. Let x5 _ as defined Equation (3.20a)) be given. We write

Ty, = HZ O ({be-} X U_js-1) (by definition of the element .5 _ as in (3.20al))
—y _
= (B x Uju=p) 0 ({ba-} ¥ Uy
(under causality, as in (2.37)), the set H¥ is a cylinder by ([2.38al))
= (HZ N {be-}) x Uopey -
Since the elements of X satisfy Equation (3.20a)), Equation (3.21)) is valid for any x,5 _ €
X. This ends the proof. [

2We do not use the notation h, -, because the latter will be defined in (3.17) as the projection of a
configuration h € H.
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Proof. For any element z,, € X, we write

Ty . =HZ O ({be-} x U_jey) (by definition of the element x5 _ as in (3.20a))

Y — _
= (Hx x U—pe) N (£} x Uy

(under causality, as in (2.37)), the set H¥ is a cylinder by ([2.38al))
= (HZ N {be-}) x Uop-y -

Since the elements of X satisfy Equation (3.20a)), then Equation (3.21)) is valid for any
Top - € X. As any element of X is nonempty by (3.20b), then x5 = # (), which implies

that Ei N b,- is also nonempty. This ends the proof. O

Lemma 3.11. For any v, € X, we have that
Trp, = {h € H|r = p(h) and b =D} . (3.22)

Proof.
e (C). Let wp € X and h € x,y _ be given, noting that .5 _ # 0 when ., € X.
By definition of the WtoAFR-move z,, _, as in (3.20a)), we have that

SL’H,hN_ = Hf N ({f)n—} X @,HN—H) . (323)

Thus, we have that h € H? and by definition of the set H? of configurations, as in (2.34)),
we have that 1y, o ¢(h) = k, which implies the relation x = ¢(h) by definition of the order
>, as in . Now, using again Equation , we also have that h € {h,-} X ﬁ,”,{—”
which immediately gives the second restriction h,.- = h,.-.
e (D). Let be given k € X\ {(0)}, .- € Q x Uj,— and h € H such that xk = ¢(h) and
B = I

Using the fact that k € X\ {(0))}, and that x > ¢(h), we have K~ > K by and,
thus, K~ > (h) by transitivity of the relation > established in Proposition . Now, we
write

{h} =17, N {h} (as, h € HY ), by definition of Hf in (2.34))
=H?Nn{h} (as & = @(h) implies H > HY ;) by (3-13))
=H? N {hym} (as h = hyp) for any h € H)
=H? N {(hy-, hayjs-)}  (by the factorization relation in (3.18) with k= = ¢(h))
=H? N {(be, havjep) } (using the assumption h.- = h,-)
CHZ N ({he-} x Uojey) (as Foa - € Uopo)
= Tk,h, -

by definition of the WtoAFR-move x,5 _ as in (3.20aj).
Thus, the Equation ((3.22)) is proved. ]
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In Lemma [3.12] we establish an equivalence between an inclusion between any two
WtoAFR-moves and some technical condition on the orderings and prefixes that define
them.

Lemma 3.12. For any two WioAFR-moves Ty 2wy, € X, we have the following
equivalence

(' = Kk and b— = proj-(h-)) < Tty o D Ty -

Proof.
e (=). Let be given ' = r and b, € Q x Uj,-. Let h.- € Q x ﬁHn"ll be given by
B~ = proj,.—(h.-). We have that

Ty = HE O ({be-} x U_jey) (using Equation (3.20a)) defining . _)
CHE N ({ -} x U HN H) (since H?, D H? when ' > x by -)
= HE 0 ({(proje— (0 )s by e} X Opiey) (by definition of proj,.,-)
= HE 0 ({(b,- vf)un =103 % U em) (as b— = proj.-(h.-))
=7 0 ({b-3 X Oy o= X U-amp)

CHZ N ({bo-} xU_juy) (as (B =y X U-pep) € U_jomy)
=Ty, -

o (<). Let wpp_, xwy . € X by given with z.p  C @wyp . Consider h € z,p _, then
we also have that h € Ty, and by using the node caraterization given by Equation ([3.22))
we have that both x > go(h) and k' = p(h). Thus, by definition of an upset as in (3.3)), we
deduce that &, &’ ET{cp } As (X, ») is a tree by Proposition , the upset 1 {gp(h)} is

a chain and we obtain that whether ' > k or kK > K'.

First, we show that x = x’ implies that k = " and h,.- = §,,—. We successively have that
proj,.- b, - = proj,.h,- (we have that h,,- = h,- by 1’ ash€xyy, )

= proj (P By 1)) (by factorization as k = K')

= D by (3.19)

=b.- . (we have that .- = h,- by (3.22) as h € x5 )

Then, using the first part of the proof (=), we obtain that .5 _ D 2w - We therefore
have that z,, = Ty ,— s which implies that kK = " and bh,.- = b, - by - Indeed,
since k = k', we have therefore obtained that proj..-(h.-) = proj,.—(h.-) = he- = h,.-
which gives the reverse implication in this first case.

Second, if k' = K, then k'~ > k™ and then, for the x™-prefix h,.-, the projection proj,,-b,.-
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as in (3.19)) is well-defined. We have that

proj,.—b.- = proj,..—h- (we have that h.- = h,- by (3.22) as h € z,cpy )

= pI'OjR/— (hml—, h”"i,_H\”“7”) (by factorization ‘)

= h,- (by (3.19))

=b.-, (we have that h,,- = h,- by (3.22) ash € xpy , )

which proves that bh,,- = proj.-(h.-). Thus, the reverse implication is proved in this
second case.

This concludes the proof. ]

As an immediate corollary of Lemma [3.12] we give the following result.

Corollary 3.13. For any two WtoAFR-moves x4 _,%wy , € X, we have the following
equivalence
Try, . = Twy, < (k=+r andb,. =b, ). (3.24)

Proof. The Equivalence follows immediately by applying Equivalence twice, first,
for z,p = D ey, and, second, for xp = C Ty, - O

In this Chapter [3, we construct a WtoAFR-model thanks to causality and the con-
figuration ordering that it provides. The property of causality comes into play twice,
first, when we build a tree and, second, when we speak of choices and information of the
WtoAFR-model.

In Proposition , we prove that the H-poset (V, D) is a tree.

Proposition 3.14. Under the assumptions of Theorem the H-poset (V, D) is a tree,
where the set V' of so-called WtoAFR-vertices is defined in (3.20d) with the root vertex
{H}, the set X of so-called WtoAFR-moves as in , and the set Z of so-called
WtoAFR-leaves as in (3.20d). We call the H-poset (V, D) the WtoAFR-tree.

Proof. In order to prove that (V,D) is a tree, we show that the upset of any candidate
WtoAFR-vertex, as defined in , is a chain. Since the upset of the root vertex is
indeed a chain reduced to one vertex, it remains to consider the WtoAFR-moves and the
WtoAFR-leaves.

» We consider first the case of WtoAFR-moves. Let an ordering x € X\ {(0)} and a
(k7)-prefix b~ € Q x U~ be given such that z,.,  # () giving a move z., _ € X. Using
the definition of the upset of a vertex in we have that

T2y = {xn’,hﬁ,f eX ‘ Tyt - O x,ﬂﬁhnf} U{H} .
Which gives, using Lemma that

TTrp - = {%’,bn,— e X | k' =k and b - = projn,f([),()} U {H} . (3.25)



72 CHAPTER 3. FROM W-MODEL TO AFR-MODEL

Now, using Equation , we prove that the upset of any WtoAFR-move is a chain.
To this end, we consider two moves xp ,_,Tury ,_ €7 T, and we show that either
Tty - DTy, OF Tyrpy , C Ty . If at least one of the two moves coincides with the
root vertex {HK}, the desired inclusion follows immediately. Now, we suppose that the two
moves are distinct from the root vertex {H}. By the expression (3.25)) of the upset [ETTIE
we get that, on the one hand, ' = x and b,,- = proj,-(h.-), and, on the other hand,
k" = kand - = proj-(h.-). Thus, ', k" €1k by definition of the upset 1« as in .
As the upset 1k is a chain by Proposition |3.2, we can assume, without loss of generality,
that &’ = k” = k and, thus, - = proj..-(h,.-) by . Applying for Kk = K", we
get that x" = k" and b,,- = proj,,-(h,.-) together imply the inclusion z,.vp , C Ty, ,
which proves that the upset Tz,  is a chain. i i

» Now, we consider the case WtoAFR-leaves. As a preliminary we prove that for any
h € H the upset of a WtoAFR-leaf is given by the following expression

A} = {hU Tz (3.26)

e(h)™
e (D). Using Lemma E, we obtain that {h} C To(h)h, - and therefore Txomn, - CT
{h} which added to the fact that we also have {h} Ct1{h} and {H} Ct {h} gives that
{h}U Tl‘%@(h):hv(m— U {H} CT{h}

e (C). By definition of V.= XUZU{H} and as, for any A’ € H such that i’ # h,
we have {h'}N{h} = 0 we have that 1{h} C {h} UX'U{H} where X’ C X is the subset of
moves which contains {h}. Consider x,; € X', then, using Equation we must have
that k = ¢(h) and b.- = h,—. Thus, we have that b,- = h,- = proj,-h = projnf(hw(h)f),
where the last equality comes from Equation using the fact that k = ¢(h). We
have therefore obtained that both x = ¢(h) and b,- = proj, (h,)-) which implies that
Typ O Lip(h) gy and therefore Ty, Gme(h),th)_- We conclude that X' CTxym)

and therefore 1{h} C {h}U EZOTE {H} = {h}U (EZOLI.

Now, using Equation (3.26]), we conclude that 1 {h} is a chain as we have already shown
that T%’(h)vh@(h)— is a chain itself and {h} belongs to every element of it by Lemma .

Thus, by showing that, for any WtoAFR-vertex v € V" as in (3.20d)), the corresponding

upset is a chain, we have proved that (V,D) is a tree.

p(h)™

h)

This finishes the proof.
]

Finally, in Proposition [3.15] for every WtoAFR-vertex, we give its image under the
parent mapping p defined in (2.11b]).

Proposition 3.15. Under the assumptions of Theorem for any nonroot WtoAFR-
vertex v € V' \ {H}, where the set V' of WtoAFR-vertices is as in (3.20d), the image p(v)
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under the parent mapping p as in (2.11b|), is given by

{H} , if v =2(a)p, for some (a) € xt, b(@) €N,

p(v) = fEn*,h(K_) if v = T _for some k € »= , he- € QX [U”,i I (3.27)
and Proj,—y- (he-) = [)(H ),
Tep(h),b, - ifv={h} € Z for some h € H and proj,-h = b,

We set, by definition, p({H}) = {H} for the sake of completeness.

Proof. We prove Equation (3.27)) giving, for any nonroot WtoAFR-vertex, the image under
the parent mapping defined in (2.11b)). We distinguish three cases, namely, WtoAFR-moves
of the first level, the rest of the WtoAFR-moves and the WtoAFR-leaves.

e We prove the first case in Equation (3.27)).
For any agent a € A and any (0)-prefix by € Q, we write the upset of the corresponding
MOVE T(q) 5y € X a8

Tm(a),bm) = {xm’,bﬁ,f | K = (a) and projn’_(h(w)) - bn’_} U {H}
(by the upset of any WtoAFR-move as ([3.25]))

= {x(a)vh(m} U {H},

as, by Lemma , k' > (a) implies that " = (a) or k" = (a)” = (0), and the latter implies
that ' = () and then £’ is not defined (see Equation (2.33j)). From this, the image of
IMOVE Z(q),fy) under the parent mapping p follows immediately:

p(x(a)7h<@)) = min( a).ho) \ {Z@ '7(@))}) = min{H} = {H} .

e We prove the second case in Equation (|3.27)).
We consider a move x5, € X such that xk € »(=2) (thus, the existence of (k7)€
YI%1=2 is ensured). We have that

p(Thy ) = min ( T2~ \{Twp__ }) (by definition of the parent mapping p in (2.11bj))
= min ({x,.;/,hﬁli | k' = k and proj,-(h-) = bu-} U {H}\ {zwp 1)
(by (3.25)) that provides an expression of the upset Tz, _ of a WtoAFR-move x.5 _)
= min ({x,.;/,hﬁli | k' = k™ and proj,.-(h.-) = b~} U {H})
(by (3.7) in Lemma

= Ty g . (as Tup, - € {x,{“hﬂ/f ‘ k' = £~} U{H} and is a lower bound)

(k7)™



74 CHAPTER 3. FROM W-MODEL TO AFR-MODEL

e We prove the third case in Equation (3.27)). We have

p({h}) = min ( t{R}\ {R}) (by definition of the parent mapping as in (2.11bj))
= min Tm@(h%%(hr (by the expression (3.26)) of the upset 1{h})
= Lip(h) b - - (as To(h) b,y - ETIWh)vhw(h)— and To(h) b is a lower bound)

This ends the proof. ]

3.3 WtoAFR-choices

The system of choices C is one of the two basic objects in the AFR-model, as seen in
Section 2.3] Here, we construct choices from the agents’ action sets and information fields
{Ua,Ja} 4en that are the basic objects of the W-model, as seen in Section . To this end,

e In §3.3.1, we define, for any agent a, the choice partition as the least upper bound of
two relevant partitions,

e In §3.3.2, we give details about the atoms of the information and choice partitions,
e In §3.3.3] we prove that the constructed primitives satisfy (AFR-Axioml),

e In §3.3.4] we prove that the constructed primitives satisfy (AFR-Axiom2’).

3.3.1 Definition of the WtoAFR-choices

First, we introduce two equivalence relations on the set H of configurations and the parti-
tions that they induce. Second, we define choices as the intersection of the atoms of these
partitions (any choice constructed in such way is a subset of plays).

Definition 3.16. For any agent a € A, we call

e the information relation of the agent a the equivalence relation J, on the set H of

configurations as in (3.14]) defined by
(Vh, W € H) hJ.,h <= 3 H €I, such that h,h' € H . (3.28a)

With the equivalence relation J, as in (3.28al), we define the so-called information
partition H/J,.

e the action relation of the agent a the equivalence relation i, on the set H of config-
urations defined by

(Vh,W €H)  hih' < h,=h, (3.28b)
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where the projection from the set H of configurations to the set U, of actions of the
agent a is deﬁneaﬂ by

proj, : H— U, (3.28¢)

h=(w, {uplyen ) > tq -

With the equivalence relation U, as in (3.28b)), we define the so-called action parti-
tion H/4L,.

Definition 3.17. For any agent a € A, we define the set of choices of the agent a by
Co=H/J, \/H/8y , Va €A, (3.29)

where the equivalence relations J, and 4, are as in (3.28a)) and (3.28b|) respectively and
the least upper bound of two partitions in . By definition, the set C, of choices is a
partition.

Note that, for any agent a € A, the corresponding choice partition C, is the smallest
partition among the ones that are finer (as defined in (9.5))) than both H/J, and H/4,.

Proposition 3.18. For any partition A = | |,_» A" of the set of W-agents into players, the
collection

C'={Cu}pepi » (3.30)

satisfies (AFR-Aziom1’) and (AFR-Aziom2’) stated in Definition [2.16, where, for every
representative agent a € A® of the player i, the choice partition C, is as in (3.29) and the
WtoAFR-tree (V,D) is as in (3.20d). We call C* the collection of WtoAFR-choices of the
player 1.

The postponed Proposition establishes that the collection C* of WtoAFR-choices
satisfies (AFR-Axiom1’). The same goes with Proposition and (AFR-Axiom2’).

3.3.2 Details about the information and choice partitions

In this §3.3.2], we introduce atoms of the information and choice partitions in §3.3.2.1}, define
the auxiliary move equivalence and show that the WtoAFR-information atoms are made of
WtoAFR-moves in §3.3.2.2] and, finally, deduce a closed form of any WtoAFR-information

atom and choice in §3.3.2.3|

3projection proj, is a particular case of the auxiliary coordinate mapping as in (3.15)), namely, when
B = {a} for some agent a € A. Here, we omit curly brackets of the singleton {a} in the subscript in order
to make notation less heavy
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3.3.2.1 Atoms of the information and choice partitions

In order to prove that, for any player i equipped with the set A’ of representative agents, the
collection C* of WtoAFR-choices of the player i, as in , satisfies both AFR-axioms,
we need to detail what is an atom of the choice partition C, introduced in for any
agent a. As, for any agent a, the choice partition C, is defined as the least upper bound
of partitions H/J, and H/$,, we first introduce the atoms of these two partitions.

For any agent a € A,
e the partition H/J, induced by the information relation J, as in (3.28a) splits the

set H of configurations into subsets of configurations indistinguishable for the agent a,
namely,

H/J, = {G|G e}, (3.31)

A generic information atom G € H/J, of this partition is a subset of configurations,
that is, G C H

e the partition H/, induced by the action relation i, as in (3.28b)) splits the set H
of configurations into atoms comprised of subsets of configurations with the same
actions of W-agent a, namely,

H/4o = {[ua) | ua € Uy}, (3.32a)
where, for any u, € U,, a generic equivalence class [u,] € H/, is given by

[ug] = Q2 x {u,} xU_, . (3.32b)

For any information atom G € H/J, and any action u, € U, of the agent a inducing
the corresponding equivalence class [u,] € H/4, as in (3.32b)), we define the corresponding
generic element cg,, by

Coug = G N (U . (3.33)
Lemma 3.19. For any agent a € A, the set C, of choices is given by

Co={cGu, |G E€H/To, u, €Uy} . (3.34a)

Moreover, the following mapping is an injection

i H/J, x H/8, — H/J, \/ H/4Y, | (3.34b)
(G, ug) = cau, =GN [ug -
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Proof. To prove (3.344)), we write

Co =H/3, \/H/4, ,
(by definition of the set C, of the WtoAFR-choices of the agent a as in (3.29))
={GNK|GeH/J,, KecH/U,}
(by property of the least upper bound of two partitions in Equation (9.6))

:{Gm[ua]lGEH/jaa uaEUa} (by (B.32a))
= {ccu, | GeH/T,, u, €U} .
(by definition of the WtoAFR-choice of the agent a as in (3.33))

We now show that i : (G, u,) — cgu, is an injection.
For this purpose, we consider two information atoms G,G’ € H/J, and two actions
uq, ul, € U, of the agent a, such that i(G,u,) = i(G',u),) and we prove that G = G’ and

u, = ul,. Using the definition of the WtoAFR-choice of the agent a as in (3.33)), we have

(G, u,) =G uy) <= cou, = Corw, <= GNuy) =G Nuy) .

We consider a configuration i € G N [u,].

On the one hand, as h € [ug], we have that ha = U,, where the projection proj, : H —
U, is as in ([3.28¢). On the other hand, as h € G'Nuy], we get that b € [uq] and hy = ul,.
From this follows that u, = u),.

Ash € G and h € G/, we get that GN G’ # ), hence that G = G’ as they are atoms of
the information partition H/J, as in (3.32a)).

This ends the proof. O

In the following Proposition [3.23] postponed to for any agent a, we establish
a closed form expression for any information atom G € H/J, in and, for any
action u, € U, of the agent a, a closed form expression for the corresponding choice cg 4,
in . To this end, we introduce in the sets of WtoAFR-moves of agents,
which partition the set X of WtoAFR-moves defined above in . We show that each
information atom G € H/J, of the agent a is made out of WtoAFR-moves of agent a. This
result, proved in Proposition , is the main ingredient to get the representation .

3.3.2.2 Auxiliary move equivalence

Before, in , we have defined the set X of WtoAFR-moves. Here, by introducing
an auxiliary moves partition we will be more specific, defining for each agent a € A, the
set X, of WtoAFR-mowves of the agent a, a subset of WtoAFR-moves X, where the agent
acts. We will show in Lemma that the sets {X,},., form a partition of the set X of
WtoAFR-moves and prove in Proposition that any information set of an agent is a
union of moves of this agent.
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Definition 3.20. For any agent a € A, the move relation ¥ of the agent a is defined on
the set H of configurations in the following way

dk € Z2P\{(0)}: v =a,
(Vh, W' € H) PNER <= { hoe- =N, - (3.35a)
h,h' € H? |

where the set X% of orderings is defined in (2.35c|) and, for any nonempty ordering r €
Y2\ A{(D)}, the last element k* in (2.331), for any configuration h € H, the corresponding

k™ -prefiz in (3.17)), and the set H? in ([2.34)).
For any agent a € A, we denote by X, and we call set of WtoAFR-moves of the agent a
the partitiorﬁ of the set H of configurations induced by relation ¢ :

X, = H/Mm? . (3.35b)

In the following Lemma |3.21) we give an explicit formula for the set of WtoAFR-
moves X, of any agent a € A defined in Equation as an element of the partition of
the underlying set H of configurations and we show that the collection {X,},., of agents’
WtoAFR-moves forms a partition of the set X of WtoAFR-moves.

Lemma 3.21. The set X of WtoAFR-moves in Equation (3.20b)) is partitioned as

X=|]Xa, (3.36a)

a€A

where, for any agent a € A, the set of WtoAFR-moves X, of the agent a is as in (3.35b)).
Moreover, for any agent a € A, the corresponding set X, of WtoAFR-moves of the
agent a 1s given by

Xo=A{any,_ |r€X\{0)}, #*=0a, be- €Qx Uy, stz #0}, (3.36b)
where the WtoAFR-move . _ is as in (3.20a).

Proof. The proof is in two steps. First, we prove Equation [3.36b, Let a € A and x € X,

as defined in (3.35b)) be given. Then, by (13.35al), there exist a nonempty partial ordering
k € X%\ {(0)}, such that k* = a associated to the move x. Consider h € x, then we

indeed have that h,- € 2 x @H,(”. Now, for any configuration h’ € = we have by ,
that = o(h') since b’ € Hf and h;_ = h,- thus we have that © = z,, _ and thus x
belongs to the set defined by the right hand side of equation [3.36b} The converse inclusion
is immediate by considering the representation of the moves given in Equation (3.22)).
Second, to prove partition in (3.36al), we write

4this definition precludes empty elements as a partition contains no empty elements
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X ={zep _ |r€Z\{D)}, bu- € QX Upmy, st zpy - #0}

(by definition of the set X of WtoAFR-moves in ([3.20b]))
= |_| {[L’;@bn, ‘HL eX\{@)}, k"=a, b- €Qx EH’VH ;o sboxgp =+ (Z)}

ach
(as, trivially, %\ {(0)} = U,ep {r|#" = a})
= |_| X, . (by definition of WtoAFR-move as in (3.36b)))
ach
This ends the proof. ]

Note that Equation can be rewritten as the following equivalence

{aﬁ exP\{(0)} st Kk =a,

r e X, < L
dh.- € Q x U”K—” s.t. x = Trp, - ?é 0.

(3.37)

Proposition 3.22. Under the assumptions of Theorem[3.1], for any agent a € A, we have

the implication
(Vh,W € H)  hOMEW = h3,h', (3.38a)

where the equivalence relations M? and I, are as in Equations (3.35a) and (3.28a) respec-
tively.
Thus, the moves partition H/9M¢ is finer than the information partition H/3J,, that is,

H/J, < H/M? (3.38D)

as in (9.9), and, for any move x € H/MY? of the agent a and for any information atom
G € H/3, of the agent a,

0, else.

me:{x’ frcd (3.38¢)

Proof. Let an agent a € A and two configurations h, h’ € H, such that RON?R', be given.
Then, by definition of the moves equivalence relation ¢ as in (3.35a), there exists a
nonempty ordering x € ¢\ {(0)} such that * = a, h, b’ € Hf and h,- = h/._. We prove
that hJ,h’, where the information relation J, is as in , that is, we prove that there
exists an information atom G € H/J, such that h,h' € G.

Let Gy, Gy € H/J, be the information atoms containing configurations h and h’ respec-
tively (uniqueness of the atoms G, and Gy follows as H/J, is a partition of the underlying
set H of configurations). From causality, as in , as Gy, € J, = J,.«, we deduce that
Hf N Gy € Hj.— is a cylinder. Hence, by definition of the field J(,- as in , there
exists a set U C Q X EHH*H such that

Gh N Hf = U X ﬁ_”,ﬂf” .
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As h € Gj, and h € H¥ by assumption, we get that h € U x U—HH*H and h,- € U. As
h.- = h’_, by assumption, we obtain that h’_ € U and, hence, that ' € G; NH?. From
this follows that G,NG} # () and then that G, = Gy, as both are atoms of the information
partition H/J,. This proves that hJ,h'.

This ends the proof. ]

3.3.2.3 Closed form representations of information atoms and choices

Now, we are ready to state and prove announced in §3.3.2.1| closed form representations of
information atoms and choices.

Proposition 3.23. Under the assumptions of Theorem for any agent a € A, any
information atom G € H/J, and any action u, € U, of the agent,

e the atom G has the following closed form

G= || =, (3.39a)

where X, has been defined in ([3.35b))

e the choice cg,, € H/T,\/ H/4,, induced by the atom G € H/J, and the action
uqa € U, as in Equation (3.33), has the following closed form

coun = || (N ud) (3.39h)

r€Xy:
zCG

where none of the above sets is empty because the following property holds true

N [u,] #0, Ve e X, , Yu, €U, . (3.39¢)

Proof. Let an agent a € A, an information atom G € H/J, and an action u, € U, of the
agent be given.

» We prove Equation (3.39a). We write

G=HndG (as G C H)
= ( |_| ) NG (since HI/9¥ is a partition of H induced by relation 9¥)
xeH/ME
= U (xNG) (using distributive property and removing empty sets)
zeH/ME
(zNG)#0
= I_l T, (by[3.38d (zNG)=zifxCGor (zNG)=0if z ¢ G)
x€H/ME:

zCG
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which gives Equation (3.39a)) using the equality X, = H/9? given by Equation (3.35b)).
» We prove Equation (3.39bf). We write

Cou, = G N [ug) (by definition of WtoAFR-choice c¢g 4, as in (3.33))
= < I_l x) N [ug) (by partition of the atom G as in ([3.39a)))
el
= |_| (z N [ug]) - (distributive property)
r€Xq:
xCG

» We prove Equation . Let a move x € X, of agent a € A be given. Then,
by definition of the WtoAFR-move as in , there exists a nonempty ordering x €
%%\ {(0)}, such that x* = a, and some (x~)-prefix bh,- € Q x Uy such that = =z, _
and such that z,y ~ # 0. Using Lemma w the move x,,  is a cylinder of the form

Trp, = (ﬁ: N {h.-}) x U_j— and therefore we have that H’ Nb,.- # 0. Now, we write
TN [Ua] = T _ N [
= Zrp N (XU x {ua} x V)
(by definition of the equivalence class [u,] € H/4, as in (3.32b))
= (B2 0 {00 3) % Topery) 0 (2% Ty % {1t} X Uiy
(by representation of the WtoAFF-move z,, _ as in (3.21))
= <<Ei N {f),(}) X Ua X E,”,{”) N (Q X EHH’H X {ua} X E,”K”)
(as a = r* ¢ [|x~[| by (2.33]))
= (Ei N {f]ﬂf}) X {ua} X E_”H” (as Ug € [Ua and (ﬁ: N f),.f) C Qx U”,.r”)
£ . (as it was noted above that H Nb,— # ()
This ends the proof. ]

3.3.3 WtoAFR-choices satisfy (AFR-Axiom1’)

We are going to prove that, for any player i € P, the constructed set C of WtoAFR-choices
in Proposition , and the WtoAFR-tree (V, D), where the set V' of vertices is defined
in Proposition [3.14] satisfy (AFR-Axiom1’) and (AFR-Axiom2’) stated in Definition [2.16]
Before doing this, we establish Proposition that gives a closed form for the immediate
predecessor of any WtoAFR-choice.

We establish (AFR-Axiom1’) for WtoAFR-choices in the following Proposition [3.24]
relying on postponed Proposition to be found in §3.5.3, where we prove, for any
WtoAFR-choice cg,,,, the following result

P(cGu,) ={r € X, |z C G} C X,,
where the immediate predecessor mapping P is as in ([2.18b)).
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Proposition 3.24. For any partition A = | |, A of the set of W-agents into players, the
collection {C"},_p satisfies (AFR-Aziom1’) stated in Definition that is, for any two
choices c € C" and ¢ € C7 of the players,

<Vz’,j eEP, VeeC' e C’j> (P(nP(d)#0, c£d)= (i=3j, Plc)=P(), end =0),
(3.40)
where for every player i € P, the corresponding collection C* of choices is given in ([3.30)).

Proof. The proof is in two steps. Before proving the stronger (AFR-Axiom1’) stated in
Definition [2.16] we show that (AFR-Axiom1) in Definition holds true, namely, for any

two choices ¢, ¢ € O of the player 1,
<Vc, de C”;) (P()nP()#0, c#£d)= (P(c)=P(d), cnd =0). (3.41)

» First, we prove (AFR-Axiom1) for a given player i € P in two steps.

e For any representative agent a € A’ of the player ¢ we prove the restricted version of
(AFR-Axiom1) for the corresponding collection of choices C,.

To this end, we consider two distinct WtoAFR-choices ¢ # ¢’ € C, of the representative
agent a € A’. As WtoAFR-choices ¢, € C, are atoms of the choice partition C, as
in (3.29), then ¢ # ¢ implies cN ¢ = 0.

By characterization of the set C, of WtoAFR-choices of the agent a, the choices
c and ¢ are uniquely determined by the corresponding information atoms G, G" € H/J, of
the agent a and actions u,, u,, € U, of the agent a respectively, that is,

/
C = CGuq» C = Caul, -

We now prove that, if cg u, # carw, and P(cgu,) N P(cara) # 0, then P(cgu,) = Pcaru,)
and CGuq N Car o, = @
By the image of a WtoAFR-choice under the immediate predecessor mapping P as

in , we write
P(cGu,) = {x € X, |z C G}, Plegra,) ={z € X, |z CG'}.

Note that for any information atom G” € H/J, of the agent a, we have that P(cgrq,) =
P(cgnz,), for any two disjoint %, @, € U, by (3.53).

As P(cgu,) N Plcarw,) # 0 by the assumption, there exists € X, such that = €

P(cau,) N P(ceraw, ). As a consequence, we get that 7 C G NG, hence that G NG # 0.
We deduce that G = G’, as they are atoms of the information partition H/J,, which
immediately implies that P(cg.,) = { € X.|z C G} = P(ceru,). This proves the
restricted version of (AFR-Axiom1) for the set C, of choices of the agent a.
e Second, we extend (AFR-Axioml) to the whole set of WtoAFR-choices C* = {Cf},pi
of the player i equipped with the set A® of representative agents. For this purpose, we are
going to show that, for any two choices ¢, ¢ € C%, their immediate predecessors P(c) and
P(c) are always disjoint.
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Indeed, take any two agents a,b € A’ and any choices ¢, € C, and ¢, € C). By
characterization of the set of choices, there are u, € U,, G, € H/J, and u, € Uy,
Gy € H/3J,, such that ¢, = cg, 4, and ¢, = cg, 4, respectively.

By the image of a WtoAFR-choice under the immediate predecessor mapping p as
in , we write

P(cgyu,) = {x c X, ’ x C Ga} , P(cgyu) = {:U c X, | x C Gb} )

As before, we note that for any information atom G” € H/J, of the agent a, we have that
P(cgrna,) = Pcgnz,), for any two disjoint ,, U, € U, by (8.53). If P(cau,)NP(cgru,) # 0,
then there is a move x € X, such that x € X, and x € X, thus, X, N X, # (), which
implies that a = b as X = | ], Xa by (3.364).

If a = b, the result is already proved in the first step of the proof, which establishes
(AFR-Axiom1) for the whole set C* of WtoAFR-choices of the player 1.

» Finally, we prove the restricted (AFR-Axiom1’).

Let any two players i,j € P be given. Take any two choices ¢ € C* and ¢ € C7 of
the players ¢ and j respectively. By characterization of the set of choices, there are
u, € Uy, G, € H/J, for some representative agent a € A’ of the player i and u, € Uy,
G, € H/J, for some representative agent b € A7 of the player j such that ¢ = cg, ., and
' = cg,u, respectively.

The rest of the proof repeats the previous step. If P(cg, u,) VP (cGyu,) # 0, then, a = b
and, thus, i =jas A =| |,.» A' is assumed to be a partition.

This finishes the proof. [

3.3.4 WtoAFR-choices satisfy (AFR-Axiom?2’)

Now, we will establish the second and the last (AFR-Axiom2) that characterizes the inverse
of the parent mapping @D We will show that its restricted version holds true, namely,
(AFR-Axiom2’) as in @ in Definition It slightly differs from the one given in
the original AFR-setting as, in our setting, we let only one player be active at a non-leaf
vertex. Before stating Proposition [3.43] we formalize the notion of a player being active at
a WtoAFR-move.

For any WtoAFR-move x € X and any player i € P equipped with the set A’ of
representative agents, the player ¢ is said to be active at the move x if

T E U X, . (3.42)

The following Proposition relies on the postponed Lemmas and to be
found in .
Proposition 3.25. For any WtoAFR-move x € X and any player © € P active at

the WtoAFR-move x as in (3.42)), the condition (AFR-Aziom2’), as in (2.20) in Defi-
nition [2.16, holds true, that is,

p () ={znclceC: zeP)}. (3.43)
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Proof. Let a player ¢ € P equipped with the set A’ of representative agents be given.
If the player ¢ is active at a WtoAFR-move x € X as in , there exists a unique
agent a = a(z) € A’, such that z € X,, by partition of the set X of WtoAFR-
moves in Lemma [3.21] Then, for this agent a we are going to prove that

pH(z)={znc|lceC,: z€P(c)}. (3.44)

For this purpose, we write

pH(z) = {2 N [ud ’ua € U,}
(by definition of the set p~!(z) of children of the move z as in (3.57))
= {xﬂ (Gﬂ [ua]) ’ua € Ua}

where G = G(x) is the unique information atom such that = C G; indeed, as shown in
Proposition [3.22] the moves partition X, of the agent a defined in (3.35b|) is finer than the
information partition H/J, (where the relation J, is defined in (3.28al)), so that, for any

move = € X, of the agent a, there exists a unique information atom G = G(z) such that
rCG

= {:c N CGu, | Ua € Ua} (by definition of the WtoAFR-choice c¢g 4, as in )
= {:c Nc ‘ c € C, such that ¢ = cq,, for some u, € Ua}
= {zNc|ce C, such that z N ¢ # 0} (by (3-66) in Lemma [3.38)
= {zNc|ceC, such that = € P(c)} , (by in Lemma [3.39)
which gives the desired relation and, thus, proves (|3.43)).
This ends the proof. O

We have built the primitives of the AFR-model — the game tree and the collection of
players’ choices — out of the primitives of the W-model — sample space of Nature, action
sets of agents and the information partition of the agents. The existence of a causal
configuration ordering was a key element in that construction and in the obtention of the
two AFR-Axioms on the primitives.

We will elucidate in the following Section how a W-strategy induces a so-called
WtoAFR-strategy.

3.4 WtoAFR-strategies

Strategies in the W-model are attached to the agents: as defined in Definition for any
agent a € A, a W-strategy A, : (H,H) — (U,,U,) is a mapping — from the underlying
set H of configurations, as in ([2.24a)), equipped with the complete 7-field H, as in (2.24b]),
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into the set U, of actions of the agent a, equipped with the complete m-field U, — with the
imposed condition, as in , that the strategy is a measurable mapping with respect
to the information 7-field J, of the agent a, that is, \;1(U,) C I,.

Strategies in the AFR-model are attached to the players: as defined in Definition [2.1
for any player ¢ € P, an AFR-strategy s : X* — (" is a mapping — from the set of

moves X" of the player ¢, as in (2.22a)) into the set of choices C* of the player ¢, as in §2.3.2.2
— with the imposed condition that the inverse strategy (s')~' : C* — 2X" acts on choices

as the immediate predecessor mapping, that is, (s°)7*(c) = P(c) for any c € s*(X?) .

In this Section , we construct, from a W-strategy A, : H — U, (hence such that the
measurability condition as in (2.30b|) holds true), a mapping s, : X, — C, such that the
measurability condition as in (2.17)) holds true.

Proposition 3.26. For any agent a € A, and any W-strategy A\, : (H,H) — (U,, Us) of
the agent a, as in Definition there exists a mapping

Sq: X, —Cy, (3.45a)

where the set X, of WtoAFR-moves of the agent a is as in (3.35b) and the set C, of
WtoAFR-choices of the agent a is as in (3.29)), which is defined as the following composition

Sq = (7?57{% omy,) o (w3 o Ag,id) o, (3.45b)

such that the Diagram (3.45¢) commutes

H/3, — s Wy, x H/3,
%%T li (3.45¢)

H/9M¢ = X, —2 C, = H/8, \/H/J,

where the injection i : H/J, x H/U, — H/J,\/H/L, is an intersection operation as
in (3.34b)), and the auxiliary mapping S, = 7rj_a1 o A 1s such that the Diagram (3.45d))

commutes
H—— U,= H/ila

-1
a— ja a

Thus defined, the mapping s, satisfies the following measurability constraint for an AFR-
strategy as in Definition [2.1

s;'(c)=P(c), YeceCy, (3.45¢)

a

where P is the immediate predecessor mapping as in (2.18bf). We call the mapping s, :
X, — C, a WtoAFR-strategy of the agent a.
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For any subset A* C A of agents, we define
s X' = C', st Va€e A, (s)x, = Sa: Xo— Ca, (3.45f)

where, X' = J,cpi Xa is the set of WtoAFR-moves of the player i, C* = {Co}, cpi 1S
the set of WtoAFR-choices of the player i, and, for any a € A", the WtoAFR-strateqy
Sq : Xg — Cy of the agent a is as in . Thus defined, the mapping s* also satisfies
the following measurability constraint for an AFR-strategy as in Definition |2.1

(s)"Yc)=Plc), VeeC,, YacA. (3.45g)

We call the mapping s* : X — C* a WtoAFR-strategy of the player i equipped with the
set A of representative agents.

Proof. We build a WtoAFR-strategy in two steps.

As a first step, for any W-agent a € A, and any W-strategy A, : (H,H) — (U,, U,)
as in such that the measurability constraint \;'(U,) C J,, as in (2.30D]), holds
true, we construct a mapping s, : X, — C, and show that the measurability condition as
in (3.45€) is satisfied for the mapping s,. As a second step, for any group of representative
W-agents A C A we build a player i € P, endow the player i with a mapping s; : X; — C°
and show that the measurability condition as in is satisfied for the mapping s;.

» First, for any W-agent a € A, and any measurable W-strategy A, : (H, H) — (U,, U,)
as in ([2.30a}), we construct the candidate WtoAFR-strategy s, : X, — C, for the agent a,
as in (|3.45a)), and show that the Diagram commutes.

By Lemma , we define an auxiliary mapping s, : H/J, — U,. We prove that the
Diagram commutes. Let an information atom G € H/J, of the agent a is given.
Then, we write

. (G)={heH|he G}
and, for any h € Wj_al(G), that is, for any h € G, we have that \,(h) = u,, for some u, € U,,
as the W-strategy ), is constant on each information atom by the measurability condition

as in (2.30D).

With the help of the auxiliary mapping s, : H/J, — U,, we construct the candidate
WtoAFR-strategy s, : X, — C, from the set X, of WtoAFR-moves of agent a as in (3.35b))
into the set of WtoAFR-choices C, of the agent a, as in (3.29)).

The Diagram commutes as, under the property of causality stated in , the
moves partition X, = H/9M? as in is finer than the information partition H/J,,

that is, H/J, < H/MM?, by (3.38D)), thus,
(Ws);t% oy,) t H/MZ — H/J,
x— G, Vl‘E{JCEXa‘QZCG}

is well-defined. Thus, the candidate WtoAFR-strategy s, : X, — C,, is also well-defined
as the composition in ((3.46|)

Sq = (Wgéz o 7r3a) o (’/Tj_al o )\a,id) oi, (3.46)
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where the injection i : H/J, x H/4, — H/J,\/ H/4, is as in . Indeed, following the
Diagram from the bottom left, then up, then right and then down, we see that the
mapping s, : X, — C, acts on any WtoAFR-move x € {x e X, } r C G} of the agent a
as the following chain

-1
D:ncp OT3, 3 O)\a,ld

r = G Gxuab—>cGu =GN ug .

» Second, we prove the measurability condition (3.45¢|) for the candidate WtoAFR-strategy
Sq : X, — C, constructed on the previous step.

Let a WtoAFR-choice ¢ € C, of the agent a be given. By , it is uniquely
determined by an information atom G’ € H/J, of the agent a and an action u/, € U, of
the agent a, that is, ¢ = cgr . We prove that s, (cqr ) = P(cer ).

Following the Diagram from the bottom right, then up, then left and then down,
we see that the mapping s, ! : 26« — 2% acts on the WtoAFR-choice caru, € Cq of the
agent a as the following chain

—1

1~ -1 017. o o o a
corur = G N ug] @ x Uq (3 O»A—>ld) G’ S mw'_”; ) {z e X, ’ xCG'}.

On the other hand, the image of the WtoAFR-choice ¢,y under the immediate predecessor
mapping P is given by P(cg.) = {x € X, ‘a: - G’} by (3.53] -, which proves the
measurability condition s;*(cqru) = P(cgru)-

» Finally, we check the measurability condition for the candidate WtoAFR-strategy
st X — C% of the player i equipped with the set A® C A of the representative agents, as
defined in , where, X? = Uaeni Xa is the set of WtoAFR-moves of the player i and
C" = {Cy} 4epi 1s the set of WtoAFR-choices of the player .

Let a WtoAFR-choice ¢ € {C,},.,: of the player i be given. We show that there exists
a unique representative agent a € A’ of the player 7, such that (s°)7*(c) = s;'(c).

Assume, that the WtoAFR-choice ¢ € {C,},.,: belongs to two representative agents
a,b € A" of the player ¢, that is, ¢ € C, and ¢ € Cj, where the corresponding choice
partitions are as in (3.29)). By characterization of the set of choices, there are
u, € U,, G, € H/J, and u, € U, G, € H/J, such that ¢ = cg,u, and ¢ = cg,u,
respectively, that is, c¢g, u, = ¢ = cg,u,- Then, we write

{x c X, } r C Ga} = P(cc,u,)
(by the image of a WtoAFR-choice under the immediate predecessor mapping P as in (3.53)))

= P(cgyu,) (by the assumption that cq, u, = ¢ = cgyu,)

:{xEXb‘xCGb}.
(by the image of a WtoAFR-choice under the immediate predecessor mapping P as in (3.53))

This immediately implies that X, N X, # 0, and @ = b as X, and X, are partitions
by (3.350). Thus, for any WtoAFR-choice ¢ € C? of player i, there exists a unique repre-
sentative agent a € A, such that ¢ € Cy, and (s')7!(c) = s; ().
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As the measurability condition for the WtoAFR-strategy s, : X, — C, of the agent a
is established on the previous step in ([3.45¢), we get that s;'(c) = P(c) and conclude

Vee C', Jlac A", (s c)=s,"(c),

where, s, (c) = P(c) by (3.45¢).
This proves that the WtoAFR-strategy s* : X? — C* of the player ¢ also satisfies the
measurability constraint for an AFR-strategy as in Definition [2.17]

This ends the proof. ]

3.5 Proofs and technicalities

To prove Theorem — that is, to show that, for any player + € P, the constructed set
C" of WtoAFR~choices and the WtoAFR-tree (V, D) satisfy (AFR-Axiom1) and (AFR-
Axiom2’) — we need a bit of preparation. To this end,

e in §3.5.1, we prove Lemma that has been used in §3.2.1| and §3.2.2,

e in §3.5.2] we give three partitions of the underlying set H of configurations and prove
that some relevant subsets of the set H are cylinders,

e in §3.5.3] we give postponed technical results used for the proof of Proposition [3.24

e in §3.5.41 we give postponed technical results used for the proof of Proposition [3.25

3.5.1 Lemma about restrictions of an ordering (§3.2.1} §3.2.2)
In this §3.5.1, we prove the result that has been used in §3.2.1 and §3.2.2] namely, we

establish technical relations for restrictions of partial orderings.

Lemma 3.27. For any two indices 0 < k" < k' < |A|, the composition gr o Yy of the
restriction mappings, as in (2.33g), is well-defined as the mapping

(Y © ) : BEF) 5 R (3.47a)

where the set of orderings 2 ) is as in ([2.33€), and the composition 1 o iy coincides
with ¥y - TG — SF restricted to X that is,

(b 0 Y ) () = Y () , Ve € BEF) (3.47b)
Moreover, we have that

Y (R) = Yp(r), YO<E <k <|A|, Yk e BEF) (3.47¢)
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Proof. Let two indices k' and k” be given such that 0 < &” < k/ < |A|. First, we prove
that the composition in Equation (3.47a)) is well-defined. Using Equation , we have
that 1/1k/ : XEH) 5 SR and o 0 XEF) - 3K Now, since K/ < Kk’ we have that
U (BEF)) ¢ BF ¢ £CF) | the codomain of 1 is included in the domain of /. Thus,
the composition ¢ o 1 : BEF) — SF is well defined.

Second, Equation follows from

(Ve 0 i) (k) = (Kiqa,.., })\{1 ) (by (2.33g) applied for k = k" and k = k")

.....

= Y (K) . (by (2.33g) applied for k = k")

Third, we prove Equation (3.47d). Let x € (%) be given. Let k" = (k) and

K = g (Kk), we want to show that k" > r’. First, we have that |r"| = |[¢p (k)| = k" <
= |t (k)| = |K'|. Second, we successively have,

Qﬁ‘n/q(/{,/) = @iju(/{,) (as |/€”| = k/’,/)

= Y (Y () (aS K =t (k)

= (k) (by (3.470) as k € £EF))

= K" (aS K" = Yy (K))

We have thus obtained that £” > k' by Equation (3.1)) which gives Equation ({3.47¢)). This
ends the proof. m

3.5.2 Partitions of the H of configurations and cylindric subsets

In this §3.5.2] we give three partitions of the underlying set H of configurations in (2.24al),
and we also prove that some relevant subsets of the set H are cylinders, because of the
causality assumption.

Lemma 3.28. Let be given two orderings k, k" € X¢ \ {(0)}, where the set 3% is defined
in (2.35c)). Then we have the following implications:

HYNHY, 40 —= k' =k or k= K, (3.48a)
HZ NH?, # 0 and || = |5 = =+, (3.48b)
HYNHY, #£0 and k* =" = k =+, (3.48¢)
H? NHY, # 0 and v’ € M — k=K' . (3.48d)

Proof.

e (3.484). Assume that we have that Hf NHY, # (). For any configuration h € Hf NHY,, we
have by that 1y (¢(h)) = k and, that ¢y (p(h)) = &'. Therefore, by definition of
the relation > as in (3.1)), we have that k = ¢(h) and k" = ¢(h). Thus, by definition (3.3
of an upset, we deduce that ,x" €t {¢(h)}. As (X, =) is a tree by Proposition the
upset T{gp(h)} is a chain and we obtain that whether ¥’ = k or k = K'.
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e ([3.438D). Assume that we have that HZNH?, # 0 and |+’| = |«|. Using Implication (3.48al)
we must have that k = k' or K > k. Assume first that x > ’, then by lemma k> K
is equivalent to Kk = K’ or k = k'~. Since k = k'~ is not possible by cardinality assumption
|k'| = |k| we have that k = /. The second case k' = k is treated exactly in the same way
and left to the reader.
e (3.48¢). Assume that we have that Hf NHY, # 0 and £* = &’*. Using Implication
we must have that k = " or k' = k. Suppose, without loss of generality, that, v’ = x (the
reasoning for the case k = ' is identical, one needs to swap k and £’ in what follows). By
Lemmal[3.4] v’ = k is equivalent to &’ = k or " = k~. We prove that x' = x~ is impossible.
Suppose indeed that ' = = and denote by a € A the common value of k* = &'*.
On the one hand, from £* = k" = a, we would deduce that x(|x|) = &'(|']) = a. On
the other hand, from «' > &, we would deduce that &1 | = &, hence that x(|x'|) = a.
Combining both results, we would get x(|x|) = k(|«’|) = a. But this is impossible because
k' =k~ = |K| < |k| — 1. Therefore, we have obtained that &' = k,
o Assume that we have that HPNHY, # () and ' € S!#+1. Using Implication
we must have k = K’ since the other case k' = k would imply that || < || which is not
compatible with x' € ¥+ Now, by lemma , k = K’ is equivalent to k = k' or kK = K™,
but " = k is not possible by cardinality assumption. We therefore have x = '~ which
combined with the fact that || = [s/|—1 = |«| implies again by Lemmathat k=K.
O]

Lemma 3.29. For any agent a € A, we have the following partition of the configuration
space H
H= || #H, (3.49)
REXA\{(0)}

K*=a

where the set X% is defined in ([2.35¢]).

Proof. Let h € H be given, there always exists k € {1,...,|A|} such that kK = ¥, (¢(h))
with £* = a. Thus, there always exists k € ¢ \ {(#)} such that x* = a and h € H?. We
therefore have that H = U, 50\ ()} s+=o HE- Moreover, when r € 3¢\ {(0)} we have that
H¢ # (). It remains to prove that we have a partition. For this purpose we show that if
two orderings k, ' € X¥¢ \ {(0)} are such that H? NHY, # () then we have that ' = k and
hence that H? = H?,. This statement is indeed a direct consequence of Implication (3.48d)
in Lemma [3.28

This ends the proof. O

Proposition 3.30. Let ¢ : H — X4 be a configuration-ordering as in Definition [2.2,
The configuration space H in (2.24a) can be partitioned as

H = H? . (3.50a)

pEp(H)



3.5. PROOFS AND TECHNICALITIES 91

Moreover, for any k € {1,...,|Al}, we have the following partition
(W::e {1,...,\A|}) H= || =g, (3.50D)
k€YK (p(H))

where, for any nontotal ordering k € X%\ p(H) compatible with the configuration ordering
@ H — Xa, the corresponding set HY defined in (2.34) can itself be partitioned in

HY = || =, (3.50c)
' €| 11 (p(H))
(k)" =x
or, equivalently, in
HY = || HZ. (3.50d)
pEIRNyp(H)

Proof. In the formulas above, we have restricted the range of the partitions to x € V(¢ (H))
to get rid of the possible empty sets in the family {Hﬁ ’ K € Zk}. Indeed, by definition, a
partition does not contain empty sets.

e We start by proving Equation . Let £ € {1,...,]|A|} be fixed. First, we show
that HZ NHY, # 0 with «, " € ¢,(¢(H)) implies that x = £’. Indeed, this is an immediate
consequence of Implication (3.48b)) in Lemma as we have |k| = || = k. Second, if
k € Yr(p(H)), then there exists h € H such that k = ¥ (p(h)) and thus H? # . We
therefore have obtained a partition I—lﬁEwk(cp(H)) H¢¥ included in H. Now, given h € H, we

have that h € H, with x = ¥x(¢(h)) and we conclude that the previous inclusion is an
equality, that is Equation (3.50b|) is established.

e We prove Equation (3.50a). Equation (3.50a)) is obtained from Equation (3.50b|) by
considering the case k = |A| as we have that ¢4 (p(H)) = ¢(H).

e We prove (3.50c)). For any x € ¥\ ¢(H) and the corresponding set of configurations
H?, we write

H? =H?NH
=H/N || HE (by ([B.50D) applied for k = || + 1 € {2,...,]A[})
K €| 11 (p(H))
= |_| (H?, N HY) (distributive property)

K €Y +1(p(H))

= |_| (H?, N HY) (as, using (3.48d)), H?, N H¢ = () when (k)" # k)
H/€¢\n|+1(€0(H))
(W)~ =x

S (as HY, NHE = HY, by B.13) since k= (+')” = )
K €Y 11 ((H))
(k)" =k

This ends the proof. ]



92 CHAPTER 3. FROM W-MODEL TO AFR-MODEL

In the sequel, we will sometimes use the following reformulation of Equation ({3.50c))
writing explicitly the “last” agents (as in Equation (2.33i)) in the index of the union

HY = || HY. 4 - (3.51)
be—||x
(5,5) €W 1 (9 (D)

The last statement of this §3.5.2] is Corollary giving a result analogous to Equa-
tion (3.51]) taking into account the cylindric structure of the set H¥ of configurations.

Corollary 3.31. If a configuration-ordering p : H — 34| is causal (as in Definition|2.24)),
then, for any nonempty ordering k € 3% \ {(0)}, we have the following partition

H XUy = | ] H(,.s » (3.52)

be—||x||
(5,0) €% 5] 41 ((H))

where, for any nonempty ordering k € ¢\ {(0)}, the corresponding set H, C Q x U, is

s in (2.353).

Proof. For any nonempty ordering € X%\ {(0)}, we write

(X Une) x Uy = H X Uy
=H? (by the cylindrical factorization ([2.38a)) valid by causality)
- | | HY ) (by (8.51))

be—|xl|
(5,0) € o) 41 ((H))

= |_| (Wn,w < U_yeyy)

be—|xl|
(5,0) €Wy | 11 (p(H))

(by the cylindrical factorization (2.38al) valid by causality)
- L (FlGey X T

be—|xl|
(5,0) €Wy 1 (p(H))

(as, for b € —||k]|, (k,b)” =k by (2.331))
(U H)xTow.

be—|xl|
(5:0) € c) 41 (p(H))

Cancelling out ﬁ_”,{” on both sides of last equality gives Equation ({3.52]).
This ends the proof. ]
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3.5.3 Technical results used for the proof of (AFR-Axiom]l)

Here, we give postponed technical results used for the proof of Proposition |3.24] The main
result of this is the following Proposition [3.32] giving for any WtoAFR-choice cg,u,
as in the image P(cg ., ) under the immediate predecessor mapping P as in (2.18b]).
The proof relies on a sequence of lemmas that are stated and proved after the proposition.

Proposition 3.32. Let an agent a € A be given. For any information atom G € H/7J,
and any action u, € U,, the immediate predecessor P(cg.,) of the corresponding choice

CGuy, as 0 (3.33)) is given by
(vc: € H/To, Yua € Ua> P(cu,) = {r € X, |z C G}, (3.53)

where the immediate predecessor mapping P is defined in (2.18b)) and the set X, of WtoAFR-
moves of the agent a is defined in ([3.35b)).

Proof. Let an agent a € A, an information atom G € H/J, of the agent and an action
u, € U, of the agent be given.

By definition of the immediate predecessor mapping P, as in (2.18b]) applied for W =

CG o, We have that

P(cgu,) = {:c cV ‘ v elcgu, , To="Tv\ iCG,ua} ,
where the downset | cg ., of the choice cq,, is given by
Vegu, ={vev | v C G} - (3.54)
» First, we prove in Lemma [3.35] that the downset | cq,, is of the form
\LCG,ua - |_| \L(l' N [ua]) ;
reXy:
xCG

where, for any move z € X, and any action u, € U,, the corresponding element z N [u,] is
a vertex, that is, 2 N [u,] € V by Lemma [3.33]

» Second, we prove in Lemma M that the set of maximal elements max ( \LCG,ua) of the
downset of the corresponding choice cg 4, is given by

max ( iCG,ua) = {xﬂ [14] }x € X,, st.xC G} )
» Finally, in Lemma |3.37] we prove that

P(CG,ua) — {p(v) |’U € maX(iCG,ua)} )

which immediately gives the desired relation (3.53)) for any WtoAFR-move = € X, of the
agent a, we have that p(z N [u,]) = = € X, by (3.57) in Lemma [3.34]

This finishes the proof. [
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Now, we prove the five postponed lemmas that gave us the proof of Proposition [3.32]

In the following Lemma [3.33, for any information atom G € H/J, of the agent a, any
WtoAFR-move z C G, and any action u, € U, of the agent a, we describe explicitly a
generic building block (x N [u,]) for the choice ¢ € C, of the agent a.

Lemma 3.33. Let a causal configuration ordering ¢ : H — X be given. For any nonempty
ordering k € X9\ {(0)} compatible with the causal configuration ordering @, such that
K* = a, any Kk~ -prefiz h.- € Q x U”,ﬁ—”, and any action u, € U, of the agent a, there exists
a unique agent b € —||k||, such that

_ x(ﬁvb)v(h,@—vua) €X ’ Zfli é ¢(H) )
Tep - N [ud] = {(hﬁ,ua) €7, ifre ). (3.55)

As the agent b is uniquely determined by the WioAFR-move x(.5_ ) € X4 and the action
uq € Uy, we denote it by B(w.y _,uq), that is,

b= B(:Umﬁ_,ua) = Ty N lug) = T (1,5), (b, ua) - (3.56)

Proof. » Let a move x € X, be given and x = @,  for some nonempty ordering x €
3¢\ {()}, such that k* = a, and for some r~-prefix h,- € Q x Uj,-.
e First, if the ordering xk € ¢(H) is total, we write
Zrp,~ O [ta] = HZ O ({b-} X Uopey) 0 [t
(by definition of WtoAFR-move as in (3.20a)))
— 7 O ({00} X U) 1 [
(as k* = a and, for any total ordering xk € ¢(H), k* = —||x~|| by (2.33]))
=H? N {(he-,ua)} (as u, € U, and b, € Q@ x U_y,)
= {(bi-, ua)} - (as zwp, O [ua] # 0 by (3.39d))

e Second, if the ordering x ¢ ! is nontotal, we write

T, O[] = (20 ({00} x Tpoy) ) 0 ]

(by definition of WtoAFR-move as in (3.20a)))
=HZ N ({(he 2a)} x Uoype) (as a = w* ¢ ||~ || by (2.33}))
= (Hy x Ua X Uje-y) N ({0, wa)} x T
(as H? is a cylinder by (2.38a)))
= ( LI Hiyn {(hn‘>ua)}> < U

be—|lx||
(K,0) €5 41 (0 (H))

(by partition of H as in (3.52) applied for k* = a)
= (ES(DH,B@C%r awa)) {(bm—,ua)}> x U
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where the agent B(z.y, ,u,) € —||k|| is uniquely defined as (h,.-,u,) € H’” and because
g = quely ) K

of the partition of the set Ef given in (3.52)), there is only one atom of this partition
containing the r-prefix (.-, uq)

= HE By, e 1 ({0 0)} X U
(as Hme(xm( wg)) 18 @ cylinder by (2.384)
= T(x,Blapy  ua)(h —a) - (DY definition of WtoAFR-move as in (3.20al))

This finishes the proof. [

Now, using the closed forms of a WtoAFR-atom and a WtoAFR-choice established in
Lemma [3.23] in the following Lemma [3.34] we deduce a closed form representation of the
set of children for any WtoAFR-move.

Lemma 3.34. Let a causal W-model as in Definition be given. For any agent a € A
and any WtoAFR-move v € X, of the agent a, as in (3.36b)), the set p~(x) of children

vertices of the move x, as in (2.11d)), is given by
pH(x) = {zN[ud |us € Uy}, (3.57)

where for any action u, € U,, the corresponding equivalence class [u,] € H/4, is defined

in (B.32h).

Proof. The proof is in two steps.

» (D). Let an agent a € A and a WtoAFR-move x € X, of the agent a be given. We prove
that {z N [ua] | us € Uy} C p~'(x). To obtain the inclusion we prove that p(z N [ug)) = .
As x € X, then exists a nonempty ordering x € 3¢\ {(0)}, where x* = a, and a k™ -prefix

h— € QX @”,{—”, such that = = . _, by (3.36b) and z. _ # 0 by (3.20b)).

By Lemma [3.33] we need to consider two cases.

e If the ordering k ¢ p(H) is nontotal, we write

P(Zwp - N (ug]) = p(x(,i,B(sz,ua)),(hn—,ua)) (by the first case in (3.57)))

= —
B — _
(B (@, ua)) " (be ’““)<<H,B<z~,nnsua>>—>

by the second case in (3.27)), as the ordering € 3¢\ {()} is assumed to be nonempty by
the assumption and, thus, (k, B(zxy _, ue)) € B2

= xny(hni ’ua)K7
(as B(zyp, > ua) € A, then (k, By ,uq)) =k by (2.331))
=gy, (as k™ = (K7, a), then proj.— (he-, ua) = b by (3.194))
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e If the ordering x € ¢(H) is total, we write

p(wey - Nlua)) = p((Be-, ta)) (by the second case in ([3.55)))
= L0, — ) Dy (by the third case in (3.27) as (hx-,uq) € Z)
= en, (as 5 = a, then (b, u,) = )

Thus, we have proved that p(xmﬁ_ N [ua]) = Typ,_ -

» (C). Now, we prove the inverse inclusion.

First, we show that the elements of the set {x N [ug] | U, € Ua} form a partition of the
WtoAFR-move z € X, of the agent a, that is, © = | ], o, (2 N [ug]). This immediately
follows as H/4l, is a partition of the set H and, we write

r=czNH=xnN I_l [Uuq) = I_l (2N [ud)) -

uq€Uq uqg€Uq

Assume that 2’ € p~'(z), then we have 2’ C x = | ], oy (2 N [ug]). Using the fact
that 2’ and x N [u,] for u, € U, are tree nodes, there must exist u, € U, such that
¥ C x N [uy]. We therefore have that 2/ C z N [uy] C x. As we have assumed that
p(z') = x and since = N [uy] # © we must have that 2’ = z N [u,]. We therefore have that
pH(z) C {z N ug) | uq € Uy}

This finishes the proof. [

In the following Lemma|3.35] we give a partition of the downset | cq ,, of the WtoAFR-
choice cg y, -

Lemma 3.35. Let an agent a € A be given. For any information atom G € H/J, and
any action u, € U,, the downset | cg, of the corresponding WtoAFR-choice cq ., 15 of
the form

Legu, = || (N ud). (3.58)

reXy:
zCG

Proof. Let an agent a € A be given. For any information atom G € H/J, and any action
u, € U,, consider the corresponding choice cg,, as in (3.33) and prove that the downset

¢, is partitioned as in (3.58]) in two steps. First, we show that the candidate atoms of
this partition are disjoint. Second, we show that they are maximal.

e For any WtoAFR-move = € X, of the agent a, such that x C G, we have that N [u,] C
cG.u, by representation of the choice cg 4, , as in . Then, for any vertex v €/ (:L'ﬂ[ua]),
by definition of the downset as in , we have that v C x N [y,] and, thus, v C cgu,,
which proves that

i(xﬂ [ua]) Clegu, » Ve eX,, v CG.
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Now, we show that, for any two distinct WtoAFR-moves x # 2’ € X, of the agent a, and
any action u, € U, of the agent a, the corresponding downsets of the moves = N [u,] and
x N [uy] are disjoint, that is,

(‘v’x £2' € X,, Yu, € Ua> Lnu)n (@ Nlu)) =0. (3.59)

Take any two distinct WtoAFR-moves x, 2’ € X, of the agent a. As X, is a partition
of the underlying set H of configurations, as defined in (3.35b)), then 2 N2’ = 0 and, thus,
(z N [u]) N (2" N [ud]) = 0.

Now, we prove that the downsets | (z N [u,]) and | (2' N [u,]) are disjoint. As (z N
[ua]) N (2'Nug]) = 0, then for any v € (zNu,)) and any v’ €| (2/N[u,]) we conclude that
vNv =0 as, vCl (x N [ua]) and v CJ (x’ N [ua]) by definition of the downset in (2.10)).
This proves that | (:1: N [ua])ﬂ + (1:’ N [ua]) = () and, thus, we have (3.59).

e Finally, for any WtoAFR-move = € X, of the agent a, such that x C G, and any action
u, € U, of the agent a, we prove that

(FveV, st xNu] CvCeau,)=v=2anu . (3.60)

Take an WtoAFR-move z € X, of the agent a. Then, by (3.20b), there exists a nonempty
ordering & € ¥\ {(#)}, * = @ and a k™ -prefix b,- € Q x Uy, such that x = .5 _ #

by (3.36D).

Assume there is a WtoAFR-vertex v € V such that v O (2. _ N [ug]). We write

v et (In,bf N [ug])
(by definition of the upset of a vertex as in (2.10), as v C (xn,h,i— N [ua]) by the assumption)
= (zxp__ N[ua))U Tz .
(by representation of the upset as in (2.13a)), as p(2, _ N [ua]) = = by Lemma [3.34)

If v €72,y __, then, by definition of the upset in (2.10), we get that z.5 = C v.
We write

Tpp = (ﬁf N{h.-}) x U_j— (by representation of the WtoAFR-move as in (3.21)))
= (HZ N {be-}) x Ua x Uy (as a = r* ¢ |5 | by (2.33]))

As Ty C U, then there exists a configuration he Ty C U, such that l~za = Uy F Ug.
This contradicts the fact that v C cg,, as, for any h € cg y,, ha = Uq, by definition of the
WtoAFR-choice of the agent a as in .

Thus, v = (37%71)”7 N [ua]) = (a: N [ua]), which proves (3.60) and, thus, the representa-
tion (i3.58)).

This finishes the proof. ]

In the following Lemma , we give the expression for the set max( i CG,%) of
maximal elements of the downset | cg y,
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Lemma 3.36. Let an agent a € A be given. For any information atom G € H/J, and
any action u, € U, the set of maximal elements max( 4 c(;yua) of the downset of the
corresponding choice cq,y, 15 given by

max ( Lcgu,) = {zN[ud |z € X,, st. 2 CG}. (3.61)

Proof. We prove Equation (3.61]). We successively have

max ( | cgu,) = max ( |_| L(zn [ua])> (by in Lemma

r€Xg:
xCG
= |_| max (. (z N [ug)))
r€X,:
xCG

(as, in the finite case, max commutes with partition)

— | @),

r€X,:
xCG

as, for any WtoAFR-vertex v € V, v €| v and for any v' €| v, v' C v by Definition [2.10]
thus, it immediately follows that max | v = v. As, for any move x € X, and any action
u, € U,, the corresponding element N [u,) is a vertex, that is, zN[u,] € V by Lemma[3.33]
this gives the last equality and proves (3.61)).

This finishes the proof. ]

Finally, in Lemma we write the immediate predecessor image P(cg.,) of the
WtoAFR-choice cg ,, in terms of the parent mapping p is as in (2.11b]).

Lemma 3.37. Let an agent a € A be given. For any information atom G € H/J, and
any action u, € U,, the immediate predecessor P(CG,UG) of the corresponding choice cq y,
s given by

P(cga,) = {p(v) | v E max(icG,ua)} , (3.62)

where the parent mapping p is as in (2.11b)).

Proof. By definition of the immediate predecessor mapping P, as in (2.18b)) applied for
W = cgu,, we have that

P(cgu,) = {z € V| elcgu, » T2 =10\ Lcou} (3.63)

where the downset | cg ., of the choice cq,, is given by (13.54)).
The proof is in two steps. First, we show that

VeeX,, CG = v ¢ cgu, - (3.64)

Second, we prove (3.62]).
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» Let a WtoAFR-choice ¢, € C, of the agent a be given. First, we prove (3.64]). For
any WtoAFR-move x € X, of the agent a, such that x C G, we write

xr = xl‘i,h,{f

as any WtoAFR-move x € X,, is of the form z = z,5 , for some nonempty ordering

k€ X%\ {(0)}, such that x* = a, and a k-prefix b, € Uy, by (3.36b)

= (Ei Nbe-) x U_jum (by representation of the WtoAFR-move as in |3.21])
= (Hy N he-) x Uy x Uy - (as a=r* ¢ |5~ | by (2.33]))

Thus, there exists a configuration hc Ty s such that ﬁa = Uq # Uy. This proves that
Trp _ L CGu, 3 Cau, = G N [ug], by definition of the WtoAFR-choice of the agent a as

in (3.33).
» Finally, we prove (3.62) in two substeps.

e (C) Any vertex v € max({ cg,), is of the form v" = = N [u,] for some WtoAFR-move
r € X, of the agent a such that x C G, by .

We show that there exists a vertex v €| cgu,, such that Tz =1 v\ | cgu,, that is,
x € P(cgu,). Show that v = x N [u,] gives the result. We write

1@ N )\ e, = (20 )V 1p(@ 0 [wa) )\ beg,
(as, for any nonroot vertex v, representation Tv = {v}U 1p(v) holds by (2.13al))
= (@En)ute)\beeu, (s ple N fu)) = 2, by E57))
—ta,
as (z N [ug]) €lcgu, by assumption and © ¢ ¢, by (3.64), thus, = ¢| ¢, and neither

of the elements of the upset 1z, as, for any ' €1z, we have the inclusion x C 2’ by (2.10)).
This proves that z € P(cg,.,), and, thus, {p(v) ’v € max(lcgu,)} C Pcau,)-

e (D) In order to prove the inverse inclusion, we take a vertex T € P(cg.,) and we show
that there exists a vertex v € max | cg ,, such that p(v) = 7.

By definition of the immediate predecessor P(cg.,) of the WtoAFR-choice c¢gy, as
in (3.63), for T € P(cq.u,), there exists a vertex v €] ¢, , such that

17 =1\ legu, - (3.65)

As the downset | cg y, of the WtoAFR-choice cg 4, is of the form

\LCG,ua = |_| i(:}:ﬂ [ua]) .

r€Xq:
zCG

by (3.58)), then, for v €| cg.,, there exists a WtoAFR-move = € X, of the agent a, such
that 2 C G and v € (2 N [uy)).
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We show that 1 v\ | cgu, =T, then, T2 =17 and, thus, x = T by (3.24 - Then,
for (z N [u,)) € max | gy, (which holds true by (3.61)), we have that p(z N [u,]) = 7
by .

On the one hand, as v €} (z N [ug]), then v C (N [u,]) by definition of the downset of
a vertex as in . As p(m N [ua]) =z by (3.57)), then v C x (as, for any vertex v € V,
p(v) €Tv by and, thus, v C p(v) by definition of the upset as in (2.10])), that is,
r €Tv.

On the other hand, x € X, and + C G, then, z ¢ cG ua by and, by definition of
the downset | cq ., of the WtoAFR-choice cg ,, as in §£¢CG -

Then, we write

z etv\ Lcgu, (as x €Tv and = €] cgu,)
=1z, (by assumption (3.65)))
which implies that  C x by definition of the upset if a vertex as in ([2.10)).
If 7 C (a: N [ua]) C z, then © C cqy,, as (x N [ua]) C cgu, by (3.61), that is,
T €l cgu, by definition of the downset | ¢, of the WtoAFR-choice cg 4, as in (3.54),
which contradicts (3.65)) (¥ €1z, but 12N Jcga, = 0).
If (x N [ua]) C T C x, then, by definition of the upset of a vertex as in (2.10), x €1
(z N [ug)), and, as (z N [ug)) # 7, then T €1 (z N [ug]) \ {(z N [ua]) }. At the same time,
p(:v N [ua]) = x by (3.57)), that is,

e = min ( (a0 )\ (0 )} )

by definition of the parent as in (2.11b|), then, as * C x, we conclude that * = z, which
proves the inverse inclusion and, thus, yields (3.62]).

This ends the proof. O

3.5.4 Technical results used for the proof of (AFR-Axiom?2)

In this we give two lemmas justifying the two last transitions in the proof of Propo-
sition [3.25l

Lemma 3.38. For any WtoAFR-move v € X, of the agent a, and the unique information
atom G € H/J, of the agent a containing it, that is, x C G, we have the following relation

{x Nec | c € C, such that ¢ = cgu, for some u, € Ua} (3.66)
={zNc|ceC, such that xNc# 0},

where, for any u, € U,, the WtoAFR-choice cg ., s as in (3.33).

Proof. For any WtoAFR-move x € X, of the agent a, and the unique information atom
G € H/J,, such that = C G, we prove ([3.66]). The proof is in two step as we need to show
two inclusions.



3.5. PROOFS AND TECHNICALITIES 101

(C) As the WtoAFR-move x € X, of the agent a is a subset of G, that is, x C G, we
write

TN cau, =2 N (GNlug)) (by definition of the WtoAFR-choice ¢ = ¢, as in (3.33))

= (zNG) N (2N u,))
#0. (as  C G and for any © € X, and u € U,, 2N [uy) # 0 by (3.39d))

(D) As the WtoAFR-move = € X, of the agent a is a subset of G, that is, x C G and
assuming that x N ¢ # 0, for some WtoAFR-choice ¢ € C, of the agent a, we write

rTNe=2NcCq u,

as ¢ € C,, then ¢ = cgry, for some G' € H/J, and u, € U,, by characterization (3.34al) of
the set C, of WtoAFR-choices of the agent a

=2N(G'Nfua))  (by definition of the WtoAFR-choice ¢ = ¢, as in (3.33))
= (zNG) N (2N u)),
where xN[u,] # 0 for any u, € U, by (3.39d), and, as zNc # () by assumption, we conclude
that x NG" # (. From this follows that * C G" as H/J, < H/IMM? by (3.38b)). At the same

time,  C G and, thus, G = G’ as they are atoms of the information partition H/J, of the
agent a. This proves the inverse inclusion and, thus, the relation (3.66]).

This finishes the proof. [

Lemma 3.39. For any WtoAFR-move x € X, of the agent a, and the unique information
atom G € H/J, of the agent a containing it, that is, x C G, we have the following relation

{azﬂc}ceCa:xﬂc#@}z{mﬂdcé@a:xEP(C)}, (3.67)
where the immediate predecessor P is as in (2.18b)).

Proof. For any WtoAFR-move x € X, of the agent a, we prove .

(C) As, for a given WtoAFR-move = € X,, the unique information atom G € H/7J,
containing it, and, for a given WtoAFR-choice ¢ € C,, x N¢ # (), then, by , C=CGu,
for some action u, € U,.

Moreover, as © N ¢ # (), then z N (G N [uy)) # @ by definition of the WtoAFR-choice

Ceru, @sin (3.33). As, for any x € X, and u € U,, xNJu,] # 0 by (3.39¢)), then, x NG # 0
and © C G as H/J, < H/OM? by (3.38b)). At the same time, by (3.53]) we have that

P(cGu,) = {2’ € X, |2’ C G},
hence we get © € P(cgu,), and the following inclusion is proved

{znclceC: znc#0} c{znclceCy: z€Plo)}.
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(D) For any choice ¢ € H/J, \/ H/4,, there exists an information atom G’ € H/J, and
an action u, € H/4,, such that ¢ = cgr,, by characterization (3.34a) of the set C, of
WtoAFR-choices of the agent a. Then, by (3.53)), we get that

Plcgru,) = {2' € X, | i CG'}.

As x € P(c) by assumption, we get that x C G’. At the same time, we have that * C G,
which implies that G = G’ as they are both atoms of the partition H/J,. Then, we write

rNec=xMNcau,

=z (GNud) (by definition of the WtoAFR-choice c¢gr,, as in (3.33))

=2 N [ug] (as z C G)
#0, (as, for any x € X, and u € U,, x N [u,] # 0 by (3.39d)))

which proves the inverse inclusion and, thus, the relation (3.67]).
O

3.6 Example: absent-minded driver

The absent-minded driver example was thoroughly discussed in §2.5.1] Here, we are going
to build an equivalent AFR-model with a single player P = {{a, b}}, specifying its two
main objects: the set of vertices (V, D) and set C' = C, U C}, of WtoAFR-choices of the
player respectively.

3.6.1 WtoAFR-tree

In the Gilboa’s doubling agent trick [10], Nature decides on the agents’ order in the initial
W-model
Q={wtw},

and the agents’ action sets are as follows
Ua ={T0, Sa}, Uy ={T}, 5},
thus, the set H of configurations is
H=QxU, xUp={w",w } x {Ty,Sa} x {Tp, Sy} ,
and, finally, the sef of agents’ orderings is
% = {(ab), (ba)}
The configuration ordering is then
(a,b), if h € {wT} x U, x Uy,
plh) = {(b, a), if he {w ) x U, x Uy

and the set of WtoAFR-plays is given by the set H of configurations.
The following is the list of primitives of the constructed WtoAFR-~-model.
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e Root {H},

e Vertices of level 1:

{{w™} x {Sa, Tu} X {Sp, T} x {(ab)}, {w™} x {Sa, Tu} x {8, Tp} x {(ba)}}

e Vertices of level 2:
ey < £8a} % {0 T x {(ab)}, {wr} < {Tu} x {0 Ty} x {(ab)}, fw} % {Su Tu} x
{Sp} x {(ba)}, {w™} x {8, Tu} x {Tp} x {(ba)}}

3.6.2 WtoAFR-choices and information sets

From the way the agents’ information partition fields were defined in §2.5.1.3, we deduce
the partitions of the set H of configurations.

H/T, = {0, {w"} x U, x Uy x {ab} U{w™ } x U, x {Sp} x {ba}, {w™} x U, x {Tp} x {ba}, H} ,

and the information partition H/, of agent b is defined in the same way.
Then, we build the two auxiliary action-projection partitions:

H/8h, = {Q x {T,} x Up, @ x {S,} x Uy},

H/y = {Qx Uy x {11}, Q2 x Uy x {Sp}} .

With these auxiliary partitions, the choices of the agents a and b are C, = H/4,\/ H/J,
and C, = H/4, \/ H/J,, respectively. The player represented by these two agents has the
following collection of choices:

C=C,UCy.

3.7 Conclusion

In this Chapter [3, we have shown that a causal W-model with complete 7-fields can be
embedded into an AFR-model. The embedding is performed thanks to the information
defined as a partition field of the underlying product set of configurations and the axiom
of causality imposed on the basic objects.

Here is a summary sketch of the embedding. We deduce the tree structure of the
AFR-model out of a causal configuration ordering of the W-model (assumed to exist by
the causality axiom). For this purpose, we take the set of configurations as the underlying
set of plays. The tree is being built in two steps: first, we define the so-called skeleton
poset of configurations; second, we refine the skeleton poset intersecting the vertices with
atoms of the so-called vertex partition. Finally, we define choices as the intersections of
the atoms of two w-fields: the information 7-field, that is straightforwardly inherited from
the W-model, and the action 7-field, obtained by projecting the set of configurations onto
the action set of each agent.
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Chapter 4

From AFR-model to W-model

4.1 Introduction

In this Chapter, we show that an AFR-model, as described in §2.3.3] can be embedded
into a causal W-model with partition-fields, as described in §2.4.2. We will stick to the
following roadmap.

e In Section [4.2] we construct the three primitives of a W-model from an AFR-model:

— a set of agents,

— actions sets, one for each agent, equipped with the complete m-field; a sample
space of Nature, equipped with the complete m-field; the product of the sample
space with the action sets forms the set of configurations, equipped with the
corresponding configuration product field,

— agent information 7-fields that are subfields of the configuration product field.

e In Section [4.3] we construct W-strategies, as defined in §2.4.3] from AFR-strategies,
as defined in §2.3.4. We are leaving open the questions of causality and solvability of
the constructed model, see §9.2.1] and §9.2.2] of the Appendix respectively for more
details.

4.2 From AFR-primitives to W-primitives

Using two objects of the AFR-model the tree (V, D) supported on the set W of plays and
the collection of players’ choices C = {Ci}iep, we build a W-model first by constructing
agents together with their action sets and a sample space that corresponds to the set of
all possible uncertainties, thus yielding the underlying product set of configurations. Each
of the constructed set of actions and the sample space is equipped with the correspond-
ing complete 7-field, which all together form a product configuration field. Fach agent
information w-field is a subfield of the constructed configuration field.
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4.2.1 Recalls on AFR-primitives

Given below is the list of objects of the AFR-model as in §2.3.2; BO are basic objects
and CO are constructed ones and mappings defined on them. For the sake of clarity, we
assume that the AFR-model we are working with is finite.

(AFR-BOO0) W is the underlying set of plays.

(AFR-BO1) (V,D) is a finite game tree with a finite set of vertices V- C 2%V (see Defini-

tion .

(AFR-BO2) C' C 2% is the set of choices available to player i; each choice is a union of
vertices.

(AFR-CO1) P :2% — 2V is the immediate predecessor mapping.

For a subset of plays W C W, its set of immediate predecessors is P(W) ={v € V :
F" el W :tv =10\ W} as in Definition [2.14] In the same vein can be defined the
immediate successor mapping P~ : 2V — 2W

(AFR-CO2) X'={v e V|3ce C": ve P(c)} is the set of moves (decision points) of
player <.

4.2.2 Constructing AFRtoW-primitives

As, in a W-model, we can say that the Nature player moves once and for all “before” the
agents, we will start from a Nature-rooted AFR-model (as in Definition in order to
build an equivalent AFRtoW-model. We construct AFRtoW-objects in two steps: first, for
each individual player, we construct a set of so-called Selten-agents and their information
sets, roughly speaking, inhabiting each information set with a separate Selten-agent. In
fact, it is possible to do better than constructing agents in such a lavish way, and we will
define an equivalence relation on the set of Selten-agents and then “slice” each element of
this partition into AFRtoW-agents defining their action afterwards.

From now on, we write the set of players Py = {0} U P, separating the Nature player 0
from the set of individual players P.

4.2.2.1 Constructing AFRtoW-agents, AFRtoW-action sets, AFRtoW-sample
space and AFRtoW-information m-fields

We start by defining agents, their action sets together with the sample space and the
product set of configurations.

e We define the set of AFRtoW-agents A by

A={ala=P(c), ceC’, icP}=|JP([C"). (4.1a)
i€EP
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Also, for every player i € P, we define the set A’ of representative AFRtoW-agents
of the player i by
A" = P(CY) . (4.1b)

e For the Nature player 0 and the collection C° of Nature’s choices, the AFRtoW-
sample space €2 is defined by
Q=0C". (4.2)

e For any AFRtoW-agent a € A, the set U, of agent a’s actions is defined by

U, = P *(a) . (4.3)

e The set H of AFRtoW-configurations we defined by

H=Qx[[U.=C"x]] [] P '(a). (4.4)

ach 1€P acP(C?)

To define information, we need more notations.

e For any vertex v € V, the set A, C A of agents that played before the vertex v was
reached we define by

AU:{aEA‘EIi’EP, a €Ay, and I etv\{v}, v €a}, (4.5)

where the upset Tv C V is defined in (2.10)).

For any vertex v € V| we define the subset H, C H of AFRtoW-configurations as
the following cylinder

H, = {w@)} x [[{uw@)}x ] U, (4.6)

a€h, bEA\A,

where the set A, of agents is defined in and where, for any agent a € A,, there
is a unique action u,(v) € U, of the agent a containing the vertex v as in @
(the existence and uniqueness of such u,(v) is proved in the postponed Lemma [4.1
and, analogously, w(v) € Q is the unique element of the sample space containing the
vertex v, that is, characterized by v C u,(v) and v C w(v) respectively.

e For any agent a € A (which, as defined in (4.1a)), is a set of vertices, that is, a C V)
we define the agent a’s AFRtoW-information mw-field by

9, = {@, UER:ANY HU,H} , (4.7)

vea vea

where the set H, of configurations is defined in (4.6)).
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Note the information of a W-agent, in general, is richer than the one of a AFRtoW-
agent. Fach AFRtoW-agent is endowed with a very special binary information partition —
the agent knows the information atom defining him and can only distinguish it from the
rest of the world.

We finish by giving the following postponed Lemma that made it possible to

write (4.6)).

Lemma 4.1. Let a Nature-rooted AFR-model be given as in Definition |2.16. For any
vertez v € V' and any move x €tv \ {v},

e there is a unique AFRtoW-agent a(x) € A,, where the set A of AFRtoW-agents is
as in (4.1a), such that x € a(x), that is,

(Vo eV, Vo etv\ {v}) dla(z) € A, , x €alx), (4.8a)
and is characterized by
a(z) = P(c), Yee C'"™ | z € P(c) (4.8b)
and that satisfies

P a(z)) ={ce Ci@ | P(c) =a(z)} ={ce i@ |z € P(o)} . (4.8¢)

e the set A;y)(x) of actions of the player i(x) active at the move x as in Definition
coincides with the set U,y of actions of the AFRtoW-agent a(z) active at the move x,

as defined in (4.3)), that is,
(VSL’ € X) Ai(a;) (l‘) = Ua(x) , (4.9)

o for any AFRtoW-agent a € A,, where the set A, is defined in (4.5), there exists a
unique action uq(v) € Uy, such that v C u,(v), that is,

(Vv eV, Vae€A,) A, (v) € Uy, v C ug(v) . (4.10)

Proof. The proof is in tree steps. Let a vertex v € V and a move x €tTv \ {v} be given.

» It follows from (AFR-Axioml’), as in Definition [2.16| that, for each player i € P, the
corresponding set X' of moves, as defined in (2.22a)), is partitioned by

X'=|]a, (4.11)
acA?

where the set A’ of representative AFRtoW-agents of the player ¢ is defined in (4.1D)).
Indeed, for any two representative AFRtoW-agents a,b € A? of the player 4, there exist
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choices ¢,, ¢, € C?, such that a = P(c,) and b = P(¢;) by ([2.224)). If a Nb # 0, that is,

P(cy) N P(cp) # 0, then, by (AFR-Axiom1’), we conclude that P(c,) = P(¢,) and a = b.
Thus, for the move = €t v \ {v} C X, there exists a unique player i(x), such that

r € X'@ by (2.22b), and there exists a unique AFRtoW-agent a(z) € A*® such that

x € a(z) by (4.11)) applied for i(x).

» We write
Ajg)(x) = {c e C'@ ‘ x € P(c)} (by definition of the set A (x) as in (2.21))
= P~ '(a(x)) (by characterization of the agent a(x) as in (4.8c]))
= Ua() - (by (4.3) applied for a(x))

» First, we show that p~'(z)N 1 v is a singleton. Second, we use (AFR-Axiom?2’) to
prove ({4.10).
e Assume there are two vertices v/, v” € p~!(x)N Tw.

As V', v" €tw, and Twv is a chain, then v” D v or v/ D v”. Without loss of generality,
we assume that v D v”, that is, v' €7v” by definition of the upset as in . We prove
that v' # v” leads to a contradiction.

To this end, we write

~

v ey’ \ {v"} (as v" €tv”, but v' # v” by the assumption)

4 (by as x = p(v"))
:TUI \ {UI} : (by as r = p(U'))

which brings us to a contradiction and proves that v’ = v”. Thus, there exists a unique
v =/(v) € p~(z), such that p~1(z)N tv = {v'(v)}.

e Finally, we write

p () ={znc|ce Ay ()} (by (AFR-Axiom2’) in Definition [2.16)
= {l’ N Uq(z) ‘ Uq(z) € Ua(:c)} )

where the agent a(x) € A, is uniquely defined by and A;z)(z) = Uga by .

On the one hand, we consider the vertex v'(v) € p~'(z), which is uniquely defined
by p N )ﬂ T v o= {v( )}, thus, v C v'(v). On the other hand, there exists unique
@) € such that v/'(v) = & NugE) (V') as p7(2) = {# NUaw) | Ya@) € Uag) }, that
is, U( ) C ua(x)(v’).

As the vertex v'(v) is uniquely determined by v, we set t(q)(v") = Uq(2)(v) and conclude
that v C v'(v) C Uq()(v). As the Nature player is listed in the set P of players, then,
automatically, there also exists unique element of the sample space w(v) € € such that
v C w(v).

This finishes the proof. [

We are leaving open the question of causality for the constructed AFRtoW-model. See
§9.2.1] of the Appendix for more details.
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4.3 AFRtoW-strategies

In this Section we construct, from an AFR-strategy s, : X, — C, (hence, such that
the measurability condition as in Definition holds true) a mapping A, : H — U, such
that the measurability condition as in (2.30b]) holds true.

4.3.1 Building AFRtoW-strategies

Using partition (4.11)), we can write any AFR-strategy s® in §2.3.4 as a family of local
strategies attached to each AFRtoW-agent of the player 1.

Proposition 4.2. Let i € P be a player and s* : X* — C* be an AFR-strategy. Then,
there exists a family of mappings {Sia},cpi, where siq : X' — P~'(a) such that, for any
player i’s move v € X°, there exists a AFRtoW-agent a € A® (containing the move x € a),
and s'(x) = s;4(z) € P~ (a).

Proof. Let a move z € X' be given. It directly follows from representation ([4.11)), that
there exists a unique AFRtoW-agent a = a(x) € A’ containing it, that is, z € a. On
the one hand, as the image of the move x under the AFR-strategy s° of the player i is a
choice, that is, s'(x) € C*, then, by (AFR-Axiom1’), there exists a unique AFRtoW-agent
a’ € A’ such that P (s’(x)) € a’. On the other hand, by the measurability condition
in Definition [2.17 the action of the inverse mapping (s*)~! coincides with the immediate
predecessor mapping P action, giving

From this, it follows that x € aNa’ and a = a as they are atoms of the partition (4.11).
Thus, we set s;, = (5;)]q, where

(8:)ja: X' Na— P '(a) .
This ends the proof. ]
Now we are ready to build AFRtoW-strategies from W-strategies.

Proposition 4.3. Let a player i € P and an AFR-strateqy s' : X' — C* be given. Then,
there exists a family of mappings (Aa)eeai, such that, for any agent a € A’

)\a =1,0 Si.a s (412)

that is, such that the diagram in Figure (4.1)) commutes, where i, maps every configuration
h € H, into the corresponding vertex v € a that contains h and the local strategy s;, 1s

defined in Proposition [{.3
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{v|vea} = P Y(a)
T/

Figure 4.1: Constructing the mapping A,

Proof. Let a player i € P and a strategy s’ be given. For any i’'s W-agent a € A’ and
the corresponding local strategy s;, defined in Proposition , we build the AFRtoW-

strategy A,. First, we concentrate on the subset of histories H, = |J H, C H, where H,
veG
is defined in (4.6). The set H, is the domain of the strategy A\, we want to build. For

any configuration h € H,, there exists a unique v € G such that h € H, (as any pair

of vertices v,v" € G is disjoint, then H, = || H,). We denote this unique vertex for
veG
each configuration h € H as i,(h). Thus, i, : H — X" is defined and the composition

Ao = iq 05,4 as well. As the local strategy s;, is constant for each move z € a, then the
constructed strategy A, is constant for each configuration h € H,, thus, is J,-measurable,
where the information m-field J, is defined in .

This ends the proof. ]

We are leaving open the question of solvability for an AFRtoW-strategy. See §9.2.2] of
the Appendix for more details.

4.4 Conclusion

In this Chapter, we have shown that an AFR-model can be embedded into a causal W-
model with 7-fields.

Here is a summary sketch of the embedding. We treat each information set of an
AFR-player as a so-called AFRtoW-agent, then build the corresponding action set and
information 7-field thanks to the immediate predecessor mapping. The sample space of
the Nature is derived immediately out of the so-called Nature-rooted AFR-model, which
is a relaxation of the AFR-model in which Nature plays at the root once and for all.

The questions of causality and solvability of the constructed model are left open; two
conjectures are formulated in §9.2.1) and §9.2.2| of the Appendix respectively.
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Chapter 5

Classification of information
structures

5.1 Introduction

In this Chapter [5] we discuss classical information patterns in K-, AFR- and W-models.
We generalize definitions introduced by Witsenhausen in [38] and make conjectures on
their relations with the classical patterns from Game Theory, such as perfect recall and
memory of the past information.

5.2 Information structures in the K-model

The notion of perfect recall was introduced by Kuhn in [18] as “equivalent to the assertion
that each player is allowed by the rules of the game to remember everything he knew at
previous moves and all of his choices at those moves”.

This concept, expressed in the K-language — in terms of both vertices and edges — turns
out to be rather cumbersome and difficult to work with. It is expressed with a natural
order on the set of vertices V' induced by the tree structure: vertex v precedes v’ (v > v')
if there exists a path from v to v’. The root precedes any non-root vertex: v° > v for any
non-root vertex v € V'\ {v°}.

The core idea of perfect recall is simple, namely, if a player has perfect recall, then
at each of his information sets he remembers what he knew and what he did in the past,
which is stated formally in the following way.

Definition 5.1. A player i € P endowed with an information structure I; is said to have
K-perfect recall if

VG eI, Yu,v € Gif W, € G el st vy>uv,
then vy € G’ s.t. vl > vy, Jc € CYG) s.t.
(v, 1) NEy €c, (vy,v2)pNEy €c,
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where the choice c is eligible (see §2.2.2.4)).

The Kuhn’s framework, besides formulating the notion of perfect recall in a cumbersome
way, does not really offer any other classification apart from the binary one — see Figure [5.1
— telling only if a player has or has not perfect recall.

Information patterns
PR~ = PR D AM

Figure 5.1: K-classification of information patterns

The notion of perfect recall is especially useful for applications, say, it is a necessary
and sufficient condition for the Kuhn’s theorem to hold true (see, for instance, [3]).

There is a finer classification of imperfect recall in the K-model given by Bonanno in [7],
where the notion is decomposed into two independent properties: memory of past actions
and memory of past information, which coincides with the one given in Figure [5.2

5.3 Information structures in AFR-model

As, in AFR-model, the information is ciphered inside the structure of choices, a possible
classification of the information structures can be expressed in terms of choices.

The following property proves to be equivalent to perfect recall of Kuhn (see Corollary
6.3 in [3] for details).

Definition 5.2. A player i € P displays the choice trivial intersection property (C-TrIP
for short), if for any pair c,c of his choices in C*, it holds that

if cNd # 0 then either c C ¢ orcd Cc.

Before formulating an analogous property for information sets in the AFR-model, we
need a bit of preparations

Mapping an information set into a corresponding subset of plays is made by the mapping
W : 2V — 2% defined by

WG =|Jvcw, vGcVv. (5.1)

veG

The image W(G) is called the image in plays of the subset G of vertices. As in the prequel,
for any player ¢ € P, the set of his informations sets is

P(C") ={P(c)|ceC'} c2".
Now, we take the image in plays of each information set yielding

W(P(C) = {W(P(0) |ce O} 27 (5.2)
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Definition 5.3. A player i € P displays the information trivial intersection property (I-
TrIP), if for any pair W(P(c)) , W(P(c’)) of his information sets’ images in plays, it holds
that

if W(P(c)) NW(P(c)) # 0 then either W(P(c)) C W(P(c')) or W(P()) C W(P(c)) .

As it is shown in §6.4.2 of 3], C-TrIP implies I-TrIP. Thus, the AFR-classification —
see Figure [5.2| - is richer than the one of Kuhn.

Information patterns

C-TrIP no C-TrIP

I-TrIP no [-TrIP
Figure 5.2: AFR-classification of information patterns

This classification of information structures given in Figure (5.2)) is equivalent to the
one of the AFR-model.

5.4 Information structures in the W-model

Using the W-model for information representation, Witsenhausen provided a typology
in [38]. Some elements of the typology concern a subset B of the agents A of a W-model
(station), whereas others concern the whole set A of agents (sequential and strictly classical
systems).

In this Section, we will generalize part of the typology — namely, station, sequential
and strictly classical systems — in two directions. On the one hand, we will provide new
definitions of sequential and strictly classical subsets of agents. On the other hand, we will
propose “localized” versions of the definitions of station, sequential and strictly classical
subsets of agents.

For the purpose of expliciting what we mean by “localization”, we recall the notion of
trace field.

Definition 5.4. For any field G over H and any (nonempty) subset H C H, we define the
trace field H NG as the field over H given by

HNn§={HNG|GeG}c2", (5.3)

that is, made of the traces on H of the elements of the field G.
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constant configuration | non-constant configuration
ordering ¢ : H — X4 | ordering ¢ : H — XA

W-station
B = A | W-sequential causality
Wh-classical system

W-perfect recall
W-information memory

Table 5.1: Extension of W-information patterns

Beware that H NG is not a subfield of 2% (it does not contain H except when H = H),
but is a subfield of 2.

We will need the following slight variation of the definition of configuration
orderings. For any subset B C A of agents, we denote by

S ={o0:{1,...,B]} = B| o is an injection } (5.4)

the set of (total) orderings of agents in B, that is, bijective mappings from {1,...,|B|}
to B.

5.4.1 Sequential systems and causality

In Witsenhausen’s formalism, a system is sequential [38] if there is a total ordering p € X4
of agents A such that each agent is influenced at most by the previous agents, that is,

Jp1y C Hp)
o2y C Hijjyrpl

Jotk) € Hipgrpll (k=2,...,|A] 1)

Jr C Hja—aol = Hps 1 5

where for any index £ = 1,...,|A|, the corresponding field 3y, ,, is as in applied
for the corresponding subset ||¢x_1p|| of agents.

A sequential system defined in such way is a particular case of causality as stated
in Definition [2.24] under the assumption of a constant configuration ordering ¢ : H —
YAl In Conjecture , we hypothesize the following six equivalent characterizations of
causality. Here, we reformulate the classical Definition of causality given in
for the subset ¥ C ¥ of orderings that are compatible with a given configuration ordering
¢ : H— ¥ as defined in (2.35¢), thus, incompatible orderings ¥\ £ are eliminated from

consideration.

Conjecture 5.5. The following statements are equivalent.
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1. There exists (at least one) configuration-ordering ¢ from H towards SIA (as in Def-
1mation , with the property that

(veexe, ¥GeTu)  HING €3, (5.5)

where the field .- is defined in Equation (2.36f), the “last” agent x* is defined
in Equation (2.331) and the subset 3% C X of orderings that are compatible with the

given configuration ordering ¢ : H — X is as in (2.35d).

2. There exists a configuration-ordering ¢ : H — X141 with the property that
(veex?)  HENTe C Iy, (5.6)

where the field 3.~ is defined in Equation (2.36f) and the “last” agent x* is defined
in Equation (2.331]).

3. There exists a configuration-ordering ¢ : H — XA with the property that

<VI€ S ZQP) Hﬁ NJe C Hf N U'C”K—” and Hf S g{HN_H . (57)

4. There exists a configuration-ordering o : H — SIA1 with the property that

<Vk:1,...,]A| , Vchp(H))

(5.8)
HY, , NV oy € Y, N Hjy,_yp and HY, |, € Hyy,_p
where for the empty ordering (0) we set Hgy = F @ @) ea{0. Ua}.
5. There exists a partition
H = |_| H,, (5.9a)
pel’
where T' C XA such that
(Vk=1,...,1Al . VpeT)  H,NIyp C HyNHjy, 1y (5.9b)
and
(Vli S ZF) U Hp € :HH’VH , (59(3)
pedNl’
where the set X' of orderings is given by
= || w@cs. (5.9d)

ke{l,...,|Al}
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6. There exists a partition like in (5.9a) with the property that, for any total ordering
p € I', the set A of agents is a sequential system restricted to H,, for the total
ordering p, and that (5.9¢|) holds true.

We finish by giving the following definition of the so-called W-sequential system that
generalizes causality (originally defined for the whole set A of agents) to a case of a set
B C A of agents.

Definition 5.6. A subset B C A of agents is said to be a W-sequential system if, for any
ordering Kk € X, such that, k* € B,

(VFJ eX, K" € B) Hf NI C J_(:”K—HHB , (510)

where the subset H? C H of configurations has been defined in (2.34), k* in L KT

in (2.33]), ||+ in (2.33L), and where the subfield H.— oz C F is as in (2.26c) applied
for |k~ || NB.

5.4.2 Station and W-information memory

In Witsenhausen’s formalism, a station [37] is a subset of agents such that the set of
information fields of these agents is totally ordered under inclusion (i.e., nested). In other
words, a subset B of agents in A is a station iff there exists an ordering p € ¥ of B such
that

Joy T+ C o) T Iy C -+ - T Iymy) - (5.11)

Here, we propose a more general definition, namely, W-information memory which is
the main definition of this §5.4.2l W-information memory is conjectured to be equivalent
to an analogue of the I-TrIP of AFR in Conjecture |5.8|.

Definition 5.7. Let a causal W-model with the configuration-ordering ¢ : H — LA be
giwen as in Definition [2.2]] A subset B C A of agents is said to have W-information
memory if, for any ordering k € X, such that, k* € B,

(VH, eEX, K€ B) Hf N j”,.f“m[g C I, (5.12&)

where the subset H? C H of configurations has been defined in (2.34), x* in (2.33i), x~
in (2.33]), ||~ || in (2.33h), and where

Tz =V Ja- (5.12b)
a€ x|
a€EB

The station of Witsenhausen is a particular case of Definition for a constant con-
figuration ordering ¢ : H — L4 and B = A.

We finish by giving the following conjectured equivalence between W-information mem-
ory and I-TrIP.
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Conjecture 5.8. Let a W-model as in Definition[2.20 be given with a causal configuration
ordering ¢ : H — S as in (2.37). Then, for any set B C A of agents, the corresponding
collection =g of information sets given by

Zp = {G CH|G is an atom of I, , a € B}, (5.13)

satisfies TrlIP, (that is, for any two G,G" € Zg, if GNG # 0, then G C G' or G' C G)
iff the set B of agents has W-information memory as in Definition [5.7

5.4.3 Strictly classical system and W-perfect recall

Definition 5.9. A system is called classical if it is sequential and the set A of agents forms
a station.

Hence, in a classical system, there exists an ordering such that any agent is influenced
at most by the previous agents and knows what they know.
Here, following [38], we introduce the notion of strictly classical system.

Definition 5.10 ( [38]). A system is called strictly classical if there exists an ordering
(ai,...,apa|) of agents A such that

Jor V Uap oy C Hiaproary » V=1, |A] -1, (5.14)

1111

where, for any agent a € A, the choice subfield €, C H is given by
Co =7\ Ua (5.15)

Hence, in a strictly classical system, there exists an ordering such that any agent is
influenced at most by the previous agents, and knows what they know and the previous
agent’s decision.

The following Lemma gives a closed form expression for the information structure of a
strictly classical system.

Lemma 5.11. A system is strictly classical iff there exists an ordering (ai,...,a) and

,,,,,

b 4]
Fao € Faryr and Jopy, =Fory, ©QUo, ® Q) {0.Ua,}, VE=1,... [A]—1.
=1 m=k+1

Proof. We proceed by induction. Apply (5.14]) for k = 1:

1A
Jor V Uiary € Jay € F @ Uay @ ({0, Us,, } - (5.16)

m=2
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As agent a, is the first to act, he knows at most the move of Nature, that is, there exists
a subfield F,, C J such that

|A]

jal == 3:1(11 ® ®{®7Uam} 9
m=1

which, combined with ([5.16)), implies that

|A] |A|
Jor V Wiary = Fa, @ Us, @ ({0, Vs, } € Ty € F @ U, @ R0 Vs, }
m=2 m=2

and, thus, for agent a, there exists a subfield F,, C F,, C J such that

A

jag = 9:(],2 ® ual ® ®{®,Uam} .
m=2

Assume now that the statement holds true for all agents aq,...,a, and there exists a
subfield F,, | C JF,, such that

|A|

k—1
Jo, = Fa, ® ®ual ® ®{®’Uam} )
=1 m=k

which, inserted into (5.14)), yields

k |A| k |A]
Tae V Wiy = Far @ RQUoy @ R) 10,0, €Iy T2 RUo © X) {0,V }
=1 m=k+1 =1 m=k+1

Thus, for agent a1, there exists a subfield F,, C JF,,,, C F such that

k+1

k |A]
Jarsr = Tann @ QUoy @ Q) {0, Vs, } -
=1 m=k+1
This finishes the proof. O

The following example motivates Definition [5.12, Consider the game with two agents a
and b as in §2.4.5.3| with the only difference that the order of agents depends on the move

of Nature. Information structure is given by
Jo = {0.{w*} @ {0, U} @ {0, Up}, {w ™} @ {0, Us} ® {u }. {w™} @ {0, U} © {u, }, H}

(5.17)
B ={0,{w }®{0,U0,} @ {0, U}, {w'} @ {u} @ {0, U}, {wt} ® {u, } ® {0, U}, H} .
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The agents’ choice fields are given by
Co=70\/Us = {0, {w*} U @ {0, Up}, {w™} ® Uy ® Uy, H}
Co =T \/ub = {07 {w+} ®U, ® uba {w_} ® {Q)a[Ua} ® uayH} .

If we build the tree of this game as in §2.2.5.3| (see Figure , we notice that the player
represented by agents a and b has perfect recall in the sense of Definition [5.1} But, as we

Nature

Figure 5.3: Perfect recall with non-nested agents’ information fields

can see, neither the fields J, and G, are nested, nor J, and €,. Despite of this fact, there
is still “local” nestedness. Consider the causal ordering ¢ : H — X

| (ab), ithe HF = {wr} x U, x U,
plh) = {(ba) L ifheH ={w }xU,xTU, (5.18)

induced by the information structure (5.17). The local nestedness holds when the fields
are projected on either of the two elements of the partition H = H*™ LU H™:

C,NH" cIy,NnHT, ¢NH CcJ,NH .

In the following definition, we propose a generalization of Definition [5.10|in two direc-
tions: formulating it for a subset B C A of agents and allowing for the property to hold
locally.

Definition 5.12. We consider a causal W-model with the configuration-ordering ¢ : H —

Y14 as in Definition [2.24)

We say that a subset B C A of agents enjoys W-perfect recall if
H? N eHﬂmeB Cle, VRE X, (5.19)
where the subset H? C H of configurations has been defined in (2.34), k* in L KT
in (2.33]), ||~ || in (2.33h), and where

Cho-ire =V Ca (5.20)

a€||x~ |l
a€B

with the choice subfield €, C H given by (b.15)).
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We finish by giving the following conjectured equivalence between W-perfect recall and
C-TrIP.

Conjecture 5.13. Let a W-model as in Definition[2.20 be given with a causal configuration
ordering ¢ : H — S as in (2.37). Then, for any set B C A of agents, the corresponding
collection €y of information sets given by

CB:{GCH|Gisanat0mof€a, aEIB%}, (5.21)
satisfies TrIP, (that is, for any two c¢,¢ € €y, if cN ' # 0, then ¢ C ¢ or ¢ C ¢) iff the
set B of agents enjoys W-perfect recall as in Definition [5.13,

5.4.4 Noncausal systems

One of the examples of a noncausal system is a so-called deadlock, where two agents
A = {a,b} have information fields given by:

Jo = {0, U} @ Wy @ {0,Q} , Tp = U, ® {0, Up} @ {0,Q} .

In noncausal systems, the decision process may have no solution, one solution, or multiple
solutions, which can be already seen in the simplest deterministic case with two agents a
and b having two-element action sets each U, = {u},u; } and U, = {u;,u, }, thus, the
information fields are (see Figure

Jo= {0, U Uy, J=U, @ {0,U,} .

Ja NJ3

(g, ) (g, ) (u{f)

(U;’ ub_) (u;7 ulj_) (ugv ub ! !uaa U;_)

Figure 5.4: Deadlock: information partitions of the agents a and b
For each agent, the choice field in (5.15]) is given by the complete configuration field
Co=J\/ U =U@U = €Cp .

The measurability condition imposed on the agents’ strategies implies that each agent
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C, Cp
wia) (u wha) ()
N A I ¢ e

©- 9. CESSEON

(ua7ub_) (ua7ub) (ua’ub_) (U’a’ub)
Figure 5.5: Deadlock: choice partitions of the agents a and b

must choose one choice of each colour (see Figure . Thus, one can easily find the
strategies to guaranty two, one and zero solutions.

In his paper [37], Witsenhausen gives the following example of a noncausal solvable
system. Let the set of three agents A = {a, b, ¢} be equipped with the following action sets

U, =Up=U, ={0,1}

and there is no Nature. In this deterministic setting, the set H = {0, 1}? of configurations
has 8 elements. The agents are equipped with the following information fields

Jo = o(up(1 — ue)) = {0, { (ta, up, ue) | up(1 — ue)
Ty = 0 (ue(l — uq)) = {0, { (g, wp, ue) [ ue(l — uy) =
Je = 0 (ua(1 — up)) = {0, { (ta, wp, ue) | ua(1 — up) =

(ud,

Figure 5.6: Noncausal solvable system: information partitions of the three agents.

The W-strategies of the agents have the form
Aa(tas gy te) = Aa(up(1 = ) |

Ao (U, U, ) = Mp(ue(1 — ug))
)\c(uaa Uy, uc) = Xc(ua(l - U’b)) )
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where Xa, Xb, e : {0,1} — {0,1}. Each agent a is endowed with 4 adapted strategies

de’ld(ub ) = 0, if up(l —u.) =0 de’l_ld(ub ) = 0, if up(l —u.) =0

¢ e Lifup(l—u)=1 "1 e 0, if up(1 —u.) =1
Xl—ld,ld(ub o) = 1, if up(1 —u.) =0 Xl—ld,l—ld(ub ) = 1, if up(1 —u.) =0
¢ e Lifup(l—u)=1 "° e 0, if up(1 —ue) =1

Both agents b and ¢ have four W-strategies each, which yields 4% = 64 different strategies
profiles A = (Mg, Ay, o).

Figure 5.7: Noncausal solvable system: choice partitions of the three agents.

5.5 Conclusion

In this Chapter, we have presented classical information patterns from Game Theory and
gave extensions of the information patterns introduced by Witsenhausen in 38| generalizing
them in two directions: first, we have formulated these definitions for any subset of agents,
second, the definitions allow for non-constant configuration orderings.

We conjectured that the so-called W-information memory (respectively, W-perfect re-
call) is equivalent to the so-called I-TrIP (respectively, C-TrIP) introduced in [3].



Part 11

Games in Intrinsic Form
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Chapter 6

W-games

6.1 Introduction

None of the three models seen in Chapter [2] is complete until we define individual players,
the players’ preferences (payoffs) and attitudes towards Nature (beliefs). In this Chapter|6]
we define W-games adding to the Definition [2.20] of the W-model, the partition of the set A
of agents into sets of representative agents of the players, and the collection of players’
preferences. Then, we discuss a special case of payoffs and beliefs. Also, we introduce a
number of essential concepts, which will be used later in Chapter [7] to define a subclass
of the Principal-Agent game and in Chapter [§ when speaking of the future avenues of
research. To this end,

e in Section [6.2] we give two definitions of the W-game and formulate a proper notion
of the Nash equilibrium for either of the two W-games,

e in Section [6.3] we define the concept of subsystem and establish a useful property of
co-cycle, a particular case of which is used later in Chapter [7]

6.2 Nash equilibrium in the W-game

In this Section [6.2] we give a definition of a W-game, which is a W-model as in Defini-
tion with players and players’ preferences on the set of random variables as defined
in §6.2.11 Then, in §6.2.2] we define a W-game for the case of payoffs and beliefs. Both

definitions are followed by a corresponding notion of a Nash equilibrium.

Randomized strategies are easily defined over finite sets of strategies. Although, when
the sets of strategies are infinite, some delicate questions arise (see §5.2.1 in [3] or [4,[5]
for more details). Thus, we do not discuss the notions of mixed and behavioral strategies,
leaving them among the open questions.

127



128 CHAPTER 6. W-GAMES

6.2.1 The general case with preferences over random variables

First, we define a W-game.

Definition 6.1. A W-game (((Q,ff), {(Uas Ua, Tad e )o {A Y 1op {5%‘}@), with players’

preferences, is made of

e a W-model ((Q,F),{Us,Uq,J0},cn) as in Definition which is solvable as in
Definition [2.27,

e a partition A = | |,p A" of the W-agents, where each atom A' is made of the execu-
tives of the so-called individual player i € P,

e for each player i € P, a preference relation =° on the set of measurable mappings

H:Q — H from (,F) to the configuration space (H,H) as in (2.24a)).

Second, we define the concept of Nash equilibrium for a solvable W-game with players’
preferences over random variables.
Definition 6.2. A pure strategy profile \* = (X)iep € ][] Aui is a (Bayesian) Nash

i€P
Equilibrium f '
(Vi epP, V )\ € AZ) S(Ai,xii) jz S()\;ﬁ7,\ii) ,

where, for any strategy profile A € Ay, Sy : Q@ — H is a measurable solution map as
in (2.32d)).

6.2.2 The special case of payoffs and beliefs

The preference relation =’ in Definition can be obtained from the numerical repre-
sentation Ep:[j® o H], for any measurable mapping H : 2 — H, any measurable function
J': (H,3) — [0,+00], and any probability distribution P* : F — [0,1] over the states
of Nature (£2,F). This observation allows us to formulate the second definition of the
W-game.

Definition 6.3. A W-game (((Q,?),{Ua,ua,ﬂa}aeA),{Ai}iep,{j"}iep,{IP’i}Z.GP), with
players’ criteria and beliefs, is made of

1. a W-model ((Q,?),{Ua,umja}aeA) as in Definition which is solvable as in
Definition

2. a partition A = | |,.p A? of the W-agents, where each atom A’ is made of the execu-
tives of the so-called individual player ¢ € P,

3. for each player i € P,

e a criterion j°, which is a measurable function j* : (H,H) — [0, +o00],
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e a belief P, which is a probability distribution P : F — [0,1] over the states of
Nature (2, ).

As the W-model is solvable by assumption, for any admissible strategy A € Ay, there is
a measurable solution map Sy :  — H. A composition of the solution map with a player
1’s criterion provides a random variable

jio,Sk 2(2—%1&,
which can be integrated w.r.t. the player’s belief P!, vielding
E]}Dz[]z o) S)\] eR s

where Eps denotes the mathematical expectation w.r.t. the probability P* on (2, F).
With all this in hand, we can equip every player ¢ € P with

e a strategy set made of pure strategies Ayi =[], cpi Ao
e the player’s payoff from W-strategies to reals

[[As 2 A= EwlioS)]. (6.1)
i€P
Finally, we define the concept of Nash equilibrium for a W-game with players’ criteria
and beliefs.
Definition 6.4. A pure strategy profile \* = (A})iep € [] Aa: is a (Bayesian) Nash
i€P
Equilibrium if, for all players i € P,

Ep: [jz o SO\ZQ\L)] > Epi []z o S(Ai)\ii)] , VA € AAi . (6.2)

6.3 Subsystems in the W-model
In what follows, we will make the assumption that all the o-fields contain the singletons.
The following definition is due to Witsenhausen (1975).
Definition 6.5. A nonempty subset of agents B C A is a subsystem if the information
field

Iz =\ %

beB
at most depends on the decisions of the agents in B, that is,

5 CTFRU® {0, U} =F@Us ® R){0, U},

ce—B

where —B denotes the complementary of the subset B as in (2.25)).
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Thus, the information received by agents in the subsystem B depends upon states of
Nature and decisions of members of B only.

The next proposition shows that subsystems make it possible to decompose solution
maps.

Proposition 6.6. Let a W-model as in Definition be given and a subset B C A of
agents form a subsystem as in Definition [6.5. Then, any W-strategy profile X € Ay, can
be factorized as \ = (A, A_p) where

ABZQXEBXE_B—)EB, )\_BZQXU]BXU_B%B_B, (63&)

and there exists a unique reduced W-strategy profile Ag = {Xa}aeB,where the corresponding
reduced strategy A\, : Q x Ug — U,, of any agent a € B, is such that

(Va eB, V(w,up, u_g) € Qx Uy x U_B) Ao (w, up, ug) = Ao (w, up) (6.3b)

Moreover, if the W-model is solvable, for any profile of W-strategies A = (A, A_p)
decomposed as in (6.3al), with solution map

St s (LF) = (U xUp xU_p, FoUs @ U_p) ,
there exist two reduced solution maps,
Sy (2,F) = (WxUp, FUp) , Sy, (OxUp, FRUg) = (QxUpxU_g, FoUp@U_3) ,
which satisfy the following co-cycle property
St s) = Sx 50 S, - (6.4)

We do not give a proof of this Proposition, instead, we discuss of a particular case in
Proposition[7.4] to be found in Section[7.3] of a so-called Enough-informed Agent W-game,
where the Principal player is represented by one W-agent and forms a subsystem.

6.4 Conclusion

In this Chapter [6] we have formulated the notions of W-game, Nash equilibrium and
subsystems. Definitions of mixed and behavioral strategies in the W-model are left as
open questions. Another open question is to clarify the notion of subgames in the W-
model and connect it to the notion of subsystems. One this is done, we expect the notions
of subgame perfect equilibrium and backward induction to be formulated in the W-model.



Chapter 7

Principal-Agent models

7.1 Introduction

A branch of Economics studies so-called Principal-Agent models where there are two
decision-makers — that are both players, as in Game Theory, and agents, as in the Wit-
senhausen Intrinsic Model. There are two main strands in the existing literature about the
Principal-Agent models: the first is devoted to finding Nash equilibria in Principal-Agent
games (see, for example, [20]) and the second — establishing conditions under which an
equilibrium exists (by whether imposing restrictions on the primitives of the model, for
example, see [8,11}/14./16], or imposing restrictions on the allowed mechanisms, for example,
see [6,13),24,25,28] with the most general framework given in [15]). Existence conditions are
outside the scope of the Thesis, in this Chapter [7], we concentrate on the conditions under
which a solution of a Principal-Agent game is yielded as a result of backward induction
assuming that it exists. For this purpose, we will stick to the following roadmap.

e In Section [7.2] we define the Principal-Agent W-game and illustrate it on classic
examples from Economics.

e In Section[7.3] we introduce the key concept of the so-called enough informed Agent,
give essential background on integrands to prove the two main results of this Chap-
ter [7]

In the rest of this Chapter[7] in order to distinguish a generic W-agent from the specific
Agent player in Principal-Agent models, we will employ the upper case for the latter.

7.2 Nash equilibrium in the Principal-Agent W-game

In this Section we introduce the main objects, namely,

e in §7.2.1] we introduce the so-called Principal-Agent W-game, which is a particular
case of the W-model as defined in §2.4.2] and define the concept of Nash equilibrium
for a Principal-Agent W-game,
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o in §7.2.2) we illustrate different information structures of the Principal-Agent W-
model on classic examples from Economics.

7.2.1 Definition of the Principal-Agent W-game

In the W-model, we will represent a Principal-Agent model by the following two decision-
makers (or two W-agents)

e the Principal Pr (leader), who makes decisions up, € Up,, where the set Up, of
decisions is equipped with a o-field Up,,

o the Agent Ag (follower), who makes decisions uy; € Upg, where the set Uy, of decisions
is equipped with a o-field Uy,

and by
e Nature that selects w € €2, where 2 is equipped with a o-field J.
Thus, by (2.24al), we obtain the following configuration space H and configuration field H

H=0x [[ U, (7.1a)
a€{Pr,Ag}

H=F2 K U. (7.1b)
a€{Pr,Ag}

Following the Definition of a W-game, we define a Principal-Agent W-game as one
with two W-agents in the set A = {Pr, Ag}, and two players in the set P = {{Pr}, {Ag}}
made of the two atoms {Pr} and {Ag} of the complete partition of A. The two players
each have a belief, PP} and P&} over Nature, and a criterion, 7} and j{*&} that they
aim at maximizing.

Definition 7.1. A Principal-Agent W-game is a collection

((Qa EF)? {Uaa uaa ja}ae{Pr,Ag} 7A - {PI‘} . {Ag}7 {ji}ie{{Pr},{Ag}} ) {Pi}ie{{Pr},{Ag}} ) ) (72)

which is made of

o o W-model ((Q, F). {Uas Ua Tu Yo prng)
able (hence that displays absence of self-information),

), as in Definition |2.20}, supposed to be solv-

e the partition A = {Pr} LI {Ag} of the W-agents into two players, {Pr} and {Ag},
o beliefs PP} and P&} that are probability distributions over (Q, F),

e criteria 77 and j1*¢}, that are measurable functions (H,H) — R, where the config-
uration space H equipped with the o-field H are given in (7.1)).
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The set of W-strategies for a Principal-Agent W-game is made of the two sets of W-
strategies, one per agent, of the underlying W-model ((Q, F), {Uq, U, ja}ae{Pr,Ag} ), that

is,

Ap, = {)\Pr : (H;j{) — (Upr,uPr) ‘ )\;r1<upr) - Jpr} ) (7_33)
Ang = { g+ (H, H) = (Ung, Ung) | Ayg (Ung) C Tag} - (7.3b)

By the solvability assumption, for any pure strategy profile A = (Xs)acpragt € [[4e (pr.ag) Nas
there exists a measurable solution mapping S : (Q,F) — (H, H) by (2.32d)), that is:

Sy (Q,F) — (H, KH)

VA= {)‘a}ae{Pr,Ag} S H Aa ) V(W, {ua}ae{Pr,Ag}) cH )
a€{Pr,Ag} (74)

Upr = )‘Pr(w’ {ua} Pr,A ) )
W, {U'a}a r =5 (w) < ac{Pr,Ag}
( e{p ,Ag}) A {uAg = /\Ag(W7 {ua}ae{Pr,Ag}) .

Now we are ready to specify the concept of Nash equilibrium for a Principal-Agent
W-game.

Definition 7.2. A (pure) W-strategy profile \* = {)\g}ae{ng} € Hae{Pr’Ag} A, is a Nash
equilibrium for the Principal-Agent game if and only if

Epeesy [ 0 Stsnip] = Epeen [ o Steenip] + Yer € Apr (7.5a)
Epus [ 0 Sosn] > Epos (718 0 Sig ng] » Vg € Aug . (7.5b)

7.2.2 Examples

Here below, we emphasize the information structure of Principal-Agent economic models
in the Witsenhausen framework.

7.2.2.1 Stackelberg leadership model

In the Stackelberg leadership model of game theory, the leader Pr observes at most (partly)
the state of Nature, which we model as

I € {0, Upg} {0, Up,} @7, (7.6a)
N——

Pr does not know
Ag’s action

whereas the follower Ag may partly observe the action of the leader Pr, represented by

Ing CH{O, Upe} @ Upr @ F . (7.6b)
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As a consequence, the system is sequential with the Principal Pr as first W-agent (leader)
and the Agent Ag as second W-agent (follower).

As we will see in §7.3.1] the Stackelberg leadership model belongs to the class of so-called
enough informed Agent Principal-Agent W-games.

7.2.2.2 Hidden type and signalling
The Agent Ag knows the state of nature (her type), that is,

{0,Upg} @ {0, Up, } ® J_ Clg, (7.7a)

known inner type

but the Principal Pr does not know the agent type, that is,

Jpr CUpg @ {0, Upr} @ {0,Q} . (7.7b)
N——

unknown Ag type

This formalism covers the market for lemons by Akerlof [1] and the costly signalling ex-
amples (peacock’s tail and diplomas on the job market by Spence [32]).

In the case where Jy, = {0, Ups} @ {0, Up,} ® F, the system is sequential with the
Principal Pr as first W-agent (leader) and the Agent Ag as second W-agent (follower).

7.2.2.3 Hidden action

An insurance company (the Principal Pr) cannot observe the efforts of the insured (the
Agent Ag) to avoid risky behaviour. The firm faces the hazard that insured persons behave
“Iimmorally” (playing with matches at home). Moral hazard or hidden action occurs when
the decisions of the Agent Ag are hidden to the Principal Pr, namely,

jpr C {@,[UAg} ®{®7UPI‘} ® :T . (78)
hidden action

In case of moral hazard, the system is sequential with the Principal Pr as first W-agent,
(which does not preclude to choose the Agent Ag as first W-agent in some special cases, as
in a static team situation)

7.3 Enough informed Agent W-games

We now focus on a restricted class of Principal-Agent W-games and formulate conditions
under which a Nash equilibrium of a Principal-Agent game can be found as a result of
backward induction. To this end,

e in §7.3.1] we define the restricted class of the so-called Enough informed Agent W-

games,
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e in §7.3.2) we introduce technicalities, namely, lower semicontinuous integrands, the
conditional expectation and measurable selections of lower semicontinuous integrands,
e in §7.3.3] we state and prove the main results of this Chapter [7] namely, Proposi-
tion [Z.13] and Theorem [7.14]
7.3.1 Definition of Enough informed Agent W-games
First, we define the restricted class of the so-called Enough informed Agent W-games,
which is extensively used in the sequel.
Enough informed Agent W-games.

Definition 7.3. We call Enough informed Agent W-game a collection (7.2)) which is made
of

1. a W-model <(Q,9’), {Ua,ua,Ja}ae{Pr’Ag}) as in Definition |2.20)

(a) such that all the o-fields F and {Ua,Jo} e (py pg) COtain the singletons,
(b) with the following information structure:

e the Principal knows at most the state of Nature, that is,
Jpr CF {0, Up,} @ {0, Upg} , (7.9a)

e the Agent knows at least what the Principal knows and what the Principal
does, that 1is,

Jor \/ Upe C Jag (7.9b)
where Upy is a shorthand for {0, Q} @ Up, @ {0, Upg},
2. the partition A = {Pr} U {Ag} of the W-agents into two players,
3. beliefs P} and P8} that are probability distributions over (0, F),
4. criteria j1*7} and j1*& that are functions Q x Up, X Upg — R.
By the information structure in Item of Definition [7.3] the Principal plays first

by ([7.9a), followed by the Agent player by ([7.9b)). This is write the configuration space H
and configuration field 3 in (|7.1)) under the form

H=0x [] Us=QxUpx Uy,

ac{Pr,Ag}

H=F® Q) U= Up @ Uy .

a€{Pr,Ag}
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In these two latter expressions, there is an abuse of notation in the sense that ] . (pr.ag} Ua
is identified with Up; x Uyg, and the same for &), (pr.ag) U, identified with Up, @ Uyg, to
stress the fact that the Principal plays before the Agent.

Proposition 7.4. An Enough informed Agent W-game is a Principal-Agent W-game, as
in Definition [7.1 In particular, there exist

1. reduced information fields Jpy in (7154) and Jpg in (7.16d), such that

Tor CF , Tpr = T @ {0, Upe} ® {0, Upg} (7.10a)
T CF O Upp , Tag = Jag @ {0, Upg}, (7.10D)
and that _ B
(JPr ® {®7 UPr}) \/ ({@, Q} ® uPr) C JAg y (7100)
2. reduced W-strategy sets in ((7.15c)) and in ([7.16c))
XPr = {Mpr (2, F) = (Upy, Upy) | (Mpr)_l(upr) - 3Pr} ) (7.11a)

Aag = {tag : (2 x Upp), (F @ Upr)) — (Ung, Ung) | (11ag)~ (Ung) € Tag} . (7.11D)

3. reduction mappings in (7.15bf) and in (7.16b)), that are bijections
)\pr < Apr — jpr € Xpr (712&)
Mg € Mag = g € Ay (7.12b)

4. reduced solution maps in (7.151) and in (7.161), that are measurable mappings

gupr : (Q,g:) — (Q X Upr,g:® upr>
w = (w,,upr(w)) , Yupr € Xpr , (7.13a)

Sing : (X Upp, F @ Upy) = (2 X Upy X Upg, F @ Upy @ Upg)
(w, uPr) = (wauPrnuAg<w7uPr)) ) V/LAg € KAg ) (713b)

such that the W-model in Definition 1s solvable, with measurable solution map
Stwerg) - (,F) = (2 X Upr X Upg, F @ Upr ® Uypg) (7.14a)
gwen, for any W-strategqy profile A = (Aer, Aag) € Apr X Apg, by

St rug) = S5, © 55, - (7.14b)

The proof of the Proposition is broken into a series of steps to be found here below.
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Reduced subfields, W-strategies and solutions map for the Principal Pr. We
define the reduced information field of the Principal Pr by

Goe = {G € F| G {0,Up} @ {0, Upg} €Tpr} € F . (7.15a)

Now, because Jpy C F® {0, Up,} @ {0, Upg} by (7.92), we immediately obtain the equal-
lty " namely jPr = jPr ® {®7 UPr} ® {®7 [UAg}-

By (7.3a) and (7.9a), and because all the o-fields F and {Uq, Ja},c(pr pq) CONtain the
singletons by Item [Ia]in Definition [7.3] with any W-strategy Apr € Ap; for the Principal Pr,
we can associate a mapping, the reduced W-strategy Ap; (of the Principal Pr), by

jpr(w) = )\Pr<W; Upr, uAg) 9

Xer 1 (2,F) = (Upg, Upy) such that { V(w, upr, tag) € Q x Upy x Uy | (7.15b)
(XPr)_l(uPr) C jPr .

Indeed, if we had Apr(w, tpr, Ung) # )\pr(w,u{,r,ugg), we would have (w,upy, ung) € G =
Aop ({)\pr(u}, Upy, uAg)}> and (W, up,, Uy,) € G' = App ({)\pr(w, Upy ugg)}>, with GNG' = 0.
Now, since Ap, € Ap;, the mapping Ap, is Jp,-measurable, so that G € Jp, and G’ € Tp,,
because by assumption in Item [Ia] in Definition [7.3] the o-field Jp, contain the singletons.
But since G € Jpr C F@ {0, Up} @ {0, Upg}, G is a cylinder such that (w,ug,, uy,) € G, for
all (ug,,uy,). In particular, we get that (w, up,, uy,) € G, and we arrive at a contradiction
because (w, up,, uy,) € G' and G N G" = () by definition of G and G".
If we define the reduced W-strategy set (of the Principal Pr) by

Ao = {ptpe = (0,F) = (Upe, Upe) | (1pe) " (Ups) C T} (7.15¢)

then it is easily seen that the following mappings are in bijection:

Apr € Apy 5 Apr € Apy defined by (7-15H), (7.15d)
Mpr € Kpr — Apr € Apy defined by Apr(w, Upy, Ung) = pipr(w) | (7.15¢e)

V(W7Upr,uAg) € Q x Upr X UAg .

We define the reduced solution map (of the Principal Pr) S,,,, for any pup, € Xpr, by

St = U x Upr , wi (w, pipe(w)) - (7.15f)

By ([7.15f), (7.15c) and ([7.15a]), the reduced solution map ?uh is F-measurable when pp, €

Apy, giving

S (0F) = (% Upp, T @ Usy) - (7.15g)
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Reduced subfields, W-strategies and solutions map for the Agent Ag. We define
the reduced information field of the Agent Ag by

Tag={G €F@Up; |G®{D, Upg} € Tpg} CF & Upy . (7.16a)

By absence of self-information — namely, Jyg C F® Up, ® {0, Upg} — we immediately
obtain the equality (7.10b), namely Iy, = Jpe @ {0, Upg}.

By ([7.3b)) and absence of self-information, and because all the o-fields F and {U,, I, }

contain the singletons by Item [Ta] in Definition [7.3] with any W-strategy Ay € Ayg for the
Agent Ag, we can associate a mapping, the reduced W-strategy Ay (of the Agent Ag), by

B XAg(uja uPr) = )\Ag(wv Upr, uAg) )
Aag ((Q X Upy), (F® upr)) — (Upg, Upg) such that  V(w, upy, upg) € 2 X Upy X Upg
(Mg) " (Ung) C T -

The proof follows the same lines than the proof in the Principal case. (e
If we define the reduced W-strategy set (of the Agent Ag) by
Aag = {tag + (X Upy), (F @ Usy)) — (Uhg, Ung) | (11ag) ~ (Ung) C Tag} (7.16¢)
then it is easily seen that the following mappings are in bijection:
Mg € Mag > Aag € Ayg defined by (7.16D), (7.16d)
Hag € KAg = g € Ang defined by Ay (w, tpr, Ung) = fag(w, upr) | (7.16¢e)

V(w, tpr, tag) € 0 X Upy X Uyg .
We define the reduced solution map (of the Agent Ag) gwg, for any fig € KAg, by
g/ﬂg t QX Upy = QX Upy x Upg , (w, upy) — (w,upr,uAg(w,upr)) ) (7.16f)
By (7.161), and (7.16a)), the reduced solution map gﬂ)\g is (F ® Up,)-measurable,

when jipg € Ayg, giving

Spng - (X Upr, T @ Upr) = (2 X Upr X Upg, F @ Upr @ Uyg) - (7.16g)

The Agent knows at least what the Principal knows and what the Principal
does. We have

Jor \/ Upr C Tag = Tor \/ ({Q), 0} @ Upr @ {(Z),IUAg}> C Jag
<= Jpy C Iy and {0, 2} @ Up, @ {0, Upg} C g
= Tor @ {0, Upe} © {0, Upg} C Jag @ {0, Uy}
and {0,Q} ® Up, @ {0, Upg} C Jag @ {0, Uy} (by and (7.10b))
= Tpr @ {0, Up;} C Tag and {0, Q} @ Up, C Jpg
= (Tor @ {0.Un}) \/ ({0. 9} © Usp:) T
Thus, we have shown that the inclusion implies the inclusion ([7.10d)).

ac{Pr,Ag}
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Solvability and reduced solvability.

Lemma 7.5. For any W-strategy profile X = (Apr, Aag) € Apr X Apg, the corresponding
solution mapping Sx = S, 1 @ — Q X Upr x Uyg is well-defined as in (2.32c¢) and has
the expression

St rg) = S5, © 55, (7.17)
where the reduced solution map gXxg has been defined in ([7.161), and the reduced solution
map ﬁip in (7.15f). Moreover, the solution mapping Six,, xy) (2, F) = (AxXUpr xUyg, F®

Upr ® Upg) is measurable.

Proof. Consider a W-strategy profile A\ = (Apr, Aag) € Apr X Apg. The closed-loop equa-

tion ([2.32al) is here

Upr = )\Pr W, Upy, uAg) and Upg = /\Ag(wa Upr, uAg)

(

() and g = Nug(ee, er) (by (TT58) and (FI08))

(0 0) = T, ) and (0, ) =, (o 0m0) (b (5D and @I0D)
:>(Cd, Upr, uAg) = ngg (gipr (Cd)) = (ngg © gipr) (w) .

< Upy = )\Pr

By definition ([2.32c) of the solution mapping, this means that Sy, x,,) = §;Ag 055, -
Moreover, as just proved above, we have the following measurability properties

S

(Qa 9:) g (Q X UPr7 gj® uPr) (718&)
g A,
(X Upp, T @ Upy) —5 (Q X Upy X Upg, F @ Upy @ Uyg) - (7.18D)

By composition, we conclude that the solution mapping Six, A,,) = ngg o§§ is measurable
. Pr
since

E §;LA
(Q,F) 25 (Q % Upp, @ Upy) 8 (Q x Upy % Upg, T @ Upy @ Upg) - (7.19)

]

7.3.2 Background on integrands

In what follows, we work on a product space € x U and consider a function f : X
U — R U {+o0}. On the one hand, we need to define conditional expectations of f
on €2, parametrically in v € U. On the other hand, we need a measurable selection in

argmin f(w,u). For this purpose, we introduce lower semicontinuous (l.s.c.) integrands
u€elU
and normal integrands.

Recall that, in a probability space (2, F,P), a subset {2 of 2 is said to be P-negligible
if there exists 2" € F such that Q' C Q" and P(2”) = 0. A subfield G C F is said to be
P-complete if G contains all the P-negligible subsets.
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Conditional expectation of a lower semicontinuous integrand. We first introduce
lower semicontinuous integrands. Notice that all functions take their values in RU {+o0}.

Definition 7.6. ( /35, Definition 1]) Let (Q,F,P) be a complete probability space. Let
(U, B(U)) be a separable Banach space, equipped with its Borel o-field. An extended real-
valued function f: Q x U — RU {400} is said to be a F-lower semicontinuous integrand
if the function f is F @ B(U)-measurable, and if

P{w e Q|uecUwr f(w,u) is lower semicontinuous} =1 .

In order to define the conditional expectation of a lower semicontinuous integrand with
respect to a P-complete subfield G C JF, we introduce the notion of F-quasi integrable
function following [35] (see also [9, § 8.3.4.]).

Definition 7.7. ( /35, Definition 2]) Let a measurable space (Q, F) and a separable Banach
space (U, B(U)), equipped with the Borel o-field, be given. An extended real-valued function
f:QxU — RU{+o0} is said to be F-quasi integrable w.r.t. to the probability P if
the function f is F @ B(U)-measurable, and if there exists a sequence {a'™},en, with
o™ e LY(Q,F,P,R), such that

P{wGQ‘a(”)(w)< inf f(w,u), VnEN}zO.

— uli<n

With F-quasi integrable lower semicontinuous integrands, we can define conditional
expectations as follows.

Proposition 7.8. ( /35, Proposition 12]) Let (Q,F,P) be a complete probability space. Let
(U, B(U)) be a separable Banach space, equipped with its Borel o-field.
Let G be a P-complete subfield of F and f : Q2 x U — RU{+o0} be a F-lower semicon-
tinuous integrand (as in Deﬁmtion@) which is F-quasi integrable (as in Definition .
Then, there exists a G @ B(U)-measurable function fg:Q x U — RU {400}, such that

e the function fg:Q x U — RU{+o0} is a G-lower semicontinuous integrand,

e for all G-measurable bounded mapping X : @ — U, we have that
P{w €0 ] Ee[f (- A()) 6] (w) = fo(w, )\(w))} —1. (7.20)

The function fg : QxU — RU{+o0} is unique — in the sense that two candidates coincide
on a subset ) x U where IP’(Q’) =1 — and called the G-conditional expectation of the
lower semicontinuous integrand f.
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It is an easy consequence of Proposition that, under the same assumptions, for any
closed subset U of U, the function f + doxp is a F-lower semicontinuous integrand which
is F-quasi integrable, and that

(f +daxv)g = fg + daxu - (7.21)

Under the assumptions of Proposition and using |35, Lemme 6], if the function A :
Q2 x U — RU {400} satisfies the same assumptions as the function f, then it holds that

f>h= fog>hg. (7.22)

Measurable selection of a normal integrand. We give a formal definition of a normal
integrand following [26] (see also [30, Chapter 14, Section D] in the case of R? spaces).
Notice that all functions take their values in R = R U {400} U {—o0}.

Definition 7.9. Let a measurable space (2, F) and a Borel space (U, B(U)) be given.

o A set-valued mapping F : Q = U s said to be F-measurable if, for every open set
U C U, the inverse image satisfies:

F'U)={weQ|Fw)NU #£0} € F.

e An extended real-valued function f:Q x U — R is said to be a normal integrand if
the epigraphical mapping

epif: Q=2UxR
w > epl f(w,-) = {(u,0) € Ux R| fw,u) < a}

1s closed-valued and F-measurable. When needed, we say that f is a F-normal inte-
grand.

Normal integrands and lower semicontinuous integrands are related as follows. When
U = R?, any F-normal integrand is a F-lower semicontinuous integrand. To obtain the
reverse statement, we need more hypothesis.

Proposition 7.10. ( (30, Corollary 14.84]) Let f : @ x R® — R be a F-normal integrand.
Then, the function f : Q x R? — R is F ® B(RY)-measurable, and the function f(w,-) :
R? — R is L.s.c., for any w € €.

Let f: QxR — R be such that the function f : Q x R? — R is F® B(R?)-measurable,
and that the function f(w,-): R* = R is Ls.c., for any w € Q. If (Q, F) is complete w.r.t.
some o-finite measure, then the function f is a F-normal integrand.

We will need the following measurable selection result.
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Proposition 7.11. ( [30, Theorem 14.37]) For any F-normal integrand f : Q x R? = R,
where RY is equipped with the Borel o-field, the function w € Q + inf,cpa f(w,u) is F-
measurable and the set-valued mapping w € 0 — argmin, pa f(w,u) is closed-valued and
F-measurable.

In particular, therefore, the set Q' = {w € Q| argmin,ega f(w,u) # 0} is F-measurable,
and, for each w € SV, it is possible to select a minimizing point \*(w) in such a manner
that the mapping w € ' +— A w) is F-measurable.

Measurable selection of a conditional expectation. Now, we establish the existence
of a measurable selection, with values in a compact subset of R?, for the argmin of a
conditional expectation.

Lemma 7.12. Let Uy be a bounded and closed subset of RY. Let h: Q x Uy — RU {+oc}.
We define the function f:Q x R4 — RU {+oc} by

h(w,u) if ue Uy,

‘ (7.23)
+00 if ug Uy .

Y(w,u) € A xR | f(w,u) :{

Suppose that (2, F,P) is a complete probability space, and let G be a P-complete subfield
of F. Suppose that the function h : Q x Uy — RU {400} is a F-normal integrand, and is
bounded below.

Then, the following statements hold true.

e The function f : QxR? — RU{+oo} in (7.23)) is a F-lower semicontinuous integrand,
is F-quasi integrable (see Deﬁnitz’on and admits a G-conditional expectation fg :
QO xR?— R (see Proposition @ Moreover, we have, for all G-measurable mapping
A Q — U,

P{w € Q|Ep[h(-,A(")|G](w) = fo(w,A(w))} =1. (7.24a)

and

P{w € Q| fo(w,u) = +o0, Vu g Up} =1, (7.24b)

e If, in addition, there exists ug € Uy such that h(-,ugy) is P-integrable, then there exists
a G-measurable mapping X* : 0 — Uy such that

P{w € ’ A (w) € argmin fg(w,u)} =1. (7.24c)

ucRd

Proof. By Proposition [7.10] when defined over Q x R? with values in RU {+o00}, F-normal
integrands are F-lower semicontinuous integrands.
e First, we establish that the function f : Q x R? — R U {400} in (7.23)) is a F-normal

integrand, hence is a F-lower semicontinuous integrand.
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It is easily seen that

epi f(w,-) = {(u,a) e R? x R|f(w,u) < a}
= {(u, ) € Uy x R| h(w,u) < a} = epih(w,-) .

Therefore, the epigraphical (set-valued) mappings epih : @ = Uy x R and epi f : Q =
R? x R differ only by their image sets, Uy x R or R? x R. As Uy is a closed subset of R,
the closed subsets of Uy x R coincide with the trace on Uy of the closed subsets of R? x R,
hence are closed subsets of R? x R.

As the function h : Q x Uy — RU {400} is a F-normal integrand, the function h(w,-) :
Uy — R is Ls.c., for any w € €, hence the set-valued mapping epih takes values in the
closed subsets of Uy x R, hence in the closed subsets of R? x R. Therefore, the set-valued
mapping epi f is closed-valued.

Now, let H be an open subset of R? x R. We have

epi [T (H) = {w e Q| epi flw)NH#D}
={weq ‘ epih(w) NH #0}  (as epi f(w,-) = epih(w,-), for all w € Q)
= {w e Q| epih(w) N (HN Uy x R)) # 0}
(as epi h(w,-) C Uy x R, for all w € Q)
cJ. (because H N (Uy x R) is an open subset of Uy x R)

Therefore, the set-valued mapping epi f is F-measurable.
We conclude that the function f : QxR? — RU{+oc} in (7.23) is a F-normal integrand.

Second, we prove that the function f : Q@ x R? — R U {+oc0} in is a F-lower
semicontinuous integrand, is F-quasi integrable and admits a G-conditional expectation
fg : Q) x Rd — E

Since the function f : Q x R? — R U {400} in is a F-normal integrand, it is a
F-lower semicontinuous integrand by Proposition [7.10} Since the function h : Q x Uy —
R U {+00} is bounded below, so is the function f: Q x R? — R U {+o00} hence this latter
function is F-quasi integrable (see Definition . By Proposition , we get that the
function f: Q x R — RU {+00} admits a G-conditional expectation fg: Q x R? — R.

Third, we show that holds true. But this is a straightforward consequence
of (7.20), of the very definition of the function f : Q x R? — R U {+o00}, and of
the fact that any G-measurable mapping A\ : 0 — U, induces a G-measurable mapping
A Q — R? with values in the bounded and closed subset U, of R9.

Fourth, we show that holds true.

We define, for all n € N*, V,, = {u € R? ‘ 1/n < d(u, UO)}, which is nonempty and
closed. The sequence {V,,} ., is increasing with n and such that |J -, V, = U, the
complementary set of Uy in R?, because Uy is closed. By the definition of the function
[ OxRT— RU{+o00}, for all n € N* we have +oco = f(w,u) > n, for all (w,u) € QA xV,,
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that is, f + daxv, > 1+ daxv,. By the two claims right after the Proposition [7.8] using

the fact that the set V,, is closed, we get that fg + daxv, > n + daxv,, for all n € N*,
where this inequality has to be understood as fg(w,u) > n for all (w,u) € 2, x V,, where
P(€2,) = 1. Therefore, on the set Q' = (1,5, Q,, of probability 1, we have fg(w,u) > n
for all (w,u) € @ x V,. As the sequence {V,},, is increasing with n and such that
U,.>1 Vo = U, we obtain that fg(w,u) = +oo for all (w,u) € Q' x U§.

‘We conclude that holds true.

e We prove ([7.24c)).

On the one hand, since the function fg : Q x Uy — R U {+00} is a G-ls.c. integrand,
the function fg(w,-) : Uy — R is L.s.c., for P-almost any w € €. As the set Uj is a bounded
and closed subset of R?, it is compact, and we get thaﬁ

P{w € Q] fg(w,-) is Ls.c} =P{w € Q| argmin fg(w,u) #0} =1.

u€R4

On the other hand, by Proposition [7.11

Q) = {w e Q| argmin fg(w,u) #0} €G .

ucRd

Therefore, we get that P(Q;) = 1. By the same Proposition [7.11] it is possible, for each

w € {1, to select a minimizing point \*(w) € argmin fg(w, ) in such a manner that the
u€Rd
mapping w € )y — A (w) is G-measurable. We take an element b in Uy, and we define

N (w) = b when w ¢ ;. Thus doing, the mapping \* :  — R? is G-measurable.
We consider the two following G-measurable sets

Qo ={weQ|Mw) ¢ U} and Qu = {w € Q| fo(w,u) = +oo, YVu g Up} ,

that are such that Qy C € and that P(Qs) = 1 by (7.24b). We are going to show that
P(Q) = 0. On the one hand, when w € QN Qu, we have that +oo = fg(w, \*(w)),
by definition of Qo and of Q. On the other hand, we have fg(w, \*(w)) < fg(w,u), for
all u € R%, by definition of the minimizing point \*(w), when w € ;. Therefore, as
0 D QD QN Qg for all w € Qy N Qy, we have that fg(w,u) = +oo for all u € RY,
hence in particular fg(w,ug) = +o0o where ug € Uy is such that h(-,ug) is P-integrable, by
assumption in Item [7.12]
On the other hand, by in Proposition [7.8] we get that

Ep[f(-,u0)|G] = fo(-uo) P—as.

By the definition ((7.23)) of the function f : Q x R? — R U {400}, we have that f(-, uo) =
h(-,up), and thus

Ep[f(-,u0)|G] = Ep[h(-,u0)|G] < +o0 P —as.
=10 d

, hence fg(w,-) = 400, we take the convention that argmin fg(w,u) = R
u€eRd

1n case dom fg(w, )
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since h(-,up) is P-integrable. Therefore, on the intersection of €y N, with a subset of

of probability 1, we have both Ep [f(, uo) }Q} = fg(-, uo) and Ep [f(, uo) |Q} < 400, hence

fo (- uo) < +oo. We conclude that P(Qy N Q) = 0 and, as P(Q) = 1, that P() = 0.
Thus, we obtain that

QN ={we Q| Mw) € Uynargmin fg(w,u)} and P(QGNQ) =1.

u€Rd

As the mapping \* : Q — R? is G-measurable, as U is closed and as IP’{w e ‘ M (w) €
UO} = 1, it is straightforward that the mapping \* : 2 — U, is G-measurable. Thus, we

have proved ([7.24c)).
This ends the proof. O

7.3.3 Main result (backward induction for the Enough informed
Agent W-games)

Now, we are ready to state and prove the main result of this Section.

Proposition 7.13. Suppose given an Enough informed Agent W-game, as in Defini-
tion 7.3, with the additional following technical assumptions:

1. The space Uyg is a nonempty bounded and closed subset of R, equipped with the Borel
O'-ﬁeld UAg = B(UAg)

2. There exists a probability @{Ag} on (2 X Upy, F @ Upy) such that,
(a) the probability space (2 X Upy, F ® Upr,@{Ag}) is complete and the o-field ﬁAg is
@{Ag}-complete,

— —1
(b) for any per € Apy in (7.15d), the pushforward probability Pi*8} o S e 0M (2 X
Upr, F @ Upy) has a density (Radon-Nikodim derivative)

T‘upr ) % [Upr — R+ (725&)

w.r.t. the probability @{Ag}, that is,

1 I
Pl oS =T, Qg . (7.25b)

(c) the density T, in (7.252) is measurable w.r.t. (ﬁpr ® {0, Ue:}) V ({0, 0} @
upr), where Jpy is the reduced information field of the Principal Pr as defined
in (T-15a).

3. Regarding the criterion jtt& (Q X Upy X Upg, T @ Upr ® UAg) — R of the Agent
player {Ag},
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(a) the function jt*&} : Q x Up, x Upg — R is bounded above,

b) the function —jie . (Q x Up,) x Upy — R is a T ® Upp-normal integrand, as in
g
Definition [7.9

Then, there exists a W-strategy Xy, € Ang such that

Epogr [ {he) S(Apr,xgg)] > Epg [j{Ag} 0 Sipeng)] + VAer € Apr, VAug € Apg (7.26)

where the solution map Six,, x,,) 15 defined in (7.14a)— (7.14b)).

Proof. By Proposition |7.10, when defined over (Q x Up;) x R? with values in R U {+o0},

F-normal integrands are F-lower semicontinuous integrands.

e We introduce the function —7t4} : (Q x Up;) x R? — RU {+oc} by

— 58 (W, upy, uag)  iF (W, Upr, Upg) € Q X Upy X Uy
+00 if (w,upr, ung) € X Upy x (RN\Upg) -
(7.27a)
The function —7{Ag} indeed takes values in RU{+o0}, as the function j {8} . O xUp, XUpg —
R is bounded above by assumption in Item
By assumption in Item , and by Lemma [7.12, the function —7t48} : (Q x Up;) x R? —
R U {400} in is a F @ Up,-lower semicontinuous integrand, which is Qgyg;-quasi

integrable. As ﬁAg is @{Ag}—complete by assumption in Item , Lemma [7.12| asserts the

_ 7{Ag} ((w7 Upy), uAg) — {

existence of a Jy,-lower semicontinuous integrand

— 7% (Q x Up,) x R - RU {400}, (7.27h)
which is an jAg—conditional expectation of —7t*&} in the sense that,
@{Ag}{(w’ Upy) € QX Upy } E@{Ag} [—j{Ag}(‘y A()) |Q} (w, upy) = —ﬁAg}((%Upr), )\(wvuPr))} =1,

for all G-measurable mapping A : Q X Up, — Uy, by (7.24a)). Therefore, for all 11y, € Ayg,
it holds that

E@{Ag} [j{Ag} © guAg’jﬂg} =7t o gNAg ) @{Ag}_a's' ) (7.27¢c)

by using the expression S,,, = (Ioxuy, , fiag) for the reduced solution map S,,, in (7.161).

By the one-to-one correspondence , we associate with any W-strategy Az € Apg
the reduced strategy XAg : £ X Upy — Uy, such that XAg(w, Upy) = Ang(W, Upy, Ung), for all
(w, Upy, Ung) € © X Upy x Upg, by (7.16€]). As a consequence, from ([7.27d), we immediately
obtain that

E@{Ag} []{Ag} o gxﬂg‘j,;g} = ‘/]\{Ag} o ngg ) @{Ag}—a.S. , V)\Ag S AAg . (727d)
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e By Lemmam we obtain the existence of a jAg—measurable mapping qu : QX Upy — Uyg
such that

Qug(D) =1, (7.28a)
where the ¥ ® Up,-measurable set D is given by
D= { w, upy) € Q X Up, ‘ uAg W, Upy) € arg max ji4 g}((w Upr ), uAg)} .

upg€Upg

As the mapping iy, is Jpg-measurable, it belongs to Ay in (7.16d). By the one-to-one
correspondence ([7.16d), we associate with py, € Ay the W-strategy Mg € Nyg defined
by A} (w Upr, Upg) = ,uAg(w upr), for all (w, upr,uAg) € Q x Upy X Uy, by m By
construction, the reduced W-strategy )\Ag € AAg is obviously the mapping fiy,, so that

5* _ {(W,Upr) €0 x Upr ‘j{Ag}((w’uPr),XZg(w,UPI)) > ‘/7\{Ag}(<wa UPr)a uAg) ) \V/UAg < UAg} :
(7.28b)
We define, for any A\yz € Ayg,

IZ_):Ag = {(wvuPr) S Q X UPr ‘ (j{Ag} og},xg)(u%uPr) Z (j{Ag} OEXAE)(W’ Upr)} : (7280)

By the expression g;Ag = (ngUpr,XAg) for the reduced solution map ngg in (7.16f), we get
that

D)\ {(w uPr) € Q X UP | ( w uPr)an(“%“Pr)) Z j/\{Ag}(<w7uPr)aXAg(wauPr))} )

Ag

so that, by ((7.28b| m we obtain that D" C DA ,» Where @{Ag} = 1 by ((7.284 m As the
probability space (€2 X Up,, F ® Upy, Q{Ag}) is complete by assumptlon in Item . this gives

D), €F@Up, Qug(Dy,) =1, YAyg € Ayg . (7.28d)

Ag
We will prove, in two steps, that Ay, satisfies (7.26).

¢ By the one-to-one correspondence (7.15d)), we associate with any W-strategy Apr € Apr
the reduced strategy Ap; : © — Ap; such that Ay (w, Upg, Ung) = Apr(w) for all (w, upy, Upg),

——1
by (7.15€)). By the assumption (7.25al), it holds that the pushforward probability P{4e} 0S5,
is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the probability @{Ag}. Therefore, from ([7.28d)), we get

——1 —x =1 —%
plag} <S§pr (D/\Ag)> — (}p{Ag} o Sfpr) (DAAg) =1, Vg € Ayg, (7.29a)

T

SHC {weﬂi ”“g}oS* 0 55 )(w)z (”“g}osf 0S5 )w)}  (by [CZJ)
( Vo S (Apr,Aag) )(W)} (72913)
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by the expression (7.17)) for the solution map Si,,.x,,) = ?XAE o ?ipr.

In the expression (7.290]) above, both functions 7{*&} o Sirerapy) and 718 0 Sy are

F-measurable. Indeed, as the integrand 7t} in (7.27D) is a jAg—normal integrand, it is a
(T ® Upy) ® Upg-normal integrand since Jp; C F® Up, by ((7.16al). Hence, the function Flae}
is F @ Upr @ Upg-measurable. Now, since S(y, ;) is F-measurable by (7.14a)), we conclude

that the function 7% o S, Ap,) is F-measurable. The same holds true for 74} o Sy, Mag)
Moreover, both functions %€} o Sy, and jitel o S(xerng) are bounded above because
the function j*8} is bounded above by assumption in Item , and by (7.22)).

Thus, from (7.29al) and ((7.29b]), we deduce that

EP{AE} |:‘/7{Ag} (o] S()‘PT’AXg):| Z EIP’{Ag} |:]’\{Ag} (@) S()\Pry)\Ag)] 5 \V/)\pr € Apr 5 VAAg € AAg . (729C)

e We now prove that the Inequality (7.29d) is still valid when we replace the criterion 7t}
in (7.29d) by the original criterion j{*8}, We proceed as follows:

EP{Ag} [j{Ag} o S()\Pr,)\Ag):|

is well-defined, being bounded above because the function j*&} is bounded above by as-
sumption in Item and being F-measurable; indeed, on the one hand, the function
j{Ag} 0 (Q x Up,) X Uy — R is a F ® Up,-normal integrand, by assumption in Item
hence j1& is F @ Up, ® Uyg-measurable and, on the other hand, Sy, »,,) is F-measurable
by (7.144)), so that the function 714} o Sy, 5,.) is F-measurable

= By [ 0 55, 0 55, | (by (TD)

= E, [j {ae} o ngg] (pushforward measure under ?i )
e} XPr Pr

= Eg, | Toe % (71 ngﬂg)}
) =1 — —
(by (7-25a)), Pe} o0 S5 has density T, w.r.t. Qagy on Q2 x Upy)

jAgH (tower property)

— T _ Il {Aag} O
- E@{Ag} EQ{Ag} |:T>\Pr X (] g5 o SAAg)

)

Qag

= ]E T)\prE@{Ag} |:j{Ag} o EXAg
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because, by assumption in Item , the Radon-Nikodim derivative Ty, is
(Tor ® {0, Up}) V ({0, 2} ® Up, )-measurable, hence Jp-measurable by (7.10d)

= Eg,, [Tm x (gl o%)} (by ([7:27d))

_ At 5 G
o EIP’HQoEilr [j & o SAAJ
——1 — —
(by (7-25a)), P} o0 S5 has density T, w.r.t. Qagy on Q2 x Up,)
= Epug [j’{Ag} o EXAg o §§P ] (pushforward measure under =§P )

= Epug [JA{Ag} ° S(Apr,mg)] : (by (7.17))

Therefore, the Inequality (7.29¢) is still valid when we replace the function 7*€} in (7.29¢)
by the original criterion ji*&} giving thus (7.26].

This ends the proof. O

In E)Q], Witsenhausen proves that, when the set Up, is countable, there exists a proba-
bility Qg on (Q X Upy, F ® Up,) such that Item [2b] and Item [2¢|in Proposition hold

true.

Theorem 7.14. Suppose given an Enough informed Agent W-game, as in Definition [7.3,
which satisfies the technical assumptions of Proposition and let \yy € Npg be a W-
strategy for the Agent Ag such that holds true.

Suppose also that the function j{Pr} (X Upy X Upg — R is bounded above.

If there exists a W-strategy A5, € Apy for the Principal Pr such that

Epees [ 0 S(A;r,,\;g)] > Epery [ 0 S(Apr,/\;g)] , Ve € Mgy, (7.30)

then, the profile ()\;r,)\zg) constitutes a Nash equilibrium of the Principal-Agent W-game
as in Definition 7.4

Proof. The Agent’s W-strategy ng : Q x Up, — Uy, is such that (7.5b) holds true for
any Principal’s W-strategy Ap, € Apy, hence for the specific strategy A;, of the Principal,
giving

Epae [51% 0 S, ai)] = Epoer 1 0 S ag)] » Vg € Mg - (7.31)
Combined with the assumption ((7.30)), we get (7.5). O

7.4 Conclusion

In this Chapter [7], we consider a subclass of Principal-Agent games, namely, the Enough
informed Agent W-games, and assuming the existence of the Nash equilibria of such game,
we provide technical conditions under which this solution can be yielded as a result of
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backward induction. Among these conditions, we assume that the action set of the Agent
is nonempty bounded and closed subset of R?, that there exists a measurable density for
some probability distribution, and that the criterion of Agent is bounded, whereas the
negative criterion is a normal integrand. Note that when we do not assume that the set of
actions of the Agent is finite, the completeness of some subfield w.r.t. to some probability
is needed, which can be restrictive.

We leave open the question if the main result can be weakened by having assumptions
on the measurability of the criterions of Principal and Agent.
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Chapter 8

Conclusion

8.1

Contribution of this thesis

This thesis is a contribution to Game Theory with information. We have presented links
between different models of games with information, studied different information patterns
and given conditions under which some Principal-Agent games can be solved by backward
induction.

8.2

Here,

In Chapter [2] we have presented connections and differences between three classes of
games with information.

In Chapter[3], we have shown that the class of causal finite W-models can be embedded
into AFR-models.

In Chapter [4, we have gone in the opposite direction, by showing that a restricted
class of so-called Nature-rooted finite AFR-models can be embedded into W-models.

In Chapter [5, we have expressed classical information patterns in the framework of
the W-model.

In Chapter [0, we have introduced W-games.

In Chapter [7] we have studied a subclass of Principal-Agent games, namely, the
so-called Enough informed Agent W-games, and we have provided conditions under
which a Nash equilibrium can be obtained by backward induction.

Future avenues of research

we recapitulate further possible work and questions that remain open.
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Developing the W-model beyond finite sets (Chapters , and

In both Chapters [3] and [ the equivalence between AFR- and W-models is shown under
the assumptions of finiteness and completeness of the corresponding fields, although both
models allow for both countable and non-countable primitives. A transversal avenue of
research would be lifting the assumption of finiteness of the set of agents and the sets of
agents’ actions.

Besides, one could explore the equivalence between AFR- and W-models in the infinite
sets and players case. As in the most general case of the AFR-model, a strategy may not in-
duce a unique outcome, the same problem may arise for the infinte causal W-model. Then,
it can be studied if some restricted conditions may still grant the property of solvability.

Information structures (Chapter [5))

We conjectured that the so-called W-information memory (respectively, W-perfect recall)
is equivalent to the so-called I-TrIP (respectively, C-TrIP) introduced in [3].

Kuhn’s equivalence theorem (Chapter @

As said in the conclusion of Chapter [0, we leave it as an open question of how to define
mixed and behavioral strategies in the W-model. Once these notions are properly formu-
lated, one might be able to prove an analogue of the Kuhn’s theorem about the equivalence
between mixed and behavioral strategies under the assumption of perfect recall.

To this end, first, for any behavioral strategy and the corresponding probability distri-
bution over the set of outcomes that it induces, one needs to build a mixed strategy that
induces the same probability distribution. Second, in a similar way, for any mixed strategy
and the corresponding probability distribution, one can build a behavioral strategy giving
the same probability distribution over the set of outcomes. Once both steps are done, this
would yield an analogue of the Kuhn’s theorem. It is proved in [18,/29] that, for any player,
mixed strategies are equivalent to behavioral strategies if and only if the player possesses
perfect recall. Thus, the analogue of perfect recall in the W-model stated in Chapter [5] will
be undoubtedly used in the proof of the Kuhn’s theorem.

Subgames and Backward Induction (Chapter @

As it was said in the conclusion of Chapter [6, we leave it as an open question to define
the notion of subgame in the W-model and to relate it to the notion of subsystem as in
Definition [6.5] Once subgames are properly defined, the concepts of backward induction
and subgame perfect equilibrium might possibly be formulated in the W-model.

Principal-Agent games (Chapter (7))

In Chapter [7], we considered a subclass of Enough informed Agent W-games, and assuming
the existence of the Nash equilibria of such game, we provided technical conditions under
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which an equilibrium can be found by backward induction. It remains an open question if
the assumptions could be weakened by imposing some extra assumptions, for instance, on
the measurability of the criterions jiug) and jgpry With respect to proper o-fields related to
the information structure.

Another interesting avenue of research may be developing a multi-agent setting, where
both Principal and Agent players are each endowed with a group of representative W-
agents.
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Chapter 9

Appendix

9.1 Basics on partitions, o- and n-fields

As in this manuscript, we describe the concept of information in the language of o-, w-fields
and partitions, we present basic material following [9).

In Chapters [3] and {4, we work with finite sets when establishing equivalences between
the AFR- and W-models. In that finite sets case, the three (more and more restricted)
notions — algebra, o-field, m-field — collapse into a single one. After formally defining
o-field, we go on with detailing the notion of w-field (it should be remembered that all
notions below remain valid for algebras and o-fields when the underlying set (2 is finite).

Algebras and o-fields

A (Boolean) algebra on Q) is a subset G C 2%, containing €, and which is stable under
complementation and finite union (hence under finite intersection).

Less restricted than algebras, are o-fields. A o-field on € is a subset G C 2%, con-
taining €, and which is stable under complementation and countable union (hence under
countable intersection). Consider two o-fields G and G’. We say that the field G is finer
than the field G’ if every element of G is included in an element of G'. We also say that G’
is a subfield of G.

m-fields and partitions

More restricted than o-fields is the class of partition fields (or 7-fields).
First, we define a 7w-field as a collection of subsets of a set S, which is stable under
arbitrary union and intersection (countable or not).

Definition 9.1. Let a set S be given. A partition field (or w-field) of the set S is a
nonempty collection G of subsets of S, that is, G C 2°, which is stable under complemen-
tation and unlimited union (hence, under unlimited intersection).

The complete m-field is made of all subsets of the set S.
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We say that a partition field G’ is finer than a partition G if every element of G is also
an element of G’, that is,

GCcG < VvVGeg, Geg . (9.1)

After defining a restricted subclass of o-fields, the so-called 7-fields, we give some facts
about partitions that are closely related to w-fields.

Definition 9.2. Let a set S be given. A collection 11 of subsets of the set S is a partition,

which we denote as
s=|]a, (9.2)

Gell

if it consists of mutually disjoint nonempty subsets G (G € 1) whose union is S':

S=U G,
25 st o 9.3
- s.t. GQG,:(Z),VG#G,, ()
G#0, VGell.

An atom of partition I1 is a nonempty subset G € 11 such that G' € 11 and G' C G imply
that G' =0 or G' = G.

Consider a partition II = {G}genr of a set S. Two elements of the set S are said to be
indistinguishable w.r.t. II if they belong to the same element G € II of the partition. We
define the indistinguishability relation SRy on the set S as follows:

sRps iff 3G €l st. s€ Gand s € G .

One can see that the equivalence classes S/Ry of the underlying equivalence relation SRy
are the elements of the partition II:

S/%n =11. (9.4)

On the other hand, the classes of any equivalence relation on S form a partition. Hence,
partitions Il on S are in one-to-one correspondence with equivalence relations R on S by
the mappings

IT— Ry and R — S/R.

We say that a partition II" is finer than a partition II if every element of IT’ is included
in an element of II, that is,

NIl < VG ell', 3Gell, st. G CG. (9.5)

Consider two partitions II and II" of a given set S. The least upper bound of the
partitions IT and II" is the partition given by

NVvI'={G"CS|G"#0, IGell, 3G'ell', G"=GNG'}. (9.6)
The following Lemma [9.3]is used in Section [3.4 when building WtoAFR-strategies.
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Lemma 9.3. Let two sets A and B with corresponding equivalence relations A and B, and
a mapping f: (A, A/A) — (B, B/B) be given. We have the following equivalence

<f_1 (B/B) C A/Ql) = <E|f: A/ = B such that f = f o 7TQ[> ,

where f: A/ — B is such that the following diagram commutes

l”‘ f/ (9.7)

9.2 Additional material for Chapter 4

As we have left open two questions in Chapter {4, here we state both as conjectures and
propose a tentative way of solving them.

9.2.1 Conjecture: constructing a causal AFRtoW-ordering

Conjecture 9.4. Let a Nature-rooted AFR-model as in Definition be given. Then
there exists an AFRtoW-ordering ¢ as in (9.11), which is causal as in Definition .

Tentative proof. The following, is a chain of conjectured technical steps of a tentative proof
of the conjecture.

o We consider the set Z of terminal vertices as in (2.16[). With each terminal vertex z € Z we
associate the set of configurations H as in (4.6). We conjecture that the family {H.}, .,
is made of disjoint subsets of the set H of AFRtoW-configurations as defined in (4.4)), that

is,

(Vz,2' € Z) H.NH, #0) < 2=2", (9.8)
where the set H, of AFRtoW-configurations is defined in (4.6)).

e For each terminal vertex z € Z, we consider the upset 1z as in and the set A, as
in of agents who played before the vertex z was reached. As the tree (VD) is finite
(see Definition , then each leaf z is a finite vertex, that is, z € F(V'), where the set
F (V) of finite vertices is defined in Equation Thus, for any z € Z, the upset 1z is

of the form (see Equation (2.13h)))
tz = {z.0(2), P (2),....p" 71 (2)} .
As a consequence of (2.13a)), we have the following chain of strict inclusions

2=p(2) S p(x) S P2(2) G . G PP () = W
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where p is the parent mapping as in (2.11bf). This implies another chain of strict inclusions

A 2 Ap(z) 2 Ap(z) 22 ApITZI*l(z) =0, (99)

by Equation . As in each non-terminal vertex there is only one AFR-player that is
active (see (AFR-Axiom1’) in Definition , for any two sets A 11 ;) and A,
with consecutive numbers, where 1 < j <TTz|, we have that A -1 ) \ Ayei—i(y) is a
singleton of A and we denote

{09} = Apei-G0(2) \ Apitel sz - (9.10)

Let a Nature-rooted AFR-model as in Definition be given. We call AFRtoW-ordering

a mapping ¢ : | | H, — !4 such that, for any terminal vertex z € Z as in (2.16) and the
z€Z
corresponding subset of AFRtoW-configurations H, as in (4.6]), we have

(Vh € Hz) o(h) = (agl), e ,ag&‘_l),ﬁ) e x| for some % € La\A. > (9.11)

where, for any index 1 < j < |1z|, the corresponding agent agj ) is defined in (19.10)).

Finally, we conjecture that the constructed ordering ¢ : H — X8| is causal as in Defini-
tion [2.24]

This finishes the tentative proof. O

9.2.2 Conjecture: solvability for AFRtoW-strategies

In this §9.2.2| we state the second conjecture, namely, that the constructed AFRtoW-model
is solvable, that is, any AFRtoW-strategy as in induces a unique outcome.

Conjecture 9.5. Any profile {\o},c, of AFRtoW-strategies induces a unique outcome on
the set | | H, of AFRtoW-configurations.

z€Z

Tentative proof. The following, is a chain of conjectured technical steps of a tentative proof

of the conjecture.

e For any vertex v € V, the corresponding set H, of AFRtoW-configurations as in (4.6)), is

partitioned by
H= || H.. (9.12)
z€ZNw

e The following, is a simple corollary of the conjectured representation [9.12

For any leaf z € Z and any AFRtoW-agent b € A\ A,
HyNnH, = 0 ,

where Hy, = (J,c; Ho-
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Here, we give a short proof of this corollary. Let a leaf z € Z and a AFRtoW-agent
be A\ A, be given. Asb € A\ A, then 12Nb = 0 (by construction of the set A, of
AFRtoW-agents as in (4.5))). Then, we write

HNH, = ( U Hv> NnH, (by definition of the set Hyp)
vED
- (U || H) nH, (as Hy = e ynp Hor by (9:12))
vEb zEZN|W
= U |_| (Hy NH,) (by associativity)
vebz'eZNw
=0,

as, otherwise,for any vertex v € b and for any leaf 2/ € ZN | v, if H, N H, # (), then
H, = H, (as they are atoms of the partition as in ), thus, 2/ = z and 2 € ZN | v.
This implies that z C v and, thus, v €7 z by definition of the upset as in . As a
consequence, 1z N b # (), which brings us to a contradiction.

This finishes the tentative proof. O
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