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6.1.1 Finitely repeated games

One way to completely disambiguate the semantics of a finitely repeated game is to
specify it as an imperfect-information game in extensive form. Figure 6.2 describes
the twice-played Prisoner’s Dilemma game in extensive form. Note that it captures
the assumption that at each iteration the players do not knowwhat the other player is
playing, but afterwards they do. Also note that the payoff function of each agent is
additive, that is, it is the sum of payoffs in the two stage games.
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Figure 6.2 Twice-played Prisoner’s Dilemma in extensive form.

The extensive form also makes it clear that the strategy space of the repeated game
is much richer than the strategy space in the stage game. Certainly one strategy in the
repeated game is to adopt the same strategy in each stage game; clearly, this memory-
less strategy, called astationary strategy, is a behavioral strategy in the extensive-formstationary

strategyrepresentation of the game. But in general, the action (or mixture of actions) played
at a stage game can depend on the history of play thus far. Since this fact plays a
particularly important role in infinitely repeated games, we postpone further discussion
of this to the next section. Indeed, in the finite, known repetition case, we encounter
again the phenomenon of backward induction, which we first encountered when we
introduced subgame perfect equilibria. Recall that in the centipede game, discussed in
Section 5.1.3, the unique SPE was to go down and terminate thegame at every node.
Now consider a finitely repeated Prisoner’s Dilemma case. Again, it can be argued, in
the last round it is a dominant strategy to defect, no matter what happened so far. This
is common knowledge, and no choice of action in the precedingrounds will impact the
play in the last round. Thus in the second to last round too it is a dominant strategy to
defect. Similarly, by induction, it can be argued that the only equilibrium in this case
is to always defect. However, as in the case of the centipede game, this argument is
vulnerable to both empirical and theoretical criticisms.

6.1.2 Infinitely repeated games

When the infinitely repeated game is transformed into extensive form, the result is an
infinite tree. So the payoffs cannot be attached to any terminal nodes, nor can they be
defined as the sum of the payoffs in the stage games (which in general will be infinite).
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