
Journal of Physics: Conference
Series

     

PAPER • OPEN ACCESS

Shapley value of n-person prisoner’s dilemma
To cite this article: A.L. Grinikh and L.A. Petrosyan 2021 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1864 012061

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

You may also like
Impact of Distribution Fairness Degree and
Entanglement Degree on Cooperation
Xin Zhao,  , Bo-Yang Liu et al.

-

The prisoner’s dilemma with semi-
synchronous updates: evidence for a first-
order phase transition
M Ali Saif and Prashant M Gade

-

Randomness in the network inhibits
cooperation based on the bounded
rational collective altruistic decision
Tetsushi Ohdaira

-

This content was downloaded from IP address 3.147.86.154 on 22/05/2024 at 03:39

https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1864/1/012061
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0256-307X/35/3/030202
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0256-307X/35/3/030202
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1742-5468/2009/07/P07023
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1742-5468/2009/07/P07023
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1742-5468/2009/07/P07023
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1751-8113/47/27/275101
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1751-8113/47/27/275101
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1751-8113/47/27/275101
https://pagead2.googlesyndication.com/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjsuH4BIWZBCTU3YZGrJRlo_0Fanxi-uGm6p3pa08nEcUYXLgWmh-YinRrXi_v2R4oOaaBpV7Mq2Y6KiZqji5eF59tOElvODpWTNCc2OMWz4cW8WH8RAT39Ae1J65caIQ6CKfvtQ1YipNH5eNz-KcvHIpofDuP7dqJxkIi9B82fgHcwJE8VN9L9Hg6RuKUGcCEqsuDz07_Q137Sg4O4f19K_pmFQJi_r_JNo2qYtSp_d4N1eDhd2wat2i1fAFxBWEl59K_MSTLqw1eCLqAwQ-kyQ3TlelRSlXIJQYOWIgnGzEM0TLvaGF4uKIoaFy5RKXzL0IMlwsVpRC3dFGQwLK9kRa5TxEE9Wm&sig=Cg0ArKJSzC8oXmJLxzAq&fbs_aeid=%5Bgw_fbsaeid%5D&adurl=https://iopscience.iop.org/partner/ecs%3Futm_source%3DIOP%26utm_medium%3Ddigital%26utm_campaign%3DIOP_tia%26utm_id%3DIOP%2BTIA


Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution
of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOI.

Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd

13th Multiconference on Control Problems (MCCP 2020)
Journal of Physics: Conference Series 1864 (2021) 012061

IOP Publishing
doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1864/1/012061

1

 
 
 
 
 
 

Shapley value of n-person prisoner’s dilemma 

A.L. Grinikh, L.A. Petrosyan 
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Abstract. n-Person prisoner’s dilemma is a Markovian sequence of static games that are 
realized randomly depending on players' previous choices. The dynamic Shapley value is 
constructed in this case. The work is a continuation of the paper published earlier by Grinikh 
A. L. [1]. In this paper, we consider the new approach of dynamics of game which depends on 
the strategies of all players. 

1.  Introduction 
The numerical examples of n-person prisoner’s dilemma was firstly introduced by H. Hamburger in the 
paper “N-person prisoner's dilemma” (1973), however, the player’s payoff functions were set as a 
numerical example. Researches consider this game in the same setting. In this paper we consider the 
general case of payoff function introduced earlier by A. Grinikh in “Stochastic n-person Prisoner's 
Dilemma: the Time-Consistency of Core and Shapley Value” (2019), but in the mentioned paper the 
parameters of each step game do not depend on choices made by players at the previous step. 

In this paper we consider a model of "n-person prisoner's dilemma" game. This game is a conflict 
of interests of n prisoners, each of them is jailed for complicity in the commission of a crime. Players 
have some information about the participation of each of the other members of the organized criminal 
group. The Judge is prepared to take into consideration confessions from each of the criminal group 
members, who agrees to cooperate with investigation, by further reducing his duration of detention in 
custody and detention. These testimonies will help to prove that the other members of the criminal 
group participated in the crime. Therefore, each "confessed" player provides the prolongation of 
remand in custody period for all members of the criminal group. 

N is a set of players in n-person prisoner's dilemma game, |N|=n. A multi-step game consists of a 
number of static "n-person prisoner's dilemma" games played at each step, where the parameters of 
each static game depend on the player’s strategies. In this statement, each static game meets the 
following conditions: 

• each player has two possible pure strategies 𝑥𝑖: “to stay silent” (hereinafter“𝐶𝑖”) and “to 
betray”(hereinafter“𝐷𝑖”), 𝑥𝑖 ∈ {𝐶𝑖,𝐷𝑖}; 

• Nash equilibrium in pure strategies in a static game is the strategy profile that consists in 
choosing the strategy “𝐷𝑖” by each player, which does not give a Pareto-optimal outcome; 

• the payoffs of each player ℎ𝑖
𝛾𝑗(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑖, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) at each step of game are higher if all players 

choose the strategy “𝐶𝑖” than if all of them choose the strategy “𝐷𝑖”; 
• the “𝐷𝑖”strategy strictly dominates the “𝐶𝑖”strategy for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 players. 

2.  n-Person Prisoner’s dilemma 
Let 𝛾𝑗 = �𝑁,𝑋1 …𝑋𝑛,ℎ1

𝛾𝑗(𝑋1 …𝑋𝑛), … ,ℎ𝑛
𝛾𝑗(𝑋1 …𝑋𝑛)� be a static n-person prisoner’s dilemma game. 

Here 𝑁 = {1, … ,𝑛} is a set of players. The set of pure strategies for the player 𝑖 is denoted as 𝑋𝑖 =
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{𝐶,𝐷}, where the strategy “𝐶” means “to stay silent” and “𝐷” corresponds to the strategy “to betray”. 
Let 𝑥 be the number of players, which choose the strategy “𝐶”. Then the payoff function of player 𝑖 in 
static game  𝛾𝑗 ∈ {𝛾1; 𝛾2},  ℎ𝑖

𝛾𝑗(𝑥1, … , 𝑥𝑛), can be represented as: 

ℎ𝑖
𝛾𝑗(𝑥1, … , 𝑥𝑛) = �

𝐶𝑖
𝛾𝑗(𝑥) = 𝑎1

𝛾𝑗𝑥 + 𝑏1
𝛾𝑗 , 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐶

𝐷𝑖
𝛾𝑗(𝑥) = 𝑎2

𝛾𝑗𝑥 + 𝑏2
𝛾𝑗 , 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐷

       (1) 

Let 𝛤𝐾 be a dynamic game that consists of 𝐾 steps. The static game that is played at this step 
corresponds to the model of n-person prisoner's dilemma game and depends on the strategy profiles 
chosen at the previous step. At each step one of two static games 𝛾1 or 𝛾2 is played. 

• 𝛾1 is always played at the first step and after if (𝑛 − 𝑥) ≥ 𝑥 at the previous step, which 
means that the number of players that chose «to stay silent» is not less than the number of 
players that chose “to betray” at the previous step; 

• 𝛾2 is played, if (𝑛 − 𝑥) < 𝑥 at the previous step. In this case the number of players that 
chose “to stay silent” is less than the number of players that chose “to betray”. 

The player's payoff function 𝐻𝑖
𝛤𝐾(𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝐾) in the dynamic game 𝛤𝐾 is the sum of player's payoffs 

at each step of dynamic game.  

3.  The Shapley Value 
Let 𝑋� = (𝑋�1, . . . ,𝑋�𝑛) be the strategy profile that maximize the sum of all players’ payoffs in the game 
𝛤𝐾. Then the path 𝑧̅ = (𝑧�̅� , . . . , 𝑧1̅) is the cooperative trajectory of game Γ𝐾, if it is implemented by this 
strategy profile(𝑋�1, . . . ,𝑋�𝑛): 

𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑧𝐾,…,𝑧1 ∑ 𝐻𝑖
𝛤𝐾(𝑧𝐾 , … , 𝑧1)𝑛

𝑖=1 = ∑ 𝐻𝑖
𝛤𝐾(𝑧)𝑛

𝑖=1 .       (2) 

Definition 1: 
The cooperative game 𝛤𝐾(𝑉) is the pair (𝑁,𝑉), where 𝑁 is the set of players and 𝑉 is a 

characteristic function that is defined by formula (3). 

𝑉ΓK(𝑆) = maxi∈S min𝑗∈𝑁∖𝑆 ∑ 𝐻𝑖
ΓK(𝑋1, … ,𝑋𝑖, … ,𝑋𝑛)𝑖∈𝑆        (3) 

In particular, 

𝑉ΓK(𝑁) = maxi∈N ∑ 𝐻𝑖
ΓK(𝑋1, … ,𝑋𝑖 , … ,𝑋𝑛)𝑖∈𝑁         (4) 

Since all the players in the considered game are symmetric, we will use the symmetry axiom of 
Shapley value. It follows: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) = 𝑉ΓK(𝑁)
𝑛

          (5) 

There are  three possible types of cooperative trajectory in the game Γ𝐾: 
• 𝛾1 is played at each step of game Γ𝐾; 
• 𝛾1 is played at the first step of game Γ𝐾, 𝛾2 is played at the second and the following steps 

of game Γ𝐾; 
• 𝛾1 is played at each odd step of game Γ𝐾, 𝛾2 is played at each even step of game Γ𝐾. 

3.1.  The first case 
Let 𝑥𝛾1 and 𝑥𝛾2 be the number of players that choose the strategy “to stay silent” to maximize the sum 
of players’ payoffs in the static games 𝛾1 and 𝛾2. 

1. If 𝑎1
𝛾𝑗 ≥ 𝑎2

𝛾𝑗 or 𝑎2
𝛾𝑗𝑛+𝑏1

𝛾𝑗−𝑏2
𝛾𝑗

2𝑎2
𝛾𝑗−2𝑎1

𝛾𝑗 ≥ 𝑛, then 𝑥𝛾𝑗  = �𝑎2
𝛾𝑗𝑛+𝑏1

𝛾𝑗−𝑏2
𝛾𝑗

2𝑎2
𝛾𝑗−2𝑎1

𝛾𝑗 �; 

2. In other cases, 𝑥𝛾𝑗  = 𝑛. 
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If 0 < 𝑥𝛾1  ≤ 𝑛
2
 and 𝑉𝛾1 > 𝑉𝛾2, then 𝛾1 will be played at each step of game Γ𝐾, �𝑎2

𝛾1𝑛+𝑏1
𝛾1−𝑏2

𝛾1

2𝑎2
𝛾1−2𝑎1

𝛾1 � will 

be the number of players that choose the strategy “to stay silent” to maximize the sum of players’ 
payoffs at each step of game Γ𝐾. In this case, the Shapley value can be written as: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) = 𝐾 �𝑎1
𝛾1 𝑥𝛾1

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 𝑥𝛾1
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1 �1 − 𝑥𝛾1

𝑛
� 𝑥𝛾1 + 𝑏2

𝛾1 �1 − 𝑥𝛾1
𝑛
��.       (6) 

Then 𝑥𝛾1 players get: 

𝐶𝑖�𝑥𝛾1� = 𝑎1
𝛾𝑗𝑥𝛾1 + 𝑏1

𝛾𝑗,         (7) 

and other players get: 

𝐷𝑖�𝑥𝛾1� = 𝑎2
𝛾𝑗𝑥𝛾1 + 𝑏2

𝛾𝑗         (8) 

at the first step of cooperative trajectory of game Γ𝐾. 
The components of Shapley value of remaining subgame 𝛤𝐾−1 for each of players can be written 

as: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾−1) = (𝐾 − 1)�𝑎1
𝛾1 𝑥𝛾1

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 𝑥𝛾1
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1 �1 − 𝑥𝛾1

𝑛
� 𝑥𝛾1 + 𝑏2

𝛾1 �1 − 𝑥𝛾1
𝑛
��.      (9) 

Definition 2: 
The finite sequence of vectors 𝛽 = �𝛽1, … ,𝛽𝑖, … ,𝛽𝑛� is called imputation distribution procedure 

(IDP) [4] in 𝛤𝐾(𝑉) for an imputation 𝑑(𝛤𝐾) = �𝑑1(𝛤𝐾), … ,𝑑𝑛(𝛤𝐾)�, if 𝑑𝑖(𝛤𝐾) = ∑ 𝛽𝐾−𝑧𝑖𝐾−1
𝑧=0 , where 

𝛽𝑖 = �𝛽1𝑖 , … ,𝛽𝑧𝑖 , … ,𝛽𝐾𝑖 �  
Definition 3: 
An optimality principle 𝐷(Γ𝐾) is called time consistent [5], if for each given 𝑑(𝛤𝐾) ∈ 𝐷(Γ𝐾) there 

exists an IDP 𝛽 = �𝛽1, … ,𝛽𝑗, … ,𝛽𝐾� such that for any 0 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 𝐾 − 1: 

𝑑𝑧(𝛤𝐾) = 𝑑(𝛤𝐾) − ∑ 𝛽𝑗𝑧−1
𝑗=1 ∈ 𝐷(𝛤𝐾−𝑧+1).     (10) 

Since: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾−1) + 𝐶𝑖�𝑥𝛾1� ≠ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾);      (11) 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾−1) + 𝐷𝑖�𝑥𝛾1� ≠ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾).       (12) 

𝐶𝑖 and 𝐷𝑖 cannot be used as an IDP. Therefore, we introduce an IDP as follows: 

𝛽𝑖𝑧 = 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1),         (13) 

Using this IDP, each player receives the Shapley value for a one-step game at each step of game. 

𝑧 ∙ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) + 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾−𝑧) = 𝑧 ∙ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) + (𝐾 − 𝑧) ∙ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) = 𝐾 ∙ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) = 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾)   (14) 

This, shows the time-consistency of IDP and the Shapley value. 

3.2.  Example 1 
Consider an example of game Γ𝐾, where 0 < 𝑥𝛾1  ≤ 𝑛

2
 and 𝑉𝛾1 > 𝑉𝛾2, which is played in 𝐾 = 5 steps. 

Payoff functions for games 𝛾1 and 𝛾2 are defined as: 

ℎ𝑖
𝛾1(𝑥1, … , 𝑥4) = �

𝐶𝑖
𝛾1(𝑥) = 1 500𝑥,                 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐶

𝐷𝑖
𝛾1(𝑥) = 3 500𝑥 + 5 000, 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐷
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ℎ𝑖
𝛾2(𝑥1, … , 𝑥4) = �

𝐶𝑖
𝛾2(𝑥) = 1 700𝑥 + 500,    𝑖𝑓 𝑥𝑖 = 𝐶 

𝐷𝑖
𝛾2(𝑥) = 1 400𝑥 + 5 000, 𝑖𝑓 𝑥𝑖 = 𝐷

 

Then, we can consider the sum of players’ payoffs at each of possible step-game for different 
combinations of players who choose strategy “to stay silent”, that means for different values of x (see 
table 1). 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) =
30000𝐾

4
= 7 500 𝐾 = 37 500. 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) =
30000𝐾

4
= 7 500 𝐾 = 7 500 ∙ 5 = 37 500. 

In this example:   
 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) = 7 500 = 𝛽𝑧𝑖  is the imputation distribution procedure; 
 𝐶𝑖

𝛾1�𝑥𝛾1� = 1 500 ∙ 2 = 3 000; 
 𝐷𝑖

𝛾1�𝑥𝛾1� = 3 500 ∙ 2 + 5 000 = 12 000. 
Table 1.  

The sum of all players’ payoffs  for the games 𝜸𝟏 and 𝜸𝟐 in the example 1. 
 

𝑥 0 1 2 3 4 

�ℎ𝑖
𝛾1

𝑖∈𝑁

 20 000 27 000 30 000 29 000 24 000 

�ℎ𝑖
𝛾2

𝑖∈𝑁

 20 000 21 400 23 400 26 000 29 200 

Since 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) ≠ 𝐶𝑖
𝛾1�𝑥𝛾1� and 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) ≠ 𝐷𝑖

𝛾1�𝑥𝛾1�, then 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) ≠ ℎ𝑖�𝑥𝛾1�. Therefore, the 
Shapley value for the whole dynamic game Γ𝐾(𝑉) is time-consistent, but the Shapley value of static 
game, which is played at various steps, is an imputation distribution procedure in accordance with this 
optimality principle.  

3.3.  The second case 
If 𝑛

2
< 𝑥𝛾1, 𝑛

2
< 𝑥𝛾2 and 𝑉𝛾1 < 𝑉𝛾2, then the game 𝛾1 is played at the first step of game Γ𝐾, 𝛾2 is played 

at the second and the following steps of cooperative trajectory of game Γ𝐾. In this case, the Shapley 
value of the whole game is written as: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) = �𝑎1
𝛾1 𝑥𝛾1

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 𝑥𝛾1
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1 �1 −

𝑥𝛾1
𝑛 �𝑥𝛾1 + 𝑏2

𝛾1 �1 −
𝑥𝛾1
𝑛 ��  + 

(𝐾 − 1)�𝑎1
𝛾2 𝑥𝛾2

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾2 𝑥𝛾2
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾2 �1 − 𝑥𝛾2

𝑛
� 𝑥𝛾2 + 𝑏2

𝛾2 �1 − 𝑥𝛾2
𝑛
��.     (15) 

In this type of game Γ𝐾, an IDP is written as: 

𝛽𝑖𝑧 = �
𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1), 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 = 1; 
𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾2), 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 ≠ 1.  

If 𝑛
2
≥ 𝑥𝛾1, 𝑛

2
< 𝑥𝛾2 and 𝑉𝛾1 < 𝑉𝛾2, then the game has also the second type of cooperative 

trajectory, but the Shapley value of the whole game in this case is given as: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) = �𝑎1
𝛾1
��𝑛
2
� + 1�

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1
�𝑛
2
� + 1
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1
��𝑛
2
� + 1� (𝑛 − �𝑛

2
� − 1)

𝑛
+ 𝑏2

𝛾1
𝑛 − �𝑛

2
� − 1
𝑛

�  + 
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(𝐾 − 1)�𝑎1
𝛾2 𝑥𝛾2

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾2 𝑥𝛾2
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾2 �1 − 𝑥𝛾2

𝑛
� 𝑥𝛾2 + 𝑏2

𝛾2 �1 − 𝑥𝛾2
𝑛
��.     (16) 

However, in this case the Shapley value of step-game cannot be used as an IDP, since 𝑆ℎ𝑖�𝑉ΓK� <
𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1) + (𝐾 − 1)𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾2), because 𝑉𝛾1 > �𝑎1

𝛾1 (𝑛+2)2

4
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 𝑛+2
2

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1 𝑛(𝑛−2)

4
+ 𝑏2

𝛾1 𝑛−2
2
�. The 

time-consistent IDP will be as follows: 

𝛽𝑖𝑧 =

⎩
⎪
⎨

⎪
⎧𝑎1

𝛾1 (𝑛+2)2

4𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 𝑛+2
2𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1 𝑛

2−4
4𝑛

+ 𝑏2
𝛾1 𝑛−2

2𝑛
, 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 = 1 and 𝑛 is even;

𝑎1
𝛾1 (𝑛+1)2

4𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 𝑛+1
2𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾1 𝑛

2−1
4𝑛

+ 𝑏2
𝛾1 𝑛−1

2𝑛
, 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 = 1 and 𝑛 is odd;

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾2),                                                                  𝑖𝑓 𝑧 ≠ 1

    (17) 

 

3.4.  Example 2 
Consider an example of game Γ𝐾 with the second type of cooperative trajectory, for which 𝑛

2
≥ 𝑥𝛾1,  

𝑛
2

< 𝑥𝛾2 and 𝑉𝛾1 < 𝑉𝛾2. Assume that this game has 5 steps (𝐾 = 5). The players’ payoff functions are 
written as: 

ℎ𝑖
𝛾1(𝑥1, … , 𝑥4) = �

𝐶𝑖
𝛾1(𝑥) = 300𝑥 + 200, 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐶

𝐷𝑖
𝛾1(𝑥) = 800𝑥 + 1 100, 𝑖𝑓 𝑥𝑖 = 𝐷

 

ℎ𝑖
𝛾2(𝑥1, … , 𝑥4) = �

𝐶𝑖
𝛾2(𝑥) = 1 500𝑥 + 100, 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐶

𝐷𝑖
𝛾2(𝑥) = 2 200𝑥 + 4 500, 𝑖𝑓𝑥𝑖 = 𝐷

 

 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) =
6 800 + 24 900 + 24 900 + 24 900 + 24 900

4
= 26 600 

∑ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾𝑧) =5
𝑧=1 26650 ≠ 𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾). Therefore, Shapley values for the static games cannot be an 

IDP in this case. Since the number of players for this game is even, we can identify IDP as: 
 

𝛽𝑖𝑧 = �
1 700, 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 = 1;
6 225, 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 ≠ 1. 

 
Table 2.  

The sum of all players’ payoffs  for the games 𝜸𝟏 and 𝜸𝟐 in the example 2. 
𝑥 0 1 2 3 4 

�ℎ𝑖
𝛾1

𝑖∈𝑁

 4400 6 200 7 000 6 800 5 600 

�ℎ𝑖
𝛾2

𝑖∈𝑁

 18 000 21 700 24 000 24 900 24 400 

3.5.  The third case 
The last case of the cooperative trajectory can be achieved if the coefficients of the game meet the 

following conditions: 
• 𝑛

2
< 𝑥𝛾1; 

• 𝑛
2
≥ 𝑥𝛾2; 

• 𝑉𝛾2 ≥ 𝑎1
𝛾1  �𝑛

2
�
2

+ 𝑏1
𝛾1 �𝑛

2
�  + 𝑎2

𝛾1 �𝑛
2
�  �𝑛 − �𝑛

2
��+ 𝑏2

𝛾1  �𝑛 − �𝑛
2
��; 
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• 𝑉𝛾1 ≥ 𝑎1
𝛾2  ��𝑛

2
� + 1�

2
+ 𝑏1

𝛾2  ��𝑛
2
� + 1� + 𝑎2

𝛾2  ��𝑛
2
� + 1� �𝑛 − �𝑛

2
� − 1� + 𝑏2

𝛾2  �𝑛 − �𝑛
2
� − 1�. 

In this case, the components of the Shapley value will be given as: 

𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛤𝐾) = �𝐾 − �𝐾
2
���𝑎1

𝛾1 ��
𝑛
2�+1�

2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾1 �
𝑛
2�+1

𝑛
+ 𝑎2

𝛾1 ��
𝑛
2�+1�(𝑛−�𝑛2�−1)

𝑛
+ 𝑏2

𝛾1 𝑛−�
𝑛
2�−1

𝑛
�+

                                              �𝐾
2
� �𝑎1

𝛾2 𝑥𝛾2
2

𝑛
+ 𝑏1

𝛾2 𝑥𝛾2
𝑛

+ 𝑎2
𝛾2 �1 − 𝑥𝛾2

𝑛
� 𝑥𝛾2 + 𝑏2

𝛾2 �1 − 𝑥𝛾2
𝑛
��.      (18) 

Since in this case along the cooperative trajectory players maximize the joint payoff in each step-
game, the IDP for this case will be the following: 

  

𝛽𝑖𝑧 = �
𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾1), 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 𝑖𝑠 𝑜𝑑𝑑; 
𝑆ℎ𝑖(𝑉𝛾2), 𝑖𝑓 𝑧 𝑖𝑠 𝑒𝑣𝑒𝑛.      (19) 

 

4.  Conclusion 
We have found Shapley values for the problem statement of “n-person prisoner’s dilemma” game for 
various combinations of model coefficients. A possible variant of imputation distribution procedure is 
introduced for one of model cases. An example of specification of values for the considering type of n-
person prisoner’s dilemma with three players is shown. 
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