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Fig.1 : Prisoner’s Dilemma with Multi-Agent Model.
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Fig.2 : Payoff function (E=2, R=1).

Fig2idx— Y = ¥ bSEIRL 724TEI(C or D)KL T
BohsHE2ELLZTI 7THE. T MM
WMEEBE T2 LERRNL -V VOKTHY,
WA VF—TXHbharZ bt s. FlZIE3
ANDL—=T =V DMV GEEZBIC3 DRI F —
VRS END DB 72 3 N OEHKDO7-HIZ 2 D
IAVF—%2HBLTVWADT,ELIIE 1 OFEE %R
B, CHRICH LB o7 2 NG AVF—BER
ZWOT3OFBELRSL. ZZTDNOBHFETS
BAEBPE ol ED 0 OFEIH L, 2B HE
FITEED 3 OFEE2BEIENTELIENL, VL
YREVDEBILTVA,

MOELINAD YL ¥ <4 — AW 1terated Prisoner’s
Dilemma :IPD)IE,Z D X ) ZAHEEH T DK LITV,
ZORBHEEEILDTH A,

3. HEHETILOEA

B TR NADI L y<ig—Y 2/ b
DMifEBO —2>TH 5. Fx—TV =V M DLEEH
HICifEB 2oL W) 2 L3 Fig2 [CRTHIE S 7
EENCRVICRETAIETHY, 22Tk &L
YR %*HHHHEMEOTICTEE RS L) &L,
FOWEELELTIRRDENICELLNS.



I—UxzY MORNDIBAEED ) iz EROIC
HEITAIANVT—EVEL5E. I/, 0TWAH
MHEMOMESZE L - v M o TEFRFREL
YA, BIZBRAEBSS 7ICBVWTARKOEHEOYH
DERFRLEVKEVIIZERELZIZAVF—PPLET
HHILERT. BEEIADTT 7OMEE ZEL M
ERREVEIE,FOIL -T2 v MIE S THMOME
BREVWZEZRYT. 27 UIEBPEE T4 2 12
LoT, IV ry=ilidfoedIcEH 500 BINATH 124
fehaBabds. S MAOMERIEE S DT
BE B L TEIMTEBLA N ALV EE L, #
MICE ) MEEROFRTELZ - = v M HEHS OME
BEER LTV B EHETAZENTES.

CRLIBRAI=XbeERT bR, P
I¥,Karma & & DTSN/ EREEHET A, Karma 115
IT—Vx Y PPRVICREL MMAT S0 1Nz,
57T 1 2WTAHDIDET A, XoT Karma l3ZFD
THEEAERZLOTH ), ZOL—T v PO
PHobIHMEEDIVZE. £ LAY —O Karma O
AFTE HS O Karma O ZEHR L, 2D 7L A4 ¥ — 254
MR E S LMo TELIELT,_RKOFHB Y 5
TOWELEERET S, T TIIEH 2 HMILT 2
O WRAPLENE XTI TOEE R L EE LT
5b0DE LML RVET Y SV E L
BMRLIREZKSZEbDLT 5.

4. ERRR DL HIE G

REY S AHEERIC & D FF M TR EFELEILT AR
BIZBWTH s BoSEsZ EDARIZE > T,
— VUV IMPRERELSEETRERTH L Z & 2R
T5EDIC,ZTIRENMT— LBV T—HBIZHWY
LNAEUTDL ) ZFEDZ2HNS.

KL=z MIATRIOMEERICBWTHH#AL 2
ABIIE L2 ROTE R R E L T/NA4 F 1) 2— F1L
L7ZAM) U 72 BHEFELDOL T2, #MYELY
— A EfToBRFO/AETHEDEEL LT -V b
DBET 7 — VA THH GA HIEEITV,2 % 1 #AL
ETA, INICEY -T2 MIMEEEZ T TR L,
R D HVMICIRAEED 2 L ST E MEEL L v ) RIS
DEBHE MO - =¥ b OWKOEALIZ S #EIET X
RN HOEEZOLNS.

5. FFEHEER

FEREISAOZ -V Y bH20 0T 1 A OHENE
HAPD)EZAT) DL L,GA D/5T A — F3AEFE 0.5,
RREER 001 L L, =T = MDA T A string
IT—#20MEE L.

Fig.3,4 1, LR DR E T 1000 AL HEEH 2 BIE L
725D ToHAB. Fig3 1Z/RT &£ 9 12 Karma DfEIZ 100
RGBS AN BT L - R RSB HT 2720 LR %
BLDHE., ZNICEMP L TFigd KRTIHICIL U=
OfEER(Fig.1 DFIG 7T P HbDEL -V bO
EER DT NA—FIZ 0 [T 5. F 72, Karma D1
PEAE I LD L AER S KEITNTNTIZhoT
LT ENFEEND.

DI MRATAEI L CMERIIE S EBYEZ L
TEZOH—IEHENL LV A, ZORR BRAITHLE
BTa:-02ik, 2Ty VoMiEE2TNADOY L
YRIEVIMEBRICKE T ALER Do LD R
HZELLTEA.

6000

5000

4000

3000 |

2000

Karma of player

1000

0

generation

Fig.3 : Karma value of each agent.
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Fig.4 : Deviation from Prisoner’s Dilemma.
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