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Abstract. We study discrete two player all-pay auction with complete
information. We provide full characterization of mixed strategy Nash
equilibria and show that they constitute a subset of Nash equilibria of
discrete General Lotto game. We show that equilibria are not unique
in general but they are interchangeable. We also show that equilibrium
payoffs are unique, unless valuation of at least one of the players is an
even integer number. If equilibrium payoffs are not unique, continuum
of equilibrium payoffs are possible. We compare equilibrium character-
ization and equilibrium payoffs with the continuous variant of all-pay
auctions.
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1 Introduction

All-pay auction constitutes a fundamental game theoretic model of contests
where players exert effort in order to win a prize and only the player exerting
the most effort wins the prize while other players effort is lost without a reward.
This form of strategic interaction underlies economic activities such as political
campaigns [I5], R&D races [5], rent seeking and lobbying activities [T2UTTITOUT],
competition for a monopoly position [7], as well as sport competition [I6].

Full characterisation of equilibria in a variant of all-pay auction where effort
of players is continuous was obtained by [2I10]. In many situations, however, it is
natural to assume that effort is discrete: monetary expenditure, the time spend
on projects, or man-power are usually measured in discrete units. This rises a
number of questions How does the discrete character of effort affect equilibrium
behaviour of auction participants? Does it benefit the stronger or the weaker
side of an auction? How well does equilibrium characterisation based on the
continuous model approximates equilibria in the discrete model? In this paper
we address these and similar questions by providing a complete characterisation
of mixed strategy Nash equilibria of discrete all-pay auctions. We show that
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certain qualitative features of these equilibria are similar to features of equilibria
in continuous all-pay auctions. Let v; and vs be valuations of the prize by the two
auction participants. Suppose that v; > vg, so that the second participant is the
weaker one. In equilibrium of the continuous model the weaker player chooses
zero effort with probability 1 — vy/v1 and, with probability vs/v; chooses her
effort level by mixing uniformly on the interval [0, v2]. The stronger player mixes
uniformly on the interval [0, v2]. We show that in the discrete model the weaker
player chooses zero effort with probability close to 1 — v1 /vy and chooses her
effort level by mixing on the interval [0, v2] with distributions which are convex
combinations of distributions which are uniform on even and odd number in an
interval close to [0, vo] or are distorted variants of such distributions. Equilibrium
payoffs are generically unique. Discreteness of effort levels benefits the weaker
player allowing her to obtain a positive payoff when her prize valuation is close
to the prize valuation of the stronger player. In the case of the stronger player,
discreteness of effort levels may be beneficial or not, depending on the prize
valuation of the weaker player.

All-pay auctions with discrete effort levels were studied by [4]. The focus of
their paper is the effect of different tie-breaking policies. In the case of the tie
breaking policy where each of the two players wins the prize with probability half
in case of a tie, as considered in our paper, they provide partial characterisation
of equilibria in the cases where players valuations are integer numbers. All-pay
auctions are closely related to General Lotto games [8]. Continuous variant of
these games was considered by [3[I3T4]. In particular, [I4] show that equilibria
in these games are related to equilibria in continous all pay auctions and exploit
this connection to obtain equilibrium characterisation. In this paper we take a
reverse approach. We show that equilibria in discrete all-pay auctions are a subset
of equilibria in the corresponding discrete General Lotto games. We then use the
full characterisation of equilibria in discrete General Lotto games obtained by [8]
and [6] to obtain full characterisation of equilibria in discrete all-pay auctions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we define the model
of discrete all-pay auctions. Section [3| contains the characterisation results as
well as discussion of relation to the continuous variant of all-pay auctions. We
conclude in Section [d] Most part of the proofs is given in the Appendix.

2 The model

There are two players, 1 and 2, competing for a prize that is worth vy > 0
for player 2 and vy > wvs for player 1. Player 2, who values the prize not more
than player 1 is called the weaker player and player 1 is called the stronger
player. Each player ¢ € {1,2}, not observing the choice of other player, chooses
an effort level x; € Z>( in competition for the prize. The player choosing the
higher effort level wins the prize and, in the cases of a tie in effort levels, one
of the players receives the prize with probability 1/2. Both player pay the price
equal to their chosen effort levels. Payoff to player i from effort the pair of effort
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choices (z1,12) € Z2,, is equal to

v, —xq, ifx; >z,
i _ ), . _
plx1,22) =% —x, ifa;=a_y, (1)
-z, if x; <2y,

where x_; denotes the effort level chosen by the other player. We allow the
players to make randomize choices, so that each player ¢ chooses a probability
distribution on non-negative integer numbers §; € A(ZZO)E For simplicity and
notational convenience, with a probability distribution on Z>, £, we will identify
a non-negative integer valued random variable X; distributed according to &;, so
that for each k € Z>o, P(X; = k) = £. We will also use the random variables
to refer to the associated probability distributions. Expected payoff to player i
from randomized effort choices (X1, X2) € A(Zx¢)? is equal to

P (X1, X0) =v,P(X; > X_;) + %P(Xl = Xo) - E(X;) (2)

We assume that the players are risk neutral and each of them aims to maximise
her expected payoff. We are interested in mixed strategy Nash equilibria of this
game, called Nash equilibria or equilibria, for short, throughout the paper.

3 The analysis

Payoff to player i from strategy profile (X1, X2) can be written as
P'(X1, Xs) = v, P(X; > X_) + %P(Xi =X_;) - E(X;)

_ %P(Xi > X_;)+ %P(Xi > X_,) — E(X))
=5 (P(Xi>X )+ 1-P(X; < X)) -B(X) (3
- % (P(X; > X_;) — P(X; < X_;)) + % _E(X))

-2 (H(XmXi) - (2E1()X) - 1)> ’

H(Xi7X—i) = P(Xl > X—i) — P(Xl < X_l)

where

Given probability distributions (X7, X3), the quantity H(X;, X_;) is payoff
to the player choosing X; against the choice X _; of the other player is the
discrete General Lotto game defined in [§]. The game is played by two players, 1
and 2, who simultaneously and independently chooses probability distributions
on non-negative integers. Each player ¢ is characterized by a number b; where

3 Given a set S, A(S) denotes the set of all probability distributions on S.
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by > bs > 0. Choices of player ¢ are constrained so that the player chooses
probability distributions X; with E(X;) = b;.

The connection between continuous all-pay auctions and continuous General
Lotto games is well known in the literature and complete characterisation of
equilibria in continuous all-pay auctions, obtained by [2] was used by [13] and [14]
to obtain characterisation of equilibria in continuous General Lotto games. In
the case of discrete all-pay auctions we proceed in the reverse direction and
use the complete characterisation of equilibria obtained by [8] and [6] to obtain
complete characterisation of equilibria in discrete all-pay auctions.

First, we establish that the set of equilibria in discrete all-pay auctions is
a subset of equilibria in discrete General Lotto games with properly chosen
constraints (b, ba).

Proposition 1. If a strategy profile (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auc-
tion then it is also a Nash equilibrium of the General Lotto game I'(E(X), E(Y)).

Proof. Suppose that (X,Y") is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction and let v,
be the valuation of player 1 and vs be the valuation of player 2. Since (X,Y) is
a Nash equilibrium so, for any strategy X’ of player 1 with E(X’) = E(X),

PYX,Y) > PY(X"Y).

By (3) and E(X’) = E(X) this is equivalent to
H(X,Y)> H(X'Y).

Similarly, for any strategy Y’ of player 2 with E(Y') = E(Y),
H(Y,X)>HY' X).

Since H is the payoff function in the General Lotto game and strategies in
I'(E(X),E(Y)) of each player are restricted to distributions with the same ex-
pected value, (X,Y") is a Nash equilibrium of I'(E(X), E(Y)).

The set of equilibria in a discrete all-pay auction is (usually, i.e. for most
values of v; and v9) a proper subset of equilibria in the corresponding General
Lotto games. Before we provide the characterisation of this set, we introduce
the probability distributions that are the building blocks of equilibria in General
Lotto games.

[8] defines the following probability distributions. Given m > 1, let

m

Ug =U({1,3,...,2m —1}) = Z <;> 1,1,

i=1

and, given m > 0, let
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where, given an integer j, 1; is the Dirac’s measure putting probability 1 on j.
Distributions U5 and Ug' are “uniform on odd numbers” and “uniform on even
numbers”, respectively. We will use

u™ ={Ug",Ug'}

to denote the set of these distributions. [6] defines the following distributions.
First, given m > 1, let

m—1
m 1
Ush =U({2,4,...,2m - 2}) = E <m—1) 1y,
i=1

which is a uniform distribution on even numbers from 2 to 2m — 2. Given m > 2
and 1 <j<m—1, let

e ()10 S (Dt (D) 1t S (L) 1
i T \om ) 0 2o \'m 2i om ) 2% el m )

Each distribution W™ is the distribution Ug' distorted at the first 2j+1 positions
with a 2-moving average, so that P(W]"* = i) = (P(Ué =i—1)+ P(Ug) =
i+1))/2, for 0 <4 < 2j (where P(UL = —1) = 0). We will use

wm={wr, ... wr 1}
to denote the set of distributions wir. Given m > 1and 1 < j <m, let

i om—+1) om—+1) T L \om 1)

i=1 i=j

Each distribution V™ is the distribution Ug" distorted at the first 2j positions
with a 2-moving average, so that P(V)" = i) = PO =i-1)+PUL " =
i+1))/2, for 0 <i < 2j — 1 (where P(UL " = —1) = 0). We will use

yr={V",...,V,"}

to denote the set of distributions V™.

With these distributions in hand, we are ready to state our main results.
We divide the characterisation of equilibria in discrete all-pay auctions into two
cases, covered by Theorems [I] and [2] below. The first is the case where half of the
valuation of the prize by the second (weaker) player is an integer number and
the second is the case where it is not an integer number and it is greater than

1A

4 For completeness, in the Appendix we provide an additional Theorem [4| which covers
the case of v2/2 € (0,1).
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Theorem 1. Strategy profile (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all-pay auction
with players valuations v1 > vy and ve/2 € Z>1 if and only if
(i) if v1 = vy then
X=aUd™ +(1-)Ug, Y =pU""+(1-pB)UT,
with m =vy/2 — 1, a € [0,1], and B € [0,1]. Equilibrium payoffs are
PYX,Y)=1-8 and P*(Y,X)=1-q.

(i) if v1 > vy = 2 then
X=U5 Y=(1-b1lo+b(ANUs+(1-NUg),
where b € (0,1] and

i 2 4
A2 oA
b b S Sy

FEquilibrium payoffs are
b
PYX,Y)=v, — % —1 and P(Y,X)=0.

(’LZZ) if’Ul > vy > 3 then

X =U2, Y:(l—;)lo—i—(;)Z,

where m = v9 /2, b € [va(vy — 2)/(2v1), min(m, ve (v + 2)/(2v1))], and

m—1
Z = XoUG + AeUE + Aon UG + > \W™
j=1
with
m—1
A0 AB, Aot1 AL Am1 2 0 and Ao + Ap +dop + ) A =1,
j=1
>\OT1 B >\E _ U% . 1
m—1 m4+1 2ub ’
and ( 2)
(%) vo2(vg +
oz (12) (et
0= 2b ( 2v1 + U2>
FEquilibrium payoffs are
b
PYX,Y)=v — L~ 4nd P2(Y,X) =0.

V2 2
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The first point of the theorem covers the symmetric case where both players
value the prize equally. In this case each of the players uses a convex combination
of the uniform probability distribution on even numbers from 0 to 2m and the
uniform probability distribution on odd numbers from 0 to 2m + 1, where m =
v2/2 — 1. There are continuum of possible equilibrium payoffs and payoff of each
player is equal to 1 minus the probability with which the opponent uses the
uniform on odd numbers probability distribution. In particular, payoff of 0 as
well as payoff of 1 is possible for each player, depending on the strategy used by
the opponent.

The second and the third points of the theorem cover the asymmetric case
where the valuation of player 2 is strictly smaller than the valuation of player
1. The second point covers the subcase where m = v9/2 takes value 1 and the
third point covers the remaining subcases. In each case the stronger player mixes
uniformly on odd numbers between 1 and 2m — 1 while the weaker player chooses
effort 0 with probability 1—b/m and, with probability b/m, uses a strategy which
picks positive effort levels with probability greater than 0. Like in the case of
the first point of the theorem, there is continuum of equilibria and continuum
of equilibrium payoffs. The equilibrium expected payoff to the stronger player
depends on the expected value, b, of the strategy chosen by the weaker player.
The expected equilibrium payoff of the weaker player is equal to 0 in all the
cases.

Although there is continuum of equilibria and continuum of equilibrium pay-
offs when valuation of the prize by the weaker player is an even number, the
equilibria exhibit the interchangeability property: if (X,Y) and (X', Y”) are
both equilibria of all-pay auction, (X,Y”’) and (X',Y) are equilibria as well.
Thus so long as each player chooses an equilibrium strategy, none of them has
an incentive to deviate to a different strategy.

The next theorem provides complete characterisation of equilibria in the case
where the valuation of the prize by the weaker player is not an even (integer)
number.

Theorem 2. Strategy profile (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all-pay auction
with players valuations v1 > ve > 2 and v2/2 ¢ 7 if and only if

(1) if [v1/2] = |v2/2] then X = AU +(1—=NUE andY = rUG +(1—r)UY,
with m = |v2/2],

- B (11-5) mer- 2RL(1)-3)

FEquilibrium payoffs of the players are

PY(X,Y) = %1 - {%J and P2(Y,X) = 122 - {%J
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(11) if v1/2 = |v2/2] +1 then Y = UJ', with m = |vy/2], and

X = 2o((1 = )Ug +aUg™) + Aa((1 — )UE +aUg™H) +
m

> A (V) + (1 - ad) US) +

<.
Il
—

NE

K (adV]" + (1 —ad)Ug')

<.
Il
—

with

a € [0,1/5], )\O,)\E,)\h...,)\m7l<617...,l<6m 2 0, )\O+)\E+Z§n:1>\J +
>k =1, and

" 1 [$1(3-13) e
)\E_‘_Zml—a Z(1—a) 11—«
i=1
or
X =20((1 = a)UE + aUZ™) + Ag((1 — )UF + aUZ ) +
Z A (1= a)oVi" + (1 - (1 —a)o) Ug”l) ,
j=1
with
2|22 1
2zl
%]

ae (/8 L2l (2 — 2 )], 20sAm A Am > 0, Ao+ As+ 37 Ay =

2

1, and
NI
Z2(1-a) l-a
FEquilibrium payoffs of the players are
PYX,Y)=1 and PX(V,X)=1- 2a- 2 ;”2
U1

(#i3) if vi/2 > |v2/2| + 1 then
X € conv({U™* U X™), Y = (1 - m) 1o + (m> Ug',

where




Discrete Two Player All-Pay Auction with Complete Information 9

— U™ = (1 - a)UZ + aUS ™,
and
— X" = adV™ + (1 — @)UY, if v2/2 < [v9/2] —1/2,
— XY = (1 —a)oV" + (1 — (1 — a)a) UG, if va)2 > [va/2] — 1/2,
where
5 2|2 +1 U 2{”2—2J+1.
3]+ 1 3]

Equilibrium payoffs of the players are

PYX,Y) =0 +1—2 [%W and P*(Y,X) = 0.

The first point of the theorem covers the case where valuations of the prize
for the two players are close to each other: the difference between them is less
than 1 and the closest integer value not greater than half of each valuation is
the same for both of them. Similarly to the first point of Theorem [I] each of
the players uses a convex combination of the uniform probability distribution
on even numbers from 0 to 2m and the uniform probability distribution on odd
numbers from 0 to 2m + 1, where m = |v9/2]. This time, however, equilibrium
is unique.

The second and the third point of the theorem cover the case where floors
of the valuations of the prize for the two players are not equal. The second
point covers the case where half of the valuation of the stronger player is the
smallest integer number greater than half of the valuation of the weaker player.
The weaker player has a unique equilibrium strategy: mixing uniformly on even
numbers between 0 and 2|vs/2|. The stronger player has continuum of equi-
librium strategies depending on the fraction a by which the expected value of
the strategy of the stronger player exceeds the expected value of the equilibrium
strategy of the weaker player, |v3/2]. Payoff of the stronger player is equal to
1 for all equilibria. Payoff of the weaker player is positive unless a attains its
highest value. The third point covers the case where half of the valuation of
the stronger player exceed the ceiling of the half the valuation of the weaker
player. In this case there is a unique equilibrium strategy of the weaker player:
the player chooses effort 0 with probability 1 — b/m and, with probability b/m,
mixes uniformly on even numbers from 0 to 2|vy/2]. The stronger player has a
continuum of equilibrium strategies. All the equilibria are payoff equivalent and
so equilibrium payoffs are unique. Equilibrium payoff of the weaker player is 0
and the stronger player obtains a positive equilibrium payoff.

Notice that if the space of possible prize valuations, v; and vs, is a subset
of real numbers then equilibrium payoffs are generically unique: the cases where
equilibrium payoffs are not unique require one of the players to have a prize
valuation which is an even number.
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3.1 Comparison with continuous all-pay auction

In this section we compare equilibrium characterisation in discrete case with
equilibrium characterisation in the continuous case. The following result, stated
in [9) and [I0] and rigorously proven in [2], provides full characterisation of
equilibria for continuous all-pay auction.

Theorem 3 (Hillman and Riley). A strategy profile (X,Y) is a Nash equi-
librium of all-pay auction with continuous strategies and players valuations vy >
vy > 0 if and only if X is distributed uniformly on the interval [0, ve] while Y is
distributed on [0, va] with a distribution with CDF Fy(x) = (z —wv3)/v1 + 1. Equi-
librium payoffs of the players are PL . (X,Y) =v; — vy and P2, (X,Y) = 0.

One feature of equilibrium strategies that is present in both the discrete and
the continuous case is that the weaker player exerts zero effort with probability
close to (v1 —v2)/2 and then mixes with the remaining probability on the interval
close to [0,vz]. In the case of the discrete model the interval is [0,v2] when v
is even and [0,2|v2/2] + 1] when vs is not an even number. The probability
distribution on the interval, in the discrete case, is not uniform on discrete values,
in general. However it is a convex combination of probability distributions which
are uniform on odd number, uniform on even number, or distorted such uniform
distributions. In particular in the case of the valuation of the weaker player, v,
that is not even and is less than the valuation of the stronger player by more
than 2 (point of Theorem [2)) the set of equilibrium strategies of the stronger
player contains probability distribution that is uniform on integer values in the
interval [0, 2|v2/2] + 1].

Comparative statics Fixing the valuation of player 1, we analyse the effect of
increasing the valuation of player 2. Consider first the case when the valuation
of player 1, vy, is not an even number, illustrated in Figure In this case
equilibrium payoffs of player 2 are unique for all values of vy. Notice that the
difference in payoffs under the discrete and continuous case is equal to 0 when
v < 2|v1/2], equal to va/2 — |ve/2]| when 2|v1/2| < vy < vy, equal to vy —
|v1/2] — v2/2 when v < vy < 2[w1/2], and equal to 2(v1/2 — |v1/2] — 1/2)
when vy > 2[v1/2]. In particular, discreteness of strategy space benefits player
2 when she is weaker but her valuation is close to the valuation of player 1:
vg € (2|v1/2],v1]. Depending on whether the valuation of player 1 is smaller or
greater than the closest odd integer number, the discreteness of strategy space
disbenefits or benefits player 2, respectively, when she is stronger than player 1,
Vg > V1.

Second consider the case when valuation of player 1, vq, is an even number,
illustrated in Figure 2] In this case payoffs to player 2 under the discrete and
the continuous case are equal when vy < 2|v1/2]. When vy > 2|vy /2] there is a
continuum of possible equilibrium payoffs and, depending on the strategy chosen
by player 1, player 2 obtains lower or higher payoff under discrete strategy space
as compared to the payoff under the continous case.
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v
2;‘+22 +4 2|46 2

M) 21
2 2

2 2|Vl 2[Ylse 2%+8

Fig. 1. Change in payoff of player 2 when vy increases: the case of v; not an even
number. The case when v1/2 — |v1/2 < 1/2 (left) and the case of v1/2 — |vi /2] > 1/2
(right). Thick line represents equilibrium payoffs in the discrete case and thin line
represents equilibrium payoffs in continuous case.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we studied two player all-pay auctions with discrete strategies of
the players. We provided full characterisation of equilibria as well as of equilib-
rium payoffs. We discussed how they are related to equilibria and equilibrium
payoffs in the continuous variant of all-pay auctions. We show that equilibria
in the discrete variant are not unique, in general, but the are interchangeable.
Equilibrium payoffs are unique, as long as none of the players has valuation of
the prize that is an even number. In case it is for at least one of the players,
there is continuum of possible equilibrium payoffs. Equilibrium strategies involve
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M)
2 +2 2
2

B

Ylea o2l 2|2
2 2 2

Fig. 2. Change in payoff of player 2 when vy increases: the case of v1 an even number.
Thin line represents payoffs in continuous case and the are around it represents the set
of equilibrium payoffs in the discrete case.

convex combinations of uniform distributions on even or odd numbers as well as
distorted versions of such distributions.
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A  Appendix: Proofs

Before giving the proofs of the main results, we provide some useful properties of
function H. In particular we provide bounds on its values when one of its argu-
ments is a probability distribution constituting a building block for equilibrium
strategies.

For any strategies X and Y,

H(X,Y)=—-H(Y, X) (4)
and for any strategies X1, Xo, Y and any A € [0, 1],
HAX:+(1-M)Xo,Y)=AH(X1,Y)+ (1 —N)H(X,,Y). (5)

In addition, by ,

POAX1 4+ (1 - )A)X5,Y)
g (H(/\Xl 1KY <2E(>\X1 +v(1 —NXs) 1))

2 ()\H(X1, V) 4 (1 A)H(X,Y) (Q(AE(X” i (01 “NEX)) g )\)))

— AP(X1,Y) + (1 — M) P(Xs,Y)

<

As was shown in [§],

XY_I—ZP PY>i)+P(Y >i+1)). (7)
By (7).
H(1,,Y)=PY =0) - 1. (8)
We will use the following inequalities, shown in [§]: for any YV
2m
" 1 . EM)
H(UO,Y)—1<m>;P(YZZ)Zl o (9)

with equality if and only if Zj —omp1 P(Y > j) =0, and

2m—+1
(Um )_1_<m+1)<1+z Y>Z>21_ET(H}/)+—~]__1’ (10)

with equality if and only if ] 2m+2 P(Y > j) = 0. In addition, we will use the
following inequalities, shown in [6]: for every Y, with p, = P(Y =4):
E(Y -

( ) + P25 — Po (11>

m 2m

HW™,Y) >1-
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with equality if and only if Zj Zom P(Y > j) =0,

EY)-1 __Po

HUS.,Y)>1— 12
UG V)21- DL (12)
with equality if and only if Zjﬁ;m P(Y > j) =0, and
2E(Y) P2j—1
HWV™Y)>1- !
Vi Y) = 2m+1  2m+1 (13)
with equality if and only if Z i—om+2 P(Y >j)=0.
Using (9) and (5), for any « € [0, 1],
H((1—a)UZ +aUsY)>1-E(®Y) ! + o (14)
o = m+1 m(m+1)

with equality if and only if Z —omp1 P(Y > ) =0.
Using (9)), (10), and (F), for any a € [0,1],
EY)+1, o _
m+1 m+1

H(1-)UF +aUZ™ V) >1 -

1 1-« E(Y)—-m
1-B{) <m+1+m(m+l)>+(1_a)m(m+1) (15)

with equality if and only if Z —omp2 P(Y > ) =0.
Using (9)), (13), and (5), for any « € [0,1] and § = (2m + 1)/(m + 1),

D2j—-1

(16)

H(aavjm+(1—a5)Ug,Y)21_E(Y)( L [ 1-a )+

a
m+1 mim+1) m+1

with equahty if and only if Z —omp1 P(Y > 4)=0.
Using (L0), (13), and (F)), for any « € [0,1] and § = (2m +1)/(m + 1),

EY)+1 @ «@
H(adV""+(1-ad)Ug',Y) > 1— 2 1) =
@V + (18U ¥) 2 1=k (1 B ) @)
1 -« « EY)-m (l-« o'
1-E(Y - —
( )(m+1+m(m+1))+m+1p2j L —— ( m m+1>

(17)
with equality if and only if Z Comeo P(Y > 7) =0.
Using (9)), (13), and (5), for any « € [0,1] and o = (2m + 1)/m,

1 n 1-a 11—«
m+1 m(m+1)

H((1—a)anm—|—(1—(1—a)a)U81+1,Y) > 1-E(Y) ( D2j—1

m
(18)
with equality if and only if Zj omi2 P(Y > 7) =0.

The rest of the proof section is organized as follows. First we obtain necessary
and sufficient properties of equilibria of discrete all-pay auctions for the following
cases of expected values of the equilibrium strategies X and Y:
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E(X)=E(Y) =m with m € Z>, (Proposition [2),

E(X)=m+«aand E(Y) =m+ 8 with m € Z>¢ and «, 8 € (0,1) (Propo-
sition ,

— E(X) =m and E(Y) = b with m € Z>; and m > b > 0 (Propositions
and ,

E(X)=m+aand E(Y) = b with m € Z>;, m > b > 0, and a € (0,1)
(Propositions [6] and [7)).

These cases cover all possible configurations of expected values of the strate-
gies in equilibrium strategy profiles. In the last section of the appendix, we use
these characterisations to provide proofs of the main theorems [I] and

The case of E(X) = E(Y) = m with m € Z>,

Proposition 2. A strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = E(Y) =m, m €
Z>1, s a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players valuations v >
vo > 0 if and only if,

— Either m = |v9/2| = |[v1/2] orm = [v1/2] =1 = [v11/2] =1 or m =
lv2/2] = [v1/2] = 1,

X =AU +(1-NUP, Y =sUS+(1-r)UL-

2 2
n:—m(m—i—l—ﬂ) and)\:—m<m+1—v—2).
U1 2 Vo 2

Equilibrium payoffs of the players are
V1 3P V2

PUX,Y) =5 - {?J and PX(Y,X) = 2 - {%J .

Proof. For the left to right implication, suppose that (X,Y") satisfying the con-
dition stated in the theorem is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both
players valuations v1,ve > 0. Then, by Proposition |1} it is a Nash equilibrium of
general Lotto game I'(m, m). Hence, by [8, Theorem 2],

X =AU +(1-NUZ,  Y=rUZ+1-r)UD, (19)

with A, x € [0,1], and
H(X,Y) =0. (20)

Given ¢ € (—m,m) let
X' = Y e + (=ML mtels
where

[m-tc]—(m+c)

[m+c]—|m+c]’

B 1 ifm+ceZ
T otherwise
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so that E(X’) = m + c. Since ¢ € (—m,m) and m € Z>q, so [m +¢| > 0 and
[m + ¢] < 2m. Hence P(X’ > 2m + 1) = 0. Thus, by (19), (), and (5),

H(X/vY) = _"{H(Ugva/) - (1 - K)H(U€7X/)
E(X) E(X') +1

m
1-— 21
—E(X)EE TR )
mm+1) m+1
(m + ¢) m+ kK +1*Ii
=(m+c -
m(m+1) m+1
By @), @9, and 1)
+k 1—k  2(m+ec)
P(x,V)=2 “ - d
(XY) 2 (m+c)m(m+1)+m+1 vy > an
2
Pl(X,Y):Ul<1—m).
2 V1
Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(X,Y) > P(X’,Y). Hence
v 2m vy m+ kK 11—k 2(m+c)
222> 24 —
2 ( v1>_ 2 ((m+c)m(m+1)+m+l vy
and, since v; > 0, so
2
c _ e(m+k) (22)

v, - m(m+1)

Since v >0, m >0, x € (0,1), and holds for any ¢ € (—m,m) so vy /2 =
m(m+1)/(m+k). By analogous derivation we also get v3/2 = m(m+1)/(m+N\).

From this we also get

2 2
mz—m(m—&—l—v—l) and/\z—m(m+1—v—2>.

1 2 Vo 2
Since k € [0,1] so m(m +1)/(m + k) € [m, m + 1]. Hence either m = |v; /2]

or m = [v1/2] — 1. Similarly, either m = |v2/2] or m = [vy/2] — 1.
For the left to right implication, consider a strategy X’ with E(X’) > 0 of

player 1. By and ,

PYX"Y) = %1 (E(X’)me++H1) + ;;’i 1 (2E£f(/) - 1))
=5 G B G w))

Similarly, by and ,

ixyy= (i)l (mbs 2
o= (-2) -3 (155 o (- 2)
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Since v1/2 = m(m + 1)/(m + k) so PY(X',Y) = 0 = PY(X,Y) and there is
no profitable deviation for player 1 from (X,Y). By analogous derivation, using
va/2 =m(m+1)/(m+ \), we conclude that there is no profitable deviation for
player 2 from (X,Y") either. Hence (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium.

The case of E(X) = m + a and E(Y) = m + 3 with m € Z>o and
a,B € (0,1)

Proposition 3. A strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m + a, E(Y) =
m+ B, m e Z>g, 0 < < o<1, isa Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with
both players valuations vi,v2 > 0 if and only if, v1/2 =v9/2 =m +1 and

X =(1-a)Ug+aUd™, Y = (1-B)UF + BUSH.
Equilibrium payoffs of the players are
PYX,Y)=1-8 and P*(V,X)=1-.

Proof. For the left to right implication, suppose that (X,Y") satisfying the con-
dition stated in the theorem is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both
players valuations v1,ve > 0. Then, by Proposition |1} it is a Nash equilibrium of
general Lotto game I'(m + a,m + ). Hence, by [8, Theorem 3],

X =(1-a)Ug+aUg*, Y = (1-B)UF + Uy, (23)
and
a—p3
H(X,Y) = . 24
(X,Y) p—— (24)

Given c€ (—m—a,m+1—a) let

X' = ’V]-Lm—&-oz—&-cj + (1 - 7)1|'m+o¢+c'|a

where
_ L fm+c+acZ
T F:Zigiﬂ: Eziziz] , otherwise

so that E(X’) = m+a+c. Since ¢ € (—m—a,m+1—a), m € Z>g, and o € (0, 1)
so m+c+al >0and [m+c+ o] <2m+ 1. Hence P(X’ > 2m + 2) = 0.

Thus, by , , and ,
H(X'Y)=~-(1-p)HUF, X') - BH{UG T, X)
E(X')+1 E(X")
:“‘ﬁ)(m‘l)”(ﬂm‘l) (25)
m+a+c 1-p a—pF+c

m+1 m—l—l_ T om+1
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By (@), @4), and (25)
PiX,Y)= L <O‘_5+C (2(m+c+°‘) 1)> and

2 m+1 U1
Pl(X,Y):v—l (oz,@ 3 (2(m+a) _1>).
2 \m+1 v

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(X,Y) > P(X’,Y). Hence

(i () (e (2 )

and, since v; > 0, so

2c c
vy - m+1
Since v1 > 0, m > 0, a € (0,1), and holds for any ¢ € (—m —a,m+1— «)
so v1/2 = m + 1. By analogous derivation we also get v3/2 =m + 1.
For the left to right implication, consider a strategy X’ with E(X’) > 0 of

player 1. By and ,
PYX"Y) = v <E(X/) + 1-6 _ 1 (2E(X/) _ 1))

2 \m+1 m+1 U1

_u(l=8 Nt 2
T2 <m+1 E(X)<m+1 m))'
Similarly, by and ,

P(X,Y)=2 (0‘5 _ (2("”0‘) 1>)

2 \m +1 v

! 1-— ﬁ 1 2

2 <m+1+(m+a)<m+1 v1>>

Since v1/2 = m + 1 so PL(X',Y) = 0 = P}(X,Y) and there is no profitable
deviation for player 1 from (X,Y). By analogous derivation, using vs/2 = m+1,

we conclude that there is no profitable deviation for player 2 from (X,Y") either.
Hence (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium.

(26)

The case of E(X) =m and E(Y) = b with m € Z>; and m > b > 0

Proposition 4. A strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m =1, E(Y) =
b€ (0,1), is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players valuations
v1,v9 > 0 if and only if,

4
U12U2:2, bG(O,U}
1

X=Us Y=(010-b1lo+b(AUs+(1-NUs),
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where
e P . S
b’Ul b - - b’Ul ’

Equilibrium payoffs of the players are
PY(X.,Y) = %(2 —b)—1 and P2(Y,X)=0.

Proposition 5. A strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m, E(Y) = b,
m € Zx>2, and m > b > 0, is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both
players valuations vy, vy > 0 if and only if,

v |:UQ(’U2—2) ’U2(U2+2):|’

U12U27 m=—_, ’

2 2’[)1 2'[}1
b b
X=U08, Y= (1) 10+<) Z,
m m
where .
Z = oUJ + A\eUg' + /\OTlUngl + Z )\jom
j=1
with
m—1
A05 AE, AOt15 A1y -5 Am—1 2> 0 and Ao + Ag + Aot + Z A =1,
j=1
)\OTl _ )\E _ U% _
m—1 m+1 2ub ’
and

ro = (5) (”2(”2 2 4y vg)

2b 2U1
Equilibrium payoffs of the players are

PUXY) =22 2 (2 ) and PP(Y,X) =0,
2 V2 2

Lemma 1. If a strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) =m, E(Y) =b, m €
Z>1, and m > b > 0, is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players
valuations vy,vy > 0 then m = vy/2, (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of I'(m,b),
and X =UZ.

Proof. Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction so, by Proposition
it is a Nash equilibrium of general Lotto game I'(m, b). Hence, by [8, Theorem 2],

X =Ug (27)

and
H(X)Y)= o (28)
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Given ¢ € (—=b,2m —b) let

Y' =1 pe) + (1= 7)1 40,

where
_JL ifb+ceZ
' %, otherwise

so that E(X’) = b+ c. Since ¢ € (—b,2m —b) and m € Z>1 so [b+c] < 2m and
P(X’' >2m+1) =0. Thus, by , @, and 7

b+c
HY' X) = — 1 29
¥, X)=— (29)
By " ‘ ’ and 7
12
PY . X) =20 —_= d
)= 2040 (- 2)
V2 1 2
PY,X)=2p(=-=
) =20 (- 2)

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(Y, X) > P(Y’, X). Hence
Vs 1 2 v 1 2
=b|l———>=(b - - —

2 (m v2> - 2( +o) (m v2>

2
<L (30)

Vo T m

Since vo >0, b >0, m > b, and holds for all ¢ € (—b,2m — b) so m = vy/2.

and, consequently,

Lemma 2. If a strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m, E(Y) =0, m €
Z>1, and m > b > 0, is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players
valuations vy,ve > 0 then Y = (1 — %) 1o+ ( b ) Z, where

m

— ifm=1 then
Z = oUS + AUy
with
A07)‘E 207 )\O+AE = 17
AE 2
M 31
2 b’l)1 ( )
and
AE 2
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— if m > 2 then
m—1
Z = MoUg + AeUg' + Aon Uy + > W/
j=1
with

m—1
20 AB A0t AL 5 Amo1 20, Ao+ Am+ Ao + DA =1, (33)

j=1

m—1
Ao AR Aot1 L =1 N 2m
m m+1 m-—1 m by

and, in the case of b>m — 1,

1
Z;‘n:1 Aj n Aot1 < m—b.

2m m—1—" b (36)

Proof. Take any strategy profile (X,Y") such that E(X) = m, E(Y) =b, m €
Z>1,and m > b > 0, and suppose that it is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction
with both players valuations vy, ve > 0.

Since (X,Y’) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction so, by Proposition |1} it
is a Nash equilibrium of general Lotto game I'(m,b). Thus, by [8, Theorem 2]
and [6, Theorems 3 and 4],

HXY)=1- ", (37)

X =Ug, (38)

y - (1 _ :1) 1o+ (:1) z, (39)

with Z € conv (Z/{m uwmuy {Ugﬂ}), in the case of m > 2, and Z € conv U™,

in the case of m = 1. In addition, in the case of m > 2 and b > m — 1, by [6]
Theorems 4] (in particular (26) in proof of the theorem),

m—1
i A dop _m—b
+ < }
2m m—1—" b

By (39),

m—1
b b m m m m
Y = (1 - m) 1+ <m) AU + AgUE + AonUdh, + ; Wl
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where Ao, Ag, Aot1, AL, - - Am > 0, Ao+Ap+Aon+375 " Aj = 1, and Aon =0,

in the case of m = 1. In the case of m > 2, by , @5, , , and , for

any strategy of the first player, X'

H(Y,X') = <1 - %

N——

b
H(lo,X’) + E (AoH(Ug,X/) =+ /\EH(U]Z:n,X/) + >\OT1H(U81¢1’X,) =+

o (IE(X')H)HOTl <1E(X’)1 P(X’O)>

+1 m—1 m—1
m—1

E(X' PX' =2))—P(X' =0
3 (1 B PO =) P Z0))
= m 2m

m—+1 m-—1 m m+1 m-1

b N TIAP(X =25
I L )\oTl_’_ZJA J P(X,:O)_i_zjq iP( 7)
m m—1 2m 2m
(40)
with equality only if J Zom P(X' > j) = 0. In the case of m = 1, by , @D,
and ( ., for any strategy of the first player, X’

m—1
b A A A A A A
_—1+m<2—E(X’)<W(;+ =_ 4 o So=l J)— 2+ O“)

HY, X') = (1 _ ;;) H(1g, X') + % OOH (U, X') + \g H(UZ, X))

2<1—:I)(P(X’:O)—1)+:l<)\o(1— ) ( )>
:—1+::L<2—E(X')<>;S+m)\il> mAf1>+<1 b)P(X 0)
41

P(X' > j) =0.

with equality only if S j=2m+1
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Using (38), (40), (1), (@), and (), in the case of m > 2,
2E(X’ 2E(X'
PxX,y)="2 (H(X’ Y) - (() - 1)) -2 (1 CH(Y,X') - H)

2 V1 U1

m—1
§U2<2—b<2—E(X’)<AO+ As_  Aon +Zj=1 Aj)— Ao, AO“)
m

m m+1 m-—1 m m+1 m-—1

m—1
noly
(1L (14 don +EH L)) P(x’ =0)
m m—1 2m

NP =2)) 2E(X’)>

2m (1
(42)
with equality only if J Som P(X’ > j) =0, and in the case of m = 1,
2E(X’ 2E(X’
PX,Y)="2 <H(X’ Y) - <() - 1>> S (1 ~H(Y,X') - ())
2 U1 2 V1
U1 b )\O )\E )\E
< 22 _ _ _
_2<2 m<2 E(X)(m+m+1) m+1>
b 2E(X
—<l—>P(X’ 0) ( )>,
m U1
(43)
with equality only if Z _2m P(X">j)=0.
On the other hand, by and .,
U1 b 2m
PX,y)y="2 (22 21,
(X,¥) 2 ( m 1 )
In the case of m =1, let X’ = 1,. Since P(X’ =0) =0 and Z; Com P >

j) = 0 so, by (41),
4
P(X,Y)=2 g_ b (g_g(loy Am ) Am ) 4 ,
2 m m m—+1 m—+1 V1
Since m = 1 and Ao + Ag = 1 so this can be rewritten as
A A 4
Px,Y)y=2(2-p(2-2(1-28)_2B)_ =
2 2 2 V1
U1 2 AR 2
=—(2-b——+b(1-=)—-—
2( 711+ ( 2) ”1>
Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(X,Y) > P(X’,Y) and so

o(1-%) -2 <0
2 U1
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from which it follows that
AB 2
—>1—-—.
2 b'Ul
In the case of m > 2, given ¢ € [—(m — 1),m — 1] let
X' = ")/12Lm+2c+1j_1 —+ (]. — 7)12"7‘@4»264»1"_1

where

"m+2(:+1 - matetl

1, if m + ¢+ 1 is an even number,
7= W\ﬁbfﬁ”’ otherwise.
2 2

Notice that E(X’') = m + ¢, P(X’ = 25) = 0 for all j§ > 0, and, since ¢ €
[—(m—1),m—1], ;':Ogm P(Y’ > j) = 0. Hence, by (1)),

m—1
D
P(X/7Y):v21<2— b <2—(m_|_c) <>\O+ )\E + >‘OT1 +Z]_1 ])
m

m m—+1 m-—1 m

A\E n >‘OT1 > B 2(TI’L—|—C)>7

_m—i—l m—1 U1

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(X,Y) > P(X’,Y) and so

m—1
TN
2_b_2m>2_b<2_(m+c)<)\o+ AE +)\OT1 +ZJ71 ])

m 1 m m m+1 m-1 m

m+1 m-—1

B AE n Aot ) _2(m+c)
U1

which can be rewritten as

m—1
b A A A =1 Aj b A A
> (m+c) <O+ E o711 +Z];; J>+( E om)

m m+1+m—1 m m—l—l_m—l

2c

b
vy m m

and further as

m—1 m—1
2% b _bero Am Aopt Doje1 Ai\ b
I g — [ A A A Aj
v1+m_m<m+m+1+m—1+ — +— Ao+ e + o¢1+; ;

Since Ao + Ag + Aot + Z?;l Aj = 1 so this can be further rewritten as

m—1
T
2c>bc<Ao+ e, dom |, Lt J>.

v, m\m m+1 m-—1 m

Since v1 > 0, b > 0, m > b, and holds for all ¢ € (—b,2m —b) so

m m+1 m-1 m T by

m—1
Ao AE Aot1 . Y1 A 2m
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Consider a strategy X’ = 1 of the first player. Since E(X’ = 0), P(X' = 0),

P(X’'=2j)=0forall j >0, and ;r:O;mP(Y’ > j) = 0 so, by ([42)), in the case
of m>2

m—1
v b AE Aot b Aot Qa1 A
P1,Y) =—|2——|2—-—-—-+ —— | -1+ — |1
(10, Y) 2( m( m+1+m—1 +m +m—1+ 2m

m—1

b b A I W

:ﬂ 177+7 E +ZJ_1 J
2 m m\m+1 2m

and, by (43)), in the case of m =1,

P(1y,Y) =2 <2 -

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(X,Y)
case of m > 2,

from which (using m = vy/2 from Lemma |1)) it follows that

m—1
AE +Zj:1 /\j<m(1_112>.

m—+1 2m - 1

Similarly, in the case of m = 1 we get

Am__m 1-2).
m+1—" b v

Lemma 3. If conditions in Lemma[]] and Lemma[] are satisfied for a strategy
profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m, E(Y) =b, m € Z>1, and m > b > 0,
then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players valuations
vy, v > 0.

Proof. Take any strategy profile (X,Y"), as described in the lemma. By Lemmall}
(X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of General Lotto game I'(m, b). Hence, by [8, The-
orem 2|,

H(X,Y)=1- % (44)
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We show first that there is no profitable deviation for player 1. By
and ,
b 2
P(X,Y):”21<2——m>. (45)
Take any strategy X’ of player 1 with E(X’) > 0. We will consider the cases of

m > 2 and m = 1 separately.
Suppose first that m > 2. By ,

Aot

m+1 m-—1 m m+1

_ (1:1 <1+20_¢11 + ZZ—; AJ’))P(X/o) 2E1E1 ')>.

By Lemma and ,

1—2Ag — Aot AE Aot _2m
m m+1 m-—1 bvy

m—1
TN
P(X'Y) < % (2 b (2 —E(X') (AO s e don 2y J) A
m m
X

from which it follows that

>‘OT1 AE 2m
- = —1. 46
m—1 m+1 bvy (46)

By and Lemma ,

m buy by
m—1
m—l /
_(1_b<1+ Aot1 +Zj—1 J))P(X’:O)—QE(X)>
m m—1 2m 1

9 DY
_ufy b2m (b don | 2mi A P(X' =0)
2 m V1 m m—1 2m

Lemma , together with yields

1m1

— i <1—— —_—

2m g +
Jj=1

b A
e R on
m

which, together with m = v/2 (from Lemma [I]), yields

m—1

b A
e R s O“
m

1
il \j
2m =

m—1
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Hence

P(X'Y)< <2—:;—21ZL) =P(X,Y)

and so player 1 has no profitable deviation from (X,Y).
Next, suppose that m = 1. Since E(X') = 3,5, P(X' > j) > P(X’ > 1) =
—P(X’'=0) so P(X' =0) > max(0,1 — E(X")). This, together with (43)) and
m = 1 yields,

/ U1 , A by
P(X,Y)§2<2—b<2—E(X)<)\O+2E)_2E>

— (1 - b)max(0,1 - E(X")) — 2E1EX)>

By Lemma[2] Ao + Ag = 1. Hence

P(X,Y) < %1 (2 - % +(B(X) - 1) (b (1 - AE) - 2) — (1 - b) max(0,1 — E(X’))) ,

2 U1

Suppose that E(X’) > 1. Then, by Lemma 2} (1),
and so

Suppose that E(X’) < 1. Then,
P(X',Y)< % (2—b—2—(1—E(X’)) (b (1—’\2E) —2+1—b)>

U1

and, by Lemma

2
b(l—)\E>—+1—b20.
2 U1

Hence

P(X,Y)< 2 (2 - 2) — P(X,Y).
2 (%1

Thus player 1 has no profitable deviation from (X,Y).
Second, we show that there is no profitable deviation for player 2. By Lemmal[T]

m = U2/2' Thus7 by " a 7
2
P(Y,X) = 2 ( - ) —0.
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Take any strategy Y’ of player 2 with E(Y’) > 0. By Lemma |1} X = UJ and,
by @[) and ,
EY)

HY' X) <
m

- 1.

Thus, by and m = vy /2,

PY' X)="2 (H(Y’,X) - (2E(YI) - 1))

2 V2
vo (E(Y') 2E(Y')\ =
§2< R )OP(Y,X).

Hence player 2 has no profitable deviation from (X,Y).

Proof (Proof of Proposition . Lemmas and (3| establish the sufficient and
necessary properties of equilibrium strategies. The condition on v, v, and b,
follow from the lemmas. By Lemmall] v = 2m = 2. By Lemma[2, A € [0,1] and

1-A 1 2
A
2 ~b buy
Hence ) 5 )
22 bz >0
b b'l}l b’Ul -

and so v; > 2 = vy. Similarly, by Lemma 2]

1-—A 2
- T>1- =
2 b’Ul
Hence
bU172 1
< =
bvy T 2

from which it follows that b < 4/v;.

Proof (Proof of Proposition @ Lemmas and (3| establish the sufficient and
necessary properties of equilibrium strategies.

By Lemma 2]
m—1
/\O+)\E+)\OT1+Z)\j:1 (47)
j=1
and )
A A A i A2
£+ E + OT1+Z]1 J:ﬂ. (48)
m m+1 m-—1 m buy
This, together with m = v5/2, by Lemma [1} yields
2
don A 2, (49)

m—l_m+1:2bv1
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Note that together with

CHNE I o S
m+1 " 2m T =9 v )’

Aot1 +Lm71)\4<117271 (50)
m—1 2m “ 7= 2
j=1
holds.
Using , , and m = vy /2, the left hand side of can be rewritten
as
m—1
)\OTl L A — /\OTI n 1—)\0—)\E—)\Q¢1 :m+1 /\OTI _ AR /\o L
2m]=1 T m—1 2m 2m m—-1 m+1) 2m ' 2m

_m+1 v3 om Ao _vpt2 v%_ Uy o
T oom \ 20y m+1 o2m vy 20v; v +2 vy
Thus together with holds if and only if and
V2 Vo (Ug + 2)
> Ze\ve T 2 _
Ao <2b) ( 20, 0 “2>

holds.
Now we show how the conditions on vy, v, and b, follow from the Lemmas

] and 3] By Lemma [2]

m—1
AE 2o A _m vy
<—11-—]. ol
m+1 i 2m T b vy (51)

Since, by Lemma 2] Ag > 0, and Ay >0, ..., Ap,—1 > 0, so

m (%] m [V — V2
—(1-=) == >0
b( Ul) b( v1 )

Since m > b > 0 so it follows that v > vs.
For the conditions on b, by ,

b(Qm) 1
S \m A A A SN
doy 2y don TR

Since Ao, Ag; Aot1, Aty .-+ Am—1 > 0 and )\o+/\E+>\oT1+Sum /\ =1so
m—1
Ao AE Aot Dojer Aj

m m—|—1+m—1 m

is maximised when Ap4+1 = 1 and it is minimised when Ag = 1. Hence

be 2m(m — 1)7 2m(m + 1)} _ [vg(vg — 2)’ vz(ggvj— 2)

U1 (% 2’[}1
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The case of E(X) = m + « and E(Y) = b with m € Z>;, m > b > 0,
and o € (0,1)

Proposition 6. A strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) =m+ «, E(Y) =,
m € Z>1, m>b>0, and o € (0,1), is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction
with both players valuations vi,ve > 0 if and only if,

va] _ 1) [22
)52 e 2], be Uzl-9fgl  _1 (2-]2))

27 2 2 u ’

v|$

|

2

0|$

X € conv(U™TUX™Y), Y = (1 - b) 1o + <b> Ug',
m m

- Ume = {(1 - o)US + aU(’)nH},
and

— XM = V™ + (1 — ad) UZ, if va/2 < [v2/2] —1/2,
=AY = (1= a)oV™ + (1= (1 - )o) UG™, if va/2 > [v2/2] = 1/2,

where
2[%2] -1 2[2] -1
(5:7{21)1 , 027[)22] .
%] [%]-1
Equilibrium payoffs of the players are
PYX,Y)=v; +1—2 [%ﬂ and P*(Y,X) = 0.

Proposition 7. A strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) =m+a, E(Y) =m,
m € Zs1, and o € (0,1), is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both
players valuations vy,ve > 0 if and only if,

B=l5] mef3] o ec (G50

—if0<a< [2721 then

2[2]-1

X =Xo((1 —a)UG +aUS™) + Ae((1 — )UF + aUS ) +

, Y =Ug,

D A (@6V" 4+ (1 - ad) UG') +
j=1

M=

kj (adV™ + (1 —ad)Ug')

<.
Il
-

where
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)\Q,/\E,/\l,...,/\m,fil,...,lﬁmZO, /\o—l—)\E—FE;n:l/\j—f—Z;n:lKj:l, and

m

ot Sz (811510 o

P l—a Z2(1—-a) e

- ifg[ziw_<a§ kd (%2 —[%2]+1) then

X =20((1 = a)UE + aUZ™) + Ag((1 — )UF + aUZ ) +

SN (1= @)oV + (1 - (1 a)o) UZ+),

j=1

where

A0, AE, ALy e ey A >0, )\O+)\E+Zm1)\j:1; and

j=

_[#EB-[%]+) o«
A = 2(1-a) T 1-a

Equilibrium payoffs of the players are
V1 — V2

PY(X,Y)=1 and PX(Y,X)=1- 2a .
vy

Lemma 4. If a strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) =m+a, E(Y) =b, m €
Z>1, and m > b > 0, is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players
valuations vi,ve > 0 then m(m +1)/b =v1/2, (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of

I'(m+ a,b), and
y = (1_b> 1+ (b) vz
m m

Proof. Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction so, by Proposi-
tion (1} it is a Nash equilibrium of general Lotto game I'(m + a, b). Hence, by [8]

Theorem 4],
b b
Y= (1-— )1+ () Ug (52)
and (1—a)  ab b b
-« a «
H(X,Y)=1— - 1 b, @
(X, Y) m m+1 m+m(m—|—1) (53)

Givence (l1-m—a,m+1—a) let
X' = ’Yle+a+cj + (1 - ’7)1|'m+a+c-|7
where

[m+ct+a]—(m+cta)

Tmtctal—|mtoral’ otherwise

{1, iftm+c+a€eZ
’y:
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so that E(X') =m+4+a+c Sincece (1-m—am+1—a), m € Z>q, and
a€(0,1)so |m+c+al>1and [m+c+a] <2m+ 1. Hence P(X' =0) =0
and P(X’ > 2m + 2) = 0. Thus, by (52)), {)), and (7)),

H(X')Y)=— (1 - :1> H(1lg, X') — (i) HUZ, X"

S (1-2) P(X'=0)—1)— (:1) (1— %) (54)

By @) (3), and

P(X,’Y):v;(l_b+ b(a+c)) - (2(m+c+a) _1>)7 i

U1

P(X,Y)zgl(l—b+ o (z(mM) —1>)-

U1

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(X,Y) > P(X’,Y). Hence

(b iy (25590

vl(l_b+ ba+e) <2(m+c+a) _1)>

and, consequently
2c be

.

vy~ m(m+1)
Since v1 > 0, b > 0, m > 0, « € (0,1), and holds for any ¢ € (1 —m —
a,m+1—a)sowv/2=m(m+1)/b.

Lemma 5. If a strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m + o, E(Y) = b,
m € Z>1, and m > b > 0, is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both
players valuations v, vy > 0 then

y = (1 _ b) 1o+ (b) "
m m
—if0<a<(m+1)/(2m+1) then
X =Xo((1 —a)UF + aUgH'l) +Ae((1 —)UR* + aUS"H) +

(55)

D> A (adV) + (1 - ad) US) +
j=1

Z,‘{j (adV" + (1 —ad) Ug"),
j=1

where § = (2m +1)/(m + 1),
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—if(m+1)/(2m+1) <a <1 then
X =Xo((1 —a)US +aUS™) + Ae((1 — a)UR + aUZ ™) +

Z)\j (1- a)oVi" + (1 - (1 - a)o) Ug”l) ,
j=1
where o = (2m + 1)/m.
— )\Q,)\E,)\l,...,)\m,lﬂjl,...,lﬁm >0, )\O‘F/\E"FZ;”:I )‘j+2?:1 Kj = 1, A =0
if m>b, andZ}n:l/@j:Oifm>b0r(m+1)/(2m+1)<a<1.

m+1—a« 2 11—« - 1 11—« «

mim+1) vy _)\Em(m+1) +;I€j (erl) ( m erl) ’
Proof. Take any strategy profile (X,Y) such that E(X) = m + «, E(Y) = b,
m € Z>1, and m > b > 0, and suppose that it is a Nash equilibrium of all pay
auction with both players valuations vy, vy > 0.

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction so, by Proposition |1} it

is a Nash equilibrium of general Lotto game I'(m+«, b). Thus, by [8, Theorem 4]
and [6, Theorem 6,

H(X,Y)zl—(l_a)b ab b ab

m _m+1:1_E+m(m+1)’ (56)
X € conv(U™* U X™) (57)
and
Y:(1_b)10+(b)UQ, (58)
m m
where

— U™ = (1— U™ + UG if b =m,
— Yo — {(1 _ Oé)USl + aUgH_l s ifb<m

and
— A = afV™ + (1 —ad) U™, if 0 < o < 2L and b=m,
— XM =adV" + (1 - ad) U, if 0 < a < 2L and b < m,
— X = (1—a)oV™ + (1 - (1 - a)o) USH, if 5225 < o < 1, where
2m +1 2m+1
d=——, o= .
m-+1 m

If0<a<(m+1)/(2m + 1) then, by (57),
X =Xo((1 = a)UF + aUZ™) + Ag((1 — )UF + aUS ) +

> A (@6V" 4+ (1 - ad) UG') +
j=1

Z ki (V" + (1 — ad) Ug')

Jj=1
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where Ao, Ag, Ay s Amy K1, -5 km > 0, Ao + Ag + Z;”:l Aj —&—Z?Lzlffj =1,
and Ag + Z;":l kj =0 if m > b. By , , and , for any strategy Y,

H(X,Y') = AoH((1 — a)UE + UG Y") + Ag H((1 — Q)UF + UG, V') +

> NH(aV" + (1 - ad) UG, Y') +
j=1

ZHJ (adV" + (1 — ad) Ug', Y') +

> Ao <1 _E(Y") <m1+1 n m(lmfl)»
20 (180 (g + ) - )
fﬁ?j (1= B0 (51 # gy )+ e PO =20 1)
+§Hj <1 _EY) (mlﬂ + m(lmfl)) +—CP( =2 - 1)
e G )

, 1 l-«o a & ' o
1E(Y)(m+1+m(m+1))+m+1Z(/\j+nj)P(Y =2j-1)

+)\E(104)E(};1+1n;+§ﬁj< mi—lm> (1mamil>
(59)

with equality only if ZJ omp1 P(Y > j) =0.

Similarly, if (m +1)/(2m + 1) < a < 1 then, by (57),

X = Ao((l—a)Ug+aU6n+1)+AE((l—a)U}g“—!—aUg”l)—i-Z A ((1= a)oVi" + (1 - (1 - a)o) Ug”'l) ,

j=1
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where Ao, Ag, A1, ..., Am > 0, )\O"‘)\E"‘Z 1 Aj =1, and Ag = 0if m > .

By (), (19), and (1),
H(X,Y') = AOH((l —)US +aUS Y + AgH((1 — a)UZ + aUSH V') +

Z)\H a)oVi" + (1 - (1 —a)o) UsT,Y")

> Ao <1—E(Y/) (mi1 +m(1m_f1)>>

R

+§:AJ( (mil+m(17;f1)>+17_naP(Y’:2j—1))

o , 1 l-«o 11—« A P
=1 E(Y)(m+1+m(m+1) +— ;)\JP(Y—ZJ 1)

(60)
with equahty only if Z Comi PY' > ) =0.

Using (59 ., . and (| .

P(Y',X) = %2 <H(Y’,X) - (2E1§2Y/) - 1)

- %2 (1 ~H(X,Y) - QE(Y/))

V2

Vg , 1 l-«a o = , .
<25y - A+ r)P(Y =2 — 1
= 2( ( )(m+1+m(m+1)) m+1j:1( i+ 5) B 7=

AE(1Q)]W)_’”§:Hj(E(Y/)—m> <1—a o >2E(Y,)>

m(m+1 m m+1 v

Vg Nnim+l—a 2 Vo a - , .
= Z“EY)[—F - =) - = Aj GPY' =27-1
2By (mEime - 2) 2<m+1Z<J+m> (v =2j 1)

E(Y)-m <& EY')-m\ ([1-« e
oo B S () (5255 )
(61)
where A\g = 0 if m > b and >0 k; = 0 if either m >0 or (m +1)/(2m +1) <
a < 1. (61) holds with equality only if Zj —omi1 P(Y' > 4)=0.
On the other hand,

Vg ab (I—a) 20 vg, fm+1—a 2
-2 - (2 ) )=yt 2
P(Y, X) 2 (erl + m vy 2 b m(im+1) vy

(62)
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For the remaining part of the proof we consider the cases of m = band m > b
separately.

Assume that m = b. Consider strategy Y/ = (( — a)/(m + )10 + ((m +
a)/(m+37))lyy; with j =1, if mmod 2 =1, and j = 2, if m mod 2 = 0. Notice
that E(Y') = m + a and Zj 9mi1 P(Y' > j) = 0. The latter follows because if
m > 1 then m + j < 2m. By .7

m+l—-—a 2
m(m+1) vy

_“22<AE(1—a)m(7:+1)+§:“j (mj—l) <1;%a - mil))

j=1

P(Y',X) = %Q(m+ a) <

On the other hand, since m = b so, by ,

V2 m+1—a«a 2
P(Y,X)= 2m (2222 = 63
) = o (=0 2 (63)
Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(Y, X) > P(Y’, X). Hence it follows that
1-a -« o m+l—-—a 2
= > - —. (64
m(m+1) +Z ( )( m m—|—1>_m(m+1) vy (64)

Consider strategy Y’ = 1o. If 0 < a < (m +1)/(2m + 1) then, by (61)),

1—a+i m l-a e
Kj — .
m+1 = T\m+1 m m+1
Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(Y, X) > P(Y’, X). Hence it follows that
m+1—-—a 2 l-«o “ 1 -« o
L R S W : - . (65
mim+1) vy — Em(m+1)+;ﬁj(m+l)( m erl) (65)
By @) and (@),
m+1—-—a 2 1—a -« o
— 2 =g - . (66
mim+1) vy +Z ( )( m m—|—1> (66)

Assume that m > b. Consider any strategy Y’ = ((j —m)/j)1o + (m/j)1;
with j € {m,...,2m} and j mod 2 = 0 (2m is an example of such a j). Notice

that E(Y’) = m and Ej Zomi1 P(Y' > j) = 0. By (61),
Vs m+1—« 2

PY' X)=—= _—— —]. 67

(¥, X) 2m<m(m—|—1) vg> (67)

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so P(Y, X) > P(Y’, X) and, by and @,
it follows that

Vs m+1—a« 2 Vo m+1—a«a 2
Gp(rize )2, (mrTime 2 68
2 (m(erl) v2>_ 2m<m(m+1) vg) (68)

PY', X) = U—; (AE
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Since m > b so is satisfied only if

m—l—l—agz

m(m+1) = vy (69)

Consider any strategy Y/ = 1¢. By , P(Y’,X) = 0. Since (X,Y) is a Nash
equilibrium so P(Y, X) > P(Y’, X) and, by and b > 0, it follows that

m+1—a> 2
m(m+1) = vy’

This, together with yields

m+1—a«a 2

mm+1) vy

which, given that \g = 0 and 37", #; = 0 if m > b implies (66).

Lemma 6. If conditions in Lemma[]] and Lemma[j are satisfied for a strategy
profile (X,Y) such that E(X) =m+ o, E(Y) =0, m € Z>1, and m > b > 0,
then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction with both players valuations
v, >0

Proof. Take any strategy profile (X,Y"), as described in the lemma. By Lemma |4}
(X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of General Lotto game I'(m + «,b). Hence, by [8|
Theorem 4],

(1—a) ab 1_2_’_ ab

HX,Y)=1— - - L
(X,Y) m m+1 m  m(m+1)

(70)

We first show that there is no profitable deviation for player 1. By

and ,

P(va):v;(2_(1:na)b_mafl_2(mvj—a)>. (71)

Take any strategy X’ with E(X’) > 0. By [54] (3), and b < m,

P(X'Y) < 5 (2— (b) <2m+1 —E(X’)> B 2E(X’)> |

m m+1 V1

By Lemma (), v1/2 = m(m +1)/b so

P(X’,Y)gv;(Q_(b) <2m+1—E(X’)>_ PE(X) )

m m+1 m(m+ 1)

=5 (0 (n)
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and, by ,
(I—a) ab b(m + a) >

P(X’Y)(Q m  m+1 m(m+1)

gy 2mAL))
2 m(m+ 1)

Hence P(X,Y) > P(X',Y). Thus player 1 has no profitable deviation from
(X,Y).

Second, we show that there is no profitable deviation for player 2. Take any
strategy Y’ with E(Y”) > 0. By (61)),
m+1—a« z
m(m+1) vy

o g S () (5 -5t)

Jj=1

P(Y' X) < gE(Y’) (

By Lemma

m+1l—a 2 l-«o “ 1 l-«o o
Mri=® 2 N2 : - (72
m(m+1) vy Em(m—&—l)JrZKJ (m+1>< m m+1> (72)

Jj=1

Hence

p(y/’X)Svim mtl-a 2 )
2 m(m+1) v

On the other hand, by ,

Vg m+1—« 2
PY,X)= b —— — = ). 73

(¥, X) 2 ( m+1 v2> (73)
Ifm = b then P(Y, X) = P(Y', X). If m > b then, by Lemma[p} A = 372, #j =

0 and, by ,

m+l—a 2

mm+1) vy
Hence in this case P(Y,X) = P(Y’,X) as well. Thus there is no profitable
deviation for player 2.

Proof (Proof of Proposition @) By Lemmas and@, a strategy profile (X,Y)
with E(X) =m+a, E(Y) =b, m € Z>1, and m > b > 0, is a Nash equilibrium
of all pay auction with both players valuations vy,v9 > 0 if and only if the
conditions stated in the lemmas are satisfied.

Thus

m+1l—-—a 2 l-« - 1 l-«a e
e e O N , — 4
m(m+1) vy /\Em(m—i—l) +ZK] (m—l—l) ( m m—i—l) (74)

Jj=1
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with A\g = 0 and z;n:l kj =0, as m > b. Thus

m+1—a« 2

m(im+1) v

and, since o € (0,1) and m > bso vy =2m(m+1)/(m+1—a) < 2m(m+1)/b =
v1 and
m < %2 <m+1.

Since m € Zx>1 so it follows that m = [v2/2]—1 and [ve/2] > v2/2. By conditions
of Lemma [ m(m + 1)/b = v /2. Hence

L_([31-0[%]

U1
2
Since m > b so v1/2 =m(m+1)/b>m+1 > [vy/2]. Moreover

(m+D)(g-m _[%]1(3-[%)

v2 V2
2

By Lemmathe characterization of X and Y is as stated in the theorem (the
cases in the definition of X*™ follow immediately by substituting the formulas
for m and «).

Proof (Proof of Proposition @) By Lemmas and@, a strategy profile (X,Y)
with E(X) = m+4a, E(Y) = m, m € Z>1, is a Nash equilibrium of all pay auction
with both players valuations vy, ve > 0 if and only if the conditions stated in the
lemmas are satisfied.

Thus

m+1l—a 2 \ l-«o +i 1 1-—a o
T2 f N s _ _
m(m+1) v Em(m+1) =t +1 m m+1

J=1

Since A\g + Z;’;l k; <1 and

11—« 1 11—« «
> —
m(m+1) m+1 m m—+1
so the RHS of (74) is maximised when Ag = 1 and Z;”:l k; = 0 and it is

minimised when A\g = 377" | k; = 0. Therefore

m+1—«o 2 11—«

~— m(m+1) Fggm(m+1)

and it follows that
m(m+ 1)

<
m+1—a

V2
=< 1.
g =M
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Since « € (0, 1) so if further follows that
v
m < 52 <m+1.

Thus m = [va/2] — 1. By Lemma[4] v1/2 =m(m+1)/m =m+ 1 = [vy/2].
By Lemma [5| the characterization of X and Y is as stated in the theorem
(the cases in the definition of X follow immediately by substituting the formulas
for m and «).
By Lemmal[f]

m+l—-a 2 -« u -« o
mEITA 2 - 75
m(m+1) vy m(m +1) +Zﬁj(m+l)( m m+1)7 (75)

Jj=1

with Ao, Ag, A1, ..oy A, By - - -, Bm 2> 0, Ao —|—)\E+zm /\j +E;n:1 Kj = 1, and
Doty kg =0 if (m+ 1)/(2m +1) < a < 1. Substituting [ve/2] — 1 for m and
reorganizing we obtain

o~ 1m0 [3](3-[2][+1)  «
AE+;H11—04 Z2(1—-a) 11—«

and the conditions for A\g and Z:’;l K; stated in the theorem follow.
For the bounds on «, by ,

s ety ¥ o S Ul D ! L

V2 V2

].—)\E—(SZT:lHj B 1—)\E—5Z;n:1,‘<;j

Since § < 1, v2/2 < (m + 1), and A\g +>_7, k; < 1 so it follows that the RHS
of the equality is decreasing when Ag increases. Similarly,

(v2—2m)(m+1) g — Z;ll K 1 (1 _ (5)(1 _ )\E) 44 (M)

a= 2 =—(1- =
1—)\E—5Z;-n:1/<vj o 1_/\E_52j:1“j

and the RHS of the equality is decreasing when Ag < 0 and Z;nzl k; increases.
Thus the RHS attains its maximal value when Ag = >."" x; = 0. The RHS

Jj=1
obtains it minimal value, 0, when > 7", x; = 0 and

M- 2) <1 (9] 5)

Thus it follows that

(m+ 1w —2m) [%
O<a< = %2

V2
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Proofs of Theorems [1l and [2]

In this section we use the characterisations of equilibrium strategy profiles for all
the possible configurations of expected values of equilibrium strategies, obtained
in Propositions [ [Bl [6l and [T to give proofs of the two Theorems [I] and

Proof (Proof of Theorem []).

Point (i)).

For point ({ij) assume that v3/2 € Z, v1 = v > 0 and let m = v9/2 — 1.

For the right to left implication take any strategy profile (X,Y) with X =
QUS4+ (1 — U and Y = UG + (1 — YUY If @ = B = 0 then E(X) =
E(Y)=m and (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition If « = 8 =1 then
E(X)=E(Y) = v2/2 and again (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition

If « € (0,1) and 8 € (0,1) then E(X) =m+ a, E(Y) =m+ f and (X,Y)
is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition [3}

In the case of &« = 1 and 8 € (0,1) let m' = vy/2. Then E(X) = m/ and
B(Y)=m'~(1-f), X =Ug’, and Y = SUS" + (1 - H)UF" ",

Suppose that v2/2 =1 and let b = 8. Then m' = 1, E(X) =1, E(Y) = b,
and UV ~' = 1g. Thus Y = bUZ" + (1 —b)1g = (1—b)1o+bAUZ + (1 —A)UZ")
with A = 1. Since (by vy = vy = 2)

so, by Proposition [4] (X,Y") is a Nash equilibrium.
Suppose that va/2 > 2 and let b =m' — (1 — j3). Since

m’ — m' -1 m’ -1 ’
vt (1 - ) 1o+ <m> vg, (76)

SO

m —1

’ /—1 ’
Y:(l—,B)(l— — >1o+,3U6” +(1—5)<%>U81T1

b b i .
= <1 - m’) 1o+ (m’) ()\Uo +01- )‘)UOTl)

where A = 8m//b. Thus

where
m—1

Z = XoU8 + AeUE' + don Uy + > MW"

Jj=1
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and Ao = Bm’/b, A\op1 =1 —Bm//b, and A\g = Ay = ... = A\j,—1 = 0. Since
Aot1 Ae b—pm’  m(b-p) l—ﬂl 1 v3
m -1 m'+1 bm' —1) b(m —1) b S 2ub
m—1
/\OTl 1 m' (%]
i NS W L R |
m—1+2m, J b 2b ’
j=1
and
-2 2
vav2 = 2) ):m’—l<m’—1+ﬁ=b<m/<71)2(1)2+ )
2uy 2uq

so, by Proposition (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium. Analogously, if « € (0,1) and
B =1 then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Propositions [4] and

If « € (0,1) and 8 = 0 then E(X) = m+a, E(Y) = m, and Y = U
Suppose that 0 < a < (m+1)/(2m + 1). Then

X =aUgt + (1 - a)UP
=Xo((1 — )UE + aUZ™) + As((1 — )UZ + UG +

D> N (adV" + (1 - ad) UF) +
j=1

an (adV™ + (1 - ad) Ug'),

j=1
with Ag=1land \op = A1 =...= A\, =K1 =...= Kk, = 0. Since
[Z] (o [0 -
& (5[5 =1 (77)
N 3] (2 - [%]+1)
i 1-ad . |7 %*%Jrl_ o
AE+;K11 a =1= Z2(1-a) -«

and so, by Proposition[7] (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium. Similarly, if (m+1)/(2m-+
1) < a < 1 then

and
X =aUdt + (1 - a)UE
=do((1 = )UE +aUg™) + Ap((1 — )UE' + alUg ™) +
Z A (1= a)oV/" + (1 - (1 - a)o) Ug”l) ,

Jj=1
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with Ag = 1, and Ao = A\; = ... = A, = 0. Since
o1 815141
Z(1—-a) 1-a

so, by Proposition m (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium. Analogously, if & = 0 and
B € (0,1) then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition [7} This completes
proof of the right to left implication.

For the left to right implication, suppose that (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium
of all-pay auction with v;1 = vy > 0 and vo/2 € Z. Then, by Propositions
[l [6] and [7] one of the following cases holds:

)= B(Y) = 0a/2 1,

) = B(Y) = /2,

)=m+aand E(Y) = m+ 8, where m = v3/2 — 1 and «, 8 € (0,1),

)=1land E(Y) =05, v3=2,and b € (0,1).

)=1and E(X) =0, vs =2, and b € (0,1).

)=m' and E(Y) = b, where m’ = v2/2 > 2 and m’ > b > 0.

) =m' and E(X) = b, where m’ = v2/2 > 2 and m’ > b > 0.
)=m+ a and E(Y) = m, where m = v3/2 — 1> 0 and « € (0,1).

Y)=m+ g and E(X) = m, where m = v3/2 —1 >0 and § € (0, 1).

© 0N T W=
wlolololololololo

In case by Proposition X=Y=U2=aU5" +(1-a)UF with a = 0. In
case [2| by Proposition |2} X =Y = U5 = aUSH + (1 — a)UR with @ = 1. In
case 3} by Proposition |3} X = aUZ™ + (1 —a)Uf and Y = US4+ (1 - B) UL
In case m = vy/2—1 = 0 and, by Proposition X =U} =aUl+(1—-a)U2
with a =1, and Y = (1 — b)1¢ + b(AUS + (1 — \)UL) with X € [0,1] and
4 2

>———+1=1
_bvl b+

Hence A = 1 and Y = (1 — b)1y + bUS = bUL + (1 — b)UL with b € (0,1).
Analogously, in case [5, Y = U} = BUL + (1 — B)UL with 3 = 1, and X =
aUd + (1 — a)UQ with o = b € (0, 1).

In case @, m = ve/2 —1 = m’ — 1 and, by Proposition 5, X = U{)”/ =
QU + (1 — a)UF with a = 1, and

V(i e ()2
m m

where
m—1
Z = XU + A\sUE" + donUdiy + > W™,
j=1
0<b<m,
V2 (UQ — 2) V2 (1}2 + 2)

<b<
2'01 - 2’01

)
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m’—1
A0, AB; Aot AL - Amm1 > 0 and Ao +As + don + D Ay =1,
j=1
/\OTI _ )\E _ ’U% .
m -1 m'+1 2ub ’
and
m’—1
Aot 1 V2
A< = — 1.
m’—1+2m’ ; 7= 2
Hence
m/(m’ —1) m' —1
ot = ——2 —(m/ = 1)+ A
o1 2 (m'—1)+ ElwsneE
m’ —1
AE 1 vy V3
A< ————==0
m+1  2m’ ; 7= 2ub 2ub ’
andso Ag =1 =...= X1 =0, dop1 =1— Ao, and

m —1
)\Om’(l b >

This, together with yields
y=(1- 2 )14 (2 (AoUB" + (1= 20)UBH ) = (1—(m' b)) UG’ +(m'-b)Ug" !
- m/ 0 m’ oYo o)Yor1 ) — Ie} m E .

Since

—2
M:vﬁ—lzm’—léb<m/
27}1 2

som' —b € (0,1] and so Y = BUST 4 (1 — B)UF with 8 = m' —b € (0,1].
Analogously, in case [7} Y = U5t = UL + (1 — )UZ with 8 = 1, and
X =aUdM + (1 — a)UR with a =m/ — b € (0, 1].
In case by Proposition Y = U = BUST + (1 - B)UZ with 8 =0, and
X =Xo((1 = a)UF +aUZ™) + Ag((1 — )UZ + aUST) +

> N (adV" + (1 - ad) US) +
j=1

an (aéij +(1—ad)Ug),
j=1

with
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/\o,/\E,/\l,...,)\m,ﬁl,...,ﬁmZO, /\o+)\E+Z;n:1>\j+E;n:1Hj =1, and

o 1-ab_[5]($-1%1+1)  a
’\E+;”Z1— - 2(1-a) T 1-a’

. [
in the case of 0 < a < Pk and

X =Xo((1 — a)UF + aUZ™) + Ag((1 — )UZ + aUSH) +

m

ZAJ- (1—a)oV™+ (1 - (1—a)o) UG,

Jj=1

with

A0, AB AL -y Am > 0, Ao + A + X7, A = 1, and

L[5z -[81+) o
2(1-a) 1—a’
in the case of [ 2] <a< (2] (2 -[2]4+1).If0<a< 2] then
2[%2]-1 = Z \2 2 ’ = 2[%2]-1 ’
by (77,
"o 1-ad
A i =1
E+;H o
Hence \op = A1 =...... Am = 0. Since v2/2—-1>0s006 > 1 and (1 —ad)/(1 —
@) < 1. Hence \gp = 1, k1 = ... = ki, = 0, and X = (1 — )UZ + aUS T with
vy vy
oe 001 gL <o < LEL (2 151 41) then, by @, 2e = 1 and,
consequently, A\o = A1 = ...... Am = 0. Thus X = (1 — o)UZ" + ongl+1 with

€ (0,1). Analogously, in case |§|, X =Ug =aU8" + (1 — a)UP with a =1,

and Y = UG + (1 — B)UZ with B € (0,1).

Thus we have shown that in all the cases (X,Y) is as stated in point
which completes the proof of the left to right implication.

Point (ii).
For point (i) assume that v5/2 € Z and vy > vy = 2.

For the right to left implication take any strategy profile (X,Y) with X = U}
and Y = (1 — b)1o + b(AUY + (1 — \)U3), where b € (0,1] and

4 2

4
— -4+ 1 <A< — —1.
bvl b+ - _b’Ul

If b= 1 then X = UL = aU} + (1 — @)U} with

2
azlz—m<m+1—v—2>
Vo 2
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and Y = AU + (1 — A\)UL with

2m V1 4 4 2 4 4 2m V1
where m = v3/2 = 1. Thus (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition [2| If
b € (0,1) then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition |4 This completes
proof of the right to left implication.

For the left to right implication, suppose that (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium
of all-pay auction with vy > vy = 2. Then, by Propositions M Bl [6 and [7]
one of the following cases holds:

1. |v1/2] =vg/20r [v1/2] =v2/24+ 1, BE(X) =E(Y) =vy/2 =1,
2. E(X)=1and E(Y) =band b € (0,1).

In case|l, by Proposition X =aUl + (1 — a)UL with a =1, so X = U}, and
Y = kU + (1 — k)UL = (1 —b)1o + b(kUS + (1 — k)UL) with b= 1 and

SN/ T
7’01 2 7[)?]1 ~ by b

with b = 1. Hence (X,Y) satisfies all the conditions stated in point of
the theorem with b = 1. In case [2| by Proposition 4 (X,Y") satisfies all the
conditions stated in point of the theorem. This completes proof of the left
to right implication.

Point (ii).
For point ({iii) assume that vs/2 € Z and v; > vy = 3.

For the right to left implication take any strategy profile (X,Y) with X = UJ
andY = (1-b/m)1o+(b/m)Z, where m = v9 /2, b € [v3(v2—2)/(2v1), min(m, v (ve+
2)/(2u1))], and

m—1
Z = X\oUG + AeUE" + AonU8 + > \Wi™
j=1
with
m—1
20 AB; Aot1, AL+ Am—1 > 0 and Ao + g + Aot + D A =1,
j=1
Aot e v3 B
m—1 m4+1 2ub ’
and )
A 1 '«
OfL | — N\ < 2o

m—1 2m &="7 = 2p
j=1

If b=mthen X =UJ = aUJ + (1 — o)Ug" with
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and Y = Z. Since

m—1

Aot 1 vy
— M<—=2-1=0
m—1+%nggj_%

SO0 A0t1; A1y -+ -3 Am—1 = 0. In addition, since
)‘OTl )\E - U% 1 — 2m 1
m—1 m+1 2ub T ’

and Aop =0 so

)\Ez(m—|—1) (1—2Tn> and)\ozl—)\EZZ—m(m—Fl—ﬂ).
1 1 2

Thus (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition[2] If b € [va(v2—2)/(2v1), va(va+
2)/(2v1)] then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition 5| This completes
proof of the right to left implication.

For the left to right implication, suppose that (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium
of all-pay auction with v; > vy = 3. Then, by Propositions Ml Bl [6 and [7]
one of the following cases holds:

1. |v1/2] =vg/20r [v1/2] =v2/24+ 1, BE(X) =E(Y) =v3/2 = m,
2. E(X)=m=wvy/2 and E(Y) = b with m > b > 0.

In case [1}, by Proposition 2} X = aUF + (1 — a)Ug* with o =1, so X = UF,
and Y = kUG + (1 — )UE = (1 —b/m)1y + (b/m)(rUE + (1 — x)UF') with
b=m and

Thus Y = (1 —b/m)1g + (b/m)Z where

m—1
Z = X\oUG + AeUE + AonU8 + > \Wi™

Jj=1

with Aot1,A1,..., dm—1 =0, Ao = K, and Ag = 1 — k. Thus

)‘OTl )\E o k—1 - 2m o ’U%
m—1 m+1 m+1 o 20
and
m—1
)\OTI 1 V2
_— 4 — Ai=0=—=—1.
m—1 + 2m ; i =0 2b

Hence (X,Y") satisfies all the conditions stated in point of the theorem with
b = m. In case |2 by Proposition [5 (X,Y) satisfies all the conditions stated in
point of the theorem. This completes proof of the left to right implication.
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Proof (Proof of Theorem[).

For point (i) assume that vo/2 ¢ Z, |v1/2]| = |v2/2], and ve > 2. The right
to left implication follows immediately from Proposition 2} For the left to right
implication, suppose that (X,Y’) is a Nash equilibrium of all-pay auction with
vy and vy satisfying the conditions listed above. Then, by Propositions M}
6l and [7, E(X) = E(Y) = [v2/2] = m and, by Proposition[2] (X,Y) satisfies
all the conditions stated in point (i) of the theorem.

For point assume that vy/2 ¢ Z, v1/2 > |v1/2] + 1, and vy > 2. The
right to left implication follows immediately from Proposition [6] For the left to
right implication, suppose that (X,Y") is a Nash equilibrium of all-pay auction
with v; and vy satisfying the conditions listed above. Then, by Propositions [2|
BL [l [B 6l and [] E(X) =m + o with a € (0,1) and m = [v2/2], and E(Y) = b
with 0 < b < m . Thus, by Proposition |§|, (X,Y) satisfies all the conditions
stated in point of the theorem.

For point assume that ve/2 ¢ Z, v1/2 = [v1/2] + 1, and vy > 2.

For the right to left implication take any strategy profile (X,Y") satisfying
the conditions of point (ii) of the theorem. If (X,Y") satisfies the conditions with
a > 0 then (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition |7} If (X,Y) satisfies the
conditions with o = 0 then Y = UJ* = kUJ + (1 — k)UZ" with

2m

U1
K (m—|— 5

and
X =XoU8 + AU + > _ NUS + > r;UR,
j=1 j=1

with Ao, Ag, A, ..., Ay K1y e .o, K > 0 and AO+AE+ZT:1Aj+Z?:1 kj = 1.
Let 8= Ao + 27", Aj. Then

_ Zm _ Zm 1-ad _[F](3-[%]) o
1_67AE+i:1H17>\E+Z,:1H11—a7 Z2(1-a) T 1-a

B 2m(m+1)\ _ . 2m v

_(m“)<1‘ vz )‘1 o (m+1-3)

Thus (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium by Proposition This completes proof of the
right to left implication.

For the left to right implication, suppose that (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium
of all-pay auction with v; and vy satisfying the conditions listed above. Then,
by Propositions [2] 3} @ [} [6] and [7} one of the following cases holds:

1. |v2/2] = [v1/2] = 1, E(X) = E(Y) = |v2/2] = m,

2. E(X)=m+ « and E(Y) = m with m = |vy/2].
In case by Proposition Y =rUZ+(1—-k)UF with k =0,s0Y = U, and
X =pU5 + (1 - p)U with

2
Bz—m(m+1—v—2).
(%) 2
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Thus
X =Xo((1 = a)US +aU§™) + Ae((1 — )UE' + aUZ ) +
> N (adV" + (1 - ad) US) +
j=1
an (a(ﬂ/jm +(1—ad)Ug),
j=1
where )
11
WithOé:O,Al:...:Am:l’il:~-~:K7n207>\ozﬁand>\Ezl_B'Hence
- l-as . 2 A ~ 2m(m+1)
)\E-l—iz::lml_a—)\E—l TQ(m-i-l 2>_(m+1)<1 1}2)
_BlE-12) o
Z2(1-a) 11—«

with o = 0'so (X,Y) satisfies all the conditions stated in point (fiii) of the theorem
with a = 0. In case by Proposition (7, (X,Y) satisfies all the conditions stated
in point of the theorem. This completes proof of the left to right implication.

Proof of Theorem [4]

Theorem 4. Strategy profile (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of all-pay auction
with players valuations v1 > vo > 0 and vo < 2 if and only if Y = 1y and

>1and X =14,
=1 and X = (1 —a)ly+ al; where a € [0,1],
<1and X =1y.

po|SrofSrolS

Equilibrium payoffs of the players are

— if % > 1 then PY(X,Y) = v — 1,

—if % =1then PH(X,Y)=(1+a)% —qa,

— if % <1 then PY(X,Y) =0,
and P?(X,Y) = 0.
Proof. For the left to right implication, let (X,Y") be a Nash equilibrium of all-
pay auction with players valuations vy > vo > 0 and vs < 2. By Proposition
(X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium of General Lotto game I'(E(X), E(Y")). Hence, by

Propositions [6] and [7] either E(Y) = 0 or E(X) = 0. Suppose that
E(Y)=0. Then Y = 1; and, by and (),

H(X,15)=1-P(X =0).
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Two cases of values of E(X) are possible: E(X) € [0,1) and E(X) > 1. Suppose
that E(X) =m > 1. By payoff to player 1 from strategy profile (X,Y) is

PYX,Y) = %1 (H(X,Y) - %1)() + 1) .

Since m > 1 so there exists X with P(X = 0) and E(X) = m (e.g. a convex
combination of 1|, and 1p,,7) so

2E(X
PYX,Y)> 2 (1 ELCY +1> = v, — E(X).
vy
Thus, in the case of E(X) =m > 1, P(X,Y) is maximised when E(X) = 1 and
P(X =0) =0, in which case X = 1;.
Suppose that E(X) € [0,1). Then

H(X,19) =1-P(X =0) =Y P(X >j)-) P(X >j) =E(X)-) P(X >j) <E(X)

Jj=1 Jj=2 Jj=2

with equality when P(X > 2) = 0. Thus the equality is attained by strategy
(1—a)lp+aly, where o = E(X). By payoff to player 1 from strategy profile
(X,Y) is

Py =2 (e - 28 1) > 2 (a0 - 20 0) e (- 1)+

Since (X,Y) is a Nash equilibrium so E(X) = 0 and X = 1¢ if v1/2 < 1,
E(X)=a€[0,1]] and X = (1 —a)lg+ aly, if v1/2 =1, and E(X) = 1 and
X =1y ifv;/2 > 1.

It is elementary to verify that the strategy profiles stated in the theorem are
Nash equilibria for the corresponding values of v; and vs.
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