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Strong V-equilibria
• Consider a single-peaked preference profile with Condorcet 

winner 🎅 and a majority-consistent voting rule. 

• Theorem:  (i) There exists a subgame-perfect strong equilibrium. 
(ii) In every strong V-equilibrium in which 🎅 runs, 🎅 wins. 

!

!

!

!

!
• Corollary: In every strong V-equilibrium that is also a C-equilibrium                                    

(strong or not), 🎅 wins.
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• Theorem:  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👷   🎅   💂
😐 😐😐

if 💂 runs, rank 💂 first; 
otherwise, vote truthfully😐

👷: run 
🎅: run 
💂: run(   ,           )

is a strong C-equilibrium and a V-equilibrium
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‣ (strong C-eq. ⋀ strong V-eq.), but not subgame-perfect strong equilibrium



Markus Brill: Strategic Voting and Strategic Candidacy

strong V-equilibria (1)
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strong V-equilibria (2)
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strong C-eq., truthful voting (1)
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strong C-eq., truthful voting (2)
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