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Abstract

In this paper we introduce a simplicial complex representation for
finite non-cooperative games in the strategic form. The covering space
of the simplicial game complex is introduced and we show that the cov-
ering complex is a powerful tool to find Nash Equilibrium simplices.
This representation allows us to model the cost functions of a game
as a weight number on a dual vertex of the strategy situation in some
stars. It yields a canonical direct sum decomposition of an arbitrary
game into three components, as the potential, harmonic and nonstrate-
gic components.
Keywords: simplicial game complex, covering complex, non-cooperative
games, harmonic and potential games, mixed Nash equilibrium.
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1 Introduction

Game theory is the study of mathematical model of strategic interaction
among rational decision-makers. It has applications in all fields of social sci-
ence, as well as in logic, biology, economy and computer science[6]. Originally,
it addressed zero-sum games, in which each participant’s gains or losses are
exactly balanced by those of the other participants. If our theory is more
exact and strong then we can analyze more complex natural systems and ob-
tain more optimized strategies. The modern game theory began with the idea
of mixed-strategy equilibria in two-person zero-sum games and its proof used
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the Brouwer fixed point theorem on continuous mappings into compact con-
vex sets, which became a standard method in game theory and mathematical
economics, [4]. The second edition of [4] provided an axiomatic theory of
expected utility, which allowed mathematical statisticians and economists to
treat decision-making under uncertainty. Sarah Egan studied non-cooperative
games as a simplicial complex, [9]. She used combination methods and used
total order instead of utility functions. Ozan Candogan and his coworker in-
troduced a novel flow representation for finite games in the strategic form in
[7]. This representation allows them to develop a canonical direct sum decom-
position of an arbitrary game into three components, which are referred to as
the potential, harmonic and nonstrategic components. Chen Xilin visualized
historical data of Japanese economics in 1997-2010 by the means of topological
data analysis and found that periods of growth and economical crises display
very different topological properties like a number of cavities on associated
simplicial complexes, [3]. In the last decades, it is tried to model games as
simplicial complexes, but these methods either are so abstract or just model
special cases of games. Furthermore, these methods can’t be applied in prac-
tical studies.
Our main goal is to find a unified method to model non-cooperative games
on simplicial complexes and as a result of the different variants of the game
theory model, the number of definitions of an equilibrium situation is numer-
ous. At first, we give an algorithm for the game data to give its geometric
presentation. For aiming this purpose, we make the situation simplices and
define local nerve as a tool to find adjacent simplices, see Definition 3.2. Then
we use the utility functions to make a weight for each simplex. Through this
way, we achieve a weighted simplicial complex which is called the game com-
plex and is denoted by K∗

G, see Definition 3.1. This algorithm needs only the
local data of players in the game. By using these local data, it gives us the
whole structure of the game as a simplicial complex. In the next section, we
equip the game simplicial complex with a discrete metric (11) and it allows
us to define open neighborhoods of each situations by using different stars.
Furthermore, we introduce a non-trivial covering space of the game complex.
In every star of the covering space, we define the degree of a dual point of
each situation. Then we use these degrees to find Nash Equilibrium simplex,
in the simplicial game complex. In the last section, we use the dual complex of
the game and the dual star operator to give some decomposition of the game
complex. We see that the first class corresponds to the well-known potential
games and refer to the second class of games as harmonic games, and the third
one is the non-strategic games.
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2 Preliminaries

A non-cooperative game G is a tuple G = ⟨N, {Si}i∈N , {ui}i∈N⟩, where n
players numbered 1, 2, ..., n in N , Si = {s1i , s2i , ..., s

li
i } is the set of all pure

strategies of the i’th player. The set of all strategies is given by S =
∏n

i=1 Si

and its elements are referred to as a strategy profile. Two strategy profiles
are comparable if their difference is only in the strategy of a single player.
When we emphasize they differ in the i’th player, we use the notation (si, sî).
For each i ∈ N , ui is the i’th player’s utility function which is defined by
ui : S → R. A (pure) Nash equilibrium is a strategy profile for which no player
can unilaterally deviate and improve its payoff. Formally, a pure strategy
profile s = (s∗i , sî) is a Nash equilibrium if

ui(s
∗
i , sî) ≥ ui(si, sî),

for every si ∈ Si and every i ∈ N . In [7], pure strategy profiles are considered
as a vertex set V , and every two comparable strategy profiles are joined by a
directed edge from the strategy by smaller utility function to the greater one.
Through this method, each non-cooperative game is modeled as a graph with
weighted edges as follows,

wi : S × S → R,
wi(s, s̃) = ui(s)− ui(s̃),

where s and s̃ are two i- comparable strategy profiles, for pairs (s, s̃) which
are not comparable wi(s, s̃) is vanished.
Since, players do not have a rational description to choose a pure strategy
in some games, they randomly select a pure strategy. In these games, we
have mixed situations which is a discrete random variable (S, P ) where P =∏n

i=1 Pi, and each Pi is the set of probability distributions on Si. Each strategy
situation in this set is denoted byX = (x1, . . . , xn), and each xi is a probability
distribution on Si. In this case, the i’th player’s payoff function is defined by,
[10]

ei(X) =
∑
s∈S

ui(s)
∏
j∈N

xj(sj), (1)

where s = (s1, s2, . . . , sn). Comparable situations are mixed strategy situ-
ations, which are different in the one player’s situation. For a fixed ji ∈
{1. . . . , li}, consider the mixed strategy xi with xiji = 1 and xij′i

= 0 for all
j′i ∈ {1, . . . , li} with ji ̸= j′i. This is equivalent to the i’th player strategy profile
sji ∈ Si and this is true for all i’th player’s strategies, so we have Si ⊂ Pi.

3



Definition 2.1. The mixed situation X = (x1, . . . , xn) is a mixed Nash Equi-
librium if for all i ∈ N and every si ∈ Si we have

ei(xi, Xî) ≥ ei(si, Xî). (2)

Let K be a simplicial complex with vertex set {v0, v1, . . . , vn}, denote the
vector space generated by a basis consisting of oriented p-simplices [v0, . . . , vp]
by Cp(K;R). This is the space of finite formal sums of the oriented p-simplices,
with coefficients in R. Elements of Cp(K;R) are called p-chains. The discrete
p-forms are maps from the space of p-chains to R.

Definition 2.2. [2] A discrete p-form w is a homomorphism from the chain
space Cp(K;R) to the vector space R. Thus a discrete p-form is an element of
Cp(K,R) := Hom(Cp(K),R), the space of cochains.

The boundary operator is a homomorphism defined by

∂p : Cp(K;R)→ Cp−1(K;R),

∂p(σp) =

p∑
i=0

(−1)i[v0, ..., vi−1, vi+1, . . . , vp].

This map enables us to define the chain complex as follow

0→ Ck
∂k−1−−→ Ck−1

∂k−2−−→ . . .
∂1−→ C1

∂0−→ C0 → 0. (3)

The boundary operator ∂t satisfied ∂t ◦ ∂t−1 = 0. So im ∂t−1 is contained in
ker ∂t for every 0 ≤ t ≤ n− 1, and the quotient ker ∂t/im∂t−1 is well defined.
We call this quotient the t’th homology group of K.

Ht =
ker ∂t
im ∂t−1

.

Hence, H(K) =
⊕n−1

t=0 Ht(K) is a graded Abelian group which we call it the ho-
mology of K. The co-boundary operator is a homomorphism ∂∗

p : Cp(K;R)→
Cp+1(K;R), defined by duality to the boundary operator using the natural
bi-linear pairing between discrete forms and chains. Specifically, for a discrete
form w ∈ CP (K,R) and a chain σp+1 ∈ Cp+1(K,R), define ∂∗

p by

(∂∗
pwp, σp+1) = (wp, ∂p+1σp+1).

This map enables us to define the cochain complex as follow[2]

0← Ck
∂∗
k−1←−− Ck−1

∂∗
k−2←−− . . .

∂∗
1←− C1 ∂∗

0←− C0 ← 0. (4)

For the co-boundary operator, we have ∂∗
t−1 ◦ ∂∗

t = 0, as well.
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3 Simplicial game Complex

Let G be a non-cooperative n player game. The space of situations on Si

is an infinite dimensional vector space. In the practical studies, the space is
the finite dimensional subspace according to the assumptions on a problem.
Furthermore, suppose {xik}

mi
k=1 is the set of possible probability distributions

on a strategy profile Si. Hence, we have for each xik

xik : Si → [0, 1],

xik(s
ji
i ) = xikji ,

where
∑li

ji=1 xik(s
ji
i ) = 1. Consider the set of all strategy situations P =∏n

i=1 Pi, where Pi = span{xik}
mi
k=1. We suppose that the mixed situations Xα

in P are facets of a simplicial complex which is denoted by KG. Further-
more, Cn−1(KG) is a finite dimensional vector space with oriented simplices

{Xα}
∏

i mi

α=1 as its basis, where Xα = [xα1 , . . . , xαn ]. Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let Xî be
a strategy situation which is obtained by omitting the mixed strategy of the
i’th player, i.e.

Xî = (x1, . . . , x̂i, . . . , xn),

so Xî ∈ Pî := P1 × P2 × . . . Pi−1 × Pi+1 · · · × Pn. For every 0 ≤ t ≤ n− 2, the
collection of t-dimensional faces of mixed situations is a vector space which
is denoted by Ct(KG). Using the boundary operator allows us to have the
chain complex (3) for KG. The barycentric point of mixed situations σn−1 =
[x1, . . . , xn] is defined by

bc(σn−1) =
∑
s∈S

∑n
j=1 xj(s

kj
j )xj∑n

j=1 xjkj

. (5)

Through extending every pure face σt (0 ≤ t ≤ n − 2), of mixed situations
to a (n − 1)-simplex by adding zero function in suitable situations, we can
use equation (5) and find the barycentric point of each pure face and using
equation (1) to equip σt with some weight for every t, 0 ≤ t ≤ n−1. Obviously,
the barycentric point bc(σ) of each simplex σ in KG is inside σ. Use these
barycentric points to make the barycentric subdivision of KG and denote it by
bcsd(KG).

Definition 3.1. The weighted complex K∗
G with facets σn−1 of KG and all pure

simplices which admit weight numbers by

ft(σt) =
n∑

i=1

ei(σt), (6)
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is called the game complex of the game G. So each simplex in K∗
G is in the

form σ∗
t = (σt, ft) where ft : Ct(KG)→ R.

An i-comparable situation of a game complex K∗
G is a star

st(Xî) =
⋃
x∈Pi

x ∨Xî =

mi⋃
ik=1

xik ∨Xî, (7)

for which each situation equip with a weight number ei(σ). So for every
i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and each Xαî

, the star st(Xαî
) is a collection of i-comparable

situations. The barycentric point of each simplex in a comparable situation,
st(Xî) is

bc(xik ∨Xî) =
∑

(si,sî)∈S

∑n
j=1,j ̸=i xj(s

kj
j )xj + xik(si)xik∑n

j=1,j ̸=i xjkj + xiki

. (8)

For convenience, we denote the strategy situation xik ∨ Xî by σik and its
barycentric by bc(σik). Furthermore, we can use the barycentric points to de-
termine components which are used to make the (n− t− 1)-dimensional dual
cell D(σt) associated to a t-simplex σt. For aiming this purpose, consider the
star duality operator as follows

∗ :Ct(KG,R)→ Cn−t−1(bcsd(KG),R), (9)

∗(σt) =
∑

σt<···<σn−1

sign(σt . . . σn−1)[bc(σt), . . . , bc(σn−1)],

where the sign coefficient is chosen as ±1 for all 0 ≤ t ≤ n − 1 according to
the induced orientation, [2]. We note that as sets the equation (9) form a cell
complex identical to D(KG) which is the dual complex of KG. It is easy to see
that D(σn−1) = ∗σn−1 = bc(σn−1) so we call the barycentric points of situation
simplices the dual points. If σn−2 is a boundary of KG then we can write

D(σn−2) = ∗σn−2 = sign(bc(σn−2), bc(σn−1))[bc(σn−2), bc(σn−1)],

as sets equality since,

D(σn−2) =
⋃

σn−2<σn−1andσn−2<βn−1

[bc(σn−1), bc(σn−1)],

for which its direction is induced by orientation of σn−1 and βn−1. Now, we
equip each dual edge by a weight number, as follows. Let V̂ be the set of its
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dual vertices, the weighted dual flow is

ω : V̂ × V̂ → R, (10)

ω(σ̂, β̂) =

{
ei(σ)− ei(β), if σ and β ∈ st(Xî) for some i

0, o.w
,

which is a directed edge between dual points with the weight number ω(σ̂, β̂)
and direction from the node by smaller weight to the node with bigger one.

Definition 3.2. Let K∗
G be a simplicial game complex. The spanning tree

which is made by the union of dual flows of each comparable star is called the
local nerve of K∗

G. The gluing of all spanning trees of all comparable stars in
K∗

G by a label function l is called the global nerve of K∗
G.

It is obvious that there is an edge between two dual vertices if associated
simplices have the same adjacent (n − 2)-simplex. For every i, we have |Pî|
disjoint comparable stars and consequently local nerves. These local nerves
are used as a tool to make the nerve of a whole complex which is called the
simplicial game complex. Let l : {Xα} → m be a labeling function. So each
label distinguishes a unique base situation of the space Cn−1(KG). All disjoint
nerves are Labeled by l. These local nerves connect by gluing to each other
through the dual vertices of the same labels. The resulting global graph is the
global nerve of a simplicial complex K∗

G, cf., Algorithm 1.

Example 3.3. Let G be the paper-scissor-crop game. Suppose player 1 has
three mixed strategies, x1, x2, x3 and player 2 has three mixed strategies, y1, y2, y3
which are probability distributions on S1 = {P, S, C} = S2. The situation sim-
plices are 1-dimensional oriented edges [xi, yj] for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. It is obvious
that there exist 9 different simplices in the mentioned form which make P . Use
label function which is different colors in our vertices here as Figure 3.3. For
every 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 and each edge in P , we make st(Xαî

) by equation (7). Then
make the dual vertex and its weight of situation simplex in each comparable
star by equations (8) and (6), respectively. Using these data to make dual
flows of each comparable stars and its local nerve. Finally, we make the global
nerve by connecting these six local nerves through the same color vertices, see
Figure 2. By using the method of Algorithm 1, the complex KG will be Figure
3 which is a 1-dimensional simplicial complex in R3. Actually, the simplicial
game complex is the weighted boundary of Mobius strip.
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Algorithm 1 Simplicial Game Complex, K∗
G

Require: The situation set P , the number of players n, M={}, ST={}.
Ensure: A simplicial game complex, K∗

G.
for all strategy situation Xα ∈ P do
for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} do
construct the star st(Xαî)
construct the set ST = ST ∪ {st(Xαî)}.

end for
construct the label function l : P → {1, . . . ,

∏
i mi}.

end for
for all st(Xαî) ∈ ST do
repeat
for all strategy situation σj ∈ ST do

compute the dual point σ̂j and associated weight of σj

using equations (8) and (6), respectively.
end for
put all dual points to a queue, randomly.
Nlαî = {}.
while the queue is not empty do
pop the head dual point σ̂k from the queue.
construct the dual edge Ek = D(Xαk

).
Nlαî = Nlαî ∪ {Ek}.

end while
M = M ∪ st(Xαî).

until ST −M = {}
end for
for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,

∏n
i=1mi} do

for all Nlαî
∩Nlβĵ

do
conspiratorially glue the nerve Nlαî and Nlβĵ by f ,
for each vertex σ̂ and γ̂ in Nlαî

∩Nlβĵ
with l(σ) = l(γ).

end for
end for
randomly choose the vertex of a global nerve, σ̂0.
embed its associated strategy situation, σ0 and label it by (6).
put all the neighboring vertices of the random leaf to a queue.
while the queue is not empty do
pop the head vertex σ̂k from the queue.
embed its associated simplex σk and label it by (6).
put the neighboring vertices of σ̂k,
which have not been accessed to the queue, yet.

end while
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Figure 1: The local nerves, Nl

Figure 2: The global nerve, N

Figure 3: The complex, KG.
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4 Covering of game Complexes

For a simplicial complex KG, the discrete metric is defined by

d : KG ×KG → {0, 1},

d(σ, β) =

{
0, if σ = β,

1, o.w
.

The simplicial complex KG with the metric d is a topological space where each
simplex is open in KG. Discrete metric on the simplicial game complex K∗

G is
defined as follows

d∗ : K∗
G ×K∗

G → {0, 1}, (11)

d∗(σ∗, β∗) =

{
0, if σ = β, and f(σ)=f(β),

1, o.w
.

Obviously, the elements of Cn−1(KG) are situation simplices which are open
by discrete topology induced by d∗. For all sjii ∈ Si, we define

st(sjii ) =
⋃
Xî

sjii ∨Xî.

Clearly, there exists
∏n

k=1,k ̸=i mk numbers (n−1)-dimensional simplices in the

above union. The barycentric point of each strategy in st(sjii ) is

bc(sjii ∨Xî) =
∑
sî∈Sî

∑n
j=1,j ̸=i xjktjxj + xi

1 +
∑n

j=1,j ̸=i

∑lj
tj=1 xjktj

, (12)

where xi(s
ji
i ) = 1 and xi(s

j′i
i ) = 0. Equip each dual points in st(sjii ) with a

weight number by using the expected value number formula (1). For each
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have li stars of the form st(sji ). Consider the union of these
stars ⋃

s
ji
i ∈Si

st(sjii ). (13)

In (13), we have two kinds of neighborhoods. The neighbors in the i’th
level st(sri ), and neighbors that are defined between different levels sts(Xî) =⋃

sji∈Si
sji ∨Xî. In st(sri ), every simplex which is m-comparable with m ̸= i is
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adjacent in the i’th level, and they share an (n− 2)-simplex so we can define
a dual flow between dual points of these situation facets by equation (10),

ω(σ̂, β̂) = em(σ)− em(β), (14)

where σ = sji ∨Xî and β = sji ∨ Yî. Furthermore, the neighbors
⋃

sji∈Si
sji ∨Xî

are i-comparable strategy profiles with the pure strategy for the i’th player.
Hence, we can define dual flows in all kinds of neighborhoods.

Definition 4.1. The number of directions enters the dual of a simplex σ in
each neighborhood is called its degree on this neighborhood and is denoted by
deg(σ̂).

Let Zi be a nonempty subset of Si which is defined by

Zi := {sji |deg(bc(s
j
i ∨Xî)) = li − 1},

for some neighbor sts(Xî). Use elements of Zi to define sub-neighbors stz(Xî) =⋃
sji∈Zi

sji ∨Xî of sts(Xî). Now, for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and sji ∈ Zi define the

subset Ai(s
j
i ) of Pî as a collection of all Xî’s with deg(bc(sji ∨Xî)) = |Zi| − 1

in the all neighbors stZi
(Xî) =

⋃
sj

′
i ∈Zi

sj
′

i ∨Xî, which are made by sji ∈ Zi.

Definition 4.2. [8] Let K be a simplicial complex. A pair (CK , p) is a covering
complex of a K if

• CK is a simplicial complex. (It is not necessarily connected.)

• p : CK → K is a simplicial map, that is if [v0, . . . , vk] is a simplex in CK

then [p(v0), . . . , p(vk)] is a simplex in K.

• For every simplex σ ∈ K, p−1(σ) is a union of pairwise disjoint simplices,
p−1(σ) =

⋃
σ̃i, with p|σ̃i

: σ̃i → σ a bijection for every i.

Now, we can define the covering complex for a simplicial game complex as
follows.

Theorem 4.3. Let G be an n player non-cooperative game. The simplicial
complex

CG :=
n∨

j=1

Cj

11



where Cj is the weighted simplicial complex with simplices ((xj, Xĵ), ej) and
the projection map p : CG → K∗

G which is defined by

p(((x1, X1̂), e1(x1, X1̂))∨· · ·∨((xn, Xn̂), en(xn, Xn̂))) = (X, f(X) =
n∑

i=1

ei(X)),

is the covering complex of a simplicial game complex K∗
G.

Proof. For each Xî, construct stZi
(Xî). Consider the dual points and corre-

sponding weights of all simplices in stZi
(Xî). Clearly, we can compare these

weight numbers and so at least one of them is greater than others. According
to the definition Ai(s

j
i ), the Ai(s

j
i ) is nonempty. Obviously, Ai(s

j
i ) ⊂ Pî for

every sji ∈ Zi. Since every Xî ∈ Pî achieves its maximum in some sji ∈ Zi,
we deduce Xî ∈

⋃
sji∈Zi

Ai(s
j
i ). Hence,

⋃
sji∈Zi

Ai(s
j
i ) × Pi is an open cover

(with respect to the product topology of discrete spaces) for P . The cover⋃
sji∈Zi

Ai(s
j
i ) × Pi induces a cover on K∗

G which its open sets are strategy

simplices ∗σi = ((xi, Xî), ei)), and we denote them by

Ci := (
⋃

sji∈Zi

Ai(s
j
i )× Pi, ei).

Clearly, there exist n similar open covers for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. So we set

CG =
n∨

i=1

Ci,

which is a disjoint union equip with the product topology of discrete spaces
(11). Now, it is easy to see that the projection map p satisfies in Definition
4.2.

Definition 4.4. For all i ∈ N and for every Xî, the Best Response Bi(Xî)
of the game complex K∗

G is the projection of an open subset ∨ni=1 ∗ σi of the
covering space CG with associated dual of deg(σ̂i) = |li| − 1 in the associated
neighbor (

⋃
Xî∈Ai(s

j
i )
Xî)× Pi.

Theorem 4.5. The simplex p(X) is a mixed Nash equilibrium simplex iff for
all i ∈ N , we have X ∈ Bi(Xî).

Proof. First, we suppose X ∈ Bi(Xî) for all i ∈ N . Since deg(X̂) = |li| − 1 in
(
⋃

Xî∈Ai(s
j
i )
Xî)×Pi, the number ei(X) is the greatest number in {ei(si, Xî)}si∈Si⊂Pi

,

and by using definition of degree, we get

ei(xi, X̂i) ≥ ei(si, X̂i), ∀si ∈ Si,

12



and it is true for all i ∈ N . So according to the Definition 2.1, X is a Nash
Equilibrium simplex. Now, if p(X) is a Nash Equilibrium simplex then for
every component of X in the covering space, we have ei(xi, X̂i) ≥ ei(si, X̂i) in
(
⋃

Xî∈Ai(s
j
i )
Xî)× Pi for all i. It means that

ei(xi, Xî)− ei(si, Xî) ≥ 0, ∀si ∈ Si,

so deg(X̂) = |li| − 1, and by Def 4.4, it is a Nash Equilibrium.

5 Decomposition of a game complex

The set of dual cells of dimension t is denoted by Ct(bcsd(KG)) and is called
the dual m-chain space. These spaces are used to define dual chain complex
as follows

0→ Cn−1(bcsd(KG))
∂̂n−2−−−→ Cn−2(bcsd(KG))

∂̂n−1−−−→ . . . (15)

∂̂1−→ C1(bcsd(KG))
∂̂0−→ C0(bcsd(KG))→ 0.

where ∂̂ is the boundary operator on dual cells. Similarly, the dual t-cochains
of the barycentric subdivision complex bcsd(KG) is defined by

Ct(bcsd(KG),R) := {ft : Ct(bcsd(KG))→ R}. (16)

Equip vector spaces of m-cochains Cm(KG,R) with an inner product by

< fm, gm >m:=
∑

[s0,...,sm]∈Cm(bcsd(KG))

fm(s0, . . . , sm)gm(s0, . . . , sm), (17)

for 0 ≤ m ≤ n−1. The adjoint operator of ∂̂t with respect to the inner product
(17) is the co-boundary operator δt. So we have the dual co-chain complex as
follows

0←Cn−1(bcsd(KG))
δn−1←−− Cn−2(bcsd(KG))

δn−2←−− . . . (18)

δ1←− C1(bcsd(KG))
δ0←− C0(bcsd(KG))← 0.

The t-Laplace Beltrami operator on a dual t-cochain space Ct(bcsd(KG),R) is
defined by

∆t = δt−1o∂̂t−1 + ∂̂toδt.

We say that a dual t-cochain ft is harmonic if ∆t(ft) = 0.
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Definition 5.1. A potential game PG is a subspace of Cn−1(KG) for which
there exists a function Φ : P → R satisfying

Φ(xi, Xî)− Φ(yi, Yî) = ei(xi, Xî)− ei(yi, Yî),

= ω(X̂, Ŷ ),

in every component of the covering space K∗
G.

The sub-space HG of Cn−1(KG) is called a harmonic game for which the asso-
ciated dual flow subspace of p−1(∗σ) for every ∗σ in K∗

G is satisfied ∆1w = 0.
That is

(∆1w)(X̂, Ŷ ) =
n∑

i=1

∆1(ei(xi, Xî)− ei(yi, Yî)) = 0.

Theorem 5.2. The vector space Cn−1(K∗
G) has an orthogonal decomposition

of the potential, harmonic and non-strategic games, i.e.

Cn−1(K∗
G) = PG ⊕HG ⊕NG.

Proof. From the chain complex (15) and (18), we have C1(bcsd(KG)) = ker(δ1)⊕
im(∂̂1). Furthermore, δ1 is a linear operator on a vector space C1(bcsd(KG))
and ker(δ1) is the subspace of C1(bcsd(KG)), so we have C1(bcsd(KG)) =
ker(δ1)⊕(ker(δ1))⊥. Since we have (ker(δ1))⊥ = im(∂̂1), we get C

1(bcsd(KG)) =
ker(δ1)⊕ im(∂̂1). On the other hand, we have

ker(δ1) = C1(bcsd(KG))
⋂

ker(δ),

= [im(δ0)⊕ ker(∂̂0)]
⋂

ker(δ1),

= [ker(δ1)
⋂

ker(∂̂0)]⊕ [ker(δ1)
⋂

im(δ0)].

Furthermore, [ker(δ1)
⋂

ker(∂̂0)] = ker(∂̂1oδ1 + δ0o∂̂0) and ker(δ1)
⋂
im(δ0) =

im(δ0), so we get a decomposition for C1(bcsd(K∗
G)) as follows

C1(bcsd(K∗
G)) = im∂̂1 ⊕ ker(∂̂1oδ1 + δ0o∂̂0)⊕ im(δ0).

On the other hand, each flow in these components determine some adjacent
situations in the game complex K∗

G. So according to the Definition 5.1, the

adjacent situations of the flows in im∂̂1 is denoted by PG and the adjacent
situations of the flows in ker(∂̂1oδ1 + δ0o∂̂0) and im(δ0) are denoted by HG

and NG, respectively. Obviously, we get Cn−1(K∗
G) = PG ⊕HG ⊕NG.
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