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A bstract

W e present a quantum solution to coordination problem s that can

be im plem ented with existing technologies. Itprovidesan alternative to

existing approaches, which rely on explicit com m unication, prior com -

m itm entortrusted third parties. Thisquantum m echanism appliesto a

variety ofscenariosforwhich existing approachesare notfeasible.
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The existence ofm ultiple equilibria in econom ic system s can lead to coor-

dination failuresand consequently to ine� cientoutcom es.Exam plesthathave

been extensively studied range from � rm s having to decide whether or notto

entera com petitivem arketand and how to position theiro� erings,to thecoor-

dinated resolution ofsocialdilem m asinvolved in theprovision ofpublicgoods.

Coordination problem shave long been studied in the contextofgam e the-

ory [1,2,3],wherethecoordination gam eisspeci� ed by a payo� m atrix which

yieldsseveralNash equilibria.Theseequilibriacan attim esgivethesam epayo�

to allplayers,in which case the problem isforthem to agree on which one to

coordinate,ordi� erentpayo� s,leading to a com petitive coordination gam e in

which playerspreferdi� erentequilibria.

A sim ple exam ple ofa cooperativecoordination gam e isthatoftwo people

having to choosedriving on the leftorthe rightsideofthe road,forwhich the

payo� m atrix isshown in Table1.Ascan beseen,therearetwoNash equilibria,

with equalpayo� s,corresponding to both driverschoosing thesam esideofthe

road.Thecoordination problem consistsin both drivers� nding a way to agree

on which sideofthe road to drive.

choice L R

L 2;2 � 3;� 3

R � 3;� 3 2;2

Table 1: Payo� structure for two driving choices: left (L),right (R).Each

row and colum n correspondsto choicesm ade by the � rstand second players,

respectively,and theircorresponding payo� s.

This and m any other instances ofcoordination problem s can be solved in

severalways. A � rst solution resorts to a trusted third party who knows the

preferencesoftheparticipantsand isgiven theauthority to pick an equilibrium

which isthen broadcasted totheplayers.In thecaseofcom petitivecoordination

problem sthetrusted third party m ay also haveenforcem entpowers,sincesom e

playersm ay wish to m ovethe group to a m orepreferableequilibrium .
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Another solution to coordination problem sinvolvescom m unication am ong

playersso that they can negotiate a choice. In the case ofcooperative gam es

even oneplayer
 ipping a coin and broadcastingtheresultasthecorresponding

choice providesan e� ective solution. In a com petitive setting,the negotiation

m ightbe such thatthe playerswish to choose theirequilibria atrandom asit

would then be perceived as a fair choice. This case would require a trusted

m echanism ofcoin 
 ipping overa com m unication line,which can be enforced

through cryptographicprotocols.

A third m echanism forsolving coordination problem sinvokessocialnorm s,

in which com m on knowledge ofthe participants’preferencescan distinguish a

given equilibrium from the others,as in the case ofchoosing the largestriver

as a boundary between two countries. Such distinguished equilibria are often

called focalpoints[1,4].

W hilethesem echanism scan solvein principlecoordination problem s,there

aretim eswhen none oftheseoptionsareavailable,eitherbecause they aretoo

expensive,slow ordi� cultto im plem ent,orbecauseprivacy worriespreventthe

participantsfrom using any ofthese options. Even worse,a constraintfrom a

largercontext,such asthe need to use a m ixed strategy,m ightm ake itdisad-

vantageousforplayersto have theirchoicesrevealed in advance. Furtherm ore

in caseswherecom m unication between partiesisasynchronousthereisthe ad-

ditionalproblem ofachieving com m on knowledge[2],i.e.allpartiesknow that

theothersknow how to act.A sim pleexam pleisthatofusing em ailto coordi-

nate a m eeting when oneisnotsure thatrecipientshaveread theirem ailsand

acknowledgem entsbeforethe startofthe m eeting [5,6].

It would appear that in these instances the only choice left for the par-

ticipants is to choose at random which strategy to pursue,which would lead

to m any instancesofcoordination failuresand a consequentreduction in their

respective payo� s. Nevertheless,as we now show,there is an alternative and

superior solution,which resorts to quantum m echanics to solve coordination

problem swithoutcom m unication,trusted third partiesorprearranged strate-

gies.M oreover,thisquantum solution isim plem entable in the realworld,thus
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m aking coordination problem seasierto solve.

The way quantum dynam icsallowsforthe practicalsolution ofa coordina-

tion problem is via the generation ofparticles in entangled states. Q uantum

entanglem entresultsin theappearanceofspeci� cquantum correlationsbetween

partsofa com posite system ,which can be exploited forquantum inform ation

processing [7]. In particular,param etric-down conversion techniques can pro-

duce twin photonswhich are perfectly quantum correlated in tim e,space and

often in polarization [8]. These photons can then be physically separated at

arbitrary distancesso thateach participantgetsoneoftheentangled particles.

In the sim plestcase,where playersface two choices,0,and 1,they can use

entangled particleswith two physically observable states,such astheirspin or

polarization. As shown in Fig.1,the corresponding state is then given by a

superposition ofthetwo correlated possibilities,denoted as(j0;0i+ j1;1i)=
p
2.

Ata tim eoftheirchoosing,each participantobservesthestateoftheirparticle,

resulting into a 0 or a 1 state,and m akes the corresponding choice. The key

aspectthatm akesthis technique di� erentfrom random choicesis thatentan-

glem entim pliesa de� nite correlation between the two m easurem ents,i.e.both

playersgeteithera0ora1,irrespectiveofthespatialseparation between them ,

and withoutcom m unication.

O ne could argue thatthis correlation could also be achieved classically by


 ipping two coins in advance,hiding them into two boxes given go the play-

ers which they then open at som e later tim e. However,unlike the entangled

quantum solution wejustdescribed,thisprocedurepredeterm inestheoutcom e,

which m ay notbe desirable ifthe playerswish to defer the choicesaslong as

possible.In thiscasean adversary m ightlearn how theplayerswillchooselong

beforethey actually do,and thusadjustitsstrategy accordingly.

To illustrate thisconsiderthe case oftwo playerstrying to coordinate on a

m ixed strategy againsta third one withoutresorting to previousagreem entor

com m unication,asin the caseofa coordinated attack on a rivalorenem y.For

the sake ofexam ple,consider the gam e ofrock,paper,scissors,in which the

two allied playersm ust m ake the sam e choice to have any chance ofwinning.
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Entangled pair

Figure1: A sourceofentangled photonssendsone each to the participantsof

a coordination gam e.

Ifthe allies m ake di� erent choices their payo� s are zero and the third player

getsa payo� of1.W hen the two alliesm akethe sam e choicethe payo� to the

alliesand thethird playeraregiven thepayo� m atrix oftherock,paperscissors

gam e,which isshown in Table 2.

choice rock paper scissors

rock 0;0 0;1 1;0

paper 1;0 0;0 0;1

scissors 0;1 1;0 0;0

Table2:Payo� structurefortherock,paper,scissorsforthepairofallied players

againstthethird player.Each row and colum n correspondsto choicesm adeby

the pair (assum ing that they are the sam e) and their opponent,respectively,

and their corresponding payo� s. For exam ple,the entry ofthe � rst colum n,

second row correspondsto the alliesboth choosing paperand the third player

choosing rock.

Thisgam ehasthe featurethatno singlechoiceisbest,i.e.thereisno pure

strategy Nash equilibrium . Instead,the beststrategy forrationalplayersisto

m ake the choicesrandom ly and with equalprobability,which givesita m ixed
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strategy Nash equilibrium with expected payo� of1/3.

For the fullgam e without coordination the pair ofallied players only has

1/3 chance ofm aking the sam e choice,and another 1/3 to win against their

opponent,leading to an expected payo� of1/9. Ifthey can be perfectly co-

ordinated their payo� would be 1/3. In this exam ple it is necessary to play

random choicesbecauseany a prioricom m itm entbetween theallied pairwould

no longerbe a random strategy,and therefore discoverable by observation. If

they instead use a pseudorandom num ber generator with a com m on seed,it

could be com prom ised by the opponentdiscovering eitherthe random pattern

orthe seed.O n the otherhand,ifone ofthe allied pairswere to use a perfect

privatecoin tossand com m unicated itto theother,itwould risk being detected

orjam m ed,leading to loss.

Using thequantum m echanism theplayersboth can haveundetectableran-

dom ness in their choices,no com m unication between them and stillm aintain

com plete correlation atevery period ofthe gam e. Entanglem entthus o� ersa

way for the playersto getcorrelated random bits they can use in addition to

any public,broadcastinform ation,withoutcom m unication orprioragreem ent.

Furtherm ore,thisquantum solution cannotbe achieved via a classicalsim -

ulation since we are requiring the absence ofany com m unication am ong the

participants. This is unlike the situation with other quantum gam es propos-

als[9].

Thus,quantum inform ation processing,which already o� ers the potential

forim proved com putation,cryptography and econom icm echanism s[10,11,12,

13,14]can lead to a perfectsolution ofcom plex coordination problem swithout

resorting to the com plex signaling procedures that have been discussed since

they were � rst studied system atically. In particular it solves the problem of

achieving com m on knowledgein the presenceofasynchronouscom m unication.

This quantum solution ofa coordination problem is not just a theoretical

construct,asitcan be im plem ented overrelatively largedistances.Ithasbeen

recently shown thatitispossible to produce pairsofentangled photonsusing

param etric down conversion,that can be sent separately over distances over
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m any kilom eters.Ifthe lifetim e oftheentangled stateislong,each participant

can then receivean entangled photon and perform a polarization m easurem ent

later,thusnothaving to com m unicatewith each otherduring thewholeproce-

dure.O n theotherhand,ifthelifetim eoftheentangled stateisshorterthan the

period ofthe gam e,photonscan be regenerated periodically,thereby requiring

atransm ission channelfrom thesourceto theparticipants(butnotbetween the

participants). In thiscase the advantage liesnotin avoiding the possibility of

blocked com m unication by an adversary,butin avoiding the detection ofa co-

ordinated solution.Thism akesfora feasiblequantum solution to coordination

problem s that can be im plem ented with current technology,in contrast with

m ostschem esforarbitrary quantum com putation.

Thisschem ecan also beextended to situationsinvolving m any participants.

Iftheproblem can bedecom posed into independentpairwisecoordination that

can be then coordinated ata higherlevel(hierarchy)then the solution we de-

scribed above can be applied to each pair. M ore interestingly, it has been

recently shown [15]thatitispossible to createentangled statesofm any parti-

clesin a single step and on dem and,which im pliesthatcoordination problem s

involving m any participants can also be solved using the schem e proposed in

thispaper.

Finally,thisquantum approach to coordination gam esism oregeneralthan

itm ay � rstappear,asitcan also beapplied to a variety ofeconom icsituations

thatinvolveachieving som eorpartialcoordination am ong m em bersofa group.

O neexam pleisseveralgroupsparticipating in an auction in which thevalue

ofan item to a person dependson whatothersin theirgroup get.Forexam ple

im agine bidding forconstruction toolsthatm em bersofa group share and the

auction isforeach item separately. In thiscase,the valuation dependson the

com plem entarity ofthegoodsthatthewholegroup gets,ratherthan who in the

group getseach item ,W hilem orecom plicated than thepurecoordination gam e

we discussed because,this problem also involvesa bidding strategy,and thus

the need for the group to coordinate without signaling to other groups. The

coordination partofthisproblem can be solved by having a source produce a
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quantum statejSigiven by an entangled statethatforthecaseoftwo particles

could be written as

jSi= ajAAi+ ajB B i+ bjAB i+ bjB Ai (1)

with the constants,a;b,chosen to favor a particular outcom e and subject to

the norm alization condition 2jaj2 + 2jbj2 = 1. Notice that these coe� cients

allow balancing the two partsofthe utilities involved in thisgam e,the desire

for coordination and for low cost to the participants. For exam ple, as cost

di� erenceincreases,onecould reducea,and increaseb.In otherwords,given a

costdi� erencebetween item s,onecan pick a suitablesuperposition ofstates.

Another situation where our quantum m echanism could be usefulis a co-

ordination problem in which each playerdoesnotknow othersinvolved in the

gam e,orthey wish to rem ain m utually anonym ousand avoid com m unication.

Ifthe interested playersare known to be m em bersofa largergroup [16]),and

entangled statesareeasilydistributed am ongm em bersofthelargergroup,those

playersinterested in coordinating their activities can use the entangled states

to ensureallplayersm akethe sam echoice.

As we have shown,the utilization ofsim ple properties ofquantum states

gives a solution to coordination problem s that does not require com m unica-

tion,trusted third parties involved in the decision m aking or prior com m it-

m ent. Equally interesting,this solution is achievable with today’s technology

and opensthe practicaluse ofquantum entanglem entin realworld problem s.
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