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Abstract The paper first points out that the current and future radical change on social development mode leads to the unprecedented
necessity and urgency of theoretical and applied study on cooperative games. A concise summary is rendered for the literature on the co-
operative game model with a given task allocation scheme in a commercial alliance. Then the Nash Bargaining Model NBM and the
Nash Bargaining Solution NBS are systematically introduced. This is another type of cooperative game model which is originated by
John Nash and can be used to address the two-party game situation where the task allocation scheme is the variable decision. This paper
highlights a discredited expansion of NBM prompted by some problems in management science and called scheduling game and sum-
marizes the full work in several seminal papers on this discrimination. These results include the creative definitions on bargaining solu-
tion the modified game models the new bargaining mechanisms and the novel algorithms to yield a bargaining solution set . Final-
ly some promising further research topics on the discredited NBM are proposed.

Key words social development mode Nash cooperative game model scheduling game bargaining mechanism algorithm



