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Abstract : The implementation of school football policy involves many stakeholders, and balancing the interests of all
parties is the key to effective policy implementation. To this end, this research constructs a dynamic evolutionary game
model involving local football offices,schools,and parents based on the stakeholder analysis. Matlab is used to simulate
and analyze the evolutionary paths and the decision-making behaviors of the three parties. The results show that:local
school football association, school, parents tripartite probabilities of initial strategy interact with each other. Different
probability values have a differentiated impact for the rate of tripartite main part converging to the ideal condition. The
choices of initial strategies interplay among the three parties,and when the initial probability of the three parties reaches
a high level ,the dynamic system is more likely to reach an ideally stable state. The revenue of the local school football
office has a positive effect on the system convergence to the ideal state,and the higher the revenue,the faster the system
converges to the ideally stable state. In order to promote the three parties’ strategic choice to converge to the equilibrium
state of interests, policy suggestions are made in terms of promoting the recognition of the value and the willingness of the
three parties to participate, establishing an interest expression mechanism and reducing information asymmetry, and
improving the implementation assessment mechanism and as well as the supervision and evaluation system.
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Table 1 Relevant parameter assumptions
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Table 2 Matrix of tripartite mixed strategy game
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