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DEDICATORIA

IN MEMORIAM A MI MARAVILLOSO PADRE DR ISAAC FRANCISCO
CARRASCO FERNANDEZ QUIEN MURIO CUANDO ESTABA POR TERMINAR
LOS DOS ULTIMOS MODULOS DE LA MAESTRIA Y QUE ME DIO NO SOLO
APOYO FINANCIERO PARA PAGAR LA MAESTRIA, SINO EL APORTE DE SUS

' ENORMES CONOCIMIENTOS GUIANDOME PARA LLEVAR A CABO EL
PROYECTO DE TESIS DE GRADO, TAMBIEN, DEDICO ESTA TESIS DE
GRADO A MI MADRE, A MIS HERMANAS, Y A MIS SOBRINOS.






























SUMMARY
The research study analyzed the cooperative and noncooperative strategic conduct in
negotiation of Egypt, Sudan and the countries of the River basin of the Nile River on the
effects that the Agreement Framework of Cooperation of the Nile River of 2010 has had
in its relations In order to study the cooperative and noncooperative strategic conduct of
Egypt and Sudan with reference to the handling of variables like quotas of water and
areas rrigated by the Nile River, were decided by the test of Chi Squared for a level of -
0,05 decision (5%), Square Chi obtained n the table a value of 9,48, for a Squared Chi
of 36,6 whose area was infinitely smaller than the one of 5%, which demonstrated that
the differences were significant between the 5 countries wrrigated and not wrrigated by
the Nile River To start off, from these results it was come to handle a model of the
Theory of the Games the Dilemma of the Prisoner [mathematical test], supported the
results in the Theorem of Bayes [statistical test] [a priori, conditional probability,
combines and a posteriort] the analysis of the data tables and through decision tree of
Bayes revealed a noncooperative conduct on the part of Egypt, but not thus on the part
of Sudan and Ethiopia that were more cooperative The best strategy or optimal strategy
was [1,1] “the noncooperative™ strategy [] [for going away to hers, [Version of Robert
Aumann of the Dilemma of the Prisoner, the value of the game was of 325,000 The
obtained resultsimaximin principle] of the qualitative and quantitative matrices of gains
demonstrated of effective way that the relation between Egypt, Sudan and the countries
of the River basin of the Nile River with respect to the negotiation in the Agreement
Framework of Cooperation and the use of the Treaty of 1959 of waters of the Nile River
was expressed like a noncooperative game, with dommant strategies, symmetrical, of
variable sum, perfect information and two balances of Nash or correlated balance of
mixed strategies The validation of the hypothesis was realised through the theory of
Neyman - Pearson, the decision rule that was chosen was the Treaties and Agreements
negotiated common from 1959 to the 2010 between three (3) States of the River basin
of the Nile River outside smaller Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia The risk was assumed
that alpha o =0, therefore, the null @o =0 6, when giving us the smaller beta riskB=0 3 ;
than hypothesis (Ho) was accepted and the alternative hypothesis was rejected (H1),
that 1s to say, the quotas of water of the Nile River assigned by the Treaty from 1959 to
Egypt and Sudan will not cause that the conflict arisen with the negotiation n the
Agreement 1s solved Frame of Cooperation of the River basin of the Nile River of 2010
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propuesta, aprobacton y entrada en vigor de los anexos al marco o anexos a cualquier
protocolo

4 S1 un nuevo anexo o una enmienda a un anexo esta relacionada con una enmienda a
este marco o a cualquier protocolo, el nuevo anexo o enmienda no entrard en vigor hasta
el momento en que entre en vigor la enmienda al marco o en el Protocolo de que se
trate

ARTICULO 37
RELACION ENTRE ESTE MARCO Y SUS PROTOCOLOS

1 Un Estado no podré ser parte en un Protocolo de este Marco a menos que sea, o se
vuelva al mismo tiempo, parte de este Marco 2 Las decisiones bajo cualquier protocolo
se adoptaran tinicamente por las partes en el Protocolo de que se trate Cualquier Estado
de la Cuenca del Nilo que no ha ratificado un Protocolo podra participar como

.observador en cualquier reunién de las partes en ese Protocolo

ARTICULO 38
RESERVAS
Ninguna Reserva puede hacerse a este Marco
ARTICULO 39
RETIRO
1 En cualquier momento después de dos afios desde la fecha en que este marco ha
entrado en vigor para un Estado parte, que el Estado parte podrd denunciar el marco
notificandolo por escrito al depositario 2 Toda retirada tendré lugar tras la expiracion
de un afio después de la fecha de su recepcién por el depositario, o en la fecha posterior
que se indique en la notificacion de la retirada, que durante el Estado notificante
seguiran en obligarse por el marco 3. Todo Estado parte que se retira de este marco se
considerara como también haber retirado de cualquier protocolo y el anexo que es parte
4 Todo Estado parte que se retira de este marco, antes de retirarse, resolveran sus
obligaciones pendientes correspondientes 5 Las disposiciones del presente articulo se
aplicarén a la retirada de protocolos para el marco
ARTICULO 40
FIRMA
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