WINNERS’ MESSAGES
 Session 2: 
Period 1:

1°: Between 0 and 100 the average is 50; 2/3 of the average is 33.33. If everybody declared 33.33, the new target would 22.22. I tried to play 22.22, but I did not succeed, so I played 22.

2°: I thought that the number of participants was irrelevant. I thought the average number would be 50, therefore: 50(10/10)(2/3)=33.33. I thought everybody would have made the same calculation, so I played 22.

(Target number: 16.2;Winning numbers: 22)

Period 2:

I simply repeated the reasoning applied by the previous winners, thinking that the number of participants is irrelevant if we calculate an average value. Therefore I calculated: 50(2/3)=33.33; 33.3(2/3)= 22.22.

Target number: 16.08; Winning number: 22)

 Period 3:
The result in the previous periods has always been 22. I thought that every would have played a number close to that value, like 18, 20, and so forth. I calculated an average for seven people and multiplied it for 2/3.

(Target number: 16.66; Winning number: 14)
Period 4:

In the first period, I did not consider that others would have solved the problem so fast, so I played 33.33. The following messages induced participants to choose numbers close to the winning number. So I started to play 6, that is 2/3(9), that is 2/3(14), that is 2/3(22). But I only won in the fourth period. 
(Target number: 5.2; Winning number: 6)
Session 3:

Period 1: 

I chose that number because I calculated that there would be players declaring numbers close to zero, and players declaring numbers close to 100; and that would have compensated (….). 
(Target number: 15.78; Winning number: 15.33)
Period 2:

1) I thought that the previous target would have been the most likely number to be chosen. I made a simple calculation and acted consequentially. 

2)  I chose this number because I thought that in this period the average would be lower since all players would have been influenced by the previous result.

(Target number: 10.49; Winning number: 10.2)

Period 3:

Since everybody knows the mechanism by now, I calculated that all participants would play a number lower than the previous target. 
(Target number: 5.66; Winning number: 5.75)
Period 4:
I just repeated what the other winners did before me.

(Target number: 6.29; Winning number: 3.57)
Period 5:
I just took into account the previous contests and played a number lower than the previous targets.

(Target number: 2. 93; Winning number: 2.98)
Session 4:

Period 1:

I multiplied 100 x 2/3 = 66.66. I rounded this number to 60, divided it by 3, and got 20.

(Target number 20.62; Winning number: 20)
Period 2:

I chose 13, because since there was one participant less, I thought the target would be lower.
(Target number: 12.04; Winning number: 13)

Period 3: 
This is a game of chance, but the number I chose in the second period was far too high, so I decreased it a lot (I cannot rule out the possibility someone is playing 100 just to disturb).

(Target number: 10.38; Winning number: 10.18)

Period 4:

I thought that everybody would be influenced by the previous target (T=10), so they would have chosen a lower number. This is why a played 5, since if everybody played T<10, the result would have been more or less that one.
(Target number: 4.71; Winning number: 5)

Period 5:

I always played number lower than the previous target and this time it worked.

(Target number: 10.77; Winning number: 3)

Session 5:
Period 1:
Thinking that one needed to multiply by 2 and divide by 60 (20x3), I divided by 2 the maximum number that could be played, that is 100. 

(Target number: 21.88; Winning number: 25).

Period 2: 

I calculated an average of the possible numbers the participants could play (that is: (10+20+30..)/20) and multiplied it by 2/3.
(Target number: 18.81; Winning number: 19)

Period 3: 
1) I gave as numbers chosen by the 18 participants 20 x 18 = 360 and multiplied it by 2/3 (?).  
2) I calculated the average between the two previous targets and then multiplied this number by 2/3.
(Target number: 11.76; Winning number: 12)
Period 4:

 I assumed the average value in this period would be around the value of the previous target - that, multiplied by 2/3, would be around 8. I thought everybody would think the same way and  therefore I chose a number lower than 8.  

(Target number: 6.69; Winning number: 6.5)

Period 5:

1) I assumed an average close to the previous target and played the two third of it.
2) I thought everybody would notice that the target is decreasing fast, and therefore I played a lower number approximating the rate of decrease.

(Target number: 3.73; Winning number: 4).  

Session 6
Period 1:

1) The average of the numbers chosen by the participants has to be a number in the interval 0-100, therefore it should (more or less) correspond to 40  – considering nobody chooses very high numbers. After an easy calculation, I thought the number should be 25.
2) More than reasoning, I decided on intuition, thinking the average couldn’t be between 0-100, but between 0-50, therefore 25. 
(Target number:25.83; Winning number: 25)
Period 2:
I thought the majority of  the participants would have based their choices on the previous reasoning, considering the same average and then calculating the two third of it. Of this number I calculated the two third. 
(Target number: 14.39; Winning number: 14.15)

Period 3:

I based my choice on the reasoning the previous winners used and I thought the others would do the same. Therefore I calculated the number that would – approximately – be the target.

(Target number: 5.49; Winning number: 5)

Period 4:

Following the 3 previous messages I calculated the 2/3 of the previous value , hoping the others would be using the same reasoning. The numbers tend to get closer. 

(Target number: 5.26; Winning number: 2.31)
Period 5:

Following the previous messages, I calculated more or less the half  of the previous…(?) and played the two third of it. 
(Target number:2.28; Winning Number: 2.31)

Session 7 
Period 1:
1) Frankly, my answer was RANDOM!!! Since I have no Math training …anyway I made this silly calculation: (0-100)/20 x 2/3 = (0-100)x3/10, and I thought the target would be a number that could be divided by 3. (?)

2) I will be as sincere as possible. In this contest, my choice was only partially determined on the basis of reasoning. I executed the division substituting 20 for n; the result is 30, therefore every number should be divided by 30, I thought it would be less than 30. The choice of 15 was unfortunately RANDOM. 

(Target: 15.33; Winning number: 15).

Period 2:

I assumed 17 would be a number very close to S/n, and I simply played the two third of it. 

(Target number: 10.95; Winning number: 11.5).
Period 3:

I noticed that  the target is decreasing and the two previous ones differed of (about) five points. Therefore I  thought the next target would be in the interval 5-6.
(Target number: 5.04; Winning number: 5.5)

Period 4:

Based on the previous answer, I decreased the target of about 5 points and – luckily – I typed 1.33.

(Target number: 1.31; Winning number: 1.33)
Period 5:

At this stage, I supposed everybody would be expecting a target around 1.5, and therefore I multiplied this number by 2/3 and got 1. 

(Target number: 0.992; Winning number: 1)

Session 8
Period 1:

I considered the number of participants, their choices and the fact that we need to guess  the two third  of these choices and that these numbers couldn’t be neither very high or very low numbers. 

(Target number: 19.31; Winning number: 20) 

Period 2:

I used the previous target thinking the others would use that value.

(Target number: 12.94: Winning number: 14)

Period 3:

I calculated the two third of the previous target and noticed that the actual target is decreasing of about 1.5 points each time.

(Target number: 6.81;  Winning number: 6.95)
Period 4:

I calculated an average reasonably close to the previously played numbers, and multiplied it by 2/3.  

(Target number: 6.09: Winning number: 5.8)

Period 5:

Everybody plays a number lower than the one he chose before (?)

(Target number: 3.31: Winning number: 3.43) 
