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The problem of multi-agent learning and adaptation haaa#d a great deal of attention in recent years. It
has been suggested that the dynamics of multi agent learambe studied using replicator equations from pop-
ulation biology. Most existing studies so far have beentkehio discrete strategy spaces with a small number of
available actions. In many cases, however, the choicelablato agents are better characterized by continuous
spectra. This paper suggests a generalization of the atpliframework that allows to study the adaptive dy-
namics of@Q—learning agents with continuous strategy spaces. Insteidbability vectors, agents’ strategies
are now characterized by probability measures over contiswariables. As a result, the ordinary differential
equations for the discrete case are replaced by a systenuplecbintegral—differential replicator equations that
describe the mutual evolution of individual agent strategiWe derive a set of functional equations describing
the steady state of the replicator dynamics, examine tbé&itions for several two—player games, and confirm
our analytical results using simulations.

I.  INTRODUCTION

The notion of autonomous agents that learn by interactinly thie environment, and possibly with other agents, is a cen-
tral concept in modern distributed Al [23]. Of particulaténests are systems where multiple agents learn conclyreerd
independently by interacting with each other. This muljieiat learning problem has attracted a great deal of attedtie to
a number of important applications. Among existing apphes¢ multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL) algorithhave
become increasingly popular due to their generalityl[1, 4,30/ 17, 22]. Although MARL does not hold the same convecge
guarantees as in single—agent case, it has been shown tawelhik practice (for a recent survey, see [2]).

From the analysis standpoint, MARL represents a complexanyecal system, where the learning trajectories of indigidu
agents are coupled with each other via a collective rewarchamdsm. Thus, it is desirable to know what are the possible
long—term behaviors of those trajectories. Specificaly © usually interested whether, for a particular gamectira, those
trajectories converge to a desirable steady state (caked fioints), or oscillate indefinitely between many (pdysififinite)
meta—stable states. While answering this question hasprvbe very difficult in the most general settings, therebeen
some limited progress for specific scenarios. In particuidras been established that for simple, stateless Q-Hwpmith
a finite number of actions, the learning dynamics can be exashiising the so callegplicator equationfrom population
biology [&]. Namely, if one associates a particular biot@gitrait with each pure strategy, then the adaptive legrofr{possibly
mixed) strategies in multi—agent settings is analogoustopetitive dynamics of mixed population, where the speeiedve
according to their relative fitness in the population. Thariework has been used successfully to study various stiege
features of adaptive dynamics of learning agents [[7, 1620924--25].

With a few exceptions (e.g., see [18] 27]), most existinglists so far have focused on discrete action spaces, which has
limited the full analysis of the learning dynamics to gaméswery few actions. On the other hand, in many practicahacies,
strategic interactions between agents are better charattdy continuous spectra of possible choices. For itstamodeling
an agent’s bid in an auction with a continuous rather thacrelis variable is more natural. In such situations, agetategies
are represented as probability density functions defined acontinuous set of actions. Of course, in reality all teeisions
are made over a discretized subset. However, the ratiomialesing the continuous approximation is that it makes theadyics
more amenable to mathematical analysis.

In this paper we consider simpig-learning agents that play repeated continuous—strataggg. The agents use Boltzmann
action—selection mechanism that controls the exploragigrioitation tradeoff through a single temperature—ikeameter. The
reward functions for the agents are assumed to be functfa@mntinuous variables instead of tensors, and the agenegies are
represented as probability distribution over those vdggmhn contrast to the finite strategy spaces where theite@adynamics
is captured by a set of coupled ordinary differential equregj the replicator dynamics for the continuous—strategyges are
described by functional—differential equations for eagérd, with coupling across different agents/equations.

The long—term behavior of those equations define the stdath; sr equilibrium, profiles of the agent strategies. &hswn
that, in general, the steady state strategy profiles of fhlecegor dynamics do not correspond to the Nash equilibdrta@game.
This discrepancy can be attributed to the limited ratidpaf the agents due to exploration. In particular, for thdtBoann
action-selection mechanism studied here, explorationitses adding an entropic term to the agents’ payoff funttiwith a
coefficient governed by the exploration rate (temperatdrieds, when one decreases the exploration rate, the eeiatportance
of this term diminishes and one is able to gradually recdvecbrrespondence with the Nash equilibria. Furthermorggdmes
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that allowuniformly mixed Nash equilibrium, the steady state solution of thdicafor equation is identical with this uniform
Nash equilibrium for any exploration rate. This is becatmeuniform distribution already maximizes the entropierteAnd
example of such a game if provided in Secfion v D.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In the nextizeave provide a brief overview of relevant literature. In
Section Il we introduce our model, derive the replicatouaiipns for the continuous strategy spaces, and a set ofexbup
non-linear functional equations that describe the stetatg strategy profile. In SectignllV we illustrate the franoekvon
several examples of two—agent games, and provide soméedietasults for general bi-linear and quadratic payoffaaly, we
conclude the paper with a discussion of our results and Iplesfsiture directions in Sectidn] V.

Il.  BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK

Reinforcement learning (RL) [12, 23] is a powerful frameliorwhich an agent learns to behave optimally through a &nal
error exploration of the environment. At each step of inteoa with the environment, the agent chooses an actiondas¢he
current state of the environment, and receives a scaldoreament signal, or a reward, for that action. The agenesall goal
is to learn to act in a way that will increase the long—term alative reward. Although RL was originally developed farglie—
agent learning in a stationary environment, it has beengdseralized for multi-agent scenario. In the multi-agettirsy, the
environment is highly dynamic because of the presence ef dtfarning agents, and the usual conditions for converynan
optimal policy do not necessarily hold [5,/11) 21]. Nevel#iss, various generalizations of single agent learningrétgns have
been successfully applied to multi-agent settings|[L, 4,/20, 17| 22].

Despite some empirical success, theoretical advanceslii-agent reinforcement learning have been rather sc&eeent
work has suggested to utilize the link between MARL and agptir dynamics from population biology. Those equationgha
demonstrated very rich and complex behavior, such as sétysio initial conditions, and even Hamiltonian chaos || 29)].

A similar approach was used in [26], where the Cross Learmindel of [3] was extended to statele3slearning, and where
the link between multi-agent replicator dynamics and EWohary Game Theory was reiterated. The replicator dynamic
framework was also used in |16] to study advantages of I¢feamers in repeated coordination games, where some iganee
guarantees on certain games were obtained. Furthermaxtteanpt to generalize the stateless learning to a multe-stanario
was proposed in [7, 24].

In addition to discrete strategy spaces, recent work haseaded games with continuous strategy spaces. For instance
continuous strategy version of the prisoner dilemma has bessidered in [13, 14, 28,129]. Replicator equations irticoous
strategy spaces have been studied in the context of evotuticand dynamical stability inl[3, 6, /15]. The correspoigdin
replicator equation is similar to the one studied in the @népaper, except there is no entropy (mutation) term. Mxistiag
work in continuous strategy replicator dynamics has foduse steady state solutions that correspond to Dir&efseasures
(monomorphic population), and in particular, their stiypibroperties. In contrast, here we will examine steadyessalutions
that have continuous support that exist at any non—zer@egabn rate.

The work that is closest to one presented here is [18], whiadiesd continuous strategy replicator system with and auith
mutation. They established that for specific games, mutatiesulted in non-trivial modification to the equilibriutnusture
(see alsa [27] for an extension of the approach to anisatimoptation mechanisms). The difference between the workeadiod
the model presented here is the origin of the mutation ternhievin [18] the mutation was added as a generic diffusiveter
in the model studied here it has a very intuitive entropic mirgthat results from the Boltzmann action selection maitm
(seel[20, 25]). Specifically, the replicator equation in case results from minimizing a certain functional that mir@scent of
the so calledree energyrom statistical physics. This fact provides a very intgtpicture of the steady state structure.

. MODEL

We consider a system &f agents that are playing repetitive games with each othénelpresent paper, we assume a stateless
model, so that the reward for each agent depends only on tleetdee action of the agents. Let denote the action taken by
thei-th agent. Also, let:_; denote the collective action profile of all the agents ex¢epfithout a loss of generality, we assume
that the actions are restricted to the unit intervale [0,1],i = 1,2,..N.

The game proceeds as follows: At each time step, each ageoses an action, receives a reward that depends on the-collec
tive action of all the agents, and update his strategiesrdetgy. Each agent has@-function that encodes the relative utility
of actions. Those Q—functions are updated after each tiragant selects an action, according to the following reitéarent
rule [30]:

Qi t + 0t) = Qi(w,t) + adt[f(vi;v—i) — Qi(zi,1)] 1)

where f;(z;; x_;) is the reward of the agentwhen he takes the actian and the rest of the agents take the collective action
x_;, anda is the learning rate.
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Next, we have to specify how agents choose actions baség-fumctions. Among several action—selection mechanisms,
here we focus on the so call®bltzmann exploratiofiLZ,|23], where the probability density of selecting a mautér actionz;
is given as

pi(xs,t) = Ci(t)elQi@it) o

whereC; (t) is simply a (time—dependent) normalization constant:

-1
Ci(t) = [ / dxieBQi(“t)} : (3)

and wheres = 1/T is a parameter that controls the exploration/exploitatiadeoff, and has a meaning of inverse temperature
owing to the analogy with statistical-mechanical systeiste that in the zero temperature linfit — oo, the distribution
Equation 2 becomes strongly peaked over those strategies wiaximize the Q—function. This corresponds to the greedy
selection mechanism, where agents do not perform any etjos over currently sub—optimal strategies. Conveyselihe
opposite (high temperature) limit — 0, the strategy profile becomes independent on the Q—funeiahstrategies are chosen
randomly with equal probability.

We now assume that the agents interact many times betweeoomsecutive updates of their strategies. In this case, the
reward of thei—th agent in Equatiopl 1 should be understood in terms oateeage rewardwhere the averaging is done over
the strategies of other agents in the system. Specificaling the limitét — 0, we can rewrite Equatidd 1 as follows:

% = afri(wi,t) — Qi(wi,1)] (4)

wherer;(z;, t) is the average reward “felt” by theth agent:
ri(zit) = / "/dejpj(xjat)fi(xiax—i) ()
J#i

We want to eliminate),—s from the dynamics, so that the learning trajectories gpeessed solely through the agent strate-
gies. To achieve this, let us take the derivative of Equéionrespect to time:

i _ 9Ci 5, | ~ 5 50 0Qi
ot~ ot ¢ TOPTT (©)
Note that
dt = - U dIieﬁQi]Q = _ﬂcz(t)/dxlpz(xzat)an/at (7)
Combining Equatiorls| 2] 4, andl 7, we arrive at the following :
1 6 i ,Ti,t _ _
DATLE) (g ) = 7a(8)] — Tlimpa(as, £) + 5:(0) ®)

pi(xi,t) O(aft)

wherer; (t) is the expected reward of agerdveraged over the strategy profilgz;, t), ands;(¢) is the entropy of that strategy
profile:

7i(t) = /dxi"’i(xiat)pi(xiat)v , Si(t) = /dxipi(xi,t) In(p;(xi,t)) )

Equation$ B describe the mutual adaptation of interac@adgarning agents, and allow a very simple interpretatiotdeed,
the first term indicates that a probability of a playing a jgaiter pure strategy increases with a rate proportionah¢oaverall
efficiency of that strategy. This is reminiscent of of fitndssed selection mechanism in population biology. Thers&co
entropic term, on the other hand, does not have a direct gmalm population biology [20, 25]. This term is due to the
Boltzmann selection mechanism, and thus, describes thetsagendency to explore sub—optimal (in the sense of their Q
function) strategies. Note that f@r = 0 the entropic term disappears and the system reduces to nlrert@mnal continuous—
strategy replicator dynamics [|15]. With a slight misuseesftinology, we will refer to Equationis 8 asplicator dynamicgven
for T' > 0, when the entropic term is present.



A. Steady State Solution

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the Equsifibafter sufficiently long timepP;(z;) = p;(x;,t — oo). The
steady—state equation is obtained by setting the timevat&e to zero, which yields a set of equations (for each ggen

Pi(z;)[Ri(x;) — Tln Py(z;) + const] =0, i =1,---,N . (10)

whereR;(z;) = r;(z;,t — oo) depend on the collective strategy profile of all the agentdeseribed by Equatiohs 5, with
pi(z;,t) replaced byP;(x;). Let us focus on solution®;(z) that have continuous support on the interiggll], i.e., P;(x) is
strictly positive for allz € [0, 1], except maybe a finite number of points. Since Equafiohs ©Qldtbe satisfied for all the
valuesz; € [0, 1], then the expression in the parenthesis should nullify fat,avhich yields fori = 1,2, ..N :

Py(z;) = AieP i), (11)

whereA;-s are constants to ensure proper normalization of stegegi

Equationg 111 are coupled, highly non-linear integral éqnat whose solution determine the steady state stratediygsof
the agents. The coupling enters non-trivially through therage rewards received by the agents. Note, that in théesiagent
learning scenariok;(z) can be viewed as the reward received by the agent for plagmgttategy:. In this case, the steady
state strategy profile given by Equat[on 11 can be intergrasea Gibbs distribution for a statistical physical systeith energy
—R;(z) and temperaturé/ 3, and can be derived from the following considerations. lsediefine the following functional:

Pp(x)] = —/dwR(I)p(x) —T/da?p(x) In(1/p(x)) (12)

® is closely related to the concept fike energyfrom equilibrium statistical physics. It is easy to chechttiEquatior IiL
minimizes®, subject to the condition thai(z) is normalized. Indeed, introducing a Lagrange multipleatcount for the
normalization constraint, and taking the functional datiive with respect tg, we obtain

d®[p(z)] = —/d:v[R(:v) — Tlnp(x)) — const]op(z) =0 (13)

which again yield§ 1. This suggests that at non-zero teayes, the replicator dynamics will lead to a steady stea¢ ltas
non-zero entropy. Thus, generally speaking, the steady stdution of the replicator system will not correspond gy &lash
equilibria, if those equilibria are monomorphic. In thentémology of population biology, hon—zero temperature gasees
population diversity, and the monomorphic solutions areatiowed. Note that the actual degree of diversity if goeetby the
temperature. We expect that by decreasing the temper#tersteady state will converge towards certain Nash edquitibof

the game. Below we examine this question in more detail.

IV. EXAMPLES

Owing to the highly non-linear nature of the steady stateaiqos, they cannot be solved analytically in the most ganer
case of arbitrary payoffs. However, one can still estaklighortant results for certain class of games. In the rentinéi¢he
paper we focus on several such examples. We will limit ouss@®ration to two—player games. Leaindy denote the actions
of each agent. Then the steady state equations have theifadiéorm:

Pi(x) = AP = Aleﬁfdyfx(mvy)Pz(y) (14)
Py(y) = AgePFa) = AycP [ dnfr @) i@ (15)

whereA;, A, are normalization constants.

Below we will examine the above system for a number of gameswiW compare the steady state analysis of the replicator
equations with the equilibrium strategies of Q—learningrag obtained through Monte—Carlo simulations. The lattas
generated by having two agents interacting with each otim@ugh the corresponding game dynamical payoff matrix, and
adapting their strategies according to the Q—learning ar@ism Equation§]4 and 2 until they reach an equilibrium. Weeoved
that the simulations results generally agreed well withré@icator model, provided that the simulations paransesech as
learning rate and strategy discretization were chosetffiudbreGenerally, we found that the larger tethe smaller the learning
rate should be in order to reproduce the behavior predicteddoreplicator analysis.



A. Bi-Linear Payoff

We first consider games with symmetric bi-linear payoffsctire that has the following form:

fx(x,y) = avy +bx , fy(z,y) = axy +by, a #0. (16)

This game has a number of different pure Nash equilibria niéipg on the parametetsandb. For instance, if: > 0, then the
game has a (symmetric) pure Nash equilibriuniaty) = (1,1) or (z,y) = (0,0), depending on whethér> —a orb < —a.
Fora < 0,0 < b < |a|, there are two asymmetric NE &1, 1) and(1,0). Finally, forab < 0, |b|] < |a| there is a pure Nash
equilibrium atz = y = |b|/|al, and furthermore, any strategy profile with a méfdp|a| is a Nash equilibrium as well.

To find the steady state strategy profiles, we note that thageeeward of the agents(y) is a linear function of: (y):

Ri(z) = z(ay +b) , Ra(y) = y(aZ + b) a7)

wherez, 7 are the means of respective strategy profiles. Then, usingtegq11, we find that the steady state solution should
have the following exponential form:

My _ 2 yy
Pi(w) = — e, Py(y) = — e (18)
where we have defined
v = B(ay +b), v = B(aT + D). (19)

Next, we calculate the means of the steady state stratefjlepro

! —i,yz/dnyz(y)*;—i (20)

Tloem S l—e oy

T = /d:z::cPl(x)

Finally, inserting Equatioris 20 into Equation 19 to arrivéhe following self-consistency equations far, »:

5 =90n), 5 =9(n) (21)
where the fuctiory(~) is defined as follows:
1 1
o) =b+a| s - 7] 22

Thus, the steady state strategy profiles are given by Equséfi®, wherey;, 72 need to be determined by solving the system of
transcendental equatidng 21. As we show below, the natuhe sblution strongly depends on the choice of the parasetés
now examine this dependence in more detail.

First, let us focus on the symmetric solutions,= v2 = +, in which case Equatidn 21 becomes

7
B

Graphical illustration of Equation 23 is presented in Fafdr where we plog(y) together with the liney/3 for different
values ofb. Let us first consider the cage> 0 (Figure[1(d)). In this casey(~) is @ monotonically increasing function of its
argument, which tends thasy — —oo, and tob + a asy — oo. A simple inspection shows that fér> 0, the equation
has a unique solution that increases almost linearly wighitierse temperaturg Similarly, forb < —a, the equation again
has a unique solution, which decreases linearly with irgingg3. Thus, the steady state strategies are peaked arauné 0
(x,y = 1) forb < —a, (b > 0), with the width of the distribution shrinking linearly wit3.

The situation is different for the intermediate value$.ofndeed, it can be seen from Fig{ire 1(a), thatfar< b < 0, there
is a critical values, so that for any3 > j., there are three distinct solutions. Thus, the replicagoiagion has three different
steady state solutions given by Equatibnk 18. Our simulafiodicate that the steady state profile correspondingetedhution
in the middle (open circle in Figufe I{a)) is unstable; seedhpendix where the non-stability is illustrated anabjticfor a
specific choice of: andb. Our simulations also suggest that the other two solutiéiied circles in Figurd 1(3)) are stable,
and one arrives at either of those solutions depending oimitie conditions. Furthermore, it is easy to check thatraptotic
behavior of those solutions for large valuesiab v ~ +3|b|. Thus, in zero—temperature limit— oo the steady state strategy
profiles aref—functions at eithed or 1, depending on the initial conditions. This prediction wasfirmed in our simulations in
Figure[1(b), where we show the steady—state strategy pfofiee game withu = 1 andb = 0. The symbols are the results of

=9(7) (23)



15 10
o X-agent
1 O Y-agent
8 =10 :
05 . _ )
a9
0 S It
i g,
~0.5F--—-- e ]
-1 —b=0 2
—b=—0.5
15 b=-1
2100 50 0 50 100 % 0.5 . _
K z,y

@) (b)

FIG. 1: (a) Graphical representation of Equafioh 23d4et 1 and different values df, as shown. The straight line has a slo}xe(b) Steady
state strategy profiles far= 1, b = 0. The solid line is the analytical result. The symbols repneshe result of simulations.
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FIG. 2: (a) Graphical representation of Equafioh 23do= —1 and different values of, as shown; (b) Steady state profile for= —1,
b = 0.1, and different values of the inverse temperat@re The solid line is the analytical result. The symbols repnt¢she result of
simulations.

Monte—Carlo simulations, which agree very well with thelgtieal prediction. For this particular case, the steadgtesstrategy
is peaked around the Nash equilibrium paint y = 1. Following the discussion above, it is clear that while @asings, p(x)
will tend to a point mass at = 1.

We also note that asymptotic behavior of the solutions frgdavalues of3 is v =~ +/3|b|. Thus, in zero—temperature limit
8 — oo the steady state strategy profiles &réunctions at eithed or 1, depending on the initial conditions. This prediction was
confirmed in our simulations in Figufe I[b), where we showsieady—state strategy profile for a game with: 1 andb = 0.
The symbols are the results of Monte—Carlo simulationscivhpree very well with the analytical prediction. For thésticular
case, the steady—state strategy is peaked around the Naihragn pointz = y = 1. Following the discussion above, it is
clear that while increasing, p(z) will tend to a point mass at = 1.

Now consider the case < 0. The corresponding(y) is shown in Figur€ 2(d). Singg) is a strictly decreasing function,
Equatior 2B has only one solution, for any value$ ahd3. However, a simple analysis reveals that depending on tue va
of b, the asymptotic behavior of the solution for largés different. Indeed, fofb| > |al, the solution behaves asymptotically
asvy =~ =£|b|5. Thus, the zero—temperature steady state strategy prghie aorresponds to point massaat= 0 or z = 1,
depending on the initial conditions. For the intermediat@es oflb| < —a, on the other hand, the solution is almost independent
of 5, as it can be seen from the graph. In this case, the stea@ysstategies have continuous support for &nyrhis behavior
is depicted in Figurg 2(b), where we plot the steady staggegyy profile for different values @f. Note that increasing makes
the distribution more peaked initially, but it saturates $afficiently larges. This is demonstrated in the inset of Fig{ire 2(b)
which shows the dependence pfon the inverse temperature. Thus, even in the lifhit> oo, the solution will always
have a finite (non—zero) entropy. Furthermore, we obseetlie respective means of the strategy profiles convergesds
T =7 = |b|/|a|] @s increases. Thus, the steady state of the replicator dysaznitesponds to the mixed Nash equilibria of
the game as temperature goes to zero.

So far our analysis has focused on the symmetric solutiotisetsteady state equatidnd 21. For sufficiently smakhe



symmetric solution is the only one. However, above somécativalue of 3, another, asymmetric solution appears (strictly
speaking, there are two solutions relatediby y symmetry). This is shown in Figufe 3[a), where we comparéyéoal and
simulation results for a particular value 6f In simulations, we had to start from asymmetric initiabstgies in order to arrive
at the asymmetric steady state. The structure of the salgo be summarized as follows: While increasihghe strategy
around) narrows much faster compared to the strategy arduiithis is also shown in Figufe 3{b), where we plot the bifurat
diagram of the solution to Equationsi21. For sniglthere is only a symmetric solution; = ~2 = ~. Starting from a critical

(£, an asymmetric solution appears. In the limit> oo, one hasy; — —oo, 72 — o0, S0 that corresponding strategy profiles
Equation$ T8 converge to one of the pure asymmetric NE. Weralte that the symmetric solution exists at any valug,dads
shown by the dashed line.
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FIG. 3: (a) Asymmetric steady—state strategy profiles ferltirlinear game. The solid line is the analytical resultl #re symbols represent
the simulation results; (b) The “bifurcation” diagram ottkequatio 21; (c) lllustration of a cycle with periéd= 2. The circle represent
corresponding solutiong;, v2.

To understand the nature of the asymmetric solution, we rtrekéollowing observation: Consider the discrete map

Zi41 = Bg(2t) (24)

Clearly, the symmetric solutions to Equation 21 corresporttie fixed points of this map;* = 8g(z*). Furthermore, it is easy
to see that asymmetric solutions of Equafioh 21, if theytegisrrespond to the cycles of the nlap 24 with pericd 2. And
conversely, if Equation 21 allows an asymmetric solutibentthe map 24 necessarily has a cycle with peried2. A simple
inspection shows that far < 0, || < |a| such cycle exist for certaifi, as shown schematically in FigUre 3(c). Note that the
asymmetric solution appears at some critical valug.ofo understand why this is the case, recall that the steady ptofile

is the minimizer of the free energy. When— 0, the minimization of the free energy is analogous to maxingizhe entropy,
which results in a uniform distributions with = v, = 0. For finite but sufficiently smalb, the minimization is still dominated
by the entropy term, thus, the steady state profiles for bg¢imts will be close to the the uniform distribution. If onerieases

5, however, the role of the entropic term decreases, unsipie criticald the second asymmetric solution appears.

B. Quadratic Payoff

We now consider another important class of games where tfedfp@an be expressed through the following quadratic form

fx(zy) = —(z+y—2a1)°
fr(zy) = —(x+y—2az)? (25)

Here0 < a1, a2 < 1, and generally speaking; # as. Let Py (z) and P»(y) be the steady state strategy profiles corresponding
to this payoff. It is easy to check that the average rewarelgizen as follows:

Ri(z) = —(z+7-2a1)" - (y* = 7°) (26)
Ro(y) = —(y+7 —2a)* — (2% —7°) (27)
This suggests the following form for the steady state sjiate
Pi(z) = c(:fo)e_’@(””_””")2 (28)
Py(y) = clyo)ePv=w)® (29)
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wherec(zg), ¢(yo), are the respective normalization factors, and the funetjo) can be expressed through the error functions
as follows:

o(z) = 2\@ lerf(V/B2) + erf(VB(1 = 2)] ™! (30)

Combining Equatiorls 16, 27 ahdl29, we find the following tcamslental equations for the parametaysaindy:
xo = 2a1 — u(yo) (31)
Yo = 2a2 — u(zo) (32)

where the functiom(z) is the mean of a truncated Gaussian distribution centeredeaud is given as follows:

e—B-2)% _ o—pz*
26

Let us first analyze the symmetric case = a2 = a. Note that in this case the game becomes a pure coordinaioe,g
which has continuously many Nash equilibria givenaddy+ y* = 2a. Furthermore, it is easy to check that there is no mixed
Nash equilibrium. To see why this is the case, assume theargnand letP; (x) be the mixed NE strategy of the first agent.
Then, using Equation 27, it is straightforward to show thnet best response of the second agent is to play a pure strategy
Py(y) = 6(y — y*) with y* = 2a — T. However, if the second agent plays according to this puegesty, then the first agent
will do better by playing a pure strategy as wét,(z) = é(x — T).

Let us now consider the corresponding steady state steugtithin the replicator framework. The steady state strateg
profiles are (truncated) normal distributions centeredattp (o, yo) which need to be found from the system of transcendental
Equation§ 31E33. We now analyze this system in more defaiit &F all, we check for a symmetric solutia = o, for which
the system of equations reduces to the following equation:

nz) = z - ofz) (33)

e B(=z0)> _ ,—pa?
4p

Graphical representation of Equatfod 34 is shown in Fif{a§. 4\n inspection confirms that a symmetric solution is pre$or
any value of the inverse temperatiiteThe actual steady state strategy profiles correspondidiffévent values of3 are shown
in Figure[4(b), together with simulation results. Note ftimahe limit 5 — oo one has:y = yo = a, suggesting that the strategy
profiles of both agents become peaked arauirdthe limit of largeg.

xo = 2a — p(xo) = a + c(xo) (34)

15

0.5

g(zo)

(@) (b)

FIG. 4: (a) Graphical representation of Equafich 34; (bp8yestate strategy profiles (analytical and simulatioos)te coordination game
with ¢ = 0.5 and for three different values of the inverse temperafure

The picture above suggests that in the zero temperaturegdimb oo, the steady state strategy profiles sholud correspond
to the symmetric pure strategy Nash equilibriain = y* = a. Indeed, our results suggests that if one starts in theitycin
of the symmetric equilibrium, then this picture holds. Hoer further analysis reveals that the convergence to ymsrsetric
equilibrium is not trivial. To understand why this is the eaket us consider again the steady state equdiidns 3T aad@®hok
for the solutions of form:y 4+ yo = 2a. This leads to the following equation:

xo = 2a — p(2a — xq) (35)
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The graphical representation of Equatiod 35 is shown infleifl An inspection of this equation for vario@syields the
following observation: the symmetric solutiay = yo = a is the only solution, and for relatively small values @f the
replicator dynamics settles into this symmetric solutielatively quickly. However, increasing leads to the appearance of
continuously manynetastablestates that are characterized by the conditiehy ~ 2a. Thus, when the system starts close to
those metastable states, it can get trapped there for vegytimes, converging very slowly to the actual steady sthtdact,
the convergence times diverges@s+ oo. Also, note that the metastable state that the system Wilhta will depend on the
initial conditions.

1
0.8
0.6
§
=04 B=5
3 Lo ---B=10
0.2 S . |—B=50]
] :
O X €
1 x2
-0.5 0 0.5 1 15

FIG. 5: Graphical representation of Equation 35 shown feedhtifferent values of the parameter

Finally, we consider the asymmetric case # as. It can be shown that even small asymmetry can drasticabygh the
structure of the Nash equilibria. Consider, for instanhe,fbllowing perturbation of the game considered abaye:= a — 9,
as = a + 9§, with a = 0.5, and wherej > 0 is a small positive constant. It is clear that for any positivno matter how small,
the asymmetry leads to a single pure Nash equilibriufraty*} = {0, 1}. Our simulations show that similar behavior persists
for finite 3, and that the agents’ strategies drift towards the detastigrequilibrium points when one increasgsas shown in

Figure[6.

Py(z), Pa(y)
Pi(z), P2 (y)

0.4
T,y

(b)

FIG. 6: Steady-state strategy profiles for the asymmetrécigptic game with parametess = 0.45, a2 = 0.55, and for two values of the
inverse temperaturg@ = 10 (a) ands = 50 (b).

C. The Political Advertisement Game

In addition to simple bi—linear and quadratic games, whesdydical examination of the steady state structure wasiples
we considered other games for which the solution of the gtetate equation cannot be obtained analytically, so onddas
use numerical techniques. As an example, we consider thalksadl political advertisemengame, were two political parties
decide their expenditure levelsandy for campaign advertisement. The total number of votes @pédiing in the election is
proportional to the collective expenditure, and the frattf votes each party gets is proportional to individualengitures.
Thus, the payoff has the following structure:

z Y

.§C+y_x’ fY(xay):x+y_ya (36)

fX(xay) =
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It is easy to show that this game has a single non-trivial Naglilibrium atz* = y* = 1/4. Furthermore, a simple inspection
shows that there are no mixed Nash equilibria.

We studied the above game using both numerical solutiorieetoeplicator dynamics equations, as well as actual simuakat
of the game. In Figurie 7(a) we plot the steady state strategfilgpof the agents in the advertisement game. Again, thetisol
is symmetric. The strategy profile of each agent seems torteresl around the pure Nash equilbrium, with the exact sbhpe
the density depending on the parameterThe average strategy of an agent, definedas = [ dzP;(x)z is close, but not
equal to the Nash equilibrium point. However, the strategy average tends asymptotically sovhliue as one increases the
parametep, as demonstrated in Figre 7(b).

o X-agent
O Y-agent

0 0.2 0.4 oy 0.6 0.8 1 50 102 150 200

(@) ®)

FIG. 7: (a) Steady-state strategy profiles for the politazhlertisement game. The solid line is the prediction of émicator model, and the
symbols are the results of simulations; (b) Average styategpenditure) of an agent plotted against the inverse éeatpreS. The horizontal
line corresponds to the Nash equilibriuri = 1/4.

D. Investment Game

Our last example is a game for which the steady state of tHieadqr dynamics coincides with the Nash Equilibrium. Coies
a model of two—firm competition where each firm chooses arstmvent levels from the unit interval. The firm with the highes
investment wins the market, which has unit value, with tieskbn randomly. Denoting the investment levels of the plagsx
andy, the payoff structure has the following form:

1—z ifx>y;
fx(@y) =< -z ifz<y; (37)
% —x ifz=uy.
with a similar (symmetric) payoff for the second agent. Nibigt the game does not have a pure Nash Equilibrium. Indeed,
assume the contrary, and let be the equilibrium strategy of the first agentzif < 1, then the second agent will do better by
playingy = z* + ¢ < 1, while if x* = 1, then he will be better off playing = 0. At the same time, one can show that thereis a
Nash equilibrium where both players mix uniformly over thegstrategies. It is straightforward to show that the sanategy
profiles are also the steady state solutions of the repliegfoation. Indeed, note that for a strategy prafilg/) of the second

agent, the average reward of the first one is given as

Ry(x) =~ + /0 " P(y). (39)

Then a simple inspection shows that choosit(g:) = P(y) = 1 solves the steady state equations. This is shown in Figure 8,
where we also show the simulation results.

Note that there is an intuitive argument why the steady stbtke replicator dynamics corresponds to the Nash eqiuifior
for this particular game. Indeed, recall that the Nash @mjitilm minimizes the energy, while the replicator dynanmdaimizes
the free energy functiongl1L2, which, at non—zero tempeegats different from the energy. Those two minimizationestives
will generally yield different strategy profiles. For thiagticular game, however, the strategy profile that minimibe energy
also happens to maximize the entropy (and thus, minimizemtwpic term in the free energy), so that minimization ¢ifie
objective yields the same result.
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Pi(z), P2(y)
o S
(2]

0.2l * X-agent
o Y-agent
— Analytical

% 02 04 06 08 1
xr,y

FIG. 8: Steady-state strategy profiles for the Investmem&a

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we presented a generalization of the replicitaamics framework to study the dynamics of multi-agent
reinforcement learning with continuous strategy spaces.pYésented a set of differential-functional equations dleacribe
the adaptive learning dynamics in multi-agent settings. &lde derived a set of equations that characterize the stathyy
strategy profile of the learning agents. We demonstratedrhbytical framework on several examples, and obtainedesllent
agreement with the simulations results.

It was shown, both theoretically and through simulatiohat for the Boltzmann exploration mechanism, the long—tenit
of the replicator dynamics does not necessarily correspmtige Nash equilibria of the corresponding game—theaikgicstem.
The reason for this is the bounded rationality of the agentsharacterized by the exploration noise in their stratedipecif-
ically, the replicator dynamics at non—zero temperatuneimmizes an objective function that is related to the therymaaginic
concept offree energy We demonstrated on examples that the Nash equilibriuncevezed from the replicator dynamics in
the zero temperature limit — oc. Finally, note that for the investment game considered oiiSeIVD], the steady state of the
replicator dynamics coincides with the Nash equilibriaddsitrary3: The underlying reason for this is the strategy profile that
minimizes the energy (NE) also happens to maximize the pptam that the the same strategy profile minimizes both gnerg
and free energy. More generally, one can say that any uniftaeh equilibrium also serves as a steady state for the atptic
dynamics.

There are several important directions to pursue this warthér. First of all, it will be worthwhile to perform more rfimal
analysis of the steady state equations, and examine thesie$axistence and uniqueness of the solutions dependipayticular
payoff structures. Furthermore, we intend to extend outyaisabeyond two—player games, and specifically, considenas
with a very large number of agent¥, > 1, where statistical-mechanical approaches for analyri@agolution structure might
be appropriate. Finally, another direction of further egsh is to generalize the stateless Q-learning model ceresichere to
a more general model which will account for different statad probabilistic transitions between them. We believe shah
generalization will be possible by complementing the ieggibir equations with equations that describe the Markostwatution
of the states.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Jim Crutchfield for useful discussions leading te Work. The work presented here was supported in part by the
USC ISl Intelligent Systems Division’s Small Research Gran

Appendix

Recall that the steady state solution of the replicator gops for the bi-linear games is given by Equations 18, where
v1 = 2 =~ is to be found from EquatioisP1 and]22. Consider the easd), b = —a/2. It is easy to see from Equatibn|22
thatg(+) nullifies at the origin, so that = 0 is the solution of Equatidn 21; see Fig{ire 1(a). For suffityesmall 5, this is the
only solution. However, there is a critical valgg such that fors > (. two more solutions appear. This critical value can be
found by equating the derivatives of both sides of Equaiibat?/ = 0, which yieldsj3. = [¢’(0)] ! = 12/a.

Further, we note that the solution= 0 corresponds to a uniform steady state profff¢z) = 1,z € [0,1]. To examine
the stability of this solution, we introduce a small perafibne(x,t) so thatP(x) — P(x) + e(x,t). Note that relevant
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perturbations should satisff dze(z,t) = 0 due to normalization. We next linearize the replicator Eiure around the
uniform steady state profile, and obtain after straightoohcalculations

ia(x,t) = (aa: - E) /d:m:e(a:,t) —Te(x,t) (39)
dt 2
Next, let us definé = [ dzae(x,t), which describes the shift in the mean due to the perturbate multiply Equatiofi 39 by
2 and integrate over to obtain
dd a
B _(&-1)s 0

Thus, forT < a/12, or alternatively,5 > 12/a = (., any perturbation that shifts the mean of the uniform sotutwill be
amplified, indicating that the uniform steady state proflemstable.
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