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Abstract

We present a unified framework for characterizing local Nasuilibria in continuous games
on either infinite—dimensional or finite—dimensional noorex strategy spaces. We provide intrinsic
necessary and sufficient first— and second—order condigossaring strategies constitute local Nash
equilibria. We term points satisfying the sufficient coratit differential Nash equilibria Further, we
provide a sufficient condition (non—degeneracy) guaramgedifferential Nash equilibria are isolated
and show that such equilibria are structurally stable. Vésent tutorial examples to illustrate our results

and highlight degeneracies that can arise in continuousggam

. INTRODUCTION

Many engineering systems are complex networks in whicHligest actors make decisions
regarding usage of shared, yet scarce, resources. Ganmy firewides established techniques
for modeling competitive interactions that have emergedoats for analysis and synthesis of

systems comprised of dynamically—coupled decision—ngpgents possessing diverse and oft—
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opposing interests (see, e.gl [1]} [2]). We focus on gamdis avifinite number of agents where
their strategy spaces are continuous, either a finite—draral differentiable manifold or an
infinite—dimensional Banach manifold.

Previous work on continuous games with convex strategyespaind player costs led to global

characterization and computation of Nash equilibria [S]-Adding constraints led to extensions
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of nonlinear programming concepts, such as constraintfgpadiion conditions, to games with
generalized Nash equilibrial[6]Z[8]. Imposing a diffeiabte structure on the strategy spaces
yielded other global conditions ensuring existence anduemness of Nash equilibria and Pareto
optima [9]-[11]. In contrast, we aim to analytically chatexize and numerically computecal
Nash equilibria in continuous games on non—convex straspgges.

Bounding the rationality of agents can resultnryopic behavior [12], meaning that agents
seek strategies that that are optimal locally but not necigglobally. Further, it is common
in engineering applications for strategy spaces or plagstscto be non—convex, for example
when an agent’s configuration space is a constrained set fieeedtiable manifold([13],[[14].
These observations suggest that techniques for chamatteri and computation of local Nash
equilibria have important practical applications.

Motivated by systems with myopic agents and non—convesegfysspaces, we seek an intrinsic
characterization for local Nash equilibria that is strually stable and amenable to computation.
By generalizing derivative—based conditions for localimplity in nonlinear programming [15]
and optimal control[[16], we provide necessary first— andsdeorder conditions that local
Nash equilibria must satisfy, and further develop a secordkr sufficient condition ensuring
player strategies constitute a local Nash equilibrium. fent points satisfying this sufficient
conditiondifferential Nash equilibria. In contrast to a pure optimization problehis second—
order condition is insufficient to guarantee a differenti#lsh equilibrium is isolated; in fact,
games may possess a continuum of differential Nash egailidence, we introduce an additional
second—order condition ensuring a differential Nash é@muiim is isolated.

Verifying that a strategy constitutes a Nash equilibriunman—trivial strategy spaces requires
testing that a non—convex inequality constraint is satisbe an open set, a task we regard
as generally intractable. In contrast, our sufficient cbods for local Nash equilibria require
only the evaluation of player costs and their derivativesiagle points. Further, our framework
allows for numerical computations to be carried out wherygugl strategy spaces and cost
functions are non—convex. Hence, we provide tractablestimolcharacterization and computation
of differential Nash equilibria in continuous games.

We show that non—degenerate differential Nash equilitmgassructurally stable; hence, mea-
surement noise and modeling errors that give rise to a negalne do not result in drastically

different equilibrium behavior—a property that is deslealn both the design of games as



well as inverse modeling of agent behavior in competitiveiremments. Further, structural
stability ensures that following the flow generated by thedggnt of each player’s cost converges
locally to a stable, non—degenerate differential Nashldgium. We remark that non—degenerate
differential Nash equilibria are generic in the finite—dim®nal case [17].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In sedctibn Ipvesent the game formulation in
both the finite—dimensional and infinite—dimensional ca§e.follow with the characterization
of local Nash equilibria in Sectidn Jll. Throughout the papee carry an example that provides
insight into the importance of the results and in Sedtibn \fetarn to the example in more detail.
Finally, we conclude with discussion in Sectiod VI. The resagy mathematical background and

notation is contained in the Appendix.

II. GAME FORMULATION

The theory of games we consider concerns interaction betweknite number of rational
agents generally having different interests and objestiWe refer to the rational agents as
players Competition arises due to the fact that the players havesipg interests.

Let us begin by considering a game in which we haveelfish players with competing
interests. The strategy spaces are topological spétesr eachi € {1,...,n}. Note these can
be finite—dimensional smooth manifolds or infinite—dimensi Banach manifolds. We denote
the joint strategy space hy/ = [[_, M;. The players are each interested in minimizing a cost
function representing their interests by choosing an eterftem their strategy space. We define
playeri's cost to be a twice—differentiable functiof e C?(M,R). The following definition
describes the equilibrium behavior we are interested in:

Definition 1: A strategy(us,...,u,) € M is a local Nash equilibrium if there exist open
setsW; ¢ M; such thatu; € W; and for each € {1,...,n}

fi(ulv"'vuiv"'vun) <fi(U1,...,U§,...,Un), (l)

for all v, € W;\{w;}. Further, if the above inequalities are strict, then we &ay ..., u,) is
a dtrict local Nash equilibrium. If W; = M; for eachi, then (uy,...,u,) is a global Nash
equilibrium.

Simply put, the above definition says that no player can teriddly deviate from the Nash

strategy and decrease their cost.



Before we move on to the characterization of local Nash éwial we describe the types of
games the results apply to and why they are important in eeging applications.

Continuous games with finite—dimensional strategy spamedescribed by the player strategy
spaces\/y, ..., M,, and their cost function§f, ..., f,). They arise in a number of engineering
and economic applications, for instance, in modeling ohet-decision making problems arising
in transportation, communication and power networks [[B}- On the other hand, continuous
games with infinite—dimensional strategy spaces, regaadesben—loop differential games, are
used in engineering applications in which there are agemipled through dynamics. They arise
in problems such as building energy management [21], ttawve optimization in transportation
networks [22], and integration of renewables into energsteawns [[23].

Open-loop differential games often come in the followingroLet L,[0, 7] denote the space
of square integrable functions froffi, 7] = R into R™. For ann—player game, strategy spaces
are Banach manifolds)/; for ¢ € {1,...,n}, modeled onL,[0,T]. For eacht € [0,T], let

x(t) € R™ denote the state of the game. The state evolves accordirige tdynamics
z(t) = h(z(t),ui(t),...,u(t)) Vtel0,T] 2

wherew; € M; is playeri's strategy. We assume thatz, us,...,u,) is continuously differ-
entiable, globally Lipschitz continuous and all the detives in all its arguments are globally
Lipschitz continuous. We denote by(ui, ..., u,) = f;(z@@-u—u)(T)) playeri’s cost func-
tion. The superscript notation on the staténdicates the dependence of the state on the initial
state and the strategies of the players. EActs assumed twice continuously differentiable so
that eachf; is C*-Fréchet—differentiablé [16, Thm. 5.6.10]. We pose edaler’s optimization

problem as
I%inﬁ(x(x(O),ul ..... Ugyenry un)(T)). (3)
The costate for player evolves according to
pi(t) = —pi(t)g—Z(:c(t),ul(t), o ui(t), o un(t)) (4)
with final time condition
pi(T) = Do fi(ae Ot (1)), ©)

The derivative of the—th player’s cost function is given by

(D fi)(t) = pi(t) SZ (x(t),ug, .. ui(t), ..., un(t)). (6)




Before we dive into the details, let us consider a simple gtarthat exhibits very interesting
behavior.
Example 1 (Betty—SuelConsider a two player game between Betty and Sue. Let Betty's

strategy space b&/; = R and her cost functiorf; (uy, us) = % — uyug. Similarly, let Sue’s

uqu9. This game can be thought

2
Yo _
2

of as an abstraction of two agents in a building occupyingiadjg rooms. The first term in

strategy space h&/, = R and her cost functioffy (uy, us) =

each of their costs represents an energy cost and the semromdsta cost from thermodynamic
coupling. The agents try to maintain the temperature at aatkset—point in thermodynamic
equilibrium.

Definition[1 specifies that a poirip, ¢) is a Nash equilibrium if no player can unilaterally
deviate and decrease their cost, ife(p, q) < fi(ui,q) for all u; € R and fo(p, q) < fo(p, uz)
for all u, € R.

Fix Sue’s strategy:, = ¢, and calculate

leIZ%_ul_q (7)

aul B
Then, Betty’s optimal response to Sue playimg= ¢ is u; = ¢. Similarly, if we fix u; = p,

then Sue’s optimal response to Betty playimg= p is uy = p. For all u; € R\{q}
2 u2

-5 <3 g ®)
so thatfi(q,q) < fi(uq,q) for all u; € R\{q}. Again, similarly, for allu, € R\{p}
2 2
-5 < ©)

so thatfo(p,p) < fa(p,ug) for all uy € R\{p}. Hence, all the points on the line, = wu, in
M, x M, = R? are strict local Nash equilibria—in fact, they are stricblghl Nash equilibrialll
As the above example shows, continuous games can exhihiti@meom of equilibria. Through-

out the text we will return to this example.

[Il. CHARACTERIZATION OF LOCAL NASH EQUILIBRIA

In this section, we characterize local Nash equilibria byafpeling results in nonlinear pro-
gramming and optimal control that provide first— and seconder necessary and sufficient
conditions for local optima.

The following definition of a differential game form is due &ein [24].



Definition 2: A differential game form is a differential 1I-form w : M; x --- x M,, —
T*(M; x --- x M,) defined by

w = ¥, o df; (10)
i=1

where),,, are the natural bundle maps defined[inl (28) that annihilaieetttomponents of the
covectordf; not corresponding td/;.

Remark 1:If each MM; is a finite—dimensional manifold of dimensiom;, then the differential
game form has the following coordinate representation:

noMi A g -1 )

wy = ;; Afroe™) Zaoy;o ) ayi (11)
where (U, ¢) is a product chart on\/ at v = (uy,...,u,) with local coordinatey;,...,
y Y,y and whereU = [, U; andp = X, »;. In addition, f; o ¢! is the
coordinate representation ¢f for i € {1,...,n}. In particular,p;(u;) = (y},...,y"") where
eachyg : U; — R is a coordinate function so thdyg is its derivative. [ |
The differential game form captures a differential view be tstrategic interaction between
the players. Indeed, indicates the direction in which the players can changer thieategies
to decrease their individual cost functions most rapidlgteNthat each player’s cost function
depends on its own choice variable as well as all the othgrepdachoice variables. However,
each player can only affect their payoff by adjusting theuncstrategy.

Definition 3: A strategyu = (uq,...,u,) € My x---x M, is a differential Nash equilibrium
if w(u) =0 and D2 f;(u) is positive—definite for eache {1,...,n}.

The second-order conditions used to define differentiahNaguilibria are motivated by results
in nonlinear programming that use first— and second—ordaditions to assess whether a critical
point is a local optima [16], [15].

The following proposition provides first— and second-ordecessary conditions for local
Nash equilibria. We remark that these conditions are resoérit of those seen in nonlinear
programming for optimality of critical points.

Proposition 1:1f v = (uy,...,u,) is a local Nash equilibrium, then(u) = 0 and D? f;(u)
is positive semi-definite for eache {1,...,n}.

Proof: Suppose that, = (uq,...,u,) € M is a local Nash equilibrium. Then,

fitw) < filur, ..o uly . uy), YV oul € Wi\{u;} (12)



for openW,; < M;, i € {1,...,n}. Suppose that we have a product chdrty), whereU =
[1i-, Ui andyp = X!, ¢;, such that e U.

Let v;(u;) = v; for eachi. Then, sincep is continuous, for eache {1,...,n}, we have that
for all v} € ;(W; n U;)\{p:(u;)},

fioo v, ... vy v0) < fio Mg, .0k vp). (13)

Now, we apply Proposition 1.1.1 from [15], #/; is finite—dimensional, or Theorem 4.2.3(1)
and Theorem 4.2.4(a) frorh [16], i¥/; is infinite—dimensional, tg; o o ~1. We conclude that for
eachie {1,...,n}, Di(fioo ") (v1,...,v,) =0 and for allv € ;(U; n W;),

Di(fio o™ )(vr,. .. va) (v, v) = oy, (14)

i.e. it is a positive semi—definite bilinear form an(U; n W;).

Invariance of the stationarity of critical points and thelem of the Hessian with respect to
coordinate change gives us(u) = 0 and D2 f;(u) is a positive semi—definite for eache
{1,...,n}. n

We now show that the conditions defining a differential Naghilbrium are sufficient to
guarantee a strict local Nash equilibrium.

Theorem 1:A differential Nash equilibrium is a strict local Nash edjoilum.

Proof: Suppose that = (ug,...,u,) € M is a differential Nash equilibrium. Then, by the
definition of differential Nash equilibriumy(u) = 0 and D? f;(u) is positive definite for each
i€ {1,...,n}. The second-derivative conditions imply tHat (f;oo~)(vy, . .., v,) is a positive—
definite bilinear form wherey;, = ¢;(u;) for any coordinate chartU, ), with ¢ = X, ¢,

U =110, andu; € U; for eachi € {1,...,n}.

Using the isomorphism introduced in the appendix[inl (27);) = 0 implies that for each
i € {1,...,n}, Di(fi oo YH(vy,...,v,) = 0. Let E; be the model space, i.e. the under-
lying Banach space, in either the finite—dimensional or itgi#dimensional case. Applying
either Proposition 1.1.3 froni [15] or Theorem 4.2.6 (a) fr{ibd] to to eachf; o o' with
(p1(ur), .oy pim1 (1), piv1(wiv1), - - -, on(uy,)) fixed yields a neighborhoodil; < E; such
that for all v’ € W,

fioo v, .. v 00) < fioe Hur, .. 0L v). (15)



Since is continuous, there exists a neighborhddd= M; of u; such that forV; = o; (W)
and allu} € V;\{u;},

/

filug, ooty un) < filug, oo ug, oo uy). (16)

Therefore, differential Nash equilibria are strict locadsth equilibria. Due to the fact that both
w(u) = 0 and definiteness of the Hessian are coordinate invariaistjglindependent of choice
of coordinate chart. [ |

We remark that the conditions for differential Nash equidbare not sufficient to guarantee
that an equilibrium is isolated.

Example 1 (Betty—Sue: Continuum of Differential Naskgturning to the Betty—Sue example,
we can check that at all the points such that= uy, w(uy,us) = 0 and D2 f;(uy, us) =1 > 0
for eachi € {1, 2}. Hence, there is a continuum of differential Nash equititiri this game.l
We propose a sufficient condition to guarantee that diffegmeMNash equilibria are isolated. We
do so by combining ideas introduced by Rosen for convex gamiisconcepts from Morse
theory, in particular second—order conditions on non—degee critical points of real-valued
functions on manifolds.

At a differential Nash equilibriunu = (u4, ..., u,), consider the derivative of the differential

game form
dw = Y d(tr, o dfy). (17)
i=1

Intrinsically, this derivative is a tensor fielth € T)(M); at a pointu € M wherew(u) = 0 it is
a bilinear form constructed from the uniquely determinedticmous, symmetric, bilinear forms
{@fiu)}i,-

Theorem 2if u = (u4, ..., u,) is a differential Nash equilibrium andlu(«) is non—degenerate,
thenw is an isolated strict local Nash equilibrium.

Proof: Sinceu is a differential Nash equilibrium, Theorem 1 gives us thas i strict local
Nash equilibrium. The following argument shows that it isléded. Choose a coordinate chart
(U, @) with ¢ = X", ¢; andU = [[_, U;. Let E denote the underlying model space of the
manifold M; x --- x M,. Define the mag; : £ — E by

9(p(u)) = Z Di(fio ™) (p(u) (18)



Note thatg is the coordinate representation of the differential gamenfw. Zeros of the
function ¢ define critical points of the game and its derivative at caitipoints isdw. Since
u is a differential Nash equilibriumyp(u) = 0. Further, sincedw(u) is non—-degenerate—the
map A(v)(w) = dw(u)(v,w) is a linear isomorphism—we can apply the Inverse Function
Theorem [[25, Thm. 2.5.2] to get thatis a local diffeomorphism at, i.e. there exists an
open neighborhood” of u such that the restriction of to V' establishes a diffeomorphism
betweenV and an open subset df. Thus, onlyy(u) could be mapped to zero neafu).
Non-degeneracy ofw(u) is invariant with respect to choice of coordinates. Theeefa is
isolated. [ |

Definition 4: Differential Nash equilibira: = (uy, .. ., u,) such thatdw(u) is non—degenerate
are termecdhon—degenerate differential Nash equiliaria

Example 1 (Betty—Sue: Degeneracy and Breaking Symm®&eturn again to the Betty—Sue
example in which we showed that there is a continuum of Nasiilieda; in fact, all the points

on the lineu; = u, are differential Nash equilibria and at each of these poidshave

1 -1
dw(uy, ug) = (29)
—1 1

so thatdet(dw(uy, u3)) = 0. Hence, all of the equilibria ardegenerateBy breaking the symme-
try in the game, we can makeé, 0) a non—degenerate differential Nash equilibrium; i.e. we ca
remove all but one of the equilibria. Indeed, let Betty'stdoes given byfl(ul,ug) = “; — QU Us
and let Sue’s cost remain unchanged. Then the local repegsen of the derivative of the

differential game formo of the game(fl, f2) is

1 _
do(us, up) = ¢ (20)
—1 1

Thus for any value of: # 1, (0,0) is a non—degenerate differential Nash equilibrium. This
shows that small modeling errors can remove degenerardiffial Nash equilibria. [ |

In a neighborhood of a non—degenerate differential Naslhliequm there are no other Nash
equilibria. This property is desirable particularly in #ipptions where a central planner is
designing incentives to induce a socially optimal or othisemesirable equilibrium that optimizes
the central planner’s cost; if the desired equilibrium desi on a continuum of equilibria, then

due to measurement noise or myopic play, agents may be iddagalay a nearby equilibrium
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that is suboptimal for the central planner. In Secfidn V, wieed Examplé |1l by introducing a
central planner. But first, we show that non—degenerateréifitial Nash equilibria are structurally

stable.

IV. STRUCTURAL STABILITY

Examples demonstrate that global Nash equilibria may ¢apersist under arbitrarily small
changes in player costs [10]. A natural question arises:odal INash equilibria persist under
perturbations? Applying structural stability analysisnfr dynamical systems theory, we answer
this question affirmatively for nondegenerate differdntiash equilibria subject to smooth
perturbations in player costs.

Let M = My, x ---x M, and f,..., f, : M — R be C? player cost functionsy : M —
T*M the associated differential game forin](10), and suppose M is a non—degenerate
differential Nash equilibrium, i.ev(u) = 0 anddw(u) is non—degenerate. We show that for all
ﬁ- e C”(M,R) sufficiently close tof; there exists a unique non—degenerate differential Nash
equilibriumwz € M for (fl, . .,fn) nearu.

Proposition 2 (Parameterized Structural Stabilitiyon—degenerate differential Nash equilibria
are parametrically structurally stable: givén. .., f, € C*(M,R), (1,...,¢, € C*(M,R), and a
non—degenerate differential Nash equilibriune M for (f1,..., f.), there exist neighborhoods
UcRof 0andW < M of v such that for alls € U there exists a unique non—degenerate
differential Nash equilibriumi(s) € W for (fi + sCi,. .., fa + 8Ca).

Proof: Definefj My x - x M, x R— R by

Filu,s) = fi(u) + s¢;(u)
and@ : My x -+ x M, x R - T*(M; x --- x M,,) by
Z M; odflus

forall se R andu e M; x --- x M, and Whereszi s TH(My x - x M, x R) — T*(M; x

- x M, x R). Observe thatD,&((u4,...,u,),0) is invertible sinceu is a non-degenerate
differential Nash equilibrium fof f1, ..., f,,). Therefore by the Implicit Function Theorem [25,
Prop. 3.3.13 (iii)], there exist neighborhood’s = R of 0 and W < M of « and a smooth
functiono € C*(V, W) such that

VseViue W :&(u,s) =0 <= u=o0(s).
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Furthermore, sinc& is continuously differentiable, there exists a neighbotht = V' of 0
such thatdw(o(s), s) is invertible for alls € U. We conclude for alk € U thato(s) € M is the
unique Nash equilibrium fot(f1 + s¢1) |w, - .., (fn + sC.) lw), and furthermore thak(s) is a
non—degenerate differential Nash equilibrium. [ |

We remark that the preceding analysis extends directly yofimitely—parameterized pertur-
bation. For an arbitrary perturbation, we have the follayvin

Theorem 3 (Structural Stability)Non—degenerate differential Nash equilibria are stradhyr
stable: letu € M be a non—degenerate differential Nash equilibrium(for. . ., f,) € C*(M,R"™).
Then there exist neighborhood$ = C?*(M,R") of (fi,...,f.) andW < M of v and a
C? Fréchet—differentiable function € C2(U, W) such that for all(f,,..., f,) € U the point
o—(fl, e f;) is the uniqgue non—degenerate differential Nash equilibriar (fl, e ﬁ) in W.

Proof: Consider the operatdp € C'(C*(M,R") x M,R") defined by

Qi o)y () = > g, 0 dfilun, . ). (21)
i=1
Note that the right—hand side is the differential game fara,, . . ., u,,) for the game(fl, cee fn).
Suppose thatt = (uy,...,u,) iS @ non-degenerate differential Nash equilibrium. A ginéi
forward application of Proposition 2.4.20 [25] implies ththe operatorQ) is C' Fréchet—
differentiable. In addition,

DoQ((fry- oy fo), (ur, .. up)) = dw(ug, ... uy). (22)

Since dw(u) is an isomorphism by assumption, we can apply the Implicitdion Theorem
[25, Prop. 3.3.13 (iii)] to2 to get an open neighborhoddi = M of v andV < C?(M,R") of
(f1,..., ) and a smooth functiom € C*(V, 1) such that

VieV, veW: Q(f,v) =0« v=o0c(f)

where f = (fi,..., f,). Furthermore, sincd) is continuously differentiable, there exists a
neighborhood’  V of (fy, ..., f,) such thatdQ(f, o(f)) is invertible for all f € U. Thus, for
all feU, o(f) e M is the unique non-degenerate differential Nash equilibriu ]
Let us return to Exampliel 1 and examine what can happen in tiendeate case.
Example 1 (Betty—Sue: Structural Instabilitf)et us recall again the Betty—Sue example in

which we have a game admitting a continuum of differentiasiNaquilibria. We can show that
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an arbitrarily small perturbation will makall the equilibria disappear. Indeed, let# 0 be
arbitrarily small and consider Betty’s perturbed cost tiorc

~ u2

fl(ul,UQ) = 51 — ULUg + EUY. (23)

Let Sue’s cost function remain unchanged. ThedhNash equilibria disappear. Indeed, a neces-
sary condition that a Nash equilibriufay, u,) € M; x M, must satisfy isv(uy, us) = 0 thereby
implying lel(ul,U2> = uy; —ug+¢ = 0and Dy fo(uy, us) = ug —uy = 0. This can only happen
for e = 0. Hence,any perturbationsu; with ¢ # 0 will remove all the Nash equilibria. [ |

On the other hand, equilibria that are stable—thereby daitrg using decoupled myopic
approximate best-response—persist under small pertansa26].

Example 2 (Convergence of Gradient Playye adopt a dynamical systems perspective of
a two—player game over the strategy spagex U, with player costsf, fs : Uy x Uy — R.
Specifically, we consider the continuous—time dynamicatesy generated by the negative of

the player’s individual gradients:

U _ =D fi(u1, uz) () (24)

U —Da fa(ur, ug)
If (u1,p0) € Up x Uy is a differential Nash equilibrium, the@(uq, u2) = 0. These dynamics
areuncoupledin the sense the dynamics for each player do not depend on the cost function
of the other player. It is known that such uncoupled dynammsd not converge to local Nash
equilibria [27]. However, the subset of non—degeneratiemihtial Nash equilibria where the
spectrum ofiw is strictly in the right—half plane (in the finite—dimensartase, this corresponds
to all eigenvalues oflw having strictly positive real parts) are exponentiallybstastationary
points of [24) [26, Prop. 4]/ 125, Thm. 4.3.4]. Theoréin 3 shdhat convergence of uncoupled
gradient play to suclstable non—degenerate differential Nash equilibria persistseursinall
smooth perturbations to player costs. [ |

We remark that in the finite—dimensional case we can shownbiatdegenerate differential

Nash equilibria are generic among local Nash equilibria).[X3enericity implies that local
Nash equilibria in an open—dense set of continuous gamesosredegenerate differential Nash
equilibria. Furthermore, structural stability impliesaththese equilibria persist under smooth
perturbations to player costs. As a consequence, smalllmgdsrors or environmental distur-

bances generally do not result in games with drasticallfeht equilibrium behavior.
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V. INDUCING A NASH EQUILIBRIUM

The problem of inducing Nash equilibria through incentiveaimanisms appears in engineering
applications including energy management! [21] and netvgaéurity [28], [29]. The central
planner aims to shift the Nash equilibrium of the agents’ gam one that is desirable from
its perspective. Thus the central planner optimizes it¢ saobject to constraints given by the
inequalities that define a Nash equilibrium. This requiresfication of non—convex conditions on
an open set—a generally intractable task. A natural saiutido replace these inequalities with
first— and second-order sufficient conditions on each agjeptimization problem. As the Betty—
Sue example shows (Example 1), these necessary conditiensoa enough to guarantee the
desired Nash is isolated; the additional constraint thabe non—degenerate must be enforced.

Example 1 (Betty—Sue: Inducing Naslonsider a central planner who desires to optimize

the cost of deviating from the temperature
folur, ug) = (ug — )2+ (ug — 7)2 (25)

The central planner wants to induce the agents to playus) = (,7) by selectings € R and

augmenting Betty’s and Sue’s costs:

fi(ur, ug) = fi(ug, ug) + §(U1 —7)?

‘]?;l(ul,UQ> = fg(ul,U2> + g(UQ - ’7')2.

The differential game form of the augmented gafig, /2) is
O(ug, ug) = (ug — ug + aluy — 7))duy + (ug — uy + alug — 7))dusy
and the second—order differential game form is

N l+a -1
dw(uy, ug) =
-1 1+a

For anya € (—1,), (r,7) is a differential Nash equilibrium off2, f2) sinced(r,7) = 0
andd fo(r,7) > 0. For anya € (—1,0], the game(f2, f2) undesirable behavior. Indeed, recall
Example[2 in which we consider the gradient dynamics for a player game. For values of
a € (—1,0), dw is indefinite so that the equilibrium of the gradient systeraisaddle point.

Hence, if agents perform gradient play and happen to iragabn the unstable manifold, then
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they will not converge to any equilibrium. Further, while= 0 seems like a natural choice
since it means not augmenting the players costs at all, iadh dgives rise to a continuum of
equilibria. However, fora > 0, dw is positive definite so that, as Example 2 points out, the
gradient dynamics will converge and the valueasofletermines the contraction rate. [ |
This example indicates how undesirable behavior can atewhe operataiw is degenerate.
Further, if the goal is to induce a particular Nash equilibri amongst competitive agents,
then it is not enough to consider only necessary and sufficdenditions for Nash equilibria;
inducing stable non—degenerate differential Nash eqialieads to desirable and structurally

stable behavior.

VI. DISCUSSION

By paralleling results in non—-linear programming and opliroontrol, we developed first—
and second-order necessary and sufficient conditions tzacterize local Nash equilibria in
continuous games on both finite— and infinite—dimensiomatexjy spaces. We further provided
a second-order sufficient condition guaranteeing diffimeNash equilibria are non—degenerate
and, hence, isolated. We showed that non—degenerateedifi@rNash equilibria are structurally
stable and thus small modeling errors or environmentatithsinces generally will not result in
games with drastically different equilibrium behavior.rther, as a result of structural stability,
our characterization of non—degenerate differential Naghlibria is amenable to computation.
We illustrate through an example that such a charactesizatias value for the design of
incentives to induce a desired equilibria. By enforcing orly non—degeneracy but also stability
of a differential Nash equilibrium, the central planner @sure that the desired equilibrium is

isolated and that gradient play will converge locally.

APPENDIX

MATHEMATICAL PRELIMIARIES

This appendix contains the standard mathematical objesets throughout this paper (se€el[25],
[30] for a more detailed introduction).

Suppose thal/ is second—countable and a Hausdorff topological spacen @lhart on M
is a homeomorphisnp from an open subséf of M to an open subset of a Banach space. We
sometimes denote a chart by the p@ir ). Two charts(Uy, ¢1) and(Us, ¢2) areC"™—compatible
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if and only if the compositiony o ;! = 1 (U nUs) — 3(Uy nUs) is aCT—diffeomorphism. A
CT—atlason M is a collection of chart$(U,, v.)}aea @ny two of which areC"—compatible and
such that the/,’s cover M. A smooth manifolds a topological manifold with a smooth atlas.
We use the ternmanifold generally; we specify whether it is a finite— or infinite—dimsenal
manifold only when it is not clear from context. If a coveribyg charts takes their values in a
Banach spacé’, thenE is called themodel spacand we say thal/ is aC"-Banach manifold
We remark that one can form a manifold modeled on any lineacesfn which one has theory
of differential calculus; we use Banach manifolds so thatosa utilize the inverse function
theorem.

Suppose thatf : M — N where M, N are C*—manifolds. We sayf is of class C" with
0 <r <k, and we writef € C"(M,N), if for eachu € M and a chart(V,v) of N with
f(u) € V, there is a chartU, y) of M satisfyingu € U, f(U) < V, and such that the local
representation of, namely o f o o1, is of classC”. If N = R, then can be taken to be
the identity map so that the local representation is giverf byy—*.

Eachu € M has an associatédngent spacé&;, M, and the disjoint union of the tangent spaces
is thetangent bundl&’M = [,.,, 7. M. Theco-tangent space td/ atw € M, denotedl; M,
is the set of all real-valued linear functionals—or, simphe dual—on the tangent spaégh/,
and the disjoint union of the co—tangent spaces isctirangent bundl@*M = [ [, .., TuM.
Both 7'M andT*M are naturally smooth manifolds [25, Thm. 3.3.10 and Ch. Bsp4.

For a vector spacd’ we define the vector space of continudus+ s)—multilinear maps
TI(E) = L"**(E*,...,E* E,..., E;R) with s copies of £ andr copes of£* and whereE*
denotes the dual. We say elementsI¢i{ £) are tensorson E, contravariantof order r and
covariantof orders. Further, we use the notatidfi (1/) to denote thevector bundle of tensors
contravariant of orderr and covariant of orders [25, Def. 5.2.9]. In this notation]j (M) is
identified with the tangent bundIE)/ and 77 (M) with the cotangent bundl&* M.

Supposef : M — N is a mapping of one manifold into another, amd M, then by means
of charts we can interpret the derivative ffon each chart at. as a linear mappingf(u) :
T.M — Ty.,yN. When N = R, the collection of such maps defines-eformdf : M — T*M.
More generally, al—form is a continuous map : M — T*M satisfyingr o w = Id,; where
m: T*M — M is the natural projection mapping(p) € 7, M to p e M.

A point uw € M is said to be acritical point of a mapf € C"(M,R), r = 2 if df(u) = 0.
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At a critical pointu € M, there is a uniquely determined continuous, symmetridndalr form
(termed theHessian d? f(u) € Ty (M) such thatd® f (u) is defined for allv, w € T, M by d?(f o

o N (p(u))(v,, w,) Whereyp is any product chart at and v, w, are the local representations
of v, w respectively [[31, Prop. if7]. We sayd?f(u) is positive semi—definitéf there exists

a = 0 such that for any charp,
d*(f o ) pw))(v,v) = alvl?’, Ve TwE. (26)

If a > 0, then we sayi?f(u) is positive—definiteBoth w(u) = 0 and positive definiteness are
invariant with respect to the choice of coordinate chart.

Given a Banach spacké and a bounded, symmetric bilinear forBh on E, we say thatB
is non—degeneratd the linear mapA : £ — E* defined byA(v)(w) = B(v,w) is a linear
isomorphism ofE’ onto £*, otherwiseB is degenerateA critical point v of f is callednon—
degeneratéf the Hessian off atu is non—degenerate [B1, Def. §if]. Degeneracy is independent
of the choice of coordinate chart.

Consider smooth manifolda/,, ..., M,. The product spacg[;_, M; = M; x --- x M, is
naturally a smooth manifold [25, Def. 3.2.4]. In particuldrere is an atlas o/ x --- x M,
composed oproduct charts(U; x --- x Uy, @1 x -+ X ¢,) Where(U;, ¢;) is a chart onM; for
ie{l,...,n}. We use the notation ", ¢, = ¢ x --- x p, and[ [ U; = Uy x --- x U,,.

There is a canonical isomorphism at each point such thatdtangent bundle of the product
manifold splits:

Ty (My X oo x M) = To My @ - @ T, M, (27)

where® denotes the direct sum of vector spaces. There are natundleomaps
Ung, c TH(My x -+ x M) — T*(My x -+ x M,) (28)

annihilating the all the components other than those cpomding toM; of an element in the
cotangent bundle for eaate {1,...,n}. In particular,yy, (wq, . ..,w,) = (0,...,0,w;,0,...,0)
wherew = (wi, ..., wy) € Ty (M x --- x M,) and( is the zero functional irY;; M; for each
J # .

Let M = M x---x M,. Given a pointu = (us, ..., u,) € M, then, : M; — M is the natural
inclusion map where? (1) = (uq,...,uj_1, p, uji1,-..,u,). SUuppose we have a functigh:

M — R. Then the derivative®; f (u) of the mapu; — f(uy, ..., w1, fi, wis1, - .., u,) Where
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u; € M, for eachi € {1,...,n} are called thepartial derivativesof f atu € M [25, Prop. 2.4.12].
They are given byD; f(u)(v;) = df (u)(v;) wherev; € T, M; andv; = (0,...,0,v;,0,...,0) €
T,M. Indeed,d.! : T,,M — T,M is a map such thatl (u;)(v;) = v;. Hence, by the
chain rule, we haveD;f(u) = d(f o ')(u;) = df(u) o dil,. Further, we have that for =

(1, ..y vp), df(u)(v) = X, Dif(u)(v;). For second—order partial derivatives, we use the
notation D7, f (u) = D;(D; f)(u).
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