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An Optimization and Control Theoretic Approach
to Noncooperative Game Design

Tansu Alpcan, Lacra Pavel and Nem Stefanovic

Abstract—This paper investigates design of noncooperative “system problem” of([12]. A related early line of work focisse

games from an optimization and control theoretic perspectie.

Pricing mechanisms are used as a design tool to ensure that

the Nash equilibrium of a fairly general class of noncoopertve
games satisfies certain global objectives such as welfare ria
mization or achieving a certain level of quality-of-servie (QoS).
The class of games considered provide a theoretical basisrfo
decentralized resource allocation and control problems ioluding
network congestion control, wireless uplink power contro] and
optical power control.

The game design problem is analyzed under different knowl-
edge assumptions (full versus limited information) and degn
objectives (QoS versus utility maximization) for separabé and
non-separable utility functions. The “price of anarchy” is shown
not to be an inherent feature of full-information games that
incorporate pricing mechanisms. Moreover, a simple linearpric-
ing is shown to be sufficient for design of Nash equilibrium
according to a chosen global objective for a fairly general lass
of games. Stability properties of the game and pricing dynarits
are studied under the assumption of time-scale separationna in
two separate time-scales. Thus, sufficient conditions areedived,
which allow the designer to place the Nash equilibrium soltibn
or to guide the system trajectory to a desired region or point
The obtained results are illustrated with a number of exampés.

|. INTRODUCTION

specifically on three agent (player) dynamic noncoopegativ
games with multi-levels of hierarchy [13][_[14], where it
has been shown that the leader has an optimal incentive
policy which is linear in the partial dynamic measurement
and induces the desired behavior on the two followers. In
addition, a separate but substantial literature existeuttte
umbrella of implementation theory, especially in the fiefd o
economics, which focuses on finding fundamental bounds for
games where the outcome satisfies some given criteria [15].
These works, however, are often not algorithmic and do not
have an engineering perspective.

The main contribution of this paper is a treatment of
game design from an optimization and control theoretic per-
spective. A fairly general class of games are considered,
which have been applied to a number of settings including
network congestion control, wireless uplink power contaoid
optical power control[16]=[20]. This paper -to the best af o
knowledge- constitutes one of the few efforts aiming to gve
tigate the general problem of game design in a constructive
mannerfrom an optimization and control theoretic perspective

While it is straightforward to optimize NE according to
some criterion under full information, the problem is much
more complicated under information and communication con-

Game theory has been used extensively as a quant§gaints. The game or system designer (Fidure 1) usuallg doe
tive framework for studying communication networks an@lot have full information about the system parameters such
distributed control systems among its other applicatians &s user preferences or utility functions. Under this kind of
engineering and economics. Game theoretic models providéormation constraints, the designer either deploys taattil

not only a basis for analysis but also for design of netwodynamic feedback mechanisms or requires side information
protocols and decentralized control schemes [1], [2]. Respfrom the system depending on the specific design objectives.
widespread use of (noncooperative) game theory in enginean example for the former case is a dynamic pricing scheme
ing, there is surprisingly little work ohow to design games operating as an “outer feedback loop”. If the objective is
such that their outcome satisfies certain global objectives to achieve a social optimum (e.g. maximization of sum of

While there is a general agreement on the usefulnessugler utilities) or satisfying some quality of service (QoS)
game theory, the issues pfice of anarchy or efficiency loss conditions, then the designer often needs limited but ateur
associated with noncooperative games even under the eitonest) information from users or the system.
tence of pricing mechanisms, have been the subject of manyt is important to note that if the users have the capability o
investigations[8]+[6]. Consequently, different pricisghemes manipulating such side information, then the design pmble
have been proposed in the literature aiming to improve Naghn be more involved or even ill-defined. For example, the
equilibrium (NE) efficiency with respect to a chosen criveri goal of reaching a social optimum without knowing true user
in specific settings’[2],[]6]£]9]. The research community haytilities but having only access to manipulated data may not
revisited the issue of game design again very recehtly [1@f a realistic or even feasible onel[15]. Although mechasism
[11]. These studies are limited either to special probleBuch as VCG have been proposed to circumvent these issues,
formulations or adopt specific efficiency criteria such as thhe resulting schemes are often limited and demandingrinster
I_aborato_of communicat_ion requi_rement_EﬂlO]. As a starting poing th
ries, Technical University Berlin, 10587 Germany.reatment in this paper is restricted to a class of gamesavher
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preferences. often not explicitly expressible, and may not be one-to-one
or invertible except for special cases, i.e. games withigapec

Game properties. _ _
Designer We now definea class of gamesG1, by assuming a cost
* structure of the form
T a

Ji(ai,z) = aipi(x) — Ui(w), )
Player Player Player wherea; > 0 Vi, the continuously differentiable functions

p; andU; are convex and strictly concave with respectrto
Player Player for any givenz_;, respectively. Let in addition the strategy

Player spacef) to be convex, compact, and nonempty. Thus, a game
belongs to clas§1, if the following assumptions are satisfied:

Fig. 1. The rules or pricing mechanisms within a game can hebgea ASSumption 1. The strategy spac® is convex, compact, and
“designer” to influence the outcome. has a nonempty interiof) # &.

. . h »
As anadditional contribution , this paper analyzes dynamicAssu,mptIon 2 The cos_t func'u_on Of_thé player Jiin @)
systems arising from game formulations and the general cé%éw'ce contlngously dlff;:‘rentlablegln all its argumentsda

of non-separable player utilities. In such cases of couptid strictly convex inz;, i.e., 9%Ji(x)/9x7 > 0.

ity functions, the utility of each player is affected by dgons Then, under the Assumptiofis 1 did 2 the gajheadmits

of other players. The control theoretic approach adoptee he, Nash equilibrium from Theorem 4.4 inl[1, p.176].

based on game dynamics provides a more realistic model folext, we considea specific class of gameg2, as a special

a number of applications compared to a static optimizatigase ofG1 with additional conditions on the cost structure,

one. Stability properties of game and pricing dynamics aggich that they admit a unique NE solution for each giwen

investigated under the assumption of time-scale separatid Toward this end, define the pseudo-gradient operator

in two separate time-scales using Lyapunov theory and singu  _ e

lar perturbation approach. The sufficient conditions dtjv VJ = [0J1(z)/0x1 - 0Jn(2)/OxN]" = q(z). (4)

which ensure system stability, are illustrated with exasapl Subsequently, let the/ x N matrix Q(z) be the Jacobian of
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The neﬁx) with respect tar:

section introduces the underlying game model and problem

formulation. Sectior 1]l studies static design of games. In bi a2 -+ ain
Sectiori 1V, a dynamic control of games is discussed. Selfion Q(x) == : U , (5)
discusses game design under incomplete information felbw az'v1 ano b;v
by a numerical simulation in SectionlVI. The paper concludes
. . 2 .
with remarks of Sectioh VII. whereb; and a;; are defined ag; := 22 anda;; =
82 J; (x) . . fo
, respectively. The following assumptions have to be
II. GAME MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION 9,0z, P y v P

satisfied in addition to Assumptiofi$ 1 ahd 2, in order for a
Consider a generic class of player static noncooperativegame to be in clas§2:

games, denoted biy0, on the action (strategy) spafec RV . . ) ) -
The actions of players, who are autonomous decision makgpSsumption 3. The symmetric matrie)(z) + Q(z)", where

are denoted by the vectore , with z; being thei*" player’s (=) is defined inl{B), is positive definite, i@(z)+Q(z)" >
action. Furthermore, thé" player is associated with a smoott for all @ & .

(continuously differentiable) cost functiod; : R x @ — R, Assumption 4. The strategy spac@ of the class of games
Ji(ag,x), 1 =1,2,..., N, parametrized by a scalar “pricing” g2 can be described as

or game parameter; € R. In some formulations, there may be

(coupled) restrictions on the domain of these parametes su Qi={zeRY : hj(z) <0,j=1,2,...r},  (6)
that o € QO c RM. Assuming a set of sufficient conditionswhereh_ 'RV & R,j = 1,2,...7, h;(z) is convex in
for the existence of at least one Nash equilibrium (NE) atg arguments for allji' and tﬁe’sem’is Jbounded and has
satisfied, define a game mappifig(an inverse game mapping, nonempty interior. In addition, the derivative of at least
7T) that maps game parametergo NE points (NE points to 4. ¢ the constraints with respect 19, {dh;(z)/dx;, j =

parameters): 1,2,...r}, is nonzero fori = 1,2, ... N, Vz € Q.
T:RY—=Q and 7: Q—=RY, (1) If Assumption§J[# are satisfied, then the class of gagizes
such that admits a unique Nash equilibrium. Furthermore, this unique
o =T(a*) and o = "f(:c*) @) NE can be an inner or a boundary solution. We refer to Ap-

pendix as well ag [1][T21][[22] for the details and an exiems
for any NE pointz* and corresponding parameter vectdr. analysis. Notice that a large set of network games belong
Notice that the mappingg and 7 are highly nonlinear, to this class with notable examples of network congestion



games([2],[[2B], power control games in wireless netwdrs [1 Then, the actions of the system designer are assumed to be on

and optical networks [19]. a slower time-scale than the actual game dynamics between
Assume that the utility functiort/; accurately reflects the the players resulting in a hierarchical structure. Thimace

preferences of users or players, who aétonomous (in- is discussed in the next section.

dependent) decision makerghen, the pricing functiorp;

and parameters: are in this setting theonly tools for the I1l. STATIC DESIGN OFGAMES

system designer to influence (optimize or control) the game

outcome in order to achieve a desired objective. This taslé\g?r?;etge t%zmeanqlisggsrnh?:znabvgayoggssggmgtlgtgti%a?Ef[i_
described in Problera] 1 is similar -in spirit- to the goal of ’ 9 9 P P

implementation theory or mechanism design in the econom|ncqslz"j‘t'0n problem, especially when the game dynamics are

literature [15] with the important difference of not allavg very fast and the actions of the system d_eS|gner are on arslowe
. . . . . time-scale than the actual game dynamics between the player
users to knowingly manipulate the system, i.e. assumirggpri : .

i . . L In contrast, Sectiof IV presents a dynamic control approach
taking users only. This game design problem is illustrated | . ;
Figurel? appropriate when the game dynamics are slow or there are

' external disturbances. Then, the game is treated as a tontro
/ system that needs to be stabilized around a desired point.
When is it feasible to design a game such that the NE point
can be located by the system designer to a point or region with
desirable properties? In the point case, let target point.be
Then, the problem is to find af such thaty = 7(z), for any
z* desirable feasiblg. The following surprisingly simple result

addresses this problem for a fairly general class of games.

Theorem lll.1. For games of clas§2 with the cost structure
\ Q given in [3) and under complete information assumptiomaffi
pricing of the form,a p(-), is sufficient to locate the unique

Fig. 2. Game design involves controlling the game dynamich shat the NE, NE point of the game to any desirable feasible pQﬁ‘]E Q,
z* € © is moved to a feasible desired regiéhn Q2 or a specific optimal
as long as
Opi ()

point z.
3xi

Proof: The proof immediately follows from the first order
necessary optimality conditions of player cost optimizati
problems due to the convexity of the cost structure and
Two specific but common examples of such properties armiqueness of NE.

1) The NE coincides with the solutiop (_)f a gl.obal opti- op:i()  OUL() A Ops(2) -1 oUL(2) .
mization problem, e.g. welfare maximization: oy T on 0=q; = [ O, } O, Vi

for any feasiblez. [ |

Remarkl. Theoren{IIl.1 can easily be extended to the case
: . . >Nt CQlKere users actions are on a multi-dimensional subspale if t
straints such as capacity constraints, non-negativity,

Y, Q&ers utility function is separable.
performance bounds. For example, the favorable(set ) y ] P ) o )
can be defined as Notice that even a simple linear pricing functipfx;) = z;

A satisfies the conditions of the theorem and is sufficient figar N
Q:i={zeR" 2, >0V, le < C, si(z) > 5; Yi}, optimization. In this case any € Q is feasible. However,

i a symmetric pricing scheme, whetg = «; Vi,j, is not
where C' is a capacity constraints(-) is a quality of sufficient in general. As other examples, fatr;) = e®* any
service (QoS) measure such as signal-to-interfereritds feasible, while forp(xz;) = =7 any i # 0 is feasible.
ratio (SIR), ands denotes the minimum acceptable QoS If a game admits multiple NE, e.g. games of clash
level. then reaching a single desirable point does not make much

An important aspect of Problefd 1 is the amount of knowfeNse. Furthermore, the problem of locating all NE points
edge available to the system designer in optimization of INE. [0 & desirable region can be rather complex. Such cases can
there is complete knowledge of player preferences and glob§ handled either by exploiting any special structure of the
system objective, then the approach to be adopted can ke g8RMe due to its specific problem domain or using numerical
different from the one when the designer has very limitgg€thods.
information. In cases when the game dynamics are very fast,'t is interesting to note that due to the form of the playeitcos

it is appropriate to focus on static optimization of the NEnpo Structure in [(B), i.e. additive linear pricing, the optirion
problem of individual players in the game can be interpreted

LAl summations in the paper are froi. .., N unless explicitly defined. as a variant of.egendre transfornf24]. In other words, given

£0, Vi.

Problem 1. How to choose the pricing functignand param-
etersa such that the NE of games of clag$ satisfies some
desirable properties?

= argmaxz U;(x) such thatr € off

2) The NE satisfies some system or user-dependent ¢



the other players’ actions, the utility function best resp®  For notational convenience, we define the matrix

of a player is transformed to a best response function which hs hs hy
takes the pricing parameter as argument. 1 The The e The
Although tragedy of commons or price of anarchy are hy ! h31 th
unavoidable in “pure” games without any external factors, Lhy 1 Lhy Lhy
they can be circumvented when additional mechanisms such — hi he 1 hn (10)
as “pricing” are included in the game formulation. In pazhll Lhs  Lhs Lhs
to some earlier results [25], Theorém1]I.1 clearly eststimis . . .
that “loss of efficiency” or “price of anarchy” are not an hll h'2 th—l

inherent feature of a fairly general class of games withtbuil h h T
in pricing systems. If there is sufficient information, thamy N N N
game of clasg/2 can be designed through simple (e.g. lineafjhen, the NE is the solution of

pricing mechanisms in such a way that any desirable criteria Ar* — ¢
such as welfare maximization or QoS requirements are met at ’
the unique NE solution. where
B o® By o?
cCi=|———,...,— — .
Example 1 o1 Lh ay Lhy

In order to illustrate the underlying issues in game de- The desired QoS regiof) in @) can be alternatively

sign problems with accurate but limited information, congescribed in terms of received power levels at the basestati
sider a noncooperative game formulation of the single-celhq in matrix form [27]:

spread-spectrum uplink power control problem in wireless .

networks [26]. Specifically, the game is played in a single Q={zeR" :2; >0Vi, Sz >Db},

cell with N mobiles competing for quality of service in terms . ,

of signal-to-interference ratio (SIR) and the base statiots where the matrixs is defined ?S -

as the game designer. This can be formulated as a Glass hy _h28_1 ... —hys
L

. . 7
game with the following general cost structure — 15 , s,
Ji(o, ) = agpi(x) — Us(x), Vi, @) S = L 2 L 7 (11)
where the objective is to locate the NE to a region that sasisfi L - - :
some feasibility and QoS constraints. Further assume ltieat t —hisy  —hasn o hn
utility function U; of useri in this game is L L
Ui(x) = Bilog(1 + s:(x)), and o
b= 510 SNO
- @ . [L L ] |
wheres;(z) i= =—————- ) ) ) )
Dbz o If the designer, here the base station, has full information

Here, s represents the SIR with; > 0 Vi denoting channel then given a feasible target SIR levelt is possible to solve

gain parameters ane? a noise term. Then, each usafecides fOr @ pricing vectora such that the NE is on the boundary

on its own power levels; and is associated with the cosff ¢ i-€. Sz = b. This is due to both matriced and 5

function J; in (7). being nonsingular ak; > 0 Vi. Hence, the appropriate pricing
The desired region for the NE of this game could be shap¥gCtor @ can be immediately obtained from the boundary

by feasibility constraints such as positivity of user actio Solution .

(here uplink transmission power levels) and an upper-bound c=AS" (b),

on the sum of them, and/or some chosen minimum SIR Ieveéll d the definition of-.

(assuming these are chosen such that the region is not empty

A concrete example regiof2 can be defined as

Qi={z eRY 12 20, si(w) 2 5 Vil ) Many games are solved in a distributed manner. Hence,
where 5; are user-specific minimum SIR levels. A detailethe convergence of the system trajectory to the equilibrium
analysis of an example case is provided next. For a sepanaeint may not be very fast and the time-scale separation
but similar example of this formulation we refer {0 [20]. between system designers actions and actual game dynamics

As a special case, the pricing functipp(z) is chosen next may fail. Then, the game design can be modeledfas@back
to be linear inz; such that control system which utilizes pricing as the control input
and the desired target as the reference (see Fldure 3). This
Jilai, x) = air; — filog(l + 5:(2)), formulation also briggs a certain robustnéss Wit: resp«lct t
wheres;(x) is defined in[(B). Under appropriate assumptiongitial conditions or game (system) parameters. The |athse
the game is one of clagg2 and admits a unique inner NEis especially relevant for systems that are non-stationaey
solution, z*. longer time periods and can also be formulated as a tracking

IV. DYNAMIC CONTROL OF GAMES



piecewise constant input functions, which is equivalenht®
feasibility condition in TheoreniIM[]1. In addition, for ¢h
simple linear pricing functiop(x;) = x; any is immediately
reachable sincé&/(z) is constant and invertible.

Alternatively, the problem can be posed as one of asymp-
Fig. 3. Feedback control of the game (NE;) using pricinga as the control  totic set point regulation, i.e., to find a feedback contrbl o
parameter and: as the desired reference signal. the forma = a(xz, #) such that the system trajectory(and
eventually the NE) converges to the desired reference point

- . 7 [28, Chapter 8]. Considering the game systénj (13) and the
problem. Specific examples are congestion and power confg nge of variableg — z — #, in the new coordinates the

game formulations[[9],116]/123]. tem b
The counterpart of the feasibility question in the case 6’F"me system becomes

static game optimization relates in the dynamic contrdirsgt t=f@E+3)+GE+ 1) (14)
to the controllability of the system shown in Figufd 3, or _ . ' .
reachability of a staté. In order to provide a concrete examplé‘nd_nge_ desigerrob[le_)rzn '?_ to find contrelto S(tj"?‘k_’"'ze t?].e h
to the problem of controllability, consider a game of clg&s equl II fium @ ? O.'b'l' € ws(tjpece;g;a.lry ;On |t|0nH whic
where the players adopt a gradient algorithm to optimize théran;_atgs Into easiol |ty. condition or 1S that (13) has an
own cost. Then, the game dynamics are: equilibrium at the origin, i.e. there exists a steady-statatrol

8Ji(z)  OU;(x) Opi(x) as = ¢(z) that solves
S = on ow Y (2 0= f(3) + G(2) c(2) (15)

Game Dynamics

z=f(z)+G(z)

Control
(Pricing)

wherea acts as the feedback control on the outcome of tHdie component; is the first component in needed to main-
game. Here, the objective is to investigate the conditiowtken tain equilibrium at the origin, while a second component is
which the game system is controllable. We wriie] (12) in vectmeeded to asymptotically stabilize this equilibrium in fivet
form as approximation. Thus, based on the necessary and sufficient
N conditions for asymptotic regulation problem (see Theorem
&= f(zx)+ Zgi(z) o = f(x) 4+ G(z) o (13) 8.3.2 in [28]), specialized for constant reference, a feekb
p— control law for the pricing parameter that solves this peoil
in the full information case isx = a(x, &) with

a(z,z) =c(@)+ K (x — 1) (16)

wherec(z) solves [Ib) andX selected such thatd + B K)
has eigenvalues with negative real part. The matri¢esnd
oU4 (z) oU,(x) OUn () B denote the Jacobians gfandg at the origin, respectively.
fx) = Tox, 0 Oxy T dry ‘ Using [13) it can be seen that the feasibility conditibn] (15)
is equivalent to feasibility in the static case (Theofemll
Also, for G(z) full rank this feasibility condition of the regu-

wherea = [a; ... ay]T, the matrix

G(z) = [g1(2),...,gn(2)],

and the vector
T

Alternatively, the matrixG is given by

_3p1(x) 0 lation problem corresponds to being reachable (see remark
x4 after Theoreni IVI1). Note also, that for constant referefce
G(z) = _ Opi(z) ' integral control could be included in the design formulatio
o ox; 8' ' '( ) by augmenting the syster {13) with a stack of N integrators
PN (T
0 " iy o= (17)

Based on the standard theorem on controllability using Lighe task is to design a stabilizing feedback controtler=
brackets[[2B, Chapter 1], we obtain the following result.  «(z, o) that stabilizes the augmented state mofel[{(14,17) at

Theorem IV.1. For games of clasg2 with cost structure[(3) tsr::az?:!tlgtr:eu::nogtc;dmlnt(oé?) » whereg, produices the desired

and game dynamic$_(112), dr (13), a sufficient condition for
local reachability around a poing is that the distributionC
satisfies the rank condition aty, dimC(zp) = N where Example 2

c=| (95, 93] [f, 6] adtg;, ... ] Consider the power control problem in optical networks
I - -2 N 196 Gils oo U5 il oo, GG FTEs - [19] with linear pricing and an optical signal-to-noiseioat
_ 0gi(x) of (x) . . (OSNR)-like utility function. Similar to the wireless casbe
where [f, gil(z) = ox flz) = gi(z) is the Lie players here compete for quality of service in terms of OSNR.

bracket of f and g;, and adjg; denote higher order Lie and are coupled due to interference. The usehooses own
brackets defined recursively layl’;g;(x) = [f,ad} "g;](x).  power levelz; based on the following cost function

Remark2. Notice that if the diagonal matri& (z) has rank

() = oz — B, _nlw)
N, any z locally aroundz is reachable in finite time under Ji(z) = aqz; — filog (1 +a ) (18)

1 —Tivyi(z)



a special case of{3), wherg, a; are design parameters anch dynamic pricing scheme operating as an “outer feedback

~i(x) denotes the OSNR loop”. If the objective is to achieve a social optimum (e.g.
T 19 maximization of sum of user utilities) or satisfying some
() = . . .
7i(z) no+ >, Ly (19) QoS constraints, then the designer often nezzisirateside

y information from users or the system. Assuming that users ar
for a given system matriX' and input noisex,. Let I be the non-manipulative (honest or price-taking) and given aataur

matrix with elements side information, the task of the designer can be formulated
. a, i=3j an optimization problem even if it is solved indirectly oran
Lij = { Ty, i#j (20)  distributed manner. Next, an example formulation is predid

) ) o _that illustrates the underlying conceptfieTobjective is let the
Then the corresponding dynamic system, similailid (13), isNg coincide with a social optimum (maximizing sum of user
i=f(z)—a utilities) in the general case of non-separable user ugtitof

the formU;(z).
where f(x) is the vector with elements

OU;(x) a; B3 A. Pricing Dynamics under Time-Scale Separation

O no + > Lija; Define a strictly concave and smooth social welfare function
U(z) which is a sum of concave ambn-separable utility

. functionsi/(z) := >, U;(z) and admits a global maximum
r=f@+2) -« & = argmax,y ,U;(z). As before the cost function is
Ji(ai, ) = a;pi(xz) — U;(x). Here, unlike the separable
one in [29], side information (e.gU;(z*)) is required in

or, in shifted coordinates; = = — z,

Linearizing around the origing = 0, yields B = —I and

e df (x) _ P order to bring the NE to the social maximum point. The
- Oz i N social maximum is defined easily via the first order optinyalit
- conditions
with T as in [20) and ou .
B_(I) = 07
Do di —a;fi h v
= diag = . where
(no + >, T'ij2;)?
ou oU; oU;
An appropriate gainkK' can be selected to ensure stability %(x) = Zj 3—561(3‘) Zj DN ()
at the origin for A + BK if the feasibility conditions are ) ] ) o } )
satisfied, [[28], i.e.(A, B) is stabilizable and The social maximum is shown to coincide with the unique
B ’ ] equilibrium (and NE) of the following pricing mechanism
{A B]{DF —I} S 9
I o | | I v, = et et A
0 v Z:Xk: 5% o Vi (21)

is nonsingular, which is clearly the case. Thus, tracking is
achievable, and pole placement methods can be appliediftéhese pricing dynamics are on a slower time scale than
derive an exact gain parametéf. In addition, the system the game dynamics, then the system designer can obtain
can be made more robust by applying integral control as aufficiently accurate estimates 6t/;(z*)/0x; anddz; /day;.
alternative. The same two feasibility conditions that gppl ~ As one possibility, if the users adopt a gradient algorithm,
feedforward control, which our systef, B) already satis- then the designer can use past valuesztfand a along

fies, also apply to integral control. The augmented linearizwith the exact form of the pricing functions to estimate

system(A, B) with integral control has the form oU,(x*)/0x; directly without requiring any side information
. - . 7 (except from some fixed system parameters). In additioe, sid
[ v } = [ %F 8 ] [ r } + [ _0 }a information (e.gU;(x*)) is required to estimateU; (z*)/0x;
g g

anddz} /0« for all 4, 5.

with control lawa = K7 + Kro. The gainsK and K; can Assume an ideal case where the parameter estimation is

be determined using pole placement applied to the augmenpedfectly accurate. Then, the pricing mechanism abovereasu

system. that the NE point of the underlying game globally asymptot-

ically converges to the maximum of the social welfare func-

V. GAME DESIGN UNDERINEORMATION CONSTRAINTS  tioni The next theorem follows from Lyapunov theory and
Unlike the case discussed in the previous section, t gSqlle’; theorem in astraightforyvard manner. The Lyapuno

system designer usually does not have full information ab urE:t|on is chosen to be the negative of social welfare fionct

the system parameters such as user preferences or utilit . . . .
y b P >Assume that the pricing mechanism is on a slower time

functions. Under sucinformation constraints, the designer . ) .
. L . X scale than the actual game dynamics leading to a time-scale
either deploys additional dynamic feedback mechanisms of

reqUi.r.eS Sid_e infor.ma'ﬁion from the system, depending on thQFor simplicity, the social maximum point is implicitly assed to be on
specific design objectives. An example for the former caseti® solution space of the game.



separation, and hence to a hierarchically structured pnobl In the special case dafeparableutility functions(z) :=
Assuming thistime-scale separation for simplicity, initially >, U;(z;), the pricing mechanism simplifies to
only the pricing dynamics (slower dynamics) is considered.

. . . oU; 655;
Theorem V.1. Consider a classj2 game with cost struc- ;= 97" Dou:
ture (3) and user utilitied’; Vi, where the objective function j g
U(xz) = >, U;(x) admits a unique inner global maximum ) )
# = argmax, U(z). Then, the pricing mechanisfi{21) enWhich ensures th_at the NE point of the undgrlylng game
sures that the NE point of the underlying game, globally 9lobally asymptotically converges to the maximum of the
asymptotically converges to the maximum of the social weelf>0Cial Welfare function under the same condition.
function, z, if the Jacobian matrix of the mapping with

respect to pricing vector, defined as

Vi, (23)

Example 3
H) = 2% (a) = [axf(a)} ij=1,...,N Consi - o : -
Do da; b AREEAL CostonS|der a game with separable utility functions with the
is non-singular. Jilo,z) = a; (X, 1) — Us(as),
Proof: The pricing dynamics (slow) are analyzed, assum-
ing that the user dynamics is fast and converges quickly to whereU; := f;log(1 + x;) — kix;).

x* = T («) for any givena. The pricing schemé(21) admits a_ o _ _ _ _
unique equilibrium if and only if U (z) /0x = 0B Inorderto This type of utility functlon_may arise due to inherent physeh
prove this statement, first change the summation ordérin (£Pnstraints on player actions such as battery constraimts o

and write it in vector form as uplink transmissiqn power levels in wireless devices. Then
the NE solutions is
. - ou, 1*
6= (@) | Gow)] (22) A
¢ a; + k;

wherez = T («). The sufficiency immediately follows from

non-singularity ofH. If 9U//dz = 0, thend = 0 and at the Notice that, the matri¥{ («) is diagonal in this case. Further-
same time the system is at the social maximéinHence, at more, we can explicitly find

the unique equilibrium of the pricing schemg, the social

maximum is achieved. Next, theecessityis shown under the Oz} — Bi S <0,

same condition. At the unique equilibrium pottof the pric- daii (i + ki)
ing scheme[(22), it is necessary thii /0x = 0 due to non-

singularity of of H. Consequently, at the unique equiIibriurrTrom which non-singularity ofif immediately follows. The

point & of the pricing scheme the objective functién(x) properties of this example also hold for a quadratic pricing

i : . S > )
necessarily reaches its maximuincharacterizing the social function replacing tge I‘|ne3r_one, "%(I) = 2.; %i- How
POy, ever, forp;(z) = e2:®, z7 is not independent of; and

maximum, hence: = T (&) or & = T (z). inqularity of (o) i ti diat
In order to establish convergence 6f1(21), define the Lyg_on-smgu arity offl () is not immediate.

punov function

V() =-U=-> Ui(T(a)) Example 4

Consider a variant of Example 1 for the non-separableyutilit
on the compact game domai? and « € RY. Taking case by defining a linear pricing and a signal-to-interfeeen
the derivative ofl” with respect to time along the pricingratio (SIR)-like utility function
dynamics[(2ll) yields

7o _ i ~ Oz Ji(ai, ) = o ( sz) — Bilog(1 + s4(x)),
V== Zj Ox; 2 day, A ;

— 5 (ST G ) where P

=— >, (@)? <0. T ki o

ThusV = 0 only ata; =0, Vj, or at its unique equilibrium. Here, the parametek

ng!ce, by the LaSalle’s theorem, (Theorem 4.4 [30]), t_rfﬁat under non-singularity conditions on the system matrix
pricing scheme[{21) globally asymptotically convergestso Idefined in [(ID), the unique NE is given a5 = A~ v where

unique equilibrium at which the NE solution coincides with _ [vi], v; = 2 — 0. In this caser’ depends on all pricing
the social maximum. n ' '

= 1 for simplicity. Then, it follows

i

parametersq, and H(«) is not diagonal. However, we can

SWe drop in the rest of the proof the)* notation, which characterizes the still e>.<pI|C|tIy_ find 817_*/80" and it Can be Shown that, under
NE, for convenience. non-singularity conditions om”, H is non-singular.



Example 5 mechanism[{21) the user dynami€s](12) globally asymptoti-
An example of dynamic game control is obtained by exgally converges to the maximum of the social welfare functio

tending Example 1 to the limited information case where th if the two systems are on separate time-scales, the Jacobia
designer does not have access to user preferences. Thefagix of the mapping™ with respect to pricing vectow,

dynamic a pricing mechanism can be deployed. Toward this O O
end, define a set of penalty functiom$z; ) to bring the system H(a) = 5 (o) = [8 - (a)] , 4,5=1,...,N,
within the desired region @ @
(1) = f(b; — (Sx);), if s; <5 ( is non-singular and the Jacobian matréx of ng (T2), with
pikti): 0, else ’ respect tox !
where the scalar functiorfi(-) is smooth and nondecreasing 0% J;(a, x) o
in its argument, and Oa,2) = ox;0m; |0 0T 1., N,
f(0) = f(0) =0. is positive definite.
For examplef could be a quadratic function. Proof: Consider the pricing dynamic§ (21) dr{22) on
A possible pricing function is then the slow time-scale, and the user dynamicE (12) ¢r{13) on
. dpj 05 the fast time-scalet;. Heret = ety, with e > 0 a small
Qi = 9r* Dov, vi. (25) scaling parameter. The equilibrium of the full systém (123)
J g A

is described by = T7(&) and & = T(Z). In singular
It is assumed here that the designer (base station) hassacgesturbation form the full system is written in the shifted
to system parameters, h, and 0. The other terms can becoordinate§a, z) as
estimated through iterative observations|[31].

Finally, this pricing mechanism ensures that the NE point & = HT(G+a) U (x) r
of the underlying games*, enters the desired QoS regitn o ox o
To show this, define the Lyapunov function . o o e
i = fE+D)+gE+)(E+d) (26)

V== pi(z:) . o
f wherez = ¢ — &, & = a — &, @ = da/dt and the origin

on the compact game domain Taking the derivative of/ (@) = (0,0) is its equilibrium.

with respect to time along the pricing dynamiEsl(25) yields In the shifted_coordinates thﬂoyv manifold i_s defined a}s
p; . Z = h(a) by takinge = 0 and solving on the right-hand side

;o= S RS of (26), i.e.,
v * 8:01 ZJ 8%- @ -)
_ Opi Oxi\ . 0=f(@+2)+g(F+2) (a+a)
N Zj <Zl (91'1 aOéj) A
=—->(&)* <0, Since0 = f(x) + g(z) o for x = T («), the foregoing yields

) . ) T+ & =T(a+ &), so thatt = h(a) for h(a) defined by

with V' < 0 outside the sef) and V = 0 if and only if
&; = 0 Vi. Hence, the system converges to the desired region ha)=T@a+a&) —c=T(@a+a&) —T(a) (27)
Q) under the pricing mechanism.
with ~(0) = 0.

Once the slow manifold is determined, a solution that starts
] ) o in the manifold is known to stay inside for all times. In order

The previous analysis has focused on pricing dynamigs anaiyze the behavior in the neighborhood of this manjfold
under the tlme-scale_ _separatlon, Where_game_ dynam'cs_é‘ﬁeadditional change of variables is usgd= # — h(a) on
assumed to be sufficiently fast. Removing this assumptigii. a5t dynamicsz with respect to the slow manifold. Using

for a complete treatment, two loops (on two time-scaleglis change of variables the full systefl(26) is written ie th
will be considered: one outer loop for pricingy;) and an (&, y) coordinates as

inner loop for actions ;). The next result presents the full

B. Game and Pricing Dynamics on Two Time-Scales

analysis taking both user and pricing dynamics into account oU(z) T
. . . ~ o T ~ A~
and is based on aingular perturbation or boundary layer a = H (a+a) W] (28)
approach,[[30]. Towards this end, Theorem| V.1 is extended to r=y+T(&+a)
analyze both pricing (slow) dynamics and user (fast) dygami ey = f(y+T(a+a&))+g(y+T(a+a)) (@ + &)
by using a combined Lyapunov function. ~ T
Theorem V.2. Define an objective functiorid(z) := da Oz =y+T(a+a)
>, Ui(xz) which admits a unique inner global maximum -
# = argmax,U(x) under suitable assumptions for usewherey = x — & — h(&) and [27) have been used to obtain

utilities U; Vi in a classG2 game. Then, under the pricingz =y + T (& + &).



On the slow manifold (foy = 0), the dynamics ofv in (2Z8) since © > 0 by assumption. Moreover, for ang in an
define the reduced system, i.e., appropriate domain aroun@ an upper bound that depends
only ony can be found for[(36).

T
&=HT(a+a) (%l(fv)] (29) Finally, using the Lyapunov functions for the_reduc _(32)
Oz e=T(4d) and boundary-layer systemg [34), the following candidate

_ . ) i Lyapunov function is defined for the full singularly pertetb
On the fast; time-scale, the dynamics gfin (28) define the system [ZB)

boundary-layer system
dy

di =fly+T(@a+a)+gly+T(@a+a)(a+a) (30)

W(dvy) = (1 - d) V(d) + dW2(da y)

for some0 < d < 1. Then based o (38, 1B6) using standard
dy ) ) arguments as in the proof of Theorem 11.3[inl [30], it can be
where 7% = ej ande = 0 has been used on the right-handpown that there exists ari > 0 such that for every) < ¢ <
side of [28). Using[(12), yields component-wise frdm] (30) e*, W is a Lyapunov function for the full systeri (28) and the
dy; dJ;(&, x) system is asymptotically stable around the origin. |

dty Ox; (31) Remark3. The bound and required interconnection relations

follow immediately if, the stronger condition is imposedth

To analyze the behavior and stability properties of the fulle reqyced and boundary-layer systems are exponentially
system [(2B), an overaltomposite Lyapunov function is stable as in Theorem 11.4 in [30].
defined based on Lyapunov functions for the reduEedl (29) and

r=y+T (&+&)

boundary-layer systemd, (31), respectively. For the reducE e 6
system[(2P) the same Lyapunov function is used, i.e., xample
R o Consider the Example 2 with cost a special case of3),
V(a) = -U(T(a+a)). (32) for linear pricing and OSNR-like utility

As shown in the proof of Theorem V.1, the derivative 16f
with respect to time along the reduced system dynarhids (29)
is negative,

Uiz) = Bilog (1 n a%) — ) (37)

. . Such an utility that may arise due to specific constraints on
V(a) < —lall* <0 (33) indivi i |
= = individual channel power ensures the existence of a unique

For the boundary-layer systeffi{31) the following candidaf@aximum fori/(z) = >, Ui(x). The Nash equilibriumz*

Lyapunov function is defined can be obtained fromd.J;/0z; = 0. If a; are selected such
1 that the following diagonal dominance condition holds
Wa(G,y) = 5 i@y +T(@+a) (34) 0> YT, (38)
A ' i
where thenx* is explicitly expressed as
- - 0Ji(a, x) .
¢i(a,y+7'(a+a)) = Oz x* :F71 C(a)
¢ r=y+T (6+a)
where
Note thateg; = gfjf and, by using[[31), 7 { ai, i=j
ij = Fi' . .
d¢i o d Yi 0 6.]1(&,,@) 35 »ot 7&]
dty ~ ez T Z y; \ 0z Z (35) andC(a) is a vector with elements®’- — ng. Hence,
J i i
The derivative oth with respect .to time along the boundary- H(a) = ?(a) =TI !diag (Lﬁ) (39)
layer system trajectory (B0) is given as @ (i + fi)
AW, o is clearly non-singular. The second condition in Theokeg V.
i (@y) = > il y+ T(@+ ) e is that® > 0, where® is for this example:
f - ty
b i 0. - 82JZ - afﬁz
or, by using [(3b). Y or (no+>; Tija;)?
AWy .
—2(a,y) = — 3 6i0i,0; Q.. — g _ aifil'i;
dts — i 010 P 2
i zj0r;  (no + 3 ; Tija;)
where, 921.(a It can be immediately seen that [f{38) holds, then the matrix
0, = 9Ji(&,x) © is strictly diagonal dominant. If in addition,; > >, I';;
00 it can be shown tha®” is strictly diagonal dominant, hence

evaluated at: = y + 7 (@ + &). In vector form this yields ~ © is positive definite. The closed loop systelml(2[)] (12) is

T
I 6) = 600 <0 (36) &= HT(0) [‘2—%)} (40)
f T



&= f(r) -« (41)
where HT (o) is defined in[(3R), and based dn37), tjié
element ina—Z(x), for U(x) := ), Us(x), is given as

M (1) = Fy() - X;(x)

373_( ) (42)

Fo - @b
fi(z) ot >, fjka

Xi(z) = Z apfpl'piTp _
p#j (TLQ + Zk;ﬁp Fpkl'k)(no + (Zk Fpk‘rk)

Thus [40),[(41) represent the closed-loop dynamic systdm@. 1
objective function/ satisfiesd?u/ /9% < 0 for a nonempty

set of the design variables 3, but the conditions are very Fig. 4.

complicated and as such the details are omitted. The faligwi

section presents an example based on realistic parameters f

the two channel case.

VI. SIMULATIONS

The dynamic system described hyl(40) and (41) of Examg
6 in the previous section is simulated numerically in the tw
players case. Consider an optical fiber link with ten ampéfie
each with a parabolic gain shape according to the formt
G = —4el6 x (A — 1555 x 107%)2 + 15 dB, where\ denotes
a channel wavelength, and a span loss of 10 dB. The syst
matrix I' is obtained as

2.47 x 1073
2.36 x 1073

2.61 x 1073

= 2.5 % 1073

The following parameters are uset):= 1, a = [0.485, 0.48]
such that they satisfy the diagonal dominance condition
I' and 9?U/9%*x < 0. These parameters yield the equilib
rium solution & = [0.0134, 0.0128] milliwatt (mW) and

& = [73.4, 76.9]. An input noise power ofy = 0.43 nanowatt Fig- 5. Channel powers (mW) as a function of time.
(nW) is considered. The closed-loop systelm] (40)] (41) is

simulated fore = 0.01, i.e., on two time scales such that
in discrete-time form the pricing algorithri_{40) is run eyer
100 iterations of the user algorithin {41). The user algarith
is implemented in a decentralized way such that only tt
explicitly measurable OSNRy; signal is fed back to the
respective channel source.

The simulations, which takex = [18.35 19.23] and
x = [0.00043 0.00043]7 as initial conditions and run fa§0
(5000) iterations of the pricing (users) algorithm, show a cle¢
convergence to the equilibrium solutian & and to the OSNR
values of approximatelg3dB in Figure$b arid6). The Figure 4
depicts the evolution of channel prices, as a function of
time.

VII. CONCLUSION

The Nash equilibrium design of noncooperative games
discussed from an optimization and control theoretic pErsp
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certain predefined global objectives are satisfied. Thesclaghere A;(z*) is the set of active constraints ii" player’s
of games studied are applicable to a number of problemmsinimization problem at NE point*.
igﬁ?ro?sagﬁt\goyéa?orz,?,ve:rt'ggntcrg?t?rl{ewﬁzszel;f)lwk rg(t))\llt\;?‘r: Proof: The proof essentially follows lines similar to the

X P P ) 9 gnp ones of the Proposition 3.3.1 of [33], where the penalty

is analyzed under full and limited information assumptions . ; - .
approach is used to approximate the original constrained

perfect and imperfect time-scale separation between gaihe a oblem by an unconstrained problem that involves a vieleti

pricing dyr_1am|cs, a_nc_:l both fo_r_separable gnd non_-separagiethe constraints. The main difference here is the repetiti
utility functions. Sufficient conditions are derived, whiallow

the designer to place the Nash equilibrium solution or tagui of th|s_ process for each indviduat at the NE point™. m
Define now a more compact notation the vector of La-

the system trajectory to a desired region or point. The tesul rangian functions ag, .= [Li,..., Ly], and theN x N

obtained are illustrated through a number of examples fr . o . :
) ; diagonal matrix of Lagrange multipliers for th&"* constraint
wireless and optical networks. .
as®; = diag[¢yj, P25, - - - P jl-

There are many directions for extending the results pre- > . 1)
sented. One of them is further application of game desi%nsy_ProposmonD]. and Assumptioll 4, a NE point
- : : 6}tISerS
methods to specific problems such as power control in optica
networks. Others include secure communication and spectru <. 1y 1)y _ . (1) ~ ()= 1)y _
allocation in wireless networks. Yet another interestinmga VL@, @) = q(a™) + z_: ©; Vhi(@) =0, (44)
tion is the analysis of estimation error effects on mechmanis =t

stability for the limited information case. In addition, eth Where<1>§.1) > 0 is unique for eachj. Assume there are two
stability of the combined pricing and game system can bfterent NE pointsz(®) andz(1. Then, one can also write the
analyzed under time delays, which often have a nonnegﬁg'bﬂounterpart ofl{@4) for:(®). Following an argument similar to

effect. the one in the proof of Theorem 2 in [21], one can show that

this leads to a contradiction. We present a brief outline of a

simplified version of that proof for the sake of completeness
The authors thank Holger Boche for helpful discussions andMultiplying @4) and its counterpart for(®) from left by

pointing out the Legendre transform interpretation. Thakw (2(9 — ()T and then adding them together, we obtain
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2009 [32]. = (@ — 2T (g(z®) — g(2)) (45)

+ (g(e®) = g@®))" (@® — )

. — . | W 2O 5T (@ V(™M)
This appendix revisits the analysis In[21], [22] on existen 0%, ()] J .
and unigueness of Nash equilibrium under Assumptidnk 1-4. J 7 ‘
For games of clasgj1 and G2, the existence of NE  Define the strategy vectar(d) as a convex combination of
follows immediately from a standard theorem of game theotlie two equilibrium points:(®) | 21 :
(Theorem 4.4, p.176, in[1]) under Assumptidds 1 &hd 2. ) ©
In view of Assumptioi#, the Lagrangian function for player 2(0) = 0zt + (1= 0)z™,
i in this game is given by

APPENDIX

where0 < 0 < 1. Take the derivative of(x(6)) with respect
to 6,

| W) — o)™ — () —2), @)
. e df db
wherep; ; > 0, j =1, 2, ...r are the Lagrange multipliers . . ) ) .
of player i [33, p. 278]. We now provide a propositionWhereQ(x) is defined in[(b). Integratind (#6) ovéryields
for G2 games with conditions similar to the well known 1
Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary conditions (Propositian13.  ¢(z") — q(2?) = {/ Q(I(G))de} (@M — 2. (47)
p. 310, [33)). 0

Proposition 1. Let 2* be a NE point of aG2 game and As-
sumption§134 hold. There exists then a unique set of Lagra

Li(w, p) = Ji(x) + > pajhy(), (43)
j=1

Multiplying @7) from left by (z(1) — 2(9)7, the transpose of
) from right by (z(") — 2(9)), and adding these two terms

multipliers,{¢; ;: j=1,2,...r, i=1,2,...N}, suchthat elds
1
dL(z",¢) _ dTi(z") |~ ., dhy(a”) (2® — 2" / Qx(6)) + Q" (2(6))db| () — 2©).
= + Z bij—— =0, 0
dz; dei TN da (48)
i=1,2,...N, SinceQ(x(0))+Q™ (z(9)) is positive definite by Assumptidn 3

¢i; >0, Vi, j, and ¢, ; =0, Vj ¢ A;(x*),Vi, and the sum of two positive definite matrices is positive



definite, the matrixQ := fol Q(x(0))+QT (x(0))d6 is positive [16]
definite.
Similarly, we have

dVh(z(0))
do

where H (z) is the Jacobian oW h(x) and positive definite
due to convexity ofi(z) by definition. The third term in(45) [19]

[17]

= (a0 20 =

H(x(0))(a" —a), (49)

(18]

(0 — 20T 57 [@F Ty (o) — @5 Thy (xO)],

[20]
is less than
D185 = ][ () — by (2 ) 21
j=1

due to convexity ofi(x). Since for each constraitit 7 (x) <
0 Vo, ®'h;(z?) = 0, i = 0,1, and @, is positive
definite, where the latter two follow from Karush-Kuhn-Teck [23]
conditions, this term is also non-positive.

The sum of the first two terms ifi_(45) are the negative of
(@8), which is strictly positive for allz(V) # 2. Hence, 4
(439) is strictly negative which leads to a contradictionassl
2 = 20 Thus, there exists a unique NE point in the cladé®

of gamesg2.

[22]
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