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ABSTRACT. In this paper we investigate a differential game in which countably many
dynamical objects pursue a single one. All the players perform simple motions. The
duration of the game is fixed. The controls of a group of pursuers are subject to geometric
constraints and the controls of the other pursuers and the evader are subject to integral
constraints. The payoff of the game is the distance between the evader and the closest
pursuer when the game is terminated. We construct optimal strategies for players and

find the value of the game.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Differential game theory comes into play when one wants to study procedures in which
one controlled object is pursued by others. There are several types of differential games,
but the most common one is the so called pursuit-evasion game. Fundamental researches
by Isaacs [5], Krasovskii [7], Pashkov and Teorekhov [§], Petrosyan [9], Pontryagin [10],
Rikhsiev [11] and Rzymowski [12] deal with differential games and pursuit evasion prob-
lems. Constructing the player’s optimal strategies and finding the value of the game are
of special interest in the study of differential games. Such problems in case of many pur-

suers were studied for example, by some of the authors in [I]-[3] and by Ivanov et al. in [6].

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 91A23.
Key words and phrases. differential game; pursuer; evader; strategy; value of the game.

*corresponding author.

E-mail addresses: mehdi.salimi@tu-dresden.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.2297v1

2 MEHDI SALIMI, GAFURJAN I. IBRAGIMOV, STEFAN SIEGMUND, SOMAYEH SHARIFI

Pursuit-evasion games have several applications in robotics such as motion planning in
adversarial settings (e.g. playing hide-and-seek) or defining the requirements to achieve a
goal in the worst-case performance of robotic systems. As an example imagine a search-
and-rescue setting in which the goal is to find a lost person by robots. Treating the
problem as a pursuit-evasion game, a pursuit strategy (upon existence) guarantees the
rescue of the lost person regardless of his/her movements. Therefore, a worst-case bound
on the number of robots required to rescue a lost person can be obtained by considering

the person as an adversarial entity trying to evade capture.

In [2] Ibragimov studies a differential game of optimal approach of countably many pur-
suers to one evader in a Hilbert space with geometric constraints on the controls of the
players. Ibragimov and Salimi [3] study such a differential game for inertial players with
integral constraints under the assumption that the control resource of the evader is less
than that of each pursuer. Evasion from many pursuers in simple motion differential

games with integral constraints was investigated by Ibragimov et al. in [4] as well.

In the present paper, motivated by the above developments, we discuss an optimal pursuit
problem with countably many pursuers and one evader in the Hilbert space ¢, = {a =
(o )ken € RN : 377 a2 < oo} with inner product (o, ) = Y7, axfk and norm |||, ==
lalle, = (Xa a,%)%. The controls of a group of pursuers are subject to geometric
constraints and the controls of the other pursuers and the evader are subject to integral
constraints. In section 2 we formulate the problem, give dynamic equations and basic
definitions. In section 3 we introduce an auxiliary game and introduce admissible strategy
of the pursuer that guaranties it to capture evader, and in section 4 we point out the
main theorem that estimate the value of the game. An example to illustrate the theorem

conclude the section.

2. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

Let 6 > 0 be arbitrary, but fixed. For 1 < p < oo let L, = L,([0,0],¢3) = {f : [0,0] —

(5| f is measurable and || f||z, < oo} denote the space of L, functions from [0, 6] to f,
1

: 0

with norm || fll, :== [[fllz, = (fy If @), dt)7 for 1 < p < o0 and [|fllec = Iflz.. =
ess suPse(o,g1 || f(t)[le,- Then for 1 < p < ¢ < oo the inclusions L, C L, hold. For arbitrary
controls v € Ly, u, € Ly (n € N), and initial values yo € 3, xp0 € o (n € N), consider

the infinitely many initial value problems

(P,): @p =un(t), z,(0)=z,9, neN,

(2.1)
(B): g =o(), y(0) = o,
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on the interval [0, 8]. The solution z,, of (P,) is an element of the space AC' = AC([0, 6], {5)

of absolutely continuous functions from [0, ] to ¢5. It is given by

t
T, = (I"’f)keN with . (t) = Tpko +/ unp(s)ds for te€0,6]
0

and is called motion of the pursuer P,. The solution y € AC of (F) is

t
y= () e With  y(t) = yso + / w(s)ds for teo,0]
0
and is called motion of the evader E.
For a Banach space (X, | - ||x) let Bx(zo,7) = {z € X : ||z — 20| < r} and Sx(xg,7) =

{r € X : ||z — || = r} denote the ball and sphere of radius r and center zy, respectively.

Definition 2.1 (Admissible controls). Let I, J C N with /UJ = Nand p, > 0 forn € N.

A function u, € L is called admissible control for the pursuer P, if it satisfies
(a) Integral constraint for pursuers on I: If n € I then u,, € U = Br,(0,pn), ie
9 1
(/ Zunk(t)2dt> < pn.
0 k=1

(b) Geometric constraint for pursuers on J: If n € J then u, € U = B (0, pp), ie

Note that w.l.o.g. we replaced the essential supremum over [0, 6] by max.

U™ for n € N is called the set of all admissible controls of pursuer P,.

Let ¢ > 0. A function v € Ly is called admissible control for the evader if it satisfies
(c) Integral constraint for evader: v € V. := B, (0, 0), ie.

/ ka go—.

0 k=1

V. is called the set of all admissible controls of evader E.

Definition 2.2 (Admissible strategies). (a) A function
Up :[0,00) X Uy X by X by — Uy, (t,xn,y,v) = Uy(t, x,,y,v) for n € N,

is called strategy of the pursuer P, if for any admissible control v € V. of the evader F

and any initial values yy € ¥5, x,0 € {2, the system of equations
Tpn = Un(ta Tny Y, U(t)), l’n(o) = Tno,

y :'U(t)> y(O) = Yo,
has a unique solution (z,,y) with z,, y € AC. A strategy U, is said to be admissible

(2.2)

if for every solution (z,,y) the control u,(t) := U,(t,z,(t),y(t),v(t)) generated by U, is
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admissible, i.e. Uy (-, a(-), y(-),v(-)) € U™. The set of all admissible strategies for (22)
is denoted by U™,

(b) A function
Vi]0,00) X £ = by, (tx1, . Ty y) = V(T Ty Y)

is called strategy of the evader E, if for arbitrary admissible controls wu, € U™ of the

pursuers P, (n € N), arbitrary initial values yg € {3, 2,0 € {5, the system of equations

Tn = up(t), 2,(0) = xp0, mEN,
(2.3) | "
y = V(t7 xl? AR ’xm’ ot 7y)7 y(o) = y(]?

has a unique solution (z1,...,Zm,...,y) with z,,y € AC for n € N. A strategy V

is said to be admissible, if for every solution (z1,...,%m,,...,y) the control v(t) :=
V(t,z1(t), ..., zm(t),...,y(t)) generated by V is admissible, i.e. V. (-, z1(-), ..., Zm (), ..., y(+)) €
V.. The set of all admissible strategies for (2.3)) is denoted by V.

Definition 2.3 (Optimal strategies and value of the game). (a) Admissible strategies U
of the pursuers P, (n € N) are said to be optimal if

inf Fl(Ul,...,Um,...) :Fl(Uik,...,U;L,...),
Upnetd(™)
for neN

where

(U, ..., Up,...) = sup inlf\‘I |z, (0) — y(0)]]

vey, NE
and (z,,y) is the solution of (22).
(b) An admissible strategy V* of the evader E is said to be optimal if

sup FQ(V) = FQ(V*),
vey

where

for neN
and (Z1,...,Zm,...,y) is the solution of (2.3)).
(c) U Ty (UF, ..., U, ...) =T9(V*) = v then we say that the game has the value v [13].

Our aim is to find optimal strategies U and V* of the players P, and E, respectively,

and the value of the game.
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3. AN AUXILIARY GAME
The attainability domain of the pursuers P; and P; at time 6 from the initial state z;o and

zjo are the closed balls By, (24, piV/0) for i € I and By, (1o, p;6) for j € J, respectively.
This is due to the estimates

@) =l = | [ sy as] < [ s

(3.1) 0 1/2 0 1/2
< (/ lds) (/ ||u,.(s)||2ds) <oV, foriel,
0 0

and
) 0
(3.2) wmm—@mzw/w@mﬂs/Mm@w@swa for j € J.
0 0
On the other hand, for i € I an arbitrary z € By, (%, pzx/g) can be reached by a pursuer
P, with the admissible control u,; € Z/lc(i) defined by
ui(s) = (T —x)/0, 0<s<6,

which implies z;(6) = z. Moreover, for j € J an T € By,(xjg, p;#) can be reached by
choosing the admissible control

uj(s) = (& —xj0)/0, 0<s<4,
for the pursuer P;, which results in z;(0) = .

Similarly, the attainability domain of the evader F at time 6 from the initial state y, is
the closed ball By, (o, oV6).

For simplicity we consider now the following game with only one pursuer
(P):&=u(t), z(0)=ux,
(E) :y=v(t), y(0) =y,

and assume at first that the control u satisfies an integral constraint v € By, (0, p) for

(3.3)

some p > 0. Define
X ={zeb: 20— 20,2) < (0 = )0+ lloll* — lao]*}.

Lemma 3.1. If y(0) € X, then for the game (B.3) with a pursuer which is subject to an
integral constraint, there exists an admissible strategqy of the pursuer P with x(0) = y(0).

Proof. We define the pursuer’s strategy as follows:
(3.4) u(t) = 5(yo — o) +v(t), 0<t<0.

We show that if y(0) € X, then the above strategy is admissible. Using the fact that

M@=%+Av@%,
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then from the inequality

2(yo — 0,9(0)) < (0> = o8 + [|yol|* — [|zoll*,
and equality

lyo = @ol* + [lyoll* = llzolI* = 2(y0 — 0, 50) = 0,

we obtain ,
2 [ (o = 0, 0(5))ds < (5 = 60 120 — wol”.
0

From ([B.4), we get
o 2 1 2 2 o o 2
/Hwﬁwwzwm—mu+1/@rwmwmw+/nwwws
0 9 9 0 0

1 1
< Sllvo = woll* + 5 ((P* = 0%)0 — [l20 = woll*) + 0% = 0,

therefore strategy (B.4) is admissible. Then
0 o
x(0) = zo + / u(s)ds = xo + yo — o + / v(s)ds = y(6). O
0 0

Now consider the second case and assume that the pursuer’s control w is subject to a

geometric constraint u € By (0, p) for some p > 0. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. If 0 < p and y(0) € X, then for the game [B.3) with a pursuer which is

subject to a geometric constraint, there exists an admissible strateqy of the pursuer P with

z(0) = y(0).
Proof. We introduce the pursuer’s strategy as follows:

(3.5) u(t) = v(t) — (v(t),e)e +e(p® — o + (v(t),e)Q)l/Q’ ?f 0<t<r,
v(®), if 7<t<4,

where e = (yo — x0)/(||yo — @o|) and 7 € [0, 6] is the time instant at which z(7) = y(7)
for the first time.

We have y(t) — z(t) = ef(t), where
f(t) = llyo — ol +/0 (v(s), ) ds — /0 (0* = 0%+ (v(s),€)?)

Clearly, f(0) = |lyo — xo|| > 0. Let us show that f(#) < 0. This will imply that f(7) =0
for some 7 € [0, 4].

N

ds.

Consider the two-dimensional vector function g(t) = ((p* — o?)z, (v(t), e)). We get

A%f—&+mm&ﬁwzéﬂmw@ﬂAZ@M

- ((p2 —0?)0* + </0€(v(s), e)ds)z)%.
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Then

3O 10 < =l + [ )eds = (= o0+ ([ ws).00) )"
By assumption y(f) € X. Consequently, (e,y(f)) < d, where

d=((p* = *)0" + llyoll* = llzoll*) /2llyo — zoll).

Hence, we obtain

0
(3.7) / (v(s), e)ds < d — (yo ).

On the other hand the function ¢(t) = ||yo — xol| +t — ((p* — 0%)0* + tz)% is increasing
on R. Then it follows from (B.6) and ([B.7) that

=

F(8) <llyo — mol| + d — (o, €) — ((p* — 0)6* + (d — (o, €))?)*> =0.

Consequently, f(7) = 0 for some 7 € [0,60]. Therefore, z(7) = y(7). Further, by (3.3,
u(t) = v(t) for 7 <t < 6. Then, obviously, z(8) = y(0). O

4. MAIN RESULT

Now consider the game (21)). We will solve the optimal pursuit problem under the

following assumption.

Assumption (A) [2]. There exists a nonzero vector py such that (Yo — Tno,po) > 0 for
alln € N.

For [ > 0 define

(1) Gi(l) :== By, (l’io, pi\/é + l), forie I,
G;(1) == By, (2j0, pi0 + 1), for j € J,

therefore

(4.2) mf{z > 02 By, (yo.0v8) C | Gl }

neN

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumption (A) and if 060 < p;0 +~ for all j € J, then the
number y given by ([{.9) is the value of game (2.1)).

The proof of Theorem Tl relies on the following lemmas for which we let yq, 2,9 € 3 with
ZTno 7 Yo for n € N and choose r, R, > 0 for n € N.

Lemma 4.2 ([2]). Let

Xo = {2 €1 2(g0 — 200,2) < B2+ oll* = lleaoll }.
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Under the assumption (A) and if

sz (y()ar) C U BZQ (ana Rn)a

neN

then By, (yo,7) C U, en Xn-

Lemma 4.3 ([2]). Let Ry := inf, ey R,. Under the assumption (A) and if Ry > 0 and if
for any € € (0, Ry) the set |, ey Bey(Tno, Rn —€) does not contain the ball By, (yo,r), then
there ezists a point § € Sy, (yo,r) such that ||§j — xnol|| > R, for alln € N.

Proof of Theorem [{.1. We assume that
(4.3) K = {n eN: SgQ(yo,a\/é) NGL(y) # @},
and consider the infinitely many initial value problems
(Pe) : = uk(t), 2x(0) =10, k€K,
(4.4) (P,): ij =0, keN\K,
(E): g=nwo(), y(0) = %o,

on the interval [0,6]. The value ~y of this game is the same as for the game (2.1). Indeed
by the definition of v, we have

Bgz y(),O'\/7 U G
neN

therefore
By, (yo, V) C | J Gl
nek
For arbitrary € > 0 we introduce fictitious pursuers z,, whose motions are described by

the equations

s €
Zp = Wy,

2n(0) = zpo, forne N=1TUJ,

with integral constraint on [

(45) il = ( / 9 lwg@l2dt) " <) = pt Lt — oricl,
Z o VO ko
and with geometric constraint on J
/2 ~ e '
(4.6) w1 = tgl[(%] (Zw]k (t) ) < pj(e) :==p; + ] + d for j € J,

where k; = max{1, p;}, and k; = max{1, p;}. It is obvious that the attainability domains
of the fictitious pursuers z;, ¢ € I, and z;, j € J, at time 6 from the initial states z;
and zjo are the balls By, (7, pi(e)V0) = By, (zi0, piV/0 + v + i) and B, (70, pj(€)0) =
By, (20, pj0 + v + ,f—J)



PURSUIT DIFFERENTIAL GAME WITH GEOMETRIC AND INTEGRAL CONSTRAINTS 9

It can be shown that the attainability domain of the fictitious pursuers from the initial
position @,o up to time 6 is a ball G,(v). We define I = IN K and J = J N K and
strategies of the fictitious pursuers z; for i € I as follows:

1

—(yo — wio) +v(t), if0<t <77,

(4.7) wi(t) =4
0, if 7 <t <0,

where 77 € [0, 6] is the time for which

€

(4.8) l[%@@szﬁ@,

if such a time exists. Since p;(¢) > p;(0) := p;, we get

154

A W%W%:ﬁ@>ﬁ=éﬂwwﬁh:lﬂw@Ww

that is,

[ v Pas > [T R o) s
0 0

hence 77 > 7.
Also we define the strategies of the fictitious pursuers z; for j € J as follows:

(49) wi(r) = 1 VO~ O e et e (7(e) = o 4 (u(d), ), it o<ty
9) wi(t) =

’ (), if 7 <t<o,
where e; = (yo — xj0)/||yo — zjo|| and 7; € [0, 6] is the time at which z;(7;) = y(7;) for the

first time, if it exists.

Now we define the strategies of the pursuers z;, i € I ,and x;, j € J. , by the strategies of

the fictitious pursuers as follows:

(4.10) up(t) =

1 7
with &=4¢ 27 J
1, ifnelJ,
as well as u,(t) =0 for t € [0,6] and n € N\ K.
Pz’\/§

We show now that constructed strategies u;(t) = ———=——w;(¢) in (£I0) for the pursuers
_ /)i\/g +

P;, 1 € I, satisfy the inequalities

(4.11) sup inf [y (0) — zi(0)]| < 7.

veV, i€l

By the definition of ~, we have

B, (o, U\/g) C UBZz (w0, piVO + 7 + ki)

iel
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By assumption, the inequality (yo — 0, po) > 0 holds for all i € I. Then it follows from
Lemma that

Bgz yo,a\/_ U

iel

where

3
Xf = {Z € EQ . 2(’3/0 — xiO,Z) S (,01\/5—{—7 + —)2 — 0'29 + ||'y0||2 - ||£EZ()||2}

ki
Consequently, the point y(6) € By, (yo,0v/8) belongs to some half-space X2, s = s(¢) € I,
and we have

9
(112) 2o 20,y(0) < (pVI+ 7+ =) = 20+ ol = ol

By Lemma B3] for the strategies (4.7) of ﬁctitious pursuers we get z,(f) = y(f). Then
taking into account (L) and (£10) with £ = 3, we get

I9(0) = (O] = 12:(0) — (0 H—W/( ) Zu,n)
sAW@( wsnﬁ+/ws—~w4mw

Now we put aside the right-hand side of the last inequality. Let us show that

(4.13)

(4.14) /Hw (B)dt < Kz, forall icT.

Indeed, as we show that 77 > 7, and according to (A7) wi(t) = w;(t) for 0 < ¢t < 75,
w;(t) =0 for t > 7, wi(t) =0 for t > 77, then we have

1

[ i —wotan= [ - ol [ o v

0
+ [ MJwi(t) — wilt)|dt

= [" e v [ esopa)”
<va( [" s [Musopa)”

(e 2 )
< Kiv/e,

where K is some positive number.



PURSUIT DIFFERENTIAL GAME WITH GEOMETRIC AND INTEGRAL CONSTRAINTS 11

1——)/n% |t
@——)/’ /n% )IPat)’
(1——)fps_ .

Then from [AI3)) it follows that ||y(f) — xs(0)|| < v+ Kiv/e. Thus, if the pursuers use
the strategies (A.10) with £ = %, the inequality (£IT]) holds.

For the second integral in (£13) we have

62

0
Now we show that the strategies u;(t) = 5]4_ w;(t) constructed in (£.10) of the pursuers
~ piv T
P; for j € J satisty the inequality
(4.15) sup inf [|y(6) — ;(0)[| <.

veEV, JEJ

By the definition of v, we have

Br, (yo,ov0) < () Bes (w0, 030 + 7 + ]{;i)
J

jeJ

By assumption, the inequality (yo — xjo,po) > 0 holds for all j € J. Then it follows from
Lemma [4.2] that

Beg yO,U\[ U

]EJ

where

€ €2
Xj = {Z c 62 . 2(y0 — Ijo,Z) < (pje‘i‘”)/‘i‘ T — 0'2‘9—|— ||y0H2 - ||.flfj0“2}.

5

Consequently, the point y(8) € B(yy, 0v/) belongs to some half-space X¢, s = s(c) € J.
By the assumption of the Theorem 1], p;(¢) > o; then it follows from Lemma that
if z; uses strategies (A.9) then z,(0) = y(). By taking account of ([AI0) with & = 1, we
obtain

100) @)1 = 1240) — 2. = | [ (a5~ Zt0)

SAH@( wsnm+/nw — Lo o)) .

Now we show that the first term of the right-hand side of the inequality satisfies

(4.16)

0
(4.17) limsup [ |lw(t) —w;(t)||dt = 0.
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If there exists 7; € [0, 0], mentioned in (£9), then

/rm ()t

2pje\1/2 _ 2

<0((2 -0+ € 2, 2P 2 _ ;2)1/2

(7] (o) *1g) o))
€ \2  2pi€ € v

<O((-—)" +-2L) <e(=+2(1+ =) = Kae,
() + 25y <G 201+ ) - Ko

where K5 is some positive number.

For the second integral in (£10) we have

[ 1= Zyuio)ae - 1——/nws )l d

<(1- p—)psﬁ =

Then it follows from (LI6) that ||y(0) — z5(0)|| < v + Kse. Thus if the pursuers use
strategies (A.I0) with £ = 1, the inequality (£15) holds.

We construct the evader’s strategies ensuring that

(1.18) inf_in [[y(6) — (6)]| > 7,
un €U 1€l
for ne K

and

(4.19) inf _inf [|y(0) — 2;(0)[| = 7,
unEZ/{( )]EJ
for ne K

First, if v = 0, then inequality (4.I8) is obviously valid for any admissible control of the
evader. Let v > 0. By the definition of v, for any € > 0, the set

U By, (0, piVO+ 7 — £),

iel

does not contain the ball By, (yo,0v/#). Then, by Lemma FE3 there exists a point § €
Se, (Yo, oV/0), such that |7 — | > piv/0 + . On the other hand

l|25(0) — @0 < pi\/é.
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Consequently
15 = 20| = 11§ = wioll = ll:(8) = wioll = psVO +v = piVO = .

Then the value of the game is not less than ~, and inequality (£I8) holds. Similarly these

relationships can be proved for j € J.

Therefore
inf ||y(0) —x,(0)|| <7,
sup inf [3(6) = 7, (6)] <1
and
. . _ S~
unlenuf(") inf [|y(0) — 2 (0)] 2 v
for neK
The proof of the theorem is complete. 0J

Now, we provide an example to illustrate Theorem [£.11

Example 4.4. Let p;, = 2, p; =1, 0 = 9 and 0 = 2. We consider the following initial
positions z;0 = (0,...,0,3,0,...), zjo = (0,...,0,8,0,...) and yo = (0,0,...) of the
players, where number 3 is ith coordinate of the point z;p and number 8 is jth coordinate
of the point zjy. Let us obtain the value of the game. To this end, it is sufficient to show
that

1) for any € > 0 the inclusion By, (0,6) C ;2 Be,(2i0,6.7 + ) holds, where O is the
origin and k; = max{1, p;} = 2.

1*) for any & > 0 the inclusion By, (0,6) C ;2 Be, (0,10 + ,f—ﬂ) holds, where k; =
max{1l,p;} = 1.

2) the ball By, (O, 6) is not contained in the set | ;= By, (w0, 6.7).

2%) the ball By, (O, 6) is not contained in the set (J;Z, Br, (o, 10).

Let z = (21, 29,...) be an arbitrary point of the ball By, (O,6). So > 2 22 < 36 and

=11

Z;‘;l z]2 < 36. Then, either the vector z has a nonnegative coordinate or all the coordinate

of the vector z are negative. In the former case, z has a nonnegative coordinate z;. Then,

1/2
||z—g;k0||:(zf+...+z§_1+(3—zk)2+z§+1+...)/

. 1/2
= <Zz§+9—62k>
=1

< (45— 35)Y? < 6.7 < 6.7+ %

Hence, z € By, (71o,6.7+ 5).
And, z has a nonnegative coordinate zy. Then,

- 1/2
Iz — @yl = (Z 2 464 — 16Zk’>

=1

< (100 — 162,)"/? <10 < 10 +¢.
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Therefore, z € By, (z,/, 10 + 6)
In the latter case, since > -, 22 and Y - i1 j are convergent then z;, — 0 as £ — oo and

2z — 0 as k' — oo therefore

- 1/2
|z — xrol| = ( zi2+9—6zk> < (45 — 62;)Y? <6.7—|—%,

i=1
and
~ 1/2
|2 — 20|l = (Z 22464 — 16zkr> < (100 — 162,)Y? < 10 + ¢,
j=1
for any index k and &’. On the other hand, any point z € S(O, 6) with negative coordinate
does not belong to the set |J;Z, B, (i, 6.7) and U2, By, (2o, 10), since for any numbers
7 and j
HZ — .CL’Z(]H = (45 — 6Zi)1/2 > 6.7.
and
|2 — xj0]| = (100 — 162;)"/* > 10.

So, we have

inf< !l Z 0: Bg2(y0,0'\/§) C UB@(:L',-O,pi\/g—I- l)} =
=1

inf<l>0: 352(0,6) C UBgQ(LL’Z'o,f; -+ l)} = 07,

i=1

and

infq [ >0: Bg2 yo,O'\/_ C UBgz(l’jo,pje—Fl)} =

{
{

infd 1 >0: By, (0,6) C UBng]0,9+l)}:1.

v = min{O.?, 1} = 0.7,

Conclusion. We considered a fixed duration pursuit-evasion problem with countably

Therefore, the number

is the value of the game.

many pursuers and one evader in the Hilbert space. The controls of a group of pursuers
are subject to geometric constraints and the controls of the other pursuers and the evader
are subject to integral constraints. We fixed the index ¢ on pursuers and constructed an
admissible strategy for the pursuer that guaranties it to capture the evader. Moreover, by
taking contribution from an auxiliary differential game under an important assumption

we guessed the value of the game and then we proved the accuracy of our guess.
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