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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a discrete-time Stackelberg mean field game with a finite number of leaders, a finite
number of major followers and an infinite number of minor followers. The leaders and the followers each observe
types privately that evolve as conditionally independent controlled Markov processes. The leaders are of “Stackelberg"
kind which means they commit to a dynamic policy. We consider two types of followers: major and minor, each with a
private type. All the followers best respond to the policies of the Stackelberg leaders and each other. Knowing that the
followers would play a mean field game (with major players) based on their policy, each (Stackelberg) leader chooses
a policy that maximizes her reward. We refer to the resulting outcome as a Stackelberg mean field equilibrium with
multiple leaders (SMFE-ML). In this paper, we provide a master equation of this game that allows one to compute

all SMFE-ML. We further extend this notion to the case when there are infinite number of leaders.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are many scenarios in the real world where firms compete with each other (and many times with a
government alternative such as United States Postal Service (USPS)) while engaging with the market such Lyft
and Uber for ride sharing markets, or Amazon, Walmart and EBay online market platforms and so on. Thus it is
an important question to investigate as to how to find the best strategies for such firms (or the government) while
engaging with the market and while competing with each other.

With increasing amount of integration of technology in our society and with recent advancements in computation
and algorithmic technologies, there is an unprecedented scale of interaction among people and devices. As an
example, smartphones have penetrated our society in the last decade and more than 82% of the world is connected
through the internet. Such deep inter-connectedness of the society demands a need to design and understand the
behavior of the resulting large scale interactions and a need to design policies by the government and private players
to better govern and optimally respond. In this paper, we present a new methodology to analyze such interactions
through Stackelberg mean-field dynamic games.

The theory of dynamic games is a powerful tool to model such sequential strategic interaction among selfish
players, introduced by [1]. Discrete-time dynamic games with Markovian structure have been studied extensively

to model many practical applications in both engineering and economics, such as as dynamic auctions [2], [3],
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security [4], markets [5], [6], traffic routing [7], [8], wireless systems [9], social learning [10], [11], oligopolies—
i.e. competition among firms (e.g. [12], [13]), and more.

In dynamic games with perfect and symmetric information, subgame perfect equilibrium (SPE) is an appropriate
equilibrium concept. Markov Perfect Equilibria (MPE), introduced in [14], is a refinement of SPE that is also used,
where players’ strategies depend on a coarser Markovian state of the systems, instead of the whole history of the
game which grows exponentially with time and thus becomes unwieldy. An analogous notion to SPE for incomplete
information games is perfect Bayesian equilibrium (PBE). However, when the number of players is large, computing
MPE/PBE becomes intractable. To model the behavior of large population strategic interactions, mean-field games
were introduced independently by [15], and [16]. In such games, there are large number of homogeneous strategic
players, where each player has infinitesimal effect on system dynamics and is affected by other players through
a mean-field population state. There have been a number of applications such as economic growth, security in
networks, oil production, volatility formation, population dynamics (see [17]-[23] and references therein).

An engineering side of game theory is the theory of Mechanism design that deals with the design of games
such that when acted upon by the strategic players, the equilibrium(s) of the game coincide with the outcome
desired by the designer. It could be social welfare say desired by the government or profit maximization desired by
private entities. Stackelberg equilibrium (SE) is a notion of equilibrium related to mechanism design. A Bayesian
Stackelberg game is played between two players: a leader and a follower. The follower has a private type that only
she observes, however, the leader knows the prior distribution on that state. The leader commits to a strategy that
is observable to the follower. The follower then plays a best response to leader’s strategy to maximize its utility.
Knowing that the follower will play a best response, the leader commits to and plays a strategy that maximizes his
utility. Such pair of strategies of the leader and the follower is called a Stackelberg equilibrium. It is known that
such strategies can provide higher utility to the leader than that obtained in a Nash equilibrium of the game.

In this paper, we consider discrete-time Stackelberg mean field games where there are finitely many leaders (who
have commitment power), finite major followers (who play Nash equilibrium i.e. do not commit) and infinitely
many minor followers (who also play Nash equilibrium). All the leaders and followers sequentially make strategic
decisions, simultaneously in each period ¢ and are affected by other players through a mean-field population state of
the minor followers’ actions, major followers actions and the leaders’ actions. Each follower (both major and minor)
and all the leaders individually have a private type that evolves through a controlled Markov process that only she
observes and leaders and all the followers observe the current population state which is the distribution of all the
minor followers’ types. The leaders commit to a dynamic policy and all the followers, both major and minor, best
respond to it while being in equilibrium with each other such that for each time ¢ and given the leaders’ policies,
a follower’s policy (symmetric across all minor followers, non necessarily symmetric for the major followers)
maximizes her reward to go so that she doesn’t gain by unilaterally deviating while all the other followers play the
equilibrium policy. Similarly each leader ¢ plays a strategy such that when all the followers’ best respond to all the
leaders’ strategy and are in equilibrium with each other, and the other leaders best respond to leader ¢’s strategy
then the leader’s 4’s strategy maximizes her reward to go. Note that leaders are in Nash equilibrium with each other

and together they play Stackelberg equilibrium to the followers (as in [24]). We note that any of the leaders can



be social welfare maximizing and her instantaneous reward is then the sum of expected reward of the followers,
where expectation over the infinite minor followers is defined through the mean field state.

In such games, a Stackelberg Mean Field Equilibrium (SMFE) is defined through a coupled fixed-point equation
as follows: the mean-field state evolves through a Fokker-Planck forward equation given an SMFE policy profile of
the leader and the followers. The followers’ (symmetric) policy is a best response to the leader’s equilibrium policy,
given the mean-field state evolution process. Finally, the leader’s policy is optimum given that followers play the
best response. As a result, in order to compute an SMFE, one needs to solve a coupled fixed-point equation in
the space of mean-field states and the equilibrium policies of the leader and the followers. In principle, one can
solve this fixed-point equation across time for the whole game; however, the resulting complexity will increase
double exponentially with time. In this paper, we present an algorithm which can equivalently solve for smaller
fixed-point equations for each time ¢. This algorithm is equivalent to the master equation of continuous-time mean
field games [25] that allows one to compute all mean field equilibria (MFE) of the game sequentially.

Our algorithm is motivated by the developments in the theory of dynamic games with asymmetric information
in [26]—[32], where authors in these works have considered different models of such games and provided a sequential
decomposition framework to compute Markovian perfect Bayesian equilibria and Markov perfect Stackelberg
equilibria of such games. A special case with a single leader was studied in [32].

The paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we present the model, our notation and background. In Section III,
we present the notion of a Stackelberg Mean Field Equilibrium (SMFE) and the common information approach. In
Section IV, we present our main results, where we present an algorithm to compute a SMFE for the finite horizon

game. We conclude in Section VIII. All proofs are presented in Appendix.

A. Notation

We use uppercase letters for random variables and lowercase for their realizations. For any variable, subscripts

represent time indices and superscripts represent player identities. We use notation —¢ to represent all players other

than player ¢ i.e. —i = {1,2,...i—1,i+1,..., N}. We use notation a;.+ to represent the vector (as, a1, .. .aw)
when ¢’ > t or an empty vector if ¢ < t. We use a; * to mean (a},a?,...,a. *,ai™ ... a") . We remove
superscripts or subscripts if we want to represent the whole vector, for example a; represents (aj,...,a). We

denote the indicator function of any set A by 1{A}. For any finite set S, P(S) represents space of probability
measures on S and |S| represents its cardinality. Given a set A, we denote its n-fold Cartesian product by (A)™.
We denote the set of real numbers by R. For a probabilistic strategy profile of players (aé)ie[ ~N] Where probability
of action a! conditioned on z1.¢, x}., is given by o (a!|z1., 2%.,), we use the short hand notation o, “(a; *|21.¢, 27,1
to represent [ | ki a{ (a{ |21:4, :v{:t). We denote by P? (or E7) the probability measure generated by (or expectation

with respect to) strategy profile o. All equalities and inequalities involving random variables are to be interpreted

in the a.s. sense. For any variable a, we define S, as the space of all possible a.



II. MODEL

We consider a stochastic Stackelberg mean field game over a time horizon [T] = {1,2,...T} with simultaneous
moves and perfect recall as follows. Suppose there are three kinds of players: K Stackelberg leaders, M (Nash)
major followers, and an infinite number of homogeneous (Nash) minor followers. All leaders and followers have
private types, xi’i € X! for ith leader, xl’” € X™, for jth major follower and :cf € X7 for every minor follower
at time ¢, where xt’i, :1:?” evolve as a conditionally independent controlled Markov processes in the following
way, where for any finite K, Stackelberg leaders, M (Nash) major followers and N (Nash) minor followers. Let

1 [1:K] m _ m[l:M] 1 I[LK] m,m _  m[l:M]
Ty = Xy y Ly = Ty » O = Gy Ay = 0y

U[1:N] m[1:M] _f[1:N] l,m I,m
P(x; » Tt » Tt 21501, 07515 %15 1)

N K
Lig, L Lm , ,k l l k
:HQ’l(xtth—hatflw’Ct 1 Hng J|Zt 17% 1a17t N H |Zt—17@tm1a17tm17${ ), (D
i=1 kel

where Q%% Q™7 are known kernels, and z; is defined below. A Stackelberg leader i takes action at e Al at time
t on observing z.¢, :vlllt, a major follower j takes action based on z1., :clng , and a minor follower k takes action
atf * € Af at time ¢ on observing z.; and x{f , where z; is the mean field population state of the minor followers

at time ¢, i.e.,

HD

Z = 2). @)

=1

Here, z;.; is common information among players, and xl’:t, :Z:th , x{f are private information of the Stackelberg
leader ¢, major follower j and minor follower k, respectively. We denote the set of possible values of the mean-field
state z; by Z = P(X7).

At the end of interval ¢, Stackelberg leader ¢ receives an instantaneous reward Ri"i(zt, xfgm, afgm), major follower

l L, . . .
(zt, 2™, a;™) and the minor follower k receives an instantaneous reward

j receives an instantaneous reward R
Rf (2, :ct f k f k at ™). Note that each leader’s reward only depends on the followers’ state and actions through
the mean-field state. Likewise for each follower’s reward function is the same for all followers (homogeneous
followers) and it depends on the states and actions of the other followers through the mean-field state, but does
depend directly on the states and actions of all the leaders and the follower’s own action.

The sets AbY, A™7 AF X171 x™7 XT are assumed to be finite. Let o/ = (Ui’i)te[T] be a probabilistic strategy
of leader i = 1...K, 0™ = (a," ’7)te[T] be a probabilistic strategy of major follower j = 1...K, o/F =
(61" sc7) be a probabilistic strategy of the minor follower k where 07" : (Z)!x (AL x A™)! =1 x (A1) — P(ALY),
o™ (Z2) x (Al x Am)t_l X (XYt — P(A™I), and o] : (Z)! x (AL x A" x (XF)E — P(AT) such that
the leader plays action A according to Al t at ( |21:4, all 19 xll %), and the follower plays action Atf according
to Al ~ of (|21, a7 2l ), Let o £ (0")icqu,ry be a strategy profile of all players. Suppose players discount

their rewards by a discount factor § < 1.



III. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we first present the definition of a Stackelberg Mean Field Equilibrium with Multiple Leaders
(SMFE-ML) which we will use in this paper. We then discuss the common agent approach that we will utilize in

deriving an algorithm for finding an SMFE-ML.

A. Stackelberg mean field equilibrium with multiple leaders

In this paper, we will consider followers’ Markovian equilibrium policy that only depends on her current
states :th , current mean field state z; and common marginal beliefs wt ,wt md i =1...K,j =1...M, where
@bty = polete™ (phi 2y abm ) I () = Pl (2 2y, 6™ ) e, wht s the common belief
on the Stackelberg leader i’s state given the common information (z1.+, all’ft’ll) Letm, = {wt )T mJ bim1. N j=1..K

Thus, at equilibrium af"* ~ &/ ’k(-|7rt,zt,:vtf ") and the Stackelberg leader i’s strategy a} ~ &i(-|m, 2, 20") and

major follower 5’s strategy a}"” ~ &7 (-|my, z¢, )7 ).!
For the game considered, we first define best response mapping of the follower as follows, which we will use in
turn to define a Stackelberg mean field equilibrium.

Let BRtf is given by

T
l,m f
BRtf (ﬂa Z1:t, a“ll)::fn—b ‘T{:tﬂ O-i:Tv O{?T) ‘= arg H;%'X [Eat:T )at:T)ﬂ[Z 5n_tRf(Zn7 Xf{m7f7 Ai{m)f)lﬂu Z1:t all);’t‘rl—lu :E{;t]'
n=t
(3)
Let BR/ : ZT x S, x S;m — S,+ be given by
BRI/ (z1.7,0', 0™ ﬂ ﬂ ﬂBRt Wt,zltvalt 1Ty Ol o) )

al Y 11 t
This specifies a minor follower’s best response at time ¢ given the history of the mean-field state and its private
type up to time ¢ and the leader’s strategy from time ¢ on-wards. Note that this mapping specifies a complete policy
for the follower for all time ¢.

Similarly we define the best response of major follower j as

m,J l,m m,j 1 m,—j _f
BRt (ﬂa 21ty Q141> Tt Ot O 70t;T)

T
f
—argmfic[E“'T”tT“tT ’“tT’”f E S"TIR™I(Z,, le Alm)|7rt,21 t,alt 1T } 5)
7 n=t
m,j L _m,—j Im l -j _f
BR™(z,0', 6™ o7 ﬂ m m BR;" Wtazltaalt LT 7UtT70tT O (6)

arulyary’

With some abuse of notation, we will also say a,;f € BRZ (z1.75 01 ) if there exists 6/ € BRY (2.7, ai ") such that

I — 5 Qimi m,j m,j l m,—j . ; fote 5 m, l —=J
o/ = &} . Similarly we say 0,"” € BR{" (21.7, 01,1, 07 ,O'I:T) if there exists 6™ € BR™ (z1.1, 04 p, 0177, 01.p)

such that o}’ = 6,7

Note, however, that for the purpose of equilibrium, we allow for deviations in the space of all possible strategies that may depend on the

entire observation history.



We now define best response of Stackelberg leader i as follows

T
BR" (1.7, 0" ﬂ ﬂ ﬂargmax[E" e ’3{25"435{1-( Zo X5, AL my, 2, a2l ) (D)

alt 1w1r

where, 6/ € BRY(2,0',6™),6™ € BR'(z,0',6™,57) (8)

Conversely, define a mapping A : S5 x S,1 X Sym — Z7 as follows: given of € S ,0! € Spi,0™ € Sgm,z =

3 . . l
A(o7, o, 0™), is constructed recursively as Vt, 2.4, ayly' |

1, l I, oy I, I, l
Zep () = Z Zl;t(x{:t)P(xlfﬂzl:t,al:t,l)Qf(-th,x{,a{,atm)ag(aﬂzl:t,alflbx{:t)atm( tm|21:tva1;7t711a171?)
Tt,at
)

This mapping determines the mean-field trajectory as a function of the leaders’ and the followers’ policies.
Definition 1: (',6™,57, z) is a Stackelberg Mean-Field Equilibrium with multiple leaders (SMFE-ML) if
[(@)]: 6/ € BRf(z,5',6™),

[(b)]: z = A(G',6™,5F), and
[(©)]: ¢ € BR'(z,5',6™,67)
[(d)]: 6™ € BR™(z,5',6™,67)

B. Common agent approach
We recall that in general, the leaders and the followers generate their actions at time t as follows, al L~

l,i m,j

!
at’l(-|zltt,a1’:T_l,x1 +)s ay e

~ o (Jzr, aT L 2T) and alF ~ of (21, a0 2F). An alternative way to
view the problem is as follows. As is done in the common information approach [33], at time ¢, a fictitious common
agent observes the common information zlzt,all’:?ll and generates prescription functions v; = (”yé,”y{”,”y{) =
Wylz1ee, a7 L] where 4F = {7V isy v, 4™ = {47™},=1..u. Follower k uses its prescription function v/** to

'k to produce her action af*, ie. 4" : (XFF)t — P(AFF) and af* ~

operate on its private information xj
"ytj k( |a:{f ). Similarly, Stackelberg leader ¢ uses her prescription function 'yi’i to operate on her private information
2% to produce her action al’, ie. vl' : (Xb)E — P(AY) and al’ ~ AP (-|x}h). And major follower j uses
her prescription function ;" to operate on her private information %’ to produce her action a}™”, i.e. 7" :
(Xm™I)t — P(A™T) and a]™ ~ 47 (-|277). Tt is easy to see that for any o™/ policy profile of the players,
there exists an equivalent v profile of the common agent (and vice versa) that generates the same control actions
for every realization of the information of the players.

Here, we will consider Markovian common agent’s policy as follows. We call a common agent’s policy be of
“type 0" if the common agent observes the mean field population state z; and common belief 7;, and generates
prescription functions v, := (v},v™,~/) = 6, [7¢, 2]. The follower k uses prescription function 7/ to operate
on her current private type 2" to produce her action af"*, i.e. 7% : X/* — P(AFF) and af " ~ A2l F).

Similarly, Stackelberg leader 7 uses her prescription function 'y,f’i to operate on her private information xil to produce

her action a.”’, i.e. v : Xb — P(ALY) and ab’ ~ 4" (-|z4"). Similarly, the major follower j uses her prescription



J

function ;™ to operate on her private information /™ to produce her action a7, i.e. /™ : X3 — P(A™F)
and ") 57 ([,
Then the mean field is updated as
l, l, Lm,fy . £y Ly Lmy L
ze1() = Z Zt(xtf)ﬁt(xtm) ( |ze, ™ f a;" f)'th(atf|xt )y a2y ™) (10)

Tt,at

We also call the above equation as z;41 = (¢, 24, V)

Li g
Recall that we defined common marginal beliefs m, = {ﬂ't Ty }iﬂ...N,j:l...M , where w," 70 i =
Lig L of a' om B lm m,j o mLgy a'f,al,a' lm
N, = M, where m"(z,") = P (xt |Zl?t7a’1:t 1) m (@) = P (z" |Zl ity Q1)
L, l
ie. m, “is the common belief on the Stackelberg leader i’s state :Ct given the common information (z1.¢, ayly ;)

and similarly =, e

is the common belief on the major follower j’s state x;"’ given the common information
(1.1, all’ftnfl). In the following lemma, we show that the belief m; can be updated using Bayes’ rule.

Lemma 1: There exists functions F“¢, F™J fori =1...N,j = 1... M, independent of the strategy # such that

T = PO ™z ™ A (11)
Tl = F (@ ™ AT (12)

Combining the above two we also say
i = Bz ™ a™) (13)

Proof: We only consider the proof of the update of wiz and the proof of the update of ;" J is similar which

is skipped.
mi (@) = PO (@21, ary) (14)
l I, 1, 1, I, , ILm 1
Z th(xtm)l(ztﬂ:¢(ﬁvzta’7t))%m(atm|xtm)Ql'Z(It+1|ztvxt a™)
ILm _I,m
o x, T ay
- ILm/ Im o Lm/ Iom) Im (15)
s (It J1(241 _(b(ﬂa Ztv”Yt))”Yt (at |xt )
lL,m
Ty
l 1, 1, I, iy i Im 1
Z Wt(frtm)%m(atm|xtm)Ql’Z(Iti1|Zhxt vai™)
ILm _lI,m
T ay
= (16)
D m(ay ™™ (ap ™ a™)
b
||

IV. ALGORITHM FOR SMFE-ML COMPUTATION

In the next section, we design an algorithm to compute SMFE-ML of the game.

A. Backward Recursion

In this section, we define an equilibrium generating function 6 = (Hi’i, Hm’j Gf )ie{1...N},je{1...M,},tc|T]> Where
O = (T, P X (T, PX™9)xP(AT) = {24 PAW) L, 67 (TTIS, P(A)) < ([T}, Pam9)x
P — {xmi — PA™)Y, of o (T, P(xb) x (szlp()(mvﬂ)) x P(X)) —» {xf - pA)}



and a sequence of functions (I/;l’i,Wm’j,%f)te{uwprl}, where V' (Hfilp()(lxi)) x (Hj]‘/ilfp()(m,j)) «
PAS) x X0 = R V™ 2 ([T PAY) x (TTL PA™) x PAS) x &md = RV = ([T, P(X)) x
(HJIV; P(X™3)) x P(XF) x XF — R, in a backward recursive way, as follows.

1. Initialize V@, € valp()(lvi) X Hj]\ilp(xm)j),ZT+l e P(xf),i =1...N,j = 1"'M7xl77‘i+1 c

Li
xHt xT+1 € xmi :ET+1€X

le 1,i A
VT+1(ET+17 ZT+1733T+1) =0. (17)
m.j m y A
VT-‘r]l (ET“l‘l? ZT+1, 'IT_;,I_]l) =0. (18)
A
VTf+1(ET+17 ZT+17$£+1) =0 (19)

2. Fort=T,T—-1,...1, V&, € vazl P(XLY) x Hjj\il P(X™3), 2z, € P(XY), For a given . 20,7k, define
BR] (my, 21,7}, ) as follows,

BR] (m1, 209™) i= {3 ¥l € X7 5] (Ja]) € arg  max B0 zem

v Clag™)

{R{(ztv Xta At) + 5‘/1511(E(E7 2ty 7i7m7 Aiﬁm)a Qb(ﬁa 2ty 7i7m7 :Ytj)a thJrl) |ﬂa 2ty .I{}}, (2021)

where expectation in (125) is with respect to random variables (X,f’m Aq, ,'f+1) through the measure

m(2y ™)y (af | )y ™ (ay ™ |2 ™) QF (w12, 2™ &l al™ af) and ¢ is defined in (10).

Similarly define Vr, € sz\il P(abh) x H]Ail P(X™7), 2 € P(XT), 4L,y 4], define

BR}" (wt, 29, 4] as follows,

BfR;n)j(ﬂ-taZh%ivF)/Znﬁijvp)/g) = {;ﬁnd : VI?J S Xm7j7:)/;n’j('|17;n’j) € arg max [E'V;n’j('lm;n’j)’)’iv'}’;nﬁjq'}’tfqZt,ﬂ

o vl (lag™)
Lm, SMLj L m, L,m i —J .

{Rif(ztuXtm faAt)'i_é‘/til(E(ﬂaztu/ygu/Yt » Yt - A ) ¢(ﬂ72t7’71{77;n]771:n ]77f)7Xg+1)’ﬂ72t7$Z}}7
(20Db)

where the expectation in (125) is with respect to random variables (:cf;m,At,th 1) through the measure

m(@h, v (af | )y ™ (@™ 2y ™) QF (xf,y |z, ay™ 7 ap™ ) and ¢ is defined in (10). Then let for all

T, 2t O, 2] = (31,97 5/ is a solution of the following fixed-point equation (if it exists),

5 € BR] (my, 2, 5™) (21a)
A € BRY (my, 20,71, 3™ A ) (21b)
and foralli=1...N
bt Eargmax[E'Vi’i’:Yi A Zt{R L X AL 4
7!
1 i ~l—i 2 1, i l—i am < L 1,i
5‘/t+1(F(7Ttazt7FYt Za’Yt ’L’,.YZTI,A m) ¢(Trtvzt57tlvﬁyt Za’}{na’}/t) Xti1)|ﬂ’ Zt?'rtl}?
@21¢)
where 3{ € BR] (my, 20,74, 3¢~ A), A € BRY (m, 20, 30~ A, 4) (21d)

where the above expectation is defined with respect to random variables (X, Lm Al’m) through the measure

1, “Ffo Lis 1, L—i, l—iy l,—i 1,
ﬂ(xtm)zt(xtfhz{(amx{)%l(atl|w )% l( ay Z|$ l) 7 (af |z )le($t+1|zta atm)~



Let (34, 4™, ﬁtf ) be a tuple of solution of the above operation. Then set Vi, j, x} ,xiz, Ty md,

th(m,zhxt)fﬂ;’h(lmt {RJ‘ (2, X 7 ’f,At)—F
SV (B (o, 20, 4™ AY™), (e, 2, A1), X o) |, 2,2} (22a)
‘/tl7 (Trtvztvxil) é IE:th’Y {R ts lmaAiym)_F
5‘/,{4_1( (Wtuzta’?é)vai)m)v(b(ﬂu Zta’?t)uXéil)‘ﬂu Ztax?i} (22b)

V™ (g, 2, a7 & BT LR (2, XET, A
5‘/;:1 (F(thzt,%m Alm) ¢(ﬂ7 Zt,:Yt)vXﬁ’f)‘ﬂv Zt,iEln’j} (22¢)

Based on 6 defined in the backward recursion above, we now construct a set of strategies ¢ through forward
induction as follows.

For t = 172"'T7i7jﬂ7 th{:t € (Xf)tvxll:t € (Xl)tv‘ﬂlﬁt € (Xm)tvall:t—l € (Al)t_lva?}t—l € (Am)t_l

!
m(ay"™) = Q" (x}, 21")

~ l
& (af |21, aYT 4, ]y) = 0] [my, ) (o] |a]) (23)
iy L i Liy._ pli Li Ly 2
oy (ag (210, a1y g, 7)== 0, [ﬂazt](at lz") (24)
57 v, a1, = 07 ) ) 25)
Ter1 = E(my, 20,00 [m, 2], ™) (26)
i1 = ¢(ﬂa Zty oiym[ﬂa 21]) @7

Theorem 1: A strategy profile &, as constructed through backward-forward recursion algorithm above is an SMFE
of the game
Proof: We will prove this theorem in three parts. In Part 1 for the minor follower, we prove that 5/ €
BR/(z,6',6™) ie. Y te[T)], Yol 2., all’zzl, a:{:t

T
“lm = f B
E%uT )‘Tt;T)ﬂ{ Z o tRfl(Zn, X, An)|ﬂ, 21:t, all’ff_l, l’{;t} >

n=t

T
EouT i T { > T R (Zn, Xy An) |7 21, a2, ) (28)
n=t

In Part 2 for the major follower j, we prove that 5™/ € BR/(z,5',6™~1,6])ie. YVt € [T],Yo™, 21, ab |, a7

EouT Ol Z(s” CRI(Zny X, A 210, a2 ) >

n=t

[Eat 01 J,U TﬂTr{ 2571 tRf(Zn,Xn,A )|7Tt;21 tvalt L t]} (29)

n=t
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In Part 3 for the leader i, we show that Vz,t,ob%, ab7" | 2b

[EUtTvatTvatT’m{Z(Sn tRlZ( n,le Alm)|7rt,zlt,a1t 1’I1t} >

n=t
3 l*
o e, ST n—t pl,i lm l,m
Eourir ol ol f E 0" TR (Zn, X, AL )|7rt,21t,a1t 1795115} (30)
n=t
h Af BRj X ~l,—i ~m Af ~m BRm L l,—i ~ j 31
where 6/ € (2,000, 00 0o, 01.), 67 € (2,000, 00 Oty Ofp) 31

where 5/ € BR/(z,5',6™), as shown in Part 1.

Finally the process zj.7 is consistent with &!,5™, &/ such that z = A(5',6™,57). Combining the above parts
prove the above result. The proof is presented in Appendix C. [ ]

In the following, we show that every Stackelberg mean field equilibrium can be found using the above backward
recursion. This also enables us to comment on the existence of the solution of the fixed-point equation (20).

Theorem 2: Suppose there exists an SMFE (5!, 6™, 57, z) that is a solution of the fixed point equation defined
in Definition 1. Then there exists an equilibrium generating function # that satisfies (20) in backward recursion
V¢, z; such that (6!,6™,57, 2) is defined through forward recursion using 6. This also implies that there exists a
solution of (20) for each time t¢.

Proof: Suppose there exists an SMFE (4™, 7, z) of the game. The proof in Appendix J show that all SMFE

can be found using backward/forward recursion. This proves that there exists a solution of (20) for every ¢. [ ]

Remark: When leader ¢ is social welfare maximizing, her utility can be given by

R“(Z xt 7at 7%& f) = Z Zt(‘rtf)wt(xtvxt )’Vt( tf|x{)Rf(Ztv‘rt7at)+

S (T Yy (ay R (2, i a). (32)

V. SPECIAL CASE 1: WHEN THE NUMBER OF LEADERS IS INFINITE

In this subsection, we consider the special case when the number of leaders is infinite and there are no major
followers. All the leaders are homogeneous and affect each other and the followers through a mean field statistics

of their own Let & be a mean field of the leaders where

N
. 1 i
&(x) = lim — g 1(zh' = 2) (33)
Then, as was the case for the followers, the leaders’ mean field can be updated as follows

E1() = > z@)&@)Q (|2, & b, ab)yf (af |2 )y ™ (ap™ [y ™) (34)

We also call the above equation as &+1 = n(&t, 2t, V)

We adapt the backward forward recursion described in previous section to this case as follows.
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A. Backward Recursion

In this section, we define an equilibrium generating function = (6,0]),c(r), where 6} : P(X!) x P(x7) —
{xt - ph}, of - (X)) x P(x7) = {x7 — P(A’)} and a sequence of functions (W,I/;f)te{l_ngH},
where V! : P(X)) x P(XF)x X' - R,V : P(X)) x P(XF) x Xf — R, in a backward recursive way, as follows.

1. Initialize Vér41 € P(X'), 2041 € P(X7), 2k, € Xl,xéﬂ e x/,

1>

Vi1 (Ers1, 2041, @0 41) = 0. (35)

1>

V’if-',-l(gT-‘rleT-i-lv xg“—i—l) 0 (36)

2. Fort =T, T —1,...1, V& € P(X), z, € P(XT), Set 3 = 0,[&, z), where 5, = (3.,37) is the solution of

the following fixed-point equation. For a given &;, z;, 7/, define BfRf (&, 2,7)) as follows,

BRt(gtvzta’Yt —{”Yt Vx 6Xf77t(| )Earg mn(le‘lx N
o N _z;n,J

m,j o, Im’j 1 20,64 g ) - )
£ Clae™ ), 20 {R{(ZhXé fu At) + 5‘/:‘,11 (n(gtu Zta’yt)u ¢(§t7 Zt7’71€7’7tf)7 th-l,-l)’é-ta 2ty (E{}}, (37)

where expectation in (125) is with respect to random variables (Xt, A, X +1) through the measure
&z (af |zl (al|2t) Qf(xt+1|§t, zi,x] al,al) and ¢ is defined in (10) and 7 is defined in (34).
Similarly define V¢, € P(X!), 2z, € P(&7), 4/, define BfR{ (&, 2t,7L) as follows, where expectation in (47b)
is with respect to random variables (X}, A;, X/ +1) through the measure

&z (af |zl (al|2t) Qf(xi+l|§t, zt,Tt,at) and ¢ is defined in (10) and 7 is defined in (34).

Then let for all &, z;, 0[¢:, 2] = (5,7 ) is a solution of the following fixed-point equation (if it exists),
~f yell ~l
Yi € BRy (&, 20,%) (38a)
and
~1 AL 2 f ol 1 g4l
¢ € argmax E7¢ {Ri(z, X}, A)+
Tt
. L
6 t+1( (5157 2t /Yt) ¢(§t7 Zty ’71{7 ’7tf)7 Xé+l)|§t7 2t xt }7 (38b)
where 4/ € BR! (&, 21,71), (38¢)

where the above expectation is defined with respect to random variables (X, th, A;) through the measure

&) ze(2! A (af le] i (all o) Q' (241 1€, 20, @), 2l af), and 4] € BR (€. 20, 7)- Let (31,41 ) be a pair of

solution of the above operation. Then set V;vt e x/f,
V(& 2, 2]) = [E:Y{('Imt)%{RZ(Ztaftatha Ar)+
SV (&, 2078, Av), &(Ees 20,3 A0, X 1) € 2 2] b (392)
Vi (&, 21, 2h) 2 B Rl (2, XE, A+
oV, t+1( (§t=Zt77tht) (b(gtuZtaﬁé?ﬁtf)ﬂXéJrl)‘gt?Ztv"Ei} (39b)

Based on € defined in the backward recursion above, we now construct a set of strategies & through forward

induction as follows.
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Fort=1,2...T,&, 2,2, € (X)), 2, € (X)), dl, , € (A)!

m(a) = Q'(x})

6] (af |21, @y ) 1= 0] 66, 2] (] |2]) (40)
Gi(ag 2, a1, 21) = O)[€, 2 (ag]2)) (41)
€1 =&, 20,077 (€, 1)) (42)
ze1 = G(&, 20,077 [, 1)) (43)

Theorem 3: A strategy profile and mean field beliefs (5',5/,2), as constructed through backward-forward
recursion algorithm above is an SMFE of the game
Proof: The proofs are similar in spirit to the proofs of Theorem 1 where m, is replaced by & and are thus

skipped. [ ]

VI. SPECIAL CASE 2: WHEN THE LEADERS AND THE MAJOR PLAYERS DON’T HAVE PRIVATE STATES

In this section, we consider the special case when the leaders and the major players don’t have private states.

The algorithm in previous section simplifies as follows.

A. Algorithm for SMFE computation: Backward Recursion

In this section, we define an equilibrium generating function 6§ = (Hi’i, HZ”J , Htf )ic{1..K},je{1...M,} te[T]> Where
0y P(AT) — (XN P(AN)Y, 07 P(XT) x X { X — P(A™)), 0] P x X - {ad -
P(Af)} and a sequence of functions (th’i, Vtm’j, th){i:l...N,j:l...,M,1,2,t:1...T+1}a where th’i cP(XT) x XL
R, ;™ . P(xT) x x™7 - R,V : P(Xf) x X = R, in a backward recursive way, as follows.

1. Initialize Vo1 € P(X7),i=1...K,j=1...M, 2}, € X/,

4 A
Vit (zr41) 2 0. (44)
i A
Vi (zrg1) = 0. (45)
A
V:If+1 (2141, x':l;+1) =0 (46)

2. Fort =T,T—1,...1, Yz € P(X[), Set 5 = 0,[z], where 5, = (5,7, ) is the solution of the following
fixed-point equation. For a given z;,~!, 71", define BR] (21,7}, 7™) as follows,
30 m ~ -
BR; (2,7}, 4™) == {%f Vol e & 5/ (|l € arg mI_I(H‘iX )
el Clag?
m,j 'mm," 1 2 4 4 m o~
£ ' ¢ J)VN {R{(Zthtijt)+6‘/ti1(¢(zt571l557t a’yg)athJrl)‘Ztv'r{}}v (4721)
where expectation in (47b) is with respect to random variables (A, X{:f+1) through the measure
v (af|a] )k (al) QF (af, |20, 2], Ay™, af) and ¢ is defined in (10).
Similarly define Vz;, € P(X7), 44,477 4/, define BfR{(zt,'yé,'yZn’fj,'yg) as follows,
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BfR?J (Ztv”Yév”Yt 7% = {’Y ¥ V’y{n’j € arg mn?j_(
t

m,j 1

=J S Z¢ m,j ,m m,j ~m,j _—m,—j
[E% %)% )%) {Rt ](ZhAff )+5V;5+1J(¢(2t7’71{7'7t ]7716 ]7’7{))’275}}7 (47b)

where expectation in (47b) is with respect to random variables (A, X +1) through the measure
v (ol [e)i(ab)ni (a7") QF (a4 |2e, xf  ay” af) and ¢ is defined in (10). Then let for all [z] = (3}.77".5/)

is a solution of the following fixed-point equation (if it exists),

5 € BR] (z,34,7") (482)
A€ BRY" (20,9, A, A1) (48b)
and
~1,i ALt ATy 4 2 lz I,m 1,i li ~l,—i ~m ~f
7" € argmax 70 PR (20, AY™) 4 OV (2,7 A AT A ) |2 ) (48¢c)

Yt

l—i

where 4/ € BR! (20,7, 70,47, 4" € BR, (20,7 301 A7 A7) (48d)

where the above expectation is defined with respect to random variables (th ,A;) through the measure
2z (@ 12D (ab)ym (ar), and 37 € BRI (2,41, ~4™). Let (51,5™,7/) be a pair of solution of the

above operation. Then set V:c{ e X7,

AN ' f im : .
V(2 a) S B OV R] (20, XT, A + 0V (02, 3 A0™), X ) 200 ) (492)
i VA P9 i m i ~ m U am &
Vv,fl7 (Zt) =" Vt{Rf&) (Zt7Af‘,) )+ 5‘/;{"_1 (¢(Zt77é7At 7At)7zt7’7é7’7t 7’71{))’215} (4’9b)
m,j A 5750 ¢ pm, m m,j 1 ~m ~f
V™ (20) = B R (20, Ay + SV (02030317 3)) |20} (49¢)

Based on € defined in the backward recursion above, we now construct a set of strategies & through forward

induction as follows.

Fort=1,2...T,z,z], € (X, a € (Abmyt=
of (af |21, a1, 2],) o= 0] [z (a] |2]) (50)
51151(‘% |Zl t7@l1t 1) elz[zt](afzi) (51
&7 (@] |z, V) o= 07 (2] (af™) (52)
Zep1 = Bz, 00, AP [24]) (53)

Corollary 1: A strategy profile and mean field beliefs &, z, as constructed through backward-forward recursion
algorithm above is an SMFE of the game

Proof: The result is implied by Theorem 1. [ ]
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VII. SPECIAL CASE 3: INFINITE HORIZON CASE

In this section we consider the case with infinite horizon. For this section we assume that the instantaneous
rewards of the players R"*, R™J Rf are absolutely bounded and do not depend on time.

We design an algorithm to compute SMFE-ML of the infinite horizon game as follows.

A. Backward Recursion

In this section, we define an equilibrium generating function 6 = (6"%,6™7,67),c (1. Ny jeq1...m,}» Where 65 :
(T (X)) x (TTJZy PA™) x P(XF) = { X1 — P}, 079+ ([T, PAM) x (T2, P(A™))
P(XT) — {xmd — PA™)}, 0F - (T, P x (TT1L, P(X™9)) x P(XF) — {x7 — P(AS)} and a
sequence of functions (Vhi, Vi V1), where Vb : ([TX, P(XH)) x (H;‘il P(A™I)) x P(XF) x XL = R,
Vs (IS PX) x (TG4 ™)) x PAT) x &3 = RVE < ([T X)) x (IL, PA™)) x
P(X7) x X/ = R, in a backward recursive way, as follows.

1. For Yz e [[, P(xbi) x Hj]\ilp()(mvj),z € P(X7), For a given x,2,4"™, define BR' (z, z,7"™) as

follows,

BR' (z,2,7"™) := {3 : Vol € X7, 37 (|af) € arg max p Clela "t e
VI (|z

{R (24, X4, Ap) + OV (E(m, 2,45, AY™), ¢(m, 2,74, 7)), X

m, z, 2}, (54a)

where expectation in (54a) is with respect to random variables (X bm A XT 7/) through the measure

m (2™ (@ |2yl (@™ el ™) QF (2 |z, 2l ™ af  ab™ ol ) and ¢ is defined in (10).

Similarly define ¥, € [T, P(X")x[[1L, P(X™), 2 € P(XT), 7k, 7" v/, define BR™ (z, 2,7', 4™ ,~9)

as follows,

_ . ) ~ . . . . . MG (T Al a =T o f
BR™ (x,2,74', 7™, 47) i= {577 . ¥a™i € X9 5™ (|a™) € arg max  EY "Ny T 2

o (-amd)

{R™7 (2, X', AV 4 6V (B (m, 2,9, 5™ 97 4T AP, 8l 2,0 3 4 T), X

m, z, ™},
(54b)

where the expectation in (54b) is with respect to random variables (X™, A, X/ 7,) through the measure

a(zb ™)y (af |2 )ybm (abm)zbm) QF (a8 |z, b ™) and ¢ is defined in (10). Then let for all x, z,

O[x, 2] = (7',3™,4%) is a solution of the following fixed-point equation (if it exists),
5! € BR'(z,2,5"™) (552)
7™ € BR"(z,2,7,7™,7") (35b)

and foralli=1...N

L

1l Li zl,—3 am 2 f .
340 € argmax E773 AT SR, xbm, Abm) 4

¥
5Vl’l(E(E, Z’ ’Ylﬂ:? :Yl)_i’ Am? Al)m)7 ¢(£’ Z’ ’Ylﬂ:’ ’A}t/l7_i7 :Ym7 :Yf)’ Xl7i)/>|£7 Z? xl77‘},
(55¢)

where 47 € BR' (z, 2,7, 757%,4™),4™ € BR™ (z, ,7*, 7%, 4™ A1), (55d)
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where the above expectation is defined with respect to random variables (X" Af;m) through the measure
m(@ )z (2 )3 (af o )yt (0 o T A (@ ) QU (b |z, 2t abm).

Let (',5™,7/) be a tuple of solution of the above operation. Then set Vi, j, z/, 2b%, 27,
VI (x,z,27) 4 [Eafum“m{Rf(Z’X’ A)+

SVI(E(m, 2,70, AY™), ¢(x, 2,7), X7T) |z, 2,27 }. (56a)

~fxl,m

Vl’i(ﬂ,z,l'l’i) é 7Y {Rl’i(Z,Xl’m,Al’m)-i-

SVE(E(m, 2,71, AY™), ¢(x, 2,7), X4 |z, 2, 21} (56b)

A

Vm’j(E,Z,Im"j) 2 [E:Vf:yl'm{Rm"j(Z,Xl’m,ALm)"'

SV™I(E(x, 2, 40™, AN, §(x, 2,7), X0 )|z, 2, 2™} (56¢)

Based on € defined in the backward recursion above, we now construct a set of strategies & through forward
induction as follows.

FOI' t= 172 . .OO,i,j,ﬂ, Ztv'r{:t € (‘Xf)taxll:t S (Xl)taxylr}t S (Xm)tvall:tfl S ('Al)t_laa?}tfl € (Am)t—l

mi(2y™) = QN (zh, 2 )

&l (af |21, aylf 1, 2]y) o= 0 [me, ) (al |]) (57)

i L 1,i Liy._ phi Li L 58
Oy (at |Zlit7al:t—17xl:t) =0 [ﬂazt](at |$t ) (58)
&7 (@ |z, a2l ) o= 07 [y, 2 (™ a7 (59)
Tosr = F(me, 24,00 [y, 24, ap™) (60)

Zt41 = (b(ﬂu Zty 91l£7m[ﬂ7 Zt]) (61)

Theorem 4: A strategy profile &, as constructed through backward-forward recursion algorithm above is an SMFE
of the game
Proof: The proof is similar to the extension of finite horizon problems to infinite horizon problems in standard

stochastic control problems and for now we omit the proof.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present the equivalent of Master equation for discrete time Stackelberg mean field games with
multiple leaders and both major and minor followers, where the leaders and the followers observe Markovian states
privately and publicly observe a mean field population state. The leader commits to a dynamic policy that the
followers respond to optimally. The leader, knowing that the followers will do best response, commits to a policy
that maximizes her total expected reward. We define Stackelberg Mean field equilibrium with multiple leaders
(SMFE-ML) of the game which consists of solution of a fixed-point equation across time, which consists of best
response of the leader, follower and the evolution of the mean field state. We propose an algorithm to compute all

SMFE-ML of the game in a sequential manner.
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APPENDIX A

Claim 1: For any policy profile g and Vt,

l m f
P7 (21 |a1s—1) = P7 (@) |21, ar.e—1)P7 (272100, ar:p—1)P7 («T{;t|21:t7a1:t—l) (62)

Proof:

P7 (214, 21:4, A1:4—1)
Efl:t [Pg(jlztv Z1:ty al:tfl)

Here, we will take numerator and the denominator separately.

P (214|210, @10 —1) = (63a)

t
L, _ L
Nr = <Qi(mi)ai (atl2h) JT @nahlzn—r, a3y a5, 1)1 (zn = (mnr, 201, 70))0p (@ |21, a3y, xh))

n=2
(63b)
t
L, L,
X (QT(IT)UT(CLTW) H Q?(ﬁlzn1,aﬁmuﬂﬂﬁ_l)fff(%mlzlzmaﬂpx??n))
n=2
t
I g g l, ;
y (@{wmm 1 @mmzn_l,anz,xz_aa:;wmzlm,alzz_pxm) (630
n=2
(63d)

and

t
Dr = Z = (Qll(xll)o'll (alll‘rll) H Qiz(xmzn—lv ai{Tlvxilfl)l(Zn = ¢(7Tn—17Zn—lv'yt))afz(aiz"zl:m al17:1773—17xl1:n)>
n=2
(63e)
t
1, L
XD (QT(xZ”)rf{”(aE”le) I1 memzn1,anTl,:cS_l)ovT(amzlm,alf::_l,xm)

n=2

XZ( ( |‘T1 HQ f|2n 1 Gy 17 771 1)0£(a7fz|21:mai’fﬁ—ladﬂ) (63f)

. 1 m f
[Pa(l“i;t,Ill;t,I{;JZl:t,al:tfl) =P (2} |21, a14-1)PT (277|208, A1:4—1) P (x{;t|21:t7a1:t71) (632)

APPENDIX B

For any player ¢ (leader, major player, or minor player), we use the notation g to denote a general policy of the
form A% ~ gi(:|21.4,a1.4—1,7%.,), notation s to denote a policy of the form A% ~ si(-|z1.4,a1.4—1, %), and notation
m to denote a policy of the form A% ~ mi(-|m, 2, x%). It should be noted that since 7 is a function of random
variables z1.¢, a1.4—1, m policy is a special type of s policy, which in turn is a special type of g policy.

Using the agent-by-agent approach [34], we show in Lemma 2 that any expected reward profile of the players

that can be achieved by any general strategy profile g can also be achieved by a strategy profile s.
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Lemma 2: Given a fixed strategy g~¢ of all players other than player i and for any strategy g of player 4, there

exists a strategy s’ of player i such that V¢t € T, z; € X,a; € A,

PSigii (zt,xt,at) = P‘qigii (zt,a:t,at) (64)

i

which implies Ji5'9 " = Ji9'9"

Proof: The proof is on the similar lines as the proof of Lemma 1 in [35] [ ]
Since any s policy is also a g* type policy, the above lemma can be iterated over all players which implies that for
any g policy profile there exists an s policy profile that achieves the same reward profile i.e., (J**)jenr = (J49)ien-
In the following lemma, we show that the space of profiles of type s is outcome-equivalent to the space of profiles
of type m.

Lemma 3: For any given strategy profile s of all players, there exists a strategy profile m such that
Pm(:vt,at) :Ps(xt,at) Vte T,z € X,a; € A, (65)
which implies (J4™);en = (J*%)ien

Proof: The proof is on the similar lines as the proof of Lemma 2 in [35] [ ]

APPENDIX C

PART 1: MINOR FOLLOWERS

Proof: We prove Theorem 4 using induction and the results in Lemma 4, and 5 proved in D. Let & be the
strategies computed by the methodology in Section III.

For the base case at t =T, zy.7, a{:Til,x{:T, of
~l ~m ~f
707 O T R (Zp, X, Ar)|mr, 21, ably g} = Vi (g, 2, o) (66a)

. f . .
> 7 ’Um’UT’ﬂ{R%(ZTaXTaAT)|ﬁ7 Z1;T,all’f7Tl,1,iE{;T},

(66b)
where (66a) follows from Lemma 5 and (66b) follows from Lemma 4 in Appendix D.
Let the induction hypothesis be that for ¢ + 1, ¥, 21,41, a}}, 1, ., € (X)o7,

1 _f T

Eoesnr e N Gt LRI Z X, An) |, 2141, a0 2 o ) (67a)
n=t+1

! f T

> B e T N G R 7 Xy An) |y, 211, a2l ) (67b)

n=t+1
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l,m !
Then Vz1.4,a;!)" |, 1.,,0/, we have

T
~lom ~f
s E —t—1 Lm f
E%t:T %1 ﬂ{ o qu(Znan;AnHﬂv Zl:t’a12t717x12t}

n=t
= V/ (me, 21,27 (682)
> E&i’&T’U{’E{R{(ZtaXhAt) + OV (B, 20, ™, AY™), (w20, 4), X[ o) | e 20, 0l g, 2, ) (68b)
= EoOV ol T RE(Z,, Xy, Ay) + SE e Ol Emeze i ™ A

T
{ Z 6n_t_erf7,(Zn7 Xnu An) ’E(ﬂu Zty ﬁ/i’ma Ai,m), Z1:ty (b(ﬂu Zty ’715)7 x{;tu th+1 } ‘ﬂu Z1:ty al17;1tn_17 x{;t} (68C)

n=t+1

1, _l,m f lim 4lm
> [E”fm"’g’ﬂ{Rtf(Zt,Xt,At) + SEC i Ot BT, 270 AY™)

T
{ Z 6n_t_erf7,(Zn7 Xnu An) ’E(ﬂu Zty ﬁ/il;ma Ai,m), Z1:ty (b(ﬂu Zty ’715)7 x{;tu th+1 } }ﬂu Z1:ty al17;1tn_17 x{;t} (68d)

n=t+1

_ [Eﬁi’mvagﬂ{Rtf(Zt, Xy, Ay + SETUT ol

T
{ Z 6n_t_erf7,(Zn7 Xnu An) |E(ﬂu Zty ﬁ/il;ma Ai,m), Z1:ty (b(ﬂu Zty ’715)7 x{;tu th+1 } ‘ﬂu Z1:ty al17;1tn_17 x{;t} (686)

n=t+1

T
— [E&i:;ioiT@{ > 0T RY(Zn, Xy An) |, 21, a0y, ] ) (68f)

n=t

where (68a) follows from Lemma 5, (68b) follows from Lemma 4, (68c) follows from Lemma 5, (68d) follows

from induction hypothesis in (67b) and (68e) follows from the fact that the probability on Z; 1.7, Xi11.7, Aer1.1

conditioned on &i;?, atJiT,gt only depends on &iﬂ:T, Uth:T,E(ﬂ, 2, 0™, ALY™) as the follower’s strategy o)

doesn’t affect either the update of the belief 7, or the update of the mean field z;. [ ]

APPENDIX D
Lemma 4: Let & be the strategies computed by the methodology in Section III. Then V¢ € [T], z1.¢, all’ftril, x{:t, ag
V! (i, 20, ) >
5167 0f e [ pf ) sbmo alm 5 f l,m !
E%t:9¢ +9¢ *{Rt (Zt;Xt7At)+6‘/t+1(£(ﬂ7zt”yt ,At );¢(ﬂazt;7t)7Xt+l)’ﬁvZl:tyal:t—laIl:t}- (69)

Proof: We prove this lemma by contradiction.

Suppose the claim is not true for time ¢. This implies Hétf ) 21t dll’ff_l, 21.; such that
~1 ~m ~f ~1, I, - ~ R A
IEUt’Ut It )E{R{(Zta Xtu At) + 5‘/,{{:_1 (E(ﬂu Zty /Yt m7 At m)7 ¢(ﬂ7 Zty /Yt)u th-l,-l)‘ﬂa Z1:t al;Tl—la x{;t
>V (0, 21, 2]). (70)

We will show that this leads to a contradiction. Construct

~f fls ~lm A f J S
N : 61 (ay |21, a0y 4, 314) i =7
5 (af |2]) = { (71)

arbitrary otherwise.
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5 oA - f
Then for 21., @1:4—1, 27,4, we have

VY (2, 20) = max [Eal,am,vg‘(-m{)@{gg'(zt,X;m,g:«{,AtH
o 7: (127)

6‘/:‘.1;1(E(ﬂ7 2ty :Yéﬁma Aiym)v (b(ﬂv Zty :Yt)a th+l)|ﬂa étv j{}v (723)
IEU o 7’Yt(|mt)7ﬂ'r{Rf Ztuxt :Et ,(It) +6‘/;§+1( (ﬂ-thtu/}/t’m Al ) ¢(ﬂ7 Ztuﬁ/t)ath-kl)’ﬂa étuj{} (72b)

= > AR Guah i a) + 0V (E(me 2 A0 0™, (2 A, o) b (™)
zima{,m{Jrl

1, I 1,mn 2 N o Alom Af
v ™y ™ ™AL (0l 18D QT (w1 2, 30 2] ar) (72¢)
I,m 1, - 1,
= Z {Rtf(zt7xt xt ’ at) + 6V;€+1( (ﬂ-tv Ztv’)/t 7atm)7 (b(ﬂu Zta'yt)u ‘th-i-l)}ﬂ(‘rtm)
zi‘m,a{,m{+l
Utli m( lm|21:ta dl1731717$1 it )a{(aﬂélttv dllﬁchl’ j:{:t)Q{(I{Jrﬂétv‘iiymvjgv at) (72d)
~l,m = N - - " R "
= BT R (a, o™ 2] A) + OV (B, 20,3 0 ™), @l 20 30), Xy | a2, )
(72e)
> V7 (my, 20,8, (720)

where (72a) follows from definition of V,/ in (56), (72d) follows from definition of 4/ and (72f) follows from (70).
However this leads to a contradiction. |
Lemma 5: Let & be the strategies computed by the methodology in Section III. Then V¢ € [T, 21, all’;’f_l, x{;t,

T
Vi (my, 21, 2f) = [E&iz’%i&ﬁpﬂ{ 25"4}37{(2",)(”, Ap)|me, 210 aily g 2l ) (73)

n=t

Proof: We prove the lemma by induction. For ¢t =T,

E&iyéznﬁ&’j}ﬁﬂ{R(ZTv XT7 AT) |ﬂ7 21:T, a’llﬁ;’r’;flv x{;T}

=" Rl(ar, wr,ar)m (@l )54 (af | or, 2]) 5 (alp |2, 28) 67 (0l |20, 2 (T4a)
o

=Vi A 74b
T (ﬂ’ 2T, ‘TT)v ( )

where (74b) follows from the definition of V;f in (56). Suppose the claim is true for t+1, i.e., V¢ € [T}, z1.441, all’ft" , ZC{ 41

T

f oy _gpebm 6t —t—1 Lm . f
V;5+1 (ﬂ—t_H  Ze41, xt+1) = %17 %411 t“{ g o erL(Zn, Xn, Ap) |7Tt+1 s 21415 A7y $1:t+1}. (75)
n=t+1
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Then Vi € [T, z1.¢,ay7 1, 1., we have

T
~lom ~f p
mat —t Lm _f
E%ur mﬂ{E S RI(Z, Xy An) |, 21, a1, 2] )

n=t

T
{ Z 6n_t_1R£(Zn7 Xnu An) |E(ﬂ7 Zt, ;%l;m’ Aiﬁm)u Z1:t (b(ﬂu Zt, ’715)7 x{;tu Xg:»l}‘ﬂu Z1:t, al17;2117 x{;t} (763)

n=t+1
“lm < f ¥ slm  sf Flme,ze,70™,AL™)
= |}:Ut:T7Ut:T7ﬂ{Rt (Zt;Xt7At) + SETt+1:7 T LT 205 A

T

{ Z 5n_t_lR£(Zn7 X’n.; An) |E(ﬂ; Zty ;%77717 Aiﬁm); Z1:t, (b(ﬂa 2ty :Yt)a I{;ta Xtﬂ»l}‘ﬂ; Z1:ty al17;2117 x{;t} (76b)
n=t+1

~l,m ~f 4 ~lm m ~ g m i
= [Eat:T7Ut:T7ﬂ{R{(ZtaXt7At) +5‘/t{k1(E(ﬁ7 Ztv%i’ aAf; )7¢(ﬂ7 Ztvﬂ)/t)vthJrlnﬂa Zl:tvallﬁ;tfpx{;t} (76C)
=V (74, 21, 7)), (76d)

where (76b) follows from the fact that the probability on Z; 1.7, X¢11.7, As+1.7 conditioned on &iz?, U;Z;T, o
only depends on &,/ 1., ol o E(m, 20, 7,™, Ay™) as the follower’s strategy of doesn’t affect either the update
of the belief 7, or the update of the mean field 2, (76c) follows from the induction hypothesis in (75) and (76d)

follows from the definition of th in (56). |

APPENDIX E

PART 2: MAJOR FOLLOWERS

Proof: We prove Theorem 4 using induction and the results in Lemma 6, and 7 proved in Appendix F. Let &

be the strategies computed by the methodology in Section III. For the base case at t = T', z1.7, aa’g_l, 3:;”:,3 , oI

gl gmd gm.—i gf m,j l,m I,m L,m m,j m,j m,j
Eoror or oI R (Zp, X, Ay )‘Ev zurs ayiy g, xyq = Ve (e, 2, wp) (77a)
5L gmid gm.—i sf j 1, I l »J
> Eoror o O T LRI (7 X AR |7, 2, a2 T (77b)

where (77a) follows from Lemma 7 and (77b) follows from Lemma 6 in Appendix F.

. . . l y . .
Let the induction hypothesis be that for ¢ + 1. Then V¢, 21441, ayyy , @757, € (X)L g™,

T
~lm  ~f . .
o G T n—t—1 pm, lm lm Lm _m,j
EerFipnr T E: ) R Z, X5 AL [T, 2141, agy s @150 (78a)
n=t+1
T
>[E&i+1_T,aﬂf,T,&ﬂf%,&{+l_T,1t+l 6n—t—1Rm,j 7 Xl,m Al,m lm _m,j 78b
> : : : : n ( ny <Ay, Ay )7Tt+1;21:t+17a1:t5xl:t+1 : ( )

n=t+1
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! j ;
Then Vz1.4, a7 1,214, 0™7, we have

. Z t—1 pm, L, L, e
[ rT ﬂ" on Rm](vaX " A m ‘ﬂ-t’zlt’alt 11t }

n=t
= V (ﬂ't, Zty Ty J) (79a)
~l _m,j ~m,— l L, I y
> E76% % g ’m{RmJ Zy, X" A m) +5Vt+1 va (thzt,% 7Atm),¢(ﬁ7 Zt,’Yt)vXtH ‘ﬂ'tazl t;a1 t—15L1: tJ}
(79b)
_ [5i70;n’j15;71’7j15{,ﬂ{R;71;j(Zt7Xé;m, Ai’m) + 6[E5iﬁ:7-ﬁﬁ’qu7E(ﬂ,2m’~¥tl’m7Alt’m)
T

—t—1 j l l ~1, L 2J \J l,m
{ Z " R?J(Zn’Xﬁvaﬁm)’E(ﬂ’ Zt"ytvatm)’thtvthrl’Iﬁt]’Xﬁlj}yﬂt’zl tvalt 15 Lq. t]} (719¢)
n=t+1

Jj ~m

~1 _m, =3 =f . 1 1 ~l,m m,j ~l,m ,l,m
> P R (2, X, AL 4 S o A
T
§ : n—t—1 pm,j I,m I,m ~l,m l,m m,j m,j l,m m,j
{ 0 Rn J(Znan 7An )’E(ﬂu Zty Vi 7At )7zl:t7Zt+17:E1;t 7Xt+1}’ﬂ7 Zl:taa/l;t—luxlt } (79d)
n=t+1

5l =m,j
e [nggt

m,—j ~f ; 1 1 =lm _m,j
01504 *E{R;"’](Zt,Xt’m, AP™) 4 SEET Tt T

T
—t—1 j 1 l <l L 2J \J L
Z 571 R;nyj(ZnuXﬁmaAﬁm)’E(ﬂu Ztu/thaAt m)uzl:taZt-i-lux;?t]qu_i]}’ﬂu Zl:taa/l;’t‘rl—luxl t]} (796)

n=t+1
T
G ol m n—t pm,j Lm_ gLmy J
= 0T 75 _{25 R (Zy, XE™, AL™) |y, 200, ally g, 27 ), (79f)
n=t

where (79a) follows from Lemma 7, (79b) follows from Lemma 6, (79¢c) follows from Lemma 7, (79d) follows

from induction hypothesis in (78b) and (79¢) follows from Lemma 8. |

APPENDIX F

Lemma 6: Let & be the strategies computed by the methodology in Section IIL. Then V¢ € [T, z1.¢, ay/ |, &7, o7

‘/tmyj (ﬂv Zt, I?J)

2 IE&’ls’a’:an’&’:mij;&{xﬂ{R;nJ(Zta X Al m) + 5‘/,{-1,-1 ( (ﬂ-ta 2t /Yt’mu Af&7m)7 ¢(ﬂ7 2t ﬁ/t)a Xﬁ’f)"ﬂ't, Z1:t al H—10 xl tj}
(80)

Proof: We prove this lemma by contradiction. Suppose the claim is not true for ¢. This implies i, 5" 7 21, dll’ftnfl,
&7 such that

J o~m,—

o U“m{Rm’J Zt;le Alm)+5Vt ( (ﬂ't,Zh% 7Af:’m)7¢(ﬂ,2t7:Yt),Xt+1 ’7715721 tva’lt pfmj}

[o:61"
> V" (e, 2, 8007). 81

We will show that this leads to a contradiction. Construct

AMLG ML s Alom o am,j m,j __ am,j
am,j, myg migy ) Ot (ay |21, aryq, 2757) a7 =& 82
A (ag o) = . . (82)
arbitrary otherwise.
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Then for 1.4, a1:4—1, 2757 J and wt( ™ = P"( ™|21.4,81.4—1), we have
Ve @Y) = max BT OTICTD RN (2 0l 0 G, AL
)
L .- VA, 5 A
+ 6‘/154-1 ( (ﬂ—tuzh’)/t 7Atm)7¢(ﬂ7 Zta’yt)qu-i])’ﬂa th:ﬂ]}, (833)
~l ~m 23 —j “ ~ iIN[A A amj
> E” A (‘wt ﬂ—t{Rt J(Zt?'rff’xt 1 i Al m) +6‘/t ( (ﬂ-tazta’}/t 7Ai1m)5¢(ﬂaztvﬁyt)aXZiylj)|ﬂa th;nd}
(83b)
= Z {R;nyj(ztaxéaxlnﬁij :i;nd i,m) + 5V£Zf(£(ﬁv Ztv:)/éﬁ aim),qﬁ(ﬁ, Ztv:)/t)ax?i{)}
zlal I g I
Lt sQy Ty
1 R ; =i\ 2 Jam, \J Jlz ~m, s l
e (o™ i (a2 (a7 o)A (af ”| CQY (] 20, a2y ag™) (83¢)
\J =7 am, l S = J
- Z {R;nj(ztaxf‘,axln ! x;nj )+5‘/t+1( (Trtvztvﬂ)/t aatm)v(b(ﬂaztvvt)axﬁ{)}
zl,al I g g
Lt s@y Ty
1 —j —7 —J\ am,j J1a ~ o J Jla ~m, — l
Wt(xtm)%(a“xi)'}’tm M | J)U?”(a?lqzlctvall:tﬂaITtJ)Q?”(fE?iﬁztaxévxt ] , oy I say™) (83d)

=l =m ~m,j - i ; ;
__gpo,d™m,6 STt m,j I m,—j ~m,j l,m
=E ¢ —{Rt R CTI A A AN WA B

5‘/:‘,7-?71] (E(&a 2ty ﬁé)mﬂ a’f‘,’m)a (b(ﬂu 2ty ’715)7 Xt-l,-l ’ﬂ-ta Z1:ts a/l t—10 ‘%;nt)] } (836)
> V™ (f, 20, 87), (831)

where (83a) follows from definition of V;™ in (56), (83d) follows from definition of 4, and (83f) follows from
(81). However this leads to a contradiction.
]

Lemma 7: Let & be the strategies computed by the methodology in Section III. Then V¢ € [T, 1., al1 415 L1, t’J ,

s

. . ~1 f
Vit (my, 2, ™) = B7er %

m
T

T”f{Z(S” LR™I (2, X, AL ’Wtazltaalt 12T } &4
n=t
Proof: We prove the lemma by induction. For ¢t =T,

5l ™ & i l I,m I,m
0,0, ;0,1 m, s ;
E¢9 T—f{R J(ZT,XT AR 7, 2, a2

= 3 R o o ) 859

=V (wt,zT,xT ), (85b)

where (85b) follows from the definition of Vtm’j in (56). Suppose the claim is true for t+1, i.e., Vt € [T, z1.¢+1, all’ftn R

m,j
Ty.441
T
VmJ m,jy\ [E&iﬁ-T’&{+1-T77”+1 5 t— 1ng A Xl m Al m lLm _m,j
t+1 (7Tt+1vzt+1axt+1) = S (Zn, )| Tea1, 21: t+1, 074 > T1gh
n=t+1

(86)



23

Im m,j
Then Vt € [T, z1.4, a7y 1,2, , we have

T
[E(TrT,(TrT77Tf E 571 tRm’J(Zn,Xln Aln |7Tt721t7a1t 15I1tj}
n=t

”

~1, ~m,j . ~1, ~m,j
= [Our e ’E{RT’J(Zt,XtZ’”, AL™Y 4 ECeT Ol T

T
—t—1 j L l, 2J 2J l 2J
Z o R;,n)](ZnanaAn)‘E(ﬂa Zta’)/tmuAtm)azlztuZt-i—lax??tJaXﬁlj}‘ﬂa Zl:t7a13117x??tj} (873)
n=t+1

=1, ~m,j ; P =m,j <L, L
— BRI T R(Z,, Xy, Ay) + OB ST Elm e 3 AT
T

{ Z 571 = 1Rm)](Z’n.aXn7A ‘F Trtvztvﬁ)/tm Alm) th5Zt+17‘r1t7 t+1}‘ﬂ-tvzltaa1t 17‘I1tj} (87b)
n=t+1

— EouT o T R (Zy, Xy, Ar)+

5‘/:‘,7-?71] (E(ﬂﬂ 2t ;%i;m, A%m)a (b(ﬂu 2ty ’715)7 Xt-l,-l ’ﬂ-ta Z1:ts al t—10 CE1 it } (87C)

= [Eat)at )at K 7Fr{Rm7J ZtuXtaAt)+6 t+1 ( (T‘—tuztu/Yt 7Ai)m)v¢(ﬂuzt7ﬁt)qu-’{)|ﬂtuzl taa/lt 17$1t }
(87d)

= V" (20,2, (87¢)

where (87b) follows from Lemma 8, (87c) follows from the induction hypothesis in (86) and (87e) follows from
the definition of V"7 in (56). ]

. .
Lemma 8: ¥t € T, (21441, a7y, aflntil) and o,"

T
5f

&l o 70 7U , T m, l,m L,m Lm

Eur:oi7 Orr G i E R™I(Z,, XLm, Al ]Wt721t+17a1t=$1t+1 =
n=t+1
5/ b d

& T TN i Y F(me,ze 7, AL™) § m,j Lm - Alm bm pm.j

Fot+1:1 LS L O B (e s Rn J(Zn;Xn ,An )}ﬂ-t+lazltt+1va’l:t7‘r1:t+1 : (88)
n=t+1

Proof: Since the above expectations involve random variables X’ ' {m 3 s L 1T, Ai LT Xt ‘Lo, We consider
the probability

Nr

G nd eI of L o L{m,—j} l,m lLm _m.j
|PtTv 3T T Tt R 89
( = s

Tl T B T7at+1 T’It+2T Tty 21: t+17a1t » X1p41
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where
= & > ja&m’ jygf, my (b {m, =it Lm 1{m,—j} l,m l,m Im m,j
Nr = E poer e Tur Soum Tt (g, 2y Bl Ty Zt+22T7at-‘,—l:T’$t+2:T’ﬂ7Zl?tval:t—lvxl:t)
blm =3} gLm
(89b)
o Gl o™d gl of l,{m,—j} l,m m,j _ 5
= E PouT-Ter Tnr T0tr It (g }ﬂv 21ty Oy y.y Ty V1 (ze41 = O(me, 20, 94))
Ii,{nl,fj})ai m
~lm 1,{m,—j} l{m, i}t Lm  lLm\psb™f n, I,m I,m I,m m,j l,m
oy ( |7Ttvzta$t )Q ( |z, 2" ap " )PoeT *(Zt+2:T7@t+1¢Ta513,5+2¢T|21:t7@1:t71aIl:t71afpt;t+1)
(89¢)

= Y mlay T TIN Uz = @l 2, 50))51 " (0 e, 2 2y ™QE I iy (T 2, 2™ 0l ™) (894)

ol m=i}

5 f l l l j I,
o O oy T ,m ,m ,m m, m
PO+ Tt airs Tl (Zt+2:T7 Q1.7 xt+2:T|ﬂ7 Z1ity O1ip—15 T14—1s Ty, t+1) (89e)

where (89¢e) follows from the conditional independence of types given common information, as shown in Claim 1
in Appendix A, and the fact that probability on (zt“:T,aiﬂ:T,le’ﬂ:T) given zlzt,xll’:T ,xiﬂ,wt depends on

2igyay g 2y 2l m through of | 4,61 . Similarly, the denominator in (89a) is given by

5! m,j =m,—j _f ~L{m,—j}  1,{m,—j} i 1
— Ty.70,. Ty, g, T J m,—J m,J ;M m,j
Dr = E Powr Ted et i Te (g AT g VT oy w21, arly, 2 (89
ii,{m,*]‘})ai m
_ - (j‘:l){rnw_j})l(z = ¢( ) mﬁj( m7j| l,m L )
= Tt Ty t+1 = P\, 26, 7) )0~ Ay 7|21t Ap—15 L1t

“lm{m,—j} 1,{m,—j
A {m, ]})at,{ s—d}

~l{m, J}( I{m,— J}|ﬂ. 2 :El {m,— J})Ql {mg}( {m’J}|Zt,ZZ?t aim) (89g)

By canceling the terms ¢(-), o'tf (-) and Q/(-) in the numerator and the denominator, (89a) is given by

L, —I N ~1, =7 L, =7 l, =7 L, =7 l, =7 R
Z . J}E(It{m J})Ut{m J}(a {m J}|ﬂ7zt,$t{m J}) tq?ln J}(Itz{m J}|thim aim)

Zji’{m’ ) 7Tt( =l {m, j})&iq{mﬁj} (aiy{mﬁj“ﬂa Zt,ji’m)

~l,m f 1 l ] !
[ T 41 ,m l.m ,m m,J sm
X POt it (Zt+2¢T7at+l:T7xt+2:T|ﬂ7 21it, A7y 1, T1ag 5 Tyt 1) (89h)
L{m, =5} LAm,—i}\pornd b lm =i} 5f lL,m lLm lm m,j _lm .
=My ($t+1 )P TP HIT_HI(ZH?:TvatH:TafEt+2:T|ﬁv 21415 0715 T34 afEt+1) (891)
~1 m,j ~m,—j ~f 1,{m,—3j} l ! l j 1
__[po .T1T .70 .7 s ’ »—J s s s m,J
=Pt T T Tt B (1 ) BLT Oy > By o [T, 21041, 1015 B30 (89)

where (89i) follows from using the definition of wt’{m’ J }( ifln_J }) in (16).

|
APPENDIX G
PART 3: LEADERS
In the following, we will show that, Vt,i = 1,... N, 21,4, abl}" |, 2’ ob
~1
7m0 ’”{25" R (o, X5 AR ey 21, a4 2 )
n=t
lii~l,—i A
> oot ] 25" CRY(Zn, X5, AL™) 1y, 214, a2 ) (90)

n=t
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where 5/ € BRf(2,5',6™),6™ € BRY(2,5',6™,57) as shown in Part 1 and 6/ € BR/ (2,0, 657%,6™),6™ €
BR™(z,0"%, 55— 6™, 67).
Proof: We prove the above result using induction and from results in Lemma 9 and 10 proved in Appendix H.

1,3 li

l,m
For the base case at t =T, Vz1.7,a7.7_1, T{.7, O

~l ~m ~f l.i 1 1 1
Orp O O T 5T g ;M ;M
Lo T_t{RT (Zr, X7, Ap )‘W_Tv ZliTvalszlv‘Tl T}
li 1
= V' (nr, 21, 27") (91a)
Li ~l,—i am Af i l l 1
g 70 )(T 70 7E 71/ 7m 7m 7m
> B 01 oo { RN (Zp, XpT, Ay )|7T_T’ Zl:T’alszl’Il T}
h ~f BR I,m i ~l,—i ~m dem BR™ l,m i ~l,—i ~m ~f 91b
where 67, € (o, 2er,aylh g 00", 607", 67 ) and o € 7 (T, 21T, ayp g, 000 Gq o, 6) (91b)

where (91a) follows from Lemma 10 and (91b) follows from Lemma 9 in Appendix H. Let the induction hypothesis

Lm _lm 1,
be that for ¢ + 1, Vz1.441, a7, , T1:41,07%

T
=f
Gl oA g l’L lm lm m
Eoerr Ter T e { E | Ry(Zn, X5 AL )| Tet1, 2141, a5 2k |
n=t+1
T

Li  ali—i am  Af )

O 1104 5005 . Tt41 1,3 I,m  gl,m Im _lm
> Eo¢ i Tar 96T 0 1m t+{ E R Z,, X" A )|7Tt+1,21;t+1,a1:t,:ElttJrl} (92a)

n=t+1

~f f Lm L ~l,—i  ~m
where 6; 1.1 € BR; (Teq1, 21041, a7 7Ut+1:T’Ut+1:T’Ut+1:T)

A m ILm 1l ~l,—1 ~m ~f
Opp1r € BRt+l(7Tt+1vzlit+17a1:t 70t+1:T7Ut+1:T70t+1:T70t+1:T) (92b)
lm L, 1.

Then Vzi.¢, a7, 1,%74,0"", we have

[E&ij;’} 7{ Tt Rlz le Alm
: { n7 }T‘—thltualt 17x1t}

n=t
= Vi (ms, 26, 20" (92¢)

1,% ~l, l, l,
Z E7e Ve 7'Yt 7'Yt ;Wt{R Zt7Xt m7Atm)_|_

l,i ~l,—i 2 l,m ~l,—i & ~
n.ﬁl(F(ﬂ-tazta’Yt 7’716 lu/yznvAt ) ¢(7Ttuzt7’7t 7/7t Za’yznu/yt) Xt+1 ‘ﬂ—tuzl tualt 171;1 t} (92d)

li—i am Al,m)

vioxl,—i oam A f 1. 1 1 shm.f @
__ o o G, ,0; Tt T m m a L (Te,2, 5 5 3
= (% 9t 9 s tv_f{Rt’ (ZtaXt) 7At) )+[E AN G t'Yt ’Yr Yt

i li ~l,—i » ~ L,
{ Z Ri{l(ZnaXffyjmaAﬁl)m)|zl:tu¢(ﬂ72t77t17’715 la’tha’Y') xlzta +1}|7Tt721 taa/lt 17:E1 t} (926)
n=t+1

li li—i am af ; Li o sl—i s o f i sl—i gm Al
> [ AN N 7B{Ri’z(zt7Xé’m7 Ai’m) + IEUtJ:I:T7Ut+11:TUZ:»1:T’Ut+1:TE(ﬂ’Zt7’Yt AT AT

T
{ Z Rfln),l(Z’nn eryjma Aﬁl)m)|21:t7 ¢(ﬂ7 2t 7}5717 ’721717 ﬁ/gnv ﬁ/t ) xl 4 X)f+1}|7rt7 Z1:ty a/l t—1> CE1 t} (92f)
n=t+1

i ~1,

:[EU' Gy Ur ,crt ,ﬂt{R Zt,Xém Alm)+[EUtT7 t’; GG tT,ﬂ't{ Z Rlz n,le Alm)

n=t+1
i ~l,—i » ~ I,
‘Zl:t7¢(ﬂ72t77t 7’715 la’ana’Y') ‘Tllta +1}‘7Tt721 tualt 17:E1 t} (92g)
T
li =l,—i am  ~f )
— [Eat:;xat:Tlxat:Txat:Tvﬂ{ Z Ri{l(Zn7 Xfl’m7 Ail’m)’ﬂ't, 21ty al 13 ,’El t} (92h)

n=t
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~f s Li xl—i A l,m Li ~l,—i A T oalmfy of l,m
where ¥} € BR; (ﬂazta% VAR, 6" € BRYY (Wtazl taau 1:0¢ 50 Ut » O 70t+1 7)Y —Ut(|zl taalt 1)

Oii1.7 € BRthrl(le, 21415 all’;t ,:cll 1> Ut+1 7)s (92¢) follows from Lemma 10, (92d) follows from Lemma 9,
(92e) follows from Lemma 10 and (92f) follows from induction hypothesis in (92a), (92g) follows from the fact that
probability on (zy1.7, aiﬂ:T,xé’Tt:T) given m, 21:41, all’ff,xll’fﬁrl depends on 41, 21441, all’ff,xll’fﬁrl through

~f =1
Oip1: Otg1:1 u

APPENDIX H

. l,m l,i
Lemma 9: V't € [T], m, 21 tva’lt 17331 thU

L L li ~l,—i —m =f
Vi (me, 20, wy") 2 B 00 000

1i 1, 1, L
{th(ZtaXtmaAtm)+V;e+1(7Tt+1aZt+1aXtJZ1)’Etazl tvalt 17951 t} 93)
where
6_1 o_l,i &l,fi &l &m a_f
Typq = Poue=07 %0 S0ehnr® 0 (L2 1 agy) (94)
g 5hm lm d lm
ZtJrl(') = Z Zt(I{)PULt (xl:t |thtaalitfl)Qf('|Zt7x1{aa1{aat ) 1{( 1{|Zlctaa1:t717x{:t) (95)
Tt,at
Li/ Li l,m Liy~l,—i, 1,—i I,m L—ix=m/ m Im m 26
oy (g |21, @y, 274) 0 (a2, arly g, 27y )07 (@ (210, @y g, 217) (96)
— g li ~l,—i — ~l,m
ol € ﬂBRt e, 21, Ay T, 00 G 00O 0
wlr
4 —m,j BR L,m m,j i ~l,—t —m =f ~lm,f 98
2,07 € ﬂ 7 (w21, Ay, 2 oyt 60 6 1015 0441r) (98)
=y
- - I,
FYZTL :U;‘,m('|zl:tva’1;’rtn—1a') (99)
=i ~l—i I,m
=0y (e at g, ) (100)
1 1 lm L,
V= U;('|Zlct7a1:t71’xl t—1s ) (101)
5/ € BR! b=t Am 102
Vi € t(ﬂuzh’)/t 77t » Tt ) ( )
_ 5T Li —l,—i —m —f
3 € BRY (my, 2o, 0~ 0 A (103)

where we assume that 57, 5™ are of type m (Since if they are not, one can find an equivalent policies of type m
that achieve same reward profile, as shown in Appendix B).

Proof: We first note that from Lemma 13
&l obteb el e L,m
Tyyq = P70 %0 O ([z1:641, a7y)
1 —i ~ l,m
= E(ﬂv Zt, 71; ’Yt ) F)/va a’t ) (1043)
where

my(+) = P10 (20, ayly) (104b)
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and
3 ~l,m .
ZtJFl(') = Z Zt(xw{)Pgl:t (Il11:721|z11t5alitfl)Qf('|ZtaIw{vaw{vaf‘,m) (at |Zl taa‘ll t— 17x{t) (1040)
m{,mll’:;n,at
Lis L l,m lLiy~l,—i, l,—1 L,m lL,—iN=m/ m L,m m
oy (ay |z, ayy g, 27507 (a2, aly g, 1y )07 (@) 21, ayl s 2Th) (104d)
Cli m o f
= 6(m, 20,7030 (104e)
where
~l,m
() = P7r(erisn, ayl)') (104)

Thus (93) reduces to

—m —f
VP, ) 2 B0 o

l, l, ; ~ i ~l—i — — 1,3 ~ l, l,
{R ZtaXtm A m)+‘/t+1(F(7Ttuzt77Z7’7t lu/yznuA m)7¢(ﬂuzt7’yg77t lu/yznu/th)aXt.il)‘EtuZl:taa/l;’t‘rl—luxla}

(105)

1,i

We prove this by contradiction. Suppose the claim is not true for ¢. This implies 3 (‘J—i’i, 21:, dllT 1» £7.; such

N Lm0 ~l,m INK
that 77, = Pvt (+|21.4,a7), 1, T75_1, ) and,

Cli

IEUt 7511 Ut ,a’r ,Trt{R Zt,Xéym,Aiﬁm)‘F
~{l,—i} ~m,f

i ~l,—i 4 L Lyi
‘/1§+1(F(7Tt72t77t17’7t lu/yznaA m) (b(ﬂ—tuzta’)/t 7/yt 7’716 ) Xt-il)

Al
thvalt 1=$1t} >

Vi (& 200877, (106)
where 5, = 0" (1210, 671 @Y1, )s 6] € BR] (i, 21y, 6,7, 607, 67, 61,6, ),
57" € BRY (fy, 210, a0y, 67 601, 670,61, 6yl d) and A7 satisfies
A = 67 (121 A5 1, BT ) (107)
Then for 21.;, a7 |, &%, we have
Vi (i, 24, 257) = max Et e AT RY (7, X AL 4 (108a)
o)
VA (B, 20,70 3 A AP™), (s 230 A S A ), X0b) e 2r 30, 275 (108b)
> i A AL Rl (7, x b abmyy
VAL E e 2030 3 AT AT™)s 6 2050 3 AT AD) XD [ 2 6501, 875 (108c)
- [E&i‘ix&f’}&{’lﬁf&{}givi(Zt’Xéﬂ”’Aixm)
+ VL E G 2050 A0 A AC™) e 2000 30 AT A ) Xt s 2, 41, 21 ) (108d)
> V" (fe, 21, 247 (108¢)

where (108b) follows from the definition of th in (56) and (104), (108d) follows from definition of breve’yt A *Aytf

and (108e) follows from (106). However this leads to a contradiction.
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Lemma 10: Vt € [T], z1.¢, a7 |, b
lm,f T
1,i Li slmaf Li I, I, 1, !
Vit (e, 2,2y ) = E0vr o] ZRnl(Zn,Xnm,Anm)ht,zl:t,allel,xllt}. (109)
n=t

Proof: We prove the lemma by induction. For ¢t =T,

[EUT ’UT’”T{R ZT,X%m,AlT’m)‘ﬂ'T,le,alT 1,I1T}

l,—i}, , ; )
= > @R TR G o, af G (@ g, 2, 25T (1102)
m;l,fi},mﬁaflyn
1,3 13
= VT (7T_T, 2T, L ) (110b)

where (110b) follows from the definition of V;l’i in (56).

L . Lm L,
Suppose the claim is true for ¢ + 1, i.e., Vt € [T, 21441, a7}, azlzt_H
y T
L li , , i 1 1,
‘/}+1(7Tt+1azt+1axt+1)—[EU'“T Teprr e E RGN (Zp, X5, AL 71, 21 o1,y o t+1} (111)
n=t+1

lm X
Then Vt € [T, z1.4, a7,y 1, &1., We have

~l,m
a” 7cr ST lz lm lm
E%uT Tir f{§ RN(Z,, XEm . AL ’wt,zlt,alt L)

n=t
I,m i f &l
- lm = .
= [EUt: ’U ’m{R Zt; lm, Ai’m) + E%:T ’G“T’ﬂ{ Z Riil(va Xrlfmv Aﬁz)m)
n=t+1
F ~l,m Al,m ~ lm Al,m L l,i 112
| (Wt,ztv% t )521:157(b(ﬂvztvﬁyt))al:tfla £ T t+1}|7"ta21 tva’lt 17331 t} ( a)
i 5f I, T
lm ~ m my .
= E%:1> U ’”t{R Zt; lm Al m) + I}:Ut+1 T4 41: TvF(ﬂ'tht»’Yt Ay Z Ri{l(zn; XTl{m7 Aﬁz)m>|
n=t+1
~1 I, ~ L, L, l l,'
F(ﬂ't,ztv%m Atm)vzl:t;d)(ﬂvzta'yt)valzllaAtm 3311t7 t4:1}|77t;21 tva’lt 1,171 t} (112b)
ghm 5f 1,i I 1, -1, 1, ~
= IEUt It 7ﬂ{}zt Z(Zh XTmu Atm) + ‘/1§+1(F(7Tt7 Zty ’71& mu Atm)7 ¢(ﬂ7 Zt, ’715)7 Xt-l,-l ’ﬂ-tu Z1:ts a/l t—1> xl t}
(112¢)
l,i l,i
=V (7, 2, 21", (112d)

where (112b) follows from Lemma 11, (112¢) follows from the induction hypothesis in (111), and (112d) follows
from the definition of th’i in (56). |

Li Lm L
Lemma 11: ¥t € T, 0", (21:041, 070 2754 1)

T
1,i ~{l —i},m, f ; :
T, ,T E : 1,0 Im  gl,m Im L _
ETr-ur t{ Rn (vaXn 7An )|ﬁ7 Z1it415 Ay ’IlttJrl} -
n=t+1
{t,—i},m,f l l a
ol Glhmihmf p sl lm Li Lm  glm Lm L
EO¢ 1T nr Emezes™ 0, ){ E , RN (Zn, X3 Ay )‘ﬂ’zliﬂ‘l?al:t 7951:15+1}7 (113)

n=t+1

where ”yl m 5i (‘7 2t -)-
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. . . . l,—1 .
Proof: Since the above expectations involve random variables Z; 1.7, Xt{ Jr’lép} " AL™ we consider the prob-

ability
EAR ML {L—i}m _Im  Im Lm _li Nr
PO Oir OrT '(Zt+1T7$t+1 xt+2T7at+1T 7Tt,2’1t+1,a1t,171t+1) Dr (114a)
where
drdi {L=i}m  Lm {1.~i}m Lm Lm Lm L
_ o ,0 ST s 5 s ,m
N'f'— Z [P srmeT t(‘rt a’t Zt+17xt+1 Zt+2 T7a/t+1 T’xt-‘rQT 7Tt721 t,alt 17.’,[]1 t)
g{lmihm glm
(114b)
_ {l,—i},m _ ~ lm /o lm I,m I,m —i},m I,m
= § o m(y (241 = D, 26, 70))or ™ (ay ™ e, aflpy, 210 QY™ (a) 1 |z, k™, ab™)
mil,*i},mﬁai,m
(114c¢)
[P‘7t+1 T!at{i;’}}’ o i I,m Il,m Im _li Im 114d
(Zt+25T’ It+2:T7 at+1:T|ﬂ’ 2141, A1y 7:E1 it $t+1) ( )
where (114d) follows from the fact that probability on ( bm al™ ) given bm pli plm
p y At+1:T5 It+2‘T7 yyr7) & Tty 2141, sy 5 Tiogy Ty g
Lm L ~l,—
depends on ¢, Z1:¢41, a7}, 14y, xt+1 through Ut+1 T Ut+1 T 0t+1 .p- Similarly, the denominator in (114a) is given
by
i gmf {l,—i},m Im l,i Im 1,0
— O’ ) 5 y T ) ) ) ) )
Dr= % P o gl b a1, a2 (114e)
1t{l ,—i},m

l,—i},m ~ ~l,m K m
= > me T e = o 20 30))5 " (0 ™ w2 ay™)QY (i [z o™ ap™)  (1146)
wt{l,*i}mn

By canceling the terms 1(2z441 = ¢(7, 21, 5¢))s or¥(-) and Q(-) in the numerator and the denominator, (114a)
is given by
S ma e T QU e e ™ ™)
S m (@G a0ff "”””m, 2,30

5 f l l l f
Gy 1.7s0 5 1.y T ,m ,m ,m
X PO T T (2 o, 04 s By 9|20, 7015 B, Te) (114g)
_Ab=itm {L—i}mypobl oot e g T Lm  lm Lm . f
=T (T4 JPTnT Tt T e T (2 g @ B p 2108 G115 T g5 Tet1) (114h)
L Gh—i  sm.f {l,—i},m I,m I,m l,m f .
PO .70 .70 o Tt+1 ) ) ) 3 s
=P%+1:7%+1: 7%t 1.7 T+ (Zt+1:T7 T, 7xt+2:T’ at+1:T|Zlit7 a4, Il:tJrl)’ (1141)
where (114h) follows from using the definition of m, H(:cifr”l) in (16). [
APPENDIX I

EXTRA LEMMAS
Lemma 12: Let o} be any strategy of player i and fix z1.7. Let

OA'f € BRf(Zl:Tu&ll:tfluail;iu&l’_i UilEJrl T 0 m) (115)

A i ~1 L ~l,—i ~] sm Af
6™ € BR! (217,64, _1,0,°,67 " Gryrr, 6™, 67 ) (116)
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where we assume that 57, 5™ are of type m (Since if they are not, one can find an equivalent policies of type m

that achieve same reward profile, as shown in Appendix B). Let

i € BRI (w2001 A0 A0 (117)
Wi € BR) (w20 A A (118)
where v;" = o (-|ayT 1, 21, 2l ). ThenVay 1, 2], |, 2747 |, a%% |, and for every 4,4/ that satisty (117),

(118) H(Ut ,&7") that satisfy (115) (116) such that

A =61 (1214, 010021, ) (119)
AT = 6 (2 abl L) (120
where,
1 f T
I _-m O 01Tt n— g l,m
BR/(z1.1,0', 0 )::O Oargn;z}x[li 0T Ot 425 YRIZp, Xy An) |21, b xd) (121)

l,m
Arie—1 L1t

m,j I,m l m,—j _f
BR,” (Wtazltaalt 17x1t70tT70tT o)

= arg max E7+ o7 71 JJtTm{ Zén R (Z, X AL |7y, 21, a0y 2} (122)
o]
n=t
BRmyj(ZaoluUm ﬂ m m BR{™ thzl tvalt 1=‘T1t vawlfTvatT 7 Uth) (123)
a2
where
Flm !
m(-) = Pout=1 (421, ar:—1)- (124)
BR{(my, 20,0 = {71 : Val € 27,5/ (|af) € arg ax Y (L™ zem
o 7 Clzy)
Rl (2, Xy, Ay) + 6V (F bmglbm bm 35, x 7 ! 125
{ t (Zt7 ty t) + t+1 (_(ﬂu 2t Ve Ay )7 ¢(ﬂ7 2t Ve Vi )7 t+1)|ﬂ7 2ty Ly }}7 ( )
B_R?J(ﬂa zt,%,%m u’Yt = {% ’] V" e xmid de( | J) €arg max [E"Y:w('‘””;W)Vi’%m7]""7'{(’zhﬂ

Yo Gl )

l =7 I, ~m,j —j 4
{Rj Ztv el At)+5‘/t+1( (ﬂ-taztvvtvﬁ)/t 7%?1 ijtm%Qb(ﬁazt;’Yilﬁa’Yanvﬁ)/? Jvﬂ)/tj)athJrl)‘ﬂath{}}v
(126)

and

7Tt(') = P&ll:t7176'11}t7176'{:t—1 ('|Zl:t; al:tfl)- (127)
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Proof: Part 1: Minor Follower

L,—i om

AT A A DRI (7, X, A+

l—Z A 2

i b—1 4 l,m ;
5V;£.1(F(7Tt72ta% Ve la’thaAt ), (b(ﬂ'tazta% Ve 7%) th-i-l)’ﬂuztvxf}}

s BT R (2 X )+
Foor t 9 9
7i Cl=g)
. P l—i A ., Li ~l—i « L .
6‘/,‘,1;1(}?(7“7275571517715 Za’anaA m)v(b(ﬂv Zt77t1157t7 la’YvaFYtj)?XtJii»lnﬁa th{}} (1283)
(128b)
= maX [E’Yt )’Yt ”Yt Vit ( th TH{RIC ZtuXt7At) + [Egt+1 T’F(ﬂ-wzfv'}/t bv’Yi 711:72717"41,’"1)
v Cl=f)
Z 5n7tR£(Zn7Xn;An)|Zl:t;¢(ﬂ7 Ztafyiylv:)/éﬁiza;yznv:Yg)val:tflaAtaI{;tathJrl}‘ﬂ-tazt;I{} (IZSC)
n=t+1
— max |E'Yt »172 711% Vi ( |xt ”t{Rf Zt;Xt7At) + max [E‘Tr+1 T7Ut+1 T!F(ﬂ'rv'Yt 7'Yt 7'Yt 7Al ™)
¥ Clef) olirr

{ Z 6n_tR£(Zn7XnuAn)lzl:tu¢(ﬂazt77t 7’7){ _lu’%na’?tf)aal:t—luAtv‘r{:ﬁXff-i-l}}Wt’zt’xtf} (128d)

n=t+1
~1, ~m ~f ~lm f
= maxf [E’Yt )’Yt )’Yt 7’Yt(|wt Wf{Rf ZtaXtuAt) 4+ r;lax [Egr 7Ut Ut 2Tt 90 41741708t
( |z1) Tit1:T

{ Z vaXnaA |Zl tagbﬂtvzta'}/t 7'71& ,’A}/Zn,;}/g),al;t,hAt,fb{:t,th+1}|21;t,a1;t,1,I{:t} (128e)

n=t+1
~1, m _f i ~l,—i ~m ~f =l,m f
— max [Egr v"r Ut 0 Ty {R{(Zt, Xh At) + max E% %t % %% 41:7% 1.7
f f
oy Tiq1:T

{ Z I (Zs Xy An)| 2120, 0( 7Tt72ta% LAy ‘ﬁtmﬁ{:f)’al:t—1,Atw{;t,X{Crl}lzl:mal:t—l,w{;t} (128f)

n=t+1
T
Li ~l,—i ~m _f ~l,m _
= max E% 7+ % ’atT’at+13T7Et{ E 5t nRz(Zn,Xn,An)’zl:t;al:t717${;t} (128g)
9.1 n=t

where (128a) follows from definition of *Ay,'f in (116), (128c) follows from Lemma 5 in Appendix D, (128e)

follows from the fact that the probability on Zy; 1.7, Xy 1.7, Agy1.7 conditioned on &i;?, U;Z;T, x, only depends on

~l,m f
0t+1 %411

or the update of the mean field z;, (128f) follows from the fact that & Af "™ are of type m and definition of ﬁ,‘f SV

EF(me, 20,79 Lm Al ™) as the follower’s strategy o'tf doesn’t affect either the update of the belief m,
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Part 2: Major Follower (The arguments are similar but now for major player j)

~l,—1i

am o f m,j lm lm
[E’Y 7’Yr "Vt ”Y“’Tt{Rt J(Ztht aAt )+

y i ~l—i » 1, =i . . y y
5‘/,{111](E(ﬂ72t7'7t lv’yt lu’YvaA m)7¢(ﬂuzt77t 771& Zv’yznu/Yt) Xﬁ-ij)’ﬂaztax;ﬂ]}}
—  max AT Cle ) AT ’thﬁt{Rl”’j(Zt,th’m,Ai’m)—l—

J( |$m]

m,J i ~l,—t ~m ,m i ~l,—i ~m ~f m,j m,j
5‘/;54_1 (F(szta% 7’716 7/7t 7A )7¢(ﬂuzt77t 7/7t 7’716 77t)7Xt+1)’ﬂaztaxt }}
i zl— i . ~1,m,f 1,i ~1,—i 4 I,m
= max BTGl T M{RT’](Zt,th’maAi’m)+[E‘7t+1;T£(zt,Zt,'n AL TUAMLAP™)
J( | ¥
T
E n—t pm, I,m  gl,m ~l,—i 2 Im Im _m,j m,j
0 R J(Z X A )|Zl HA) (Wtaztuwt 7’715 » Ve 7’7)5) a/lt 17A xl Xt+1}|ﬂ—tuzt7xt }
n=t+1

(1292)

izl > AP =l J =m,—j = Ly xl,—i o L
_ max [Ev AT AT (e T)AT 7’Yr)7rt{Rmy] Z le Alm)+ max |:Eat+1:T>a:1i:T70'211:’5‘>‘7{+1:T7E(Etyzt77tlv'Yt LATLAYT)

W L) .

T

- j ! ! Li zl—i zm afy L l, m.j
{ Z 6" R (Zny X AR 2, (e, 2w AT AR AT e AT e X7 e 2,2y}
n=t+1

(129b)
i ~l,—i _m,j SN2, — 1 1, =1, ~m ~f =1 m,j m,—j ~f
= N ma)sn , [E’Y AT e Clat A f)’p‘ﬂ't{RmJ(Zt,X M A m) + %ax [E"r 10y Ut 0150 t41:7% 417t 41Tt 4175t
e Gl .

T

2J L, L Li zl,—1 4 l I,m
Z RZlJ(vaXnvanm”Zlit’¢(ﬂvzt57tlvp)/t Za’%na’yf) a’lt 1’A " y L. tj Xt+1}|77t,21 tva’lt 1’I1t }
n=t+1

(129¢)
Li gli—i jm.jgm, “l—i am oAf =l m,j m.—j ~f
= mj};{ EC%: 9 ¢ "0 7Ut pu {RmU 7, Xl m Al m) + max [E‘Tt e The .ol 04 1: 7044 1190 41700 b 170Dt
Ty ‘7t+1 T

T

z : j i ~l,—i » ~ L,
{ R:ln’J(ZnaXffyjmaAzm)|21:t7¢(ﬂ7zt77t 7’716 la’YZna’Y') a/lt 17A " xlt 7Xt+1}’7rtuzl taa/lt 17:E1t }
n=t+1

(129d)
T
Li gli—i jmojam.—j sf I mg am.—j af . .
Oy 0, e : 301 30441: 7044170441704 1.7 t—n pm,j l,m lm | lm m,j
_mj}ﬁ([}: t 0t t "0t t 0ty 41704 1: 70 41T t{ E ) R™ (Zn,Xﬁ 7A7{ )thzlitvalzt—laxlzt }
Oy T n=t
(129¢)

where (128c) follows from Lemma 5 in Appendix D, (128e) follows from Lemma 8, (128f) follows from the fact

that 6" are of type m and definition of %f ,A¢". This proves the theorem.

|
Lemma 13: Let (™, 2) be an SMFE-ML for the game considered and let V'™
,m Fbmof m m
me(2h™) = PO (b 2, a0 ) (130)

. Then for any given (0%, a1 _1,2%.,), let

' = o1 (e ari ) (131)
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Then
5! bl 5™ i ~l—i o Lmy, 1m
G1.4_1,04 10 N 7,0 s _ T T m
R O PRISRUIED O A AR KNS [CAy) (132)
N (=l Li =l,—i =] Li ~l,—i = AF AF oA
where 6/ € BRY(6%,_,,0,", 5y Ut+1 .7,0™), 6™ € BR™(G,, 1,006, " 6L ., 07, 6™) where 67, 6™

lL,—% 2m

are of type m. Also 47 € BR}" (m;, z, v, 407, 4m)
Proof: Let 6/ € BRI/ (5%, _y,00" 677,610, 6™) and 7 € BR' (m,Ab 4% 4 be of type m. Then
Vari—1,7],_ 1,270, 2%, and for every 4/, 4" that satisfy (117), (118) 3(57") that satisfy (115) (116) such

that
3 = 67 (L2 Ayl ) (133)
where,
Thus

~1 Ui ~l,—i ~1 ~m A f 1
T1.p_ 1,0 o o OO s
P00 T 0 (g0 (2141, A1)

1 1 ~l,—i ~1 sm 58 1m Lm
T1.4_1,0¢ O 50 720 0
Zmll;;” P oe e O (73410 241, a;™ |71, a4 )
- B (134)

1 vio=l,—i =] o ~ ~
3yt P00 T O (gl 2 0y )1z = 6z A0))oy ™ (0 ™ 2nes At 21)

~1 li ~1, f —1 —1 A
gt Poeen ot 0 a8 (gl oy (ap a1, o), 60 (ab T are 1, 2 ), 6™ (0 a1, ) Q(ag

) 10 ~1,—i 1 . - i ‘
S tom PPt @O T8 (g 2 ab T oy (ay |ara—1, k), 61 (ay T are—r, 25 ), 6™ (af |are—1, 27

(135)
_ Sl ai ) 50 o) A o) Qe o) 136
sz,m wt(:vim) ( |$ft ), %’ l( i’_i|xf&7_i)ﬁt (ap*|zy™)

= F(rev' 40 A a™) (@) (137)

Moreover,
an()= > 2@l )PP (2™ 21, 010-) Q7 (L, 2f  af saf™)of (af |2 a2 (138)

xf ™ ay
ot (af|zi, a5y, 2l o (af |z, ab 7)) (139)
= ¢(me, 20,7 ™7) (140)
where

V= otz il ) (141)
W= o (|21, At ) (142)
v =of (lzr,abl 4,0 (143)
1, () = PPV (fans, ally) (144)
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APPENDIX J

LEMMAS FOR CONVERSE

Proof: We prove this by contradiction. This implies there exists 7, z; such that either (a) (55a) doesn’t have
a solution, (b) (55b) doesn’t have a solution, or (¢) (55¢) doesn’t have a solution.
(a) Suppose (55a) doesn’t have a solution (concerning the minor follower) i.e. for any equilibrium generating
function @ that generates (5", z) through forward recursion, there exists ¢ € [T, z1.4, all’ff_l such that for
mi() = P70 (21, ab ), (55a) s not satisfied for 6; ie. for 3 = 6f[m, 2] = &1 (7, 20, ), AL =

0'[ms, 2] = GL(-|me, 20, )y A = 0™ 4, 20) = 677 (e 22 -), Fx] such that

F Claf) ¢ arg max  EIAClei ) e

{R] (20, X¢, Ae) + OV (B, 20,30 ™ AP™), d(me, 20, 5e), Xin) | e 202l b (1459)

Let ¢ be the first instance in the backward recursion when this happens. This implies 3 ﬁ,‘f such that

shm s f

[E’Yt (‘zr = ﬂ-t{Rf ZtaXtuAt) + 5‘/,{.1,_1 ( (thta’yt)m Al ) ¢(ﬂ7 Ztuﬁ/t)an‘J,-l)’ﬂu Zt,.’II{}
> WA ‘wt)’z"m{Rf (2, Xi, Ap) +5Vt+1 (£ (ﬂ-tvzta’}/t 7Ai’m)a¢(ﬁ7 Zt,:Yt)vthﬁ)‘ﬂv Zt,ff{} (145b)

This implies for &7 (+|z1.¢, a7 2l 1) =4,

lom ~f
IEG't;g};G't;Tvﬂ{ Z R7f7,(Zn7 X’rh An)’ﬂu 21:ts a/ll);’,tn—lu ‘T‘lf;t}

n=t

_ [E&i’m,&tf,ﬁ{R.tf(Zt7Xt, Ay) + FOr0irme

T
{ Z RIN(Z,, X, An)‘ﬂ, 21:4, O(Te, 26, Vt)5 Q16— 1, Af;’”, 55{:1:7 th+1 } ’ﬂ, 21t all’:T_l, :v{:t} (145¢)
n=t+1

~l,m ~f ~f ~1 ~l,m lL,m
=7 7E{Rtf(zt7Xt, Ay) + ECrrrfipnr E(meze 5™ A0)

T
{ Z Rz(z’nuXn7An)‘zl:ta(b(ﬂuZta’?t)ual]j;Tl—pAf‘,)mu:E{;tuXtc-l}‘ﬂaZl:tua%;’:—px{;t} (145d)
n=t+1
sl am o f m,j ~l,m m ~
= VAT RE(Z, X, Ar) + VI (B, 20 30" AY™), @, 20, 90), X )|, o ) (145¢)
< [E’Yt ﬁt ﬂ—t{Rj ZthtaAt) + ‘/tJrl ( (Trtvzt;;?tl& " Aiﬁm)a Qb(ﬁazta;?t)vXtJ:rl)‘ﬂv .I{} (145f)

~l,m A ~l,m ~f ~l,m lL,m
— [ 61 ’E{R{(Zt,Xt,At) + [EUtJrl:T,<TH1;T7E(Eth’Yt VAY™)

T
{ Z Rﬁ(zn; Xn, An)‘zl:tv (b(ﬂa Zty :Yt)a al:t—1, Atv x{;tv th+1 } ’ﬂ; Z1:t, alf;T_la I{;t} (145g)
n=t+1
~1 f =f £l
= BTl f Zsz(Zm Xy An)| T, 21:4) alffllpr:t}v (145h)
n=t

where (145d) follows from the fact that the probability on Z; 1.7, X;11.7, A¢r1.7 conditioned on &i’?, O{T, o
only depends on &iﬂ:T, of e E (e, 20, Ay bm o AL™) ag the follower’s strategy o doesn’t affect either the
update of the belief 7, or the update of the mean field z;, (145¢) follows from the definitions of ﬁi and m; and
Lemma 5, (145f) follows from (145b) and the definition of &,‘tf , (145g) follows from Lemma 4, (145h) again
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from the fact that the probability on Z; 1.7, X¢41.7, At+1.7 conditioned on &if?, UZ.T,Ft only depends on

&iﬁ:T, U{_H;T, F(my, 2, Fbm o AL™Y as the follower’s strategy o) doesn’t affect either the update of the belief
m, or the update of the mean field z;.. However, this leads to a contradiction since (5™, z) is a SMFE-ML
of the game.

(b) If (55b) doesn’t have a solution (concerning major follower): Suppose for any equilibrium generating function
0 that generates (5',6™,5/,z) through forward recursion, there exists ¢ € [T, z1.¢,a’’" , such that for
m() = P77z, ab ), (55b) s not satisfied for 0 ie. for 7/ = 07w, 2] = &7 (|7 20,-), AL =
0'[me, e = 61(-|me 24,-), A7 = 0™ [, 2] = 67 (-|me, 21, ), Fj, 2™ such that

W) ¢ arg, max, ETe™ Clal DR i zem

I QEXE)
{Rt o Zt,Xé " Al m) +6V;5+1 ( (Wtaztuwt 7Ai7m)7¢(ﬂ7 Ztu/?t%Xﬁ)f)‘ﬂu th;ﬂ,j} (1463)

Let ¢ be the first instance in the backward recursion when this happens. This implies 3 4;" J such that

~l ~m,j . m,j\ xm,—j ~f . 1 1
EYer¥e 7 Cled™) 3 7 7; zt,ﬂ{R?w (2, XM, AV™)+

J ~1, L, ~ J J
5‘/15le (E(ﬂv 2t 7t ma Atm)7 (b(ﬂv Zty ’Yt)v Xﬁf)‘ﬂv Zty Iln J}

U xmudc 1 .mudy smn—d 5 f . 1 1
> FYeve 7 Cla )3 Zhﬂ{R;nx] (2, X0, AL+

SV (B, 20,30 AP™), (s 2, 3) s X0 | s 20, 27 ) (146b)

ol : ~Am,j l,m m,j Am,j
This implies for 6,7 (+|z1.¢, ayly 1, 21501, ) =40,

o N m, l,m lm ,J
Eour’ t g R™(Z,, Xb™, AL |7rt,z1t,a1t 1,17”}

n=t
,[E5i’m’fﬂft R™I(Z xbhm glm [Eﬁii}n’f,m
- _{ n (t; t 4t )+ : -
T

E ,J L, L, ~ L, l, I,m
R;TIJ(ZnaXnmaAnm”ﬂ; Zl:tv(b(ﬂa Ztvﬂyt)aalgllvAtm Il tj Xt+1}‘7rtvzl tva’lt 1;171 tj} (1460)
n=t+1

_l,m,f . ! I oy 1 F Shm alm
— [Fo s Tt m,J )11 »m g 1Ot 7_(7rtazt7’)’, sy )
= (¢ _{Rn (Ztht 5At )_|_[E t+1:7%t+1:T Tt t t

T
l l l )
Z RmJ Z’n,aX " A m |Z1 t7¢ ﬂ-tvztvﬁyt) alt 15A " y L. tijt+1}‘7Tt7Z1 t;alt 1, L1. tJ} (146d)
n=t+1

Sl Amd (T 5 T m m m m ~ m,J m,j
= [ (lzd™7),3¢ v'Yt {R J Zt; l Al )+‘/t+1 ( (ﬂ't,zh"yt Al ) ¢(ﬂ;zt77t);Xt+1J)|ﬂ7xt J}
(146¢)

< BRI R R R (2, XU AL A VI (F (s A, Gl 2050, X7 e 2 )

(146f)
_ Eohor o oL e (7, xEm, ALY 4 Ea
T
2J I, L, ~ L,m I,m
{ Z R:lnJ(Z'n,aXnmaAnm)"zl:tv(b(ﬂvztv'yt)aal;t—laAt xl tJ Xt+1}‘ﬂ-tvzl t;alt 17$1t } (146g)
n=t+1

T
=1 sm,j =m,—j =f ;
— [Ou1:9¢ 750t v"t+1:T7ﬂ{ E R:L”J( Xl m Al m ‘ﬂ't, Z1:t, al 1> L1 tJ} (146h)
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where (146d) follows from Lemma 8, (146¢) follows from the definitions of ;" J and 7; and Lemma 5, (146f)
follows from (146b) and the definition of a;n J (146g) follows from Lemma 4, (146h) follows from Lemma 8.
However, this leads to a contradiction since (5™, z) is a SMFE-ML of the game.

(c) (55c) doesn’t have a solution (concerning leader 7)
Suppose for any equilibrium generating function ¢ that generates (5™ z) through forward recursion, there

l

S |z1:4,a701 1), (55¢) is not satisfied for 6 i.e. for

exists t € [T],21.¢,al’" | such that for m,(-) = P?

ﬁ/g — ef[ﬂ, Zt] = 61{('&7 Zt, -),ﬁ/i’m = el’m[ﬂ, Zt] U ( |7Tt, Zt, '), HZ, ZCi’i such that

~1,1 Ligl—i zm of 1,2 l,m l,m
,yt; ¢ a’rgmlaiX[E'Yt Ve Ve Vi t{Rt) (ZtuXt7 ,A{ )

Yt
i ~l—i I,m ~l—i —m Ly Ly
+5 t+1( (T‘—tuzta’)/t 7/7t Za’ylnuAt ) ¢(7Tt72t7’7t 7’715 lu’yznu/th)aXt-ilﬂﬂaZtaxtz}a (1473)
where 3" € BR," (my, 20,7, 30~ A7 A1), A € BRI (m, 2000 3040 (147b)

Let ¢ be the first instance in the backward recursion when this happens. This implies 37 %’i such that
[Eﬁi’wi’*wrﬁ{,zwzt{Ri, (¢, X1, AL™)
l—i 2 lm i ~l—i o li Li
+ 6‘/;54_1( (7Tt7 2t /Yt 7’7t lu /Yln ) At ) ¢(7Tt7 2t /Yt 7’7t lu Wln f) th-l)'ﬂ? 2t :Et l}
S f
> [E’Yt Ty Zt{R 2, lm,Ai’m)

+ 6‘/151-;,-11 (E(ﬂa 2t ﬁ/i’mﬂ A%m)a ¢(ﬂ7 Zt, ﬁ/t)a Xéil) |ﬂ7 2ty xf&7i} (1470)

li ~l,—i ~m

where ’AYif € gRt B ) A EBRt (Wtaztv% 57t7 Zv:YZna’AYt) (147d)
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l,m 1,3 )

Ll
This implies for &1 (-|z1.¢, a7, 2% 1, -) = 407,

G ,7T lz l,m lm
EoUT t g RN Z,, X" Ay ‘ﬂ't,zlt,alt 1,3:”}

n=t
_ [E&i,wn,f)ﬂ{Ri,i(ZhXé,m’ Ai,m) + [E&{:T&i:T,ﬂ,zt
T
l,i I, I, 5 l L l
{ Z Rnl(Z"7X'n,m7Anm)|ﬂtuzl:t7¢(ﬂu Zta’Yt)a%;T,pAtm xlzt, t+1}‘ﬂ—t7zl t7a1t 1,(E1 t} (1476)
n=t+1
= [E&iy ’m{R (Ze, X lm Al )+ [E‘Tt+1 oE(mezeqe T ApT)
T
1,3 l, l, ~ l,m ILm L
Z Rnl(vaXnvaanﬂv Zl:t;gb(ﬂv Ztafyt)va’l;tflaAt xl it t+1}|7rtazl tva’lt 1;171 t} (147ﬂ
n=t+1

— [E%i*mmf(-\w{),Q{Rin‘(zt,th,m,Ai,m)

+ VL (E e 20 50™, AY™), 6 20 9), Xty |me, 27} (147g)
< O I R (2, X7 A

‘équil(F(Wt,Zta'Yt lfl a—;”,a.g”Aiﬁm),qﬁ(ﬂ, Zt’:Yiwi,55*1',&?,@;‘)7)(;11”&, thiyi} (147h)

ol

_ ~lm, Sl =l 1,
— % Gt em el ’F'{R Zt,Xé’m,Ai’m) + [Eatﬂ},F(m,zﬁ,VﬂJt el Ab™)

T
IR Iym  glm ol ~l,—i ~m ~f lm
E R(Zn, XM, AL )’21:t7¢(ﬂ72t7% o707, 01 ), alt Ay Xt+1 ‘Wtazltvalt 1755115}
n=t+1
(147i)
T
. E&i’i,&i’7 O’r+1T,Ut ,a’r+1 Tcrtf7 tf+1 Tt Rll le Alm 147;
=L { s |7Tt72'1t7a1t 15I1t} (1475)
n=t

where (147f) follows from Lemma 11, (147g) follows Lemma 10, (147h) follows from (147c) and the
definition of &'tf , (1471) follows from Lemma 9, (147j) again follows from Lemma 11. However, this leads to

a contradiction since (-, z) is an SMFE-ML of the game.
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