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The topology in the game controllability of
multiagent systems
Junhao Guo, Zhijian Ji, and Yungang Liu

Abstract— In this paper, the graph-based condition for
the controllability of game-based control system is pre-
sented when the control of regulator is not zero. A control
framework which can describe realism well–expressed as
the game-based control system (GBCS), was obtained in
2019, which, unfortunately, is not graph theoretically veri-
fiable, and the regulator’s control input is assumed to be
zero. However, based on a new established notion, strategy
matrix, we propose a graph theory condition to judge the
controllability of GBCS, instead of using algebraic condi-
tions for complex mathematical calculations. More specifi-
cally, to tackle these issues, one needs to study the expres-
sion of Nash equilibrium actions when regulator’s control
is not zero first. Based on this expression, the general
formula of game controllability matrix is obtained, which
provides theoretical support for studying the essential in-
fluence of topology on game-based control system. The
general formula is always affected by the specific matrix–
strategy matrix, composed of Nash equilibrium actions, and
the matrix can not only be obtained by matrix calculation,
but also can be directly written through the topology, which
is the specific influence of the topology on the GBCS.
Finally, we obtain the result of judging the controllability of
the system directly according to the topological structure,
and put forward the conjecture that there is no limitation
of equivalent partition in GBCS. Arguably, this is a sur-
prising conjecture on the equivalent partition of graphs,
because only the limitation of equivalent partition in five-
node graphs has been solved so far.

Index Terms— Controllability, game-based control sys-
tem, topological structure, equivalent partition

I. INTRODUCTION

GAME is ubiquitous in nature. In recent years, game
theory has gradually become a powerful tool to study

control systems, especially for distributed control systems [1],
[2]. This leds to the introduction and research of game-based
control systems (GBCS) [3]. This system has a hierarchical
decision structure: one regulator and multiple agents. Although
the study of GBCS has some practical significance, when the
game is defined on a large-scale system, each player’s strategy
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often depends on the structure of the underlying network.
Therefore, it is of great significance to establish a game
control model related to topology structure. Going through the
literature, one can find many algebraic conditions for judging
controllability of the GBCS. However, when faced with mas-
sive game-based control system, it is very complicated to judge
its controllability by mathematical calculation. This makes us
establish the graph-based criterion of the game-based control
system. It is natural then to ask what effect does topology
have on the game-based control system? It is found that it has
an important influence on the formation of Nash equilibrium
actions.

A. Literature review
The game-based control system originates from the regula-

tor problem of linear time-invariant systems proposed by Jacob
et al. That is, one target may be to find a control function u(t)
which drives the state of the system to a small neighborhood
of zero at time T [4]. In contrast, if the state of the system
represents a set of financial related economic variables, then,
u represents the investment behavior that can increase these
variables with the goal of controlling these variables to reach
the desired level as quickly as possible. Zhang et al. [3] studied
a linear system with a hierarchical decision structure consisting
of a regulator and multiple agents. The regulator first makes
a decision, and then each agent optimizes its own payoff
function to reach the possible Nash equilibrium of the non-
cooperative dynamic game. At this time, the underlying agents
in the system have information transfer with the regulator. This
can be reflected in the topology structure, that is, regulator
changes the macrostate depending on Nash equilibrium actions
which is formed based on the characteristics of topology
structure. If the positions of the underlying agents change, the
Nash equilibrium actions will also change, which will affect
the controllability of the system.

At present, the influence of network topology structure on
the controllability of multiagent systems (MASs ) is mainly
studied by graph theory, as shown in [5-10]. It can be seen
that the controllability of the MASs is closely related to
the underlying graph topology, and graph division [11], [12]
describes the controllability of the MASs from the perspective
of topology. Cardoso et al. proposed a sufficient and necessary
condition for almost equivalent partition, and clarified the
relationship between Laplacian matrix and general Laplacian
matrix [11]. Qu et al. investigated the controllability of multi-
agent systems under equivalent partition [13]. After devoting
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much thought to a graph-theoretical problem, one gradually
realizes that it is a new trend to use graph theory to study
game behavior in multi-agent system[14-15]. For instance, the
pursuit-evasion game problem [16], which has been exten-
sively used in aircraft control and missile guidance, intelligent
transportation system and collision avoidance design of wire-
less sensor network in military implementation. Using graph
theory to study the interaction between agents with limited per-
ceptive ability, so as to obtain the distributed control strategy
of each agent, has gradually become the key to study this prob-
lem. The establishment of Bayesian graph game model is also
inseparable from the principle of local interaction and game
behavior fusion. In literature [17], Bayesian games (games
with incomplete information) describe an agent participating
in an unspecified game where the true intentions of other
players may be unknown and each player must adjust its goals
accordingly. Lopez et al. [18] proposed two belief updating
methods that do not require graphical topology knowledge.
The first method is the application of Bayesian rules, and the
second method is treated as a modification of non-Bayesian
updates. Mohammad et al. [19] used structured systems theory
and other graph theory concepts to analyze games, improved
the detectability of network physical attacks, and studied the
optimal configuration of sensors in networked control systems.
Although the above researches have made great progress, the
topological characterization of game systems based on Nash
Equilibrium action remains largely unknown.

B. Contributions

We turn to the more concrete task of discussing the contents
of this article: Compared with the traditional control theory
framework, the game-based control system will consider the
strategic behavior of each agent, which will avoid the unreal-
istic phenomenon of system dynamics caused by ignoring the
agent’s own behavior. However, the current research on this
system is only embodied in the algebraic level. Whether the
neighbor relationship of the agents playing with each other has
an impact on this system? Or, stated differently, if the position
relationship between agents is regarded as a network topology,
what essential influence does this network topology have on
the internal mechanism of game-based control system? The
study of this problem has very obvious research significance,
that is, when studying the controllability of game-based control
system, we do not need to carry out complex mathematical
calculations, just need to judge according to the graph theory
conditions.

To shed light into this problem, this paper first analyzes
the framework of game-based control system. Different from
the previous literature, which assumes that regulator’s control
strategy is zero, we obtain the Nash equilibrium action expres-
sion of the system under regulator’s control. Based on this
expression, we obtain the general formula of controllability
matrix. We find that the strategy matrix, which plays a decisive
role in the general formula, can not only be obtained by
algebraic calculation, but also can be written directly according
to the topology structure, which is the fundamental influence
of the topology structure on the game-based control system.

Under the premise that game-based control system has
become a big research trend, the strategy matrix may become
an important research tool to replace the Laplacian matrix.
Finally, a graph-theoretic condition for the controllability of
game-based control systems is obtained. Compared with the
general system that does not consider game factors, it also
requires special consideration of the relationship between the
row vectors of the matrix that corresponds to the multiplication
of the symmetric solution of the Riccati equation and the
transition matrix.

C. Notation

In this paper, different agents are regarded as nodes and their
communication relations as edges. The topological relation of
the system can be expressed by graph G, which consists of
node set V (G) and edge set E(G) ⊂ V (G)×V (G). Assuming
that there are one regulator and H bottom agents in the
system, then V (G) = {r1, l1, ..., lH}, E(G) = {(i, j)|i, j ∈
V (G)}, and the neighbor of node li is defined as N(li) =
{(li, lj)|li, lj ∈ E(G)}. Graph G is connected if there is a
path between any two different nodes i and j in graph G. The
adjacency matrix of graph G is defined as

A(G) = [aij ]n×n =

{
1 (i, j) ∈ E(G)

0 (i, j) /∈ E(G)
.

The Laplacian matrix of the graph G is defined as L(G) =
D(G)−A(G), where D(G) = diag([di]

n
i=1), di indicates the

number of neighbors of node i. In is the n × n-dimensional
identity matrix, and 0n×m denotes the null matrix of n×m-
dimension (or 0n, if n = m ). 1n = [1, 1, ..., 1]T represents
an n-dimensional column vector of n ones.

D. Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we introduce the game-based control system and
analyze the representation of topology structure of the system;
Section III gives the expression of Nash equilibrium actions
under the premise that the regulator’s control input is not zero.
The graph theory condition of game-based control system is
given in Section IV. Section V concludes this paper.

II. GAME-BASED CONTROL SYSTEM

A. Model analysis

The dynamics for a continuous-time linear time-invariant
system is

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bu(t), (1)

where x(t) = [x1(t), . . . , xn(t)]T is the stacked system states,
u(t) ∈ Rm denotes the control input. When studying the
influence of topology structure on the controllability of the
system, all agents in the system are divided into the set of
leaders and the set of followers. At this time, the form of
control input is based on the topological structure relationship
formed between leaders and followers, and the system matrix
A is represented by the Laplacian matrix L.
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Based on the idea of a two-player zero-sum game, the
following linear differential equation describes the dynamics
of the game with H players [20]:

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +B1u1(t) + ...+BHuH(t). (2)

where x(t) still represents the state of the system, and ui, i =
1, 2, . . . ,H, represent the mi -dimensional vector that can be
manipulated by player i. Each player aims to minimize their
quadratic cost function

Ji(u1, ..., uH) =

∫ T

0

{xT (t)Qix(t) +

H∑
j=1

uTj (t)Rijuj(t)}dt

+ xT (T )QiTx(T ), i = 1, 2, ...H.
(3)

Based on the form of systems (1) and (2), GBCS with one
regulator and H agents can be expressed as:

ẋr(t) =Axr(t) +

H∑
i=1

Aixi(t) +
H∑
i=1

Diui(t) +Bu(t), x(0) = x0.

(4)

ẋi(t) = Eixr(t) +

H∑
j=1

Fijxi(t) +

H∑
j=1

Bijuj(t) +Biu(t),

xi(0) = xi,0, i = 1, 2, ..., H.

(5)

The payoff function to be minimized by ui(·) of any agent
i(i = 1, 2, ...,H) is

Ji(u1, ..., uH) =
1

2

∫ T

0

{XT (t)QiX(t) + uTi (t)Riui(t)}dt

+
1

2
xF (T )TQiTx

F (T ), i = 1, 2, ...H.

(6)
In system (1), the influence of topology structure on the
controllability of the system is reflected in the system matrix
L, for the game-based control system (4) (5) (6), the influence
of topology structure on the system is not only reflected in the
system matrix, but also reflected in each action ui. Therefore,
this paper studies the influence of topology structure on GBCS
under the following conditions.

B. Model description

Consider a system with one regulator and H agents

ẋr(t) = axr(t) +

H∑
i=1

aixi(t) +

H∑
i=1

diui(t) + bu(t),

ẋi(t) = eixr(t) +

H∑
i=1

fijxi(t) +

H∑
i=1

bijuj(t) + biu(t),

x(0) = x0, xi(0) = xi,0.

(7)

Each player has a quadratic cost function:

Ji(u1, ..., uH) =
1

2

∫ T

0

{XT (t)QiX(t) +

H∑
j=1

uTj (t)Rijuj(t)}dt

+
1

2
xF (T )TQiTx

F (T ), i = 1, 2, ...H.

(8)

where xF =


x1

x2

...
xH

 , X(t) =

(
xr(t)
xF (t)

)
. Qi, QiT are

symmetric matrices, Ri > 0, Let

Ã =


a a1 a2 . . . aH
e1 f11 f12 . . . f1H

e2 f21 f22 . . . f2H

...
...

...
...

eH fH1 fH2 . . . fH

 ,

B̃i =


di
b1i
b2i
...
bHi

 , B̃ =


b
b1
b2
...
bH

 , B̄ =


B̃
0
0
...
0

 . (9)

Ā =
Ã B̃1R1(B̃1 + C)T B̃1R1(B̃1 + C)T . . . B̃1R1(B̃1 + C)T

Q1 −ÃT 0 . . . 0

Q2 0 −ÃT . . . 0
...

...
...

...
QL 0 0 . . . −ÃT

 .

In order to more clearly show the essential influence of topol-
ogy structure on game-based control system, we only consider
the case where x(t), xi(t), ui(t), u(t) is one-dimensional, and
the corresponding a, ai, di, b, ei, fij , bij and bi are all constant.
Therefore, Ā ∈ R(1+H)2×(1+H)2 , B̄ ∈ R(1+H)2 . As the
elements in Ā are mostly studied in the form of block matrix in
the following, each block matrix Ã,Qi and B̃iR−1

i (B̃i+C)T

in Ā is regarded as a whole, and Āij represents the block
matrix in row i and column j.

The idea expressed in this model is: The regulator makes
the decision first, and the underlying agents reach Nash
equilibrium after receiving the decision of the regulator, so
the state of the system is essentially caused by regulator’s
control. Therefore, the game strategy formed by H agents is
not in parallel with the external control input, but according
to regulator’s input, Nash equilibrium action is formed. When
the regulator’s strategy is not zero, the Nash equilibrium action
of the system is unknown, so we first solve for the Nash
equilibrium action.

III. NASH EQUILIBRIUM ACTION OF THE GBCS
By comparing the above different models, it can be found

that system (4)(5) adds the term [B1u1(t) + ... + BHuH(t)]
in system (2) to the original control system (1), for better
differentiation, (7) can be written as

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +

H∑
i=1

Biui(t) + Cz(t). (10)

So the difference between (10) and (1) is the action ui. Here,
ui is the action made by agent i after the non-cooperative
differential game. If we consider the topological relationship
between agents, for example, agents i and j are not neighbors,
it can be seen from (7) that for ẋi(t), the coefficient in front
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of uj can be zero. Similarly, for ẋj(t), the coefficient in front
of ui is zero. Therefore, the coefficient Bi in front of ui is
an important index reflecting the influence of the topology
on the game. The Nash equilibrium action u∗i reached by
players after the game is related to the coefficient Bi, that
is, the Nash equilibrium action obtained in system (2) (3) is
u∗i = −R−1

i BTi (t)ϕi(t). However, the condition for this Nash
equilibrium action u∗i to hold under system (7) is z(t) = 0 (
[3]Assumption 1). Therefore, the controllability conditions of
GBCS obtained at present are based on the assumption that
z(t) = 0, however, this assumption indicates that regulator
does not play the role of control. Therefore, if the complete
control system is considered, the assumption that z(t) = 0
cannot be based. When z(t) is not equal to 0, the Nash
equilibrium action u∗i = −R−1

i BTi (t)ϕi(t) obtained in [3]
is not necessarily valid, because the conclusion is obtained
based on system (2) (3). Therefore, this section studies the
Nash equilibrium action based on (10) .

Lemma 1: Consider the optimal problem of game-based
control systems :

J(x0, u) =

∫ T

0

g(t, x(t), u(t))dt+ h(x(T )), (11)

ẋ(t) = f(t, x(t), u(t), z(t)), x(0) = x0. (12)

Let H(t, x(t), u(t), λ(t), z(t)) := g(t, x(t), u(t)) +
λ(t)f(t, x(t), u(t), z(t)), suppose g(t, x(t), u(t)) and
f(t, x(t), u(t), z(t)) are continuous; For f, g, the partial
derivative with respect to x, u, and z exists and is unique;
h(x) is a continuously differentiable function. If u∗(t) is the
action that minimizes (11) and x∗(t), λ∗(t) and z∗(t) are the
corresponding state, parameter and control input respectively,
then

ẋ
∗
(t) = f(t, x

∗
(t), u

∗
(t), z

∗
(t)) = (=

∂H(t, x∗(t), u∗(t), λ∗(t), z∗(t))

∂λ
),

x
∗
(0) = x0.

(13)

λ
∗
(t) = −

∂H(t, x∗(t), u∗(t), λ∗(t), z∗(t))

∂x
;λ

∗
(T ) =

∂h(x∗(T ))

∂x
. (14)

For all t ∈ [0, T ],

H(t, x∗(t), u∗(t), λ∗(t), z∗(t))

∂u
+
H(t, x∗(t), u∗(t), λ∗(t), z∗(t))

∂z
= 0.

(15)

Proof: According to (12), a Lagrange multiplier λ(t) is
chosen arbitrarily, then

∫ T

0
λ(t)[f(t, x(t), u(t), z(t))− ẋ(t)]dt = 0. (16)

Append (16) to (11)

J̄(x0, u) =

∫ T

0
{g(t, x(t), u(t)+λ(t)[f(t, x(t), u(t), z(t))−ẋ(t)]}dt+h(x(T )).

(17)

Define the Halmitonian function

H(t, x(t), u(t), λ(t), z(t)) := g(t, x(t), u(t)) + λ(t)f(t, x(t), u(t), z(t)),
(18)

then

J̄(x0, u) =

∫ T

0
{H(t, x(t), u(t), λ(t), z(t))−λ(t)ẋ(t)]}dt+h(x(T )). (19)

Integration by parts shows that

−
∫ T

0

λ(t)ẋ(t)dt = −λ(T )x(T ) + λ(0)x0 +

∫ T

0

λ̇(t)x(t)dt.

(20)
Hence,

J̄(x0, u) =

∫ T

0

{H(t, x(t), u(t), λ(t), z(t))− λ(t)ẋ(t)]}dt

+ h(x(T )).
(21)

According to (21), the last three terms in J̄(x0, u) are only re-
lated to the initial time, and are independent of t. Therefore, no
matter how the path of λ(t) is chosen, it will have no influence
on the value of J̄(x0, u). That is, ẋ(t) = ∂H

∂λ , t ∈ [0, T ] forms
the necessary condition for J̄ to take an extreme value. Now
assume that u∗ is the optimal strategy to minimize J̄(x0, u),
and x∗(t) is the corresponding optimal state trajectory. If u∗

is slightly disturbed, then u(t) = u∗(t) + εp(t), if ε is small
enough, (21) becomes

J̄(ε) =

∫ T

0

[H(t, x(t, ε, p), u∗(t) + εp, λ, z(t, ε, p))]dt

+ h(x(T, ε, p)− λ(T )x(T, ε, p) + λ(0)x0.

(22)

Since J̄(ε) minimizes at ε = 0 and f, g, h, z are differentiable,
J̄ is differentiable with respect to ε. Then, dJ

dε = 0 at ε = 0,
where

dJ̄

dε
=

∫ T

0

{∂H
∂x

∂x

∂ε
+
∂H

∂u
p(t) +

∂H

∂z

∂z

∂ε
+ λ̇(t)

∂x

∂ε
}dt

+
∂h(x(T, ε, p))

∂x

dx

dε
− λ(T )

dx

dε
.

(23)

Since λ(t) is arbitrary, the equality dJ̄
dε = 0 at ε = 0 is still

true if we choose the solution of the boundary value problem
below as the value of λ(t): ∂H(t,x∗,u∗,λ,z∗)

∂x + λ̇ = 0, with
∂h(x∗(T ))

∂x − λ(T ) = 0. Since the partial derivatives of f, g, z
with respect to x are continuous, then H(t, x∗, u∗, λ, z∗) =
g(t, x∗, u∗) + λf(t, x∗, u∗, z∗), ∂H∂x = ∂g

∂x + λ∂f∂x . That is λ̇ =

−∂f∂xλ + ∂g
∂x . So there is a unique solution to the boundary

value problem. Let ∂J̄
∂ε = 0 , x = x∗, u = u∗, then

∂J̄

∂ε
=

∫ T

0

{[∂H
∂x

+ λ̇(t)]
dx

dε
+
∂H

∂u
p(t) +

∂H

∂z

dz

dε
}dt

+ [
∂h(x∗)

∂x
− λ(T )]

dx(T, ε, p)

dε
.

(24)

According to the boundary value conditions,∫ T

0

{∂H(t, x∗, u∗, λ, z∗)

∂u
p(t)+

∂H(t, x∗, u∗, λ, z∗)

∂z

dz

dε
}dt = 0.

(25)
Since the above equation is true for any continuous function
p(t) on [0, T ], if p(t) = dz

dε , then

∂H(t, x∗, u∗, λ, z∗)

∂u
+
∂H(t, x∗, u∗, λ, z∗)

∂z
= 0. (26)

Assumption 1: For any initial state x0, xi,0, open-loop Nash
equilibria exists in (7)(8), and the following Riccati differential
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equations have symmetric solutions Ki, i = 1, 2, . . . ,H

K̇i(t) = −ÃTKi(t)−Ki(t)Ã+Ki(t)S̃iKi(t)−Qi,
Ki(T ) = Q̃iT , i = 1, 2, S̃i := B̃iR

−1
ii (B̃i + C)T

(27)

Theorem 1: Consider a linear system with two players

Ji(u1, u2) :=

∫ T

0

{xT (t)Qix(t) + uT1 Ri1u1 + uT2 Ri2u2}dt

+ xT (T )Qi1x(T ),
(28)

ẋ = Ax+B1u1 +B2u2 + Cz, (29)

M =

 A −S1 −S1

−Q1 −AT 0
−Q2 0 −AT

 , Si := BiR
−1
ii (Bi + C)T .

(30)
Then the necessary and sufficient condition for the existence
of an open-loop Nash equilibrium action for each initial state
is that the matrix H(T ) is invertible,

H(T ) =
(
I 0 0 0

)
e−MT


I
Q1T

Q2T

0

 . (31)

Moreover, if for every x0, there exists an open-loop Nash
equilibrium action, then the action is unique, and ui =
−R−1

ii (Bi + C)Tϕi(t).
Proof: (“⇒” part) If (u∗1, u

∗
2) is a Nash equilibrium

action, then according to Lemma 1, the Hamiltonian function
of player i for action ui is

Hi(t, x, u1, u2, ψi, z) =(xT (t)Qix(t) + uT1 Ri1u1 + uT2 Ri2u2)

+ ψTi (Ax+B1u1 +B2u2 + Cz).

When Ji is minimized, ∂Hi(t,x
∗,u∗,λ∗,z∗)
∂ui

+
∂Hi(t,x

∗,u∗,λ∗,z∗)
∂z = 0. That is

u∗1(t) = −R−1
11 (B1+C)Tψ1(t), u∗2(t) = −R−1

22 (B2+C)Tψ2(t),

where ψi, i = 1, 2 satisfy the following conditions

ψ̇1(t) = −Q1x(t)−ATψ1(t), with ψ1(t) = Q1Tx(T ),

ψ̇2(t) = −Q2x(t)−ATψ1(t), with ψ2(t) = Q2Tx(T ),

and

ẋ(t) =Ax(t)−B1R
−1
11 (B1 + C)Tψ1(t)−B2R

−1
22 (B2

+ C)Tψ2(t) + CZ;x(0) = x0.

Stated differently, if there is an open-loop Nash equilibrium,
then the following differential equation has a solution:

d
dt

 x
ψ1(t)
ψ2(t)

 =

 C
0
0

Z +

 x
ψ1(t)
ψ2(t)


 A −B1R

−1
11 (B1 + C)T −B2R

−1
22 (B2 + C)T

−Q1 −AT 0
−Q2 0 −AT

 ,

with boundary value conditions

 x(0) = x0,
ψ1(T )−Q1TX(T ) = 0,
ψ2(T )−Q2TX(T ) = 0.

Let

N =

 C
0
0

 , y(t) :=

 x
ψ1(t)
ψ2(t)

 ,

M :=

 A −B1R
−1
11 (B1 + C)T −B2R

−1
22 (B2 + C)T

−Q1 −AT 0
−Q2 0 −AT

 ,

then for each x0, the existence of a Nash equilibrium action
can be transformed into the following linear system with a
two-point boundary value problem having a solution:

ẏ(t) = My(t) +NZ(t),

with

Py(0) +Qy(T ) =

 x0

0
0

 ,

P =

 I 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 , Q =

 0 0 0
−Q1T I 0
−Q2T 0 I

 .

The unique solution is

y(t) = eM(t−t0)y(0) + eMt

∫ t

t0

eMτNZ(τ)dτ,

y(T ) = eMT y(0) + eMT

∫ t

t0

eMτNZ(τ)dτ,

Py(0)+QeMT y(0)+QeMT

∫ T

0

eMτNZ(τ)dτ =

 x0

0
0

 ,

(Pe−MT+Q)eMT y(0) =

 x0

0
0

−QeMT

∫ T

0

eMτNZ(τ)dτ.

A necessary and sufficient condition for a unique solution
to the above equation is that the matrix (Pe−MT + Q) is
invertible, then

y(0) = e−MT (Pe−MT+Q)

(  x0

0
0

−QeMT
∫ T
0 eMτNZ(τ)dτ

)
.

It follows that y(0) is uniquely determined, so if there is an
open-loop Nash equilibrium for all x0, then there is a Nash
equilibrium action for each x0. (“⇐=” part) Suppose that the
Riccati equation has a solution on [0, T ] and (Pe−MT +Q) is
invertible. In this case, the two-point boundary value problem
has a unique solution for each x0. Let

y(t) =

 x(t)
ψ1(t)
ψ2(t)

 ,mi(t) := ψi(t)−Ki(t)x(t),mi(T ) = 0.
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ṁi(t)

= ψ̇i(t)− K̇i(t)x(t)−Ki(t)ẋ(t)

= −Qix(t)−ATψi(t)− [−ATKi(t)−Ki(t)A

+Ki(t)Si(t)Ki(t)−Qi]x(t)−Ki(t)[Ax(t)− S1ψ1(t)

−S2ψ2(t) + CZ(t)]

= −ATmi(t) +Ki(t)Ax(t)−Ki(t)SiKi(t)x(t)

−Ki(t)Ax(t) +Ki(t)S1ψ1(t) +Ki(t)S2ψ2(t)

−Ki(t)S1K1(t)x(t)−Ki(t)S2K2(t)x(t) +

Ki(t)S1K1(t)x(t) +Ki(t)S2K2(t)x(t)−Ki(t)CZ(t)

= −ATmi(t) +Ki(t)[S1m1(t) + S2m2(t)− CZ(t)]

+Ki(t)[−SiKi(t) + S1K1(t) + S2K2(t)]x(t)

(32)

Now let us think about the minimum of J1(u1, u
∗
2) when

u∗i is equal to −R−1
ii (Bi + C)T (Kix+mi):

minu1
J1(u1, u

∗
2) =

∫ T

0

{xT (t)Q1x(t) + uT1 (t)R11u1(t) +

u∗T2 (t)R12u2(t)∗}dt+ xT (T )Q1Tx(T ),

where ẋ = Ax+B1u1 +B2u
∗
2 +CZ, x(0) = x0, has a unique

solution ũ1(t),

ũ1(t) = −R−1
11 (B1 + C)T [K1(t)x̃(t) + m̃1(t)],

where m̃1(T ) = 0 is the solution of a linear differential
equation

˙̃m1(t) = [K1(t)S1 −AT ]m̃1(t)−K1(t)[B2u
∗
2(t) + CZ(t)],

m̃1(T ) = 0, S1 = B1R11(B1 + C)T ,

and x̃(t) is the solution to the following differential equation

˙̃x(t) = (A−S1K1)x̃(t)−S1m̃1(t)+B2u
∗
2(t)+CZ(t), x(0) = x0.

Let us substitute the value of u∗2(t) into ˙̃m1(t), ˙̃x(t), then

˙̃m1(t) = K1(t)S1m̃1(t)−AT m̃1(t) +K1(t)B2R
−1
22 (B2

+C)TK2(t)x(t) +K1(t)B2R
−1
22 (B2 + C)Tm2

−K1CZ,

ṁ1(t) =−ATm1 +K1S1m1 +K1S1m2 −K1S1K1x

+K1S2K2x−K1CZ,

it follows that

ẋ(t) = Ax+B1{−R−1
11 (B1 + C)T [K1(t)x̃(t) + m̃1(t)]}

+B2{−R−1
22 (B2 + C)T [K2(t)x̃(t) + m̃2(t)]}+ CZ.

According to
{
x̃(t) = x(t),
m̃1(t) = m1(t),

the following formula can

be obtained:

ũ1(t) = −R−1
11 (B1 + C)T [K1(t)x̃(t) +m1(t)].

And according to the uniqueness of the solution, then u1(t) =
ũ1(t) = u∗1(t). That is, J1(u∗1, u

∗
2) ≤ J1(u1, u

∗
2). Similarly,

J2(u∗1, u
∗
2) ≤ J2(u∗1, u2). Thus, (u∗1, u

∗
2) is a Nash equilibrium

action.

When the number of players is H , similarly, the Nash
equilibrium action can be proved to be ui = −R−1

ii (Bi +
C)Tϕi(t).

Remark 1: Theorem 2 in [3] obtained the algebraic con-
ditions for judging the game-based control system when
regulator’s control is assumed to be 0. Through the above
analysis, we find that when regulator’s control is not 0, Nash
equilibrium action u∗i changes to ui = −R−1

ii (Bi+C)Tϕi(t).
This change is reflected in the matrix Ā , and it can be seen
from its proof that this change does not affect its algebraic
conditions.

According to Theorem 1, we can obtain
u∗i = R−1

i (B + C)ψi(t)

ψ̇i(t) = QiX(t)− Ãψi(t)
ψi(T ) = −Q̃iTX(T ), i = 1, 2, ...,H

(33)

Then, (7) can be rewritten as follows:{
Ẋ(t) = AX(t) +

∑H
i=1 B̃iu

∗
i + B̃u

X(0) = X0
(34)

According to (33) and (34), it can be obtained(
Ẋ(t)

Ψ̇(t)

)
= Ā

(
X(t)
Ψ(t)

)
+ B̄u. (35)

According to [3], the controllability of system (7) (8) is
equivalent to that of system (35), so the controllability of
system (35) is studied in the following. In particular, the
controllability matrix of the game-based control system is:

Q =
(
B̄ ĀB̄ Ā2B̄ . . . Ā(H+1)2−1B̄

)
. (36)

IV. CONTROLLABILITY ANALYSIS OF GRAPH-BASED
GBCS

When we use algebraic conditions to judge the controlla-
bility of game-based control systems, we need to carry out
complex mathematical calculations, which prompts us to look
for graph-theoretic conditions to judge the controllability, and
the above algebraic conditions are the theoretical support of
our graph-theoretic conditions.

According to system (7) (8) , it can be seen that ui plays a
decisive role in the system, and the Nash equilibrium action
considered in this paper is composed of the coefficient B̃i in
front of ui. In order to study the essential influence of topology
structure on game-based control system more concretely, let Ã
be identity matrix, C = 0, and combined with the particularity
of B̃i in the system, we make the action influence between
agents reflected in whether they are neighbors. If agent i and
j are neighbors, it is reflected in B̃i(j) = 1, where B̃i(j)
represents the j-th element in vector B̃i, otherwise, B̃i(j) = 0.

Definition 1: Strategy equivalence partition (SEP): If differ-
ent agents receive the same number of strategies from agents
in any cell, then these agents can be divided into the same
cell. Let s(i) denote the number of strategies of agent i,
and Cp denote the p-th cell, then for any i, j, p, (s(i), Cp) =
(s(j), Cp), agents i, j can be divided into the same cell, where
(s(j), Cp) represents the total number of strategies of the cell
Cp received by agent j. If the number of nodes in a cell is
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greater than one, it is called nontrivial, otherwise it is called
trivial.

Theorem 2: Suppose that Assumption 1 hold. If there is a
nontrivial strategy equivalent partition, Ci = {i1, i2, ..., ip},
and the i1-th ,i2-th ,...,iq-th row vectors of T are equal, where

T = [I(H+1) 0]e−ĀT


IH+1

−Q̃1T

...
−Q̃HT


(

01×(H)

IH

)
,

then, the GBCS (35) is uncontrollable. Moreover, the general
formula of controllability matrix (36) is Qpq =



Q1q =



B̃, q = 1;
Ã2Q1(q−2)+
H∑
i=1

B̃iR
−1
i B̃Ti QiQ1(q−2)

, q is odd;

ÃQ1(q−1), q is even.
Qpq

(1 < p ≤ (H + 1)2 − 1)
=

{
0, q is odd;
Q(p−1)Q1(q−1), q is even.

Proof: To prove the controllability condition of the game-
based control system (35), we first prove the general formula
of controllability matrix. We first compute the first element of
the three cases in Q1q:

Q11 = B̃,Q12 = ÃB̃,Q13 = Ã2B̃+

H∑
i=1

B̃iR
−1
i (B̃i+C)TQiB̃.

(1) If (H + 1)2 is even, then (H + 1)2 − 1 is odd, that is,
the last element in Q1q is odd, then we assume that

Q1[(H+1)2−3] =Ã2Q1[(H+1)2−5]

+

H∑
i=1

B̃iR
−1
i (B̃i + C)TQiQ1[(H+1)2−5],

Q1[(H+1)2−4] = ÃQ1[(H+1)2−5],

the calculations show that

Q21 = ... = QH1 = 0, Qi2 = ÃQi, i = 2, ...,H,

then
Q23 = Q1Q12 − ÃTQ1B̃.

And since Q1 is a symmetric matrix, Q23 = 0. Similarly,
Q33 = Q43 = ... = QH3 = 0. Suppose that

Q2[(H+1)2−3] = Q3[(H+1)2−3] = ... = QH[(H+1)2−3] = 0,

Qi[(H+1)2−4] = Q(i−1)Q1[(H+1)2−5], i = 2, 3, ...,H.

then,

Q1[(H+1)2−2] = ÃQ1[(H+1)2−3] +

H∑
i=1

B̃iR
−1
i (B̃i +C)T × 0,

Qi[(H+1)2−2] = QiQ1[(H+1)2−3] + (−ÃT )× 0,

Q1[(H+1)2−1] = ÃQ1[(H+1)2−2]+

H∑
i=1

B̃iR
−1
i (B̃i+C)TQiQ1[(H+1)2−3],

Qi[(H+1)2−1] = QiÃQ1[(H+1)2−3] − ÃTQiQ1[(H+1)2−3],

(2) If (H+1)2 is odd, the last column of the controllability
matrix is even, then assume that

Q1[(H+1)2−3] = ÃQ1[(H+1)2−4],

Q1[(H+1)2−4] = Ã2Q1[(H+1)2−6]+

H∑
i=1

B̃iR
−1
i (B̃i+C)TQiQ1[(H+1)2−6].

Its initial elements do not change. In this case, the difference
from (1) is the subscript of the element, and the proof details
are omitted.

According to the above general formula of controllabil-
ity matrix, it can be found that matrix

∑H
i=1 B̃iR

−1
i B̃Ti

exists in every element of controllability matrix. To obtain
a clearer view of this question within topology structure,
take R−1

i = 1. The following focuses on the properties of
matrix

∑H
i=1 B̃iR

−1
i B̃Ti in the presence of strategy equivalent

partition. Let S =
∑H
i=1 B̃iB̃

T
i , S ∈ R(H+1)×(H+1), set the

serial number of regulator in the system as r1, and the serial
numbers of other agents as r2, r3, ..., rH . Regulator has a
neighbor relationship with each agent, and it can also be called
neighbor relationship with itself, so the non-neighbor row of
vector B̃i is 0. That is, the nonzero elements in matrix B̃iB̃Ti
are located in the neighbor rows and neighbor columns of
agent i. Therefore, the element in row i and column j of matrix∑H
i=1 B̃iB̃

T
i represents the number of agents containing both

i and j in the neighbor set, that is, Sij is equal to the number
of common neighbors of i and j. It is worth noting that
Sii denotes the number of neighbors of agent i, including i
itself. S must be a symmetric matrix, and the first row and
column are equal to the diagonal elements. If there is a strategy
equivalent partition in the system, it is assumed that there are
p cells, C1, ..., Cp. If |Ci| = si, that is, the cell Ci contains si
elements. The nodes in the cell are marked with si consecutive
numbers, and then the strategy matrix S is divided into blocks
according to the order of the cell:

S =


P11 P12 . . . P1p

P21 P22 . . . P2p

...
...

...
Pp1 Pp2 . . . Ppp

 ,

where Pij ∈ Rsi×sj . Let i1, , i2 . . . , iq ∈ Ci, then

(H+1)∑
j=1

Si1j =

(H+1)∑
j=1

Si2j = · · · =
(H+1)∑
j=1

Sinj .

That means the sum of the elements in the same cell is equal.
Or, stated differently, lines i1, . . . , iq in

∑H
i=1 B̃iR

−1
i B̃Ti B̃ are

equal. Therefore, in the matrix

[I(H+1) 0]Āk+1B̄, k = 1, 2, ..., [(H + 1)2 − 1].

the rows of the above matrix corresponding to the elements
of the same cell are equal. If the entries in the same cell
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correspond to the row vectors of the following matrix are also
equal:

[I(H+1) 0]e−ĀT


IH+1
−Q̃1T

...
−Q̃HT

( 01×(H)
IH

)
,

then the following matrix is not full row rank: [I(H+1) 0]Āk+1B̄ [I(H+1) 0]e−ĀT


IH+1
−Q̃1T

...
−Q̃HT


(

01×(H)
IH

)  .

According to ( [3]Theorem 2), the game-based control system
is uncontrollable.

1

2

3

4 5

6

7

1

2

3

4 5

6

7

Fig. 1. A system with 1 regulator and 6 agents

In control systems that do not consider game factors, [21]
shows that the equivalence partition has limitations, that is
to say, whether the system is controllable can not be judged
solely based on the equivalent partition. Under the model
of [21], the existence of equivalent partition can definitely
lead to uncontrollable system, but uncontrollable sysem is not
necessarily because of the existence of equivalent partition.
As shown in Figure 1, node 1 is considered as the leader
and the remaining nodes are selected as followers. It is
judged that there is no equivalent partition in the system,
but the system is still uncontrollable, because the system
matrix has eigenvectors orthogonal to 1n vector. However,
under the game-based control system, the system composed
of this topology structure is controllable. This is the only type
of counterexample due to the limitation of the equivalence
partition problem, but this structure does not hold for game-
based control systems, because the strategy matrix S does
not have eigenvectors that are orthogonal to the 1n vector.
Therefore, we make a conjecture that there is no limitation of
strategy equivalence partition in game-based control systems,
that is, the sufficiency of Theorem 2 holds.

V. CONCLUSION

What effect does topology have on the game-based control
system? This paper holds that its essential influence lies in the
Nash equilibrium action, that is to say, different topologies
will produce different Nash equilibrium actions. We first
considered the expression of Nash equilibrium action under the
premise that regulator’s control strategy is not zero. Then, we
obtained the general formula of controllability matrix of game-
based control system. Based on this, we found the ”Laplacian
matrix in game-based control system ”–the strategy matrix,
which can not only be obtained by algebraic calculation, but

also can be directly written by topological structure. Perhaps
the position of strategy matrix in game-based control system
is comparable to that of Laplacian matrix in general control
system. Through the above analysis, we finally obtained the
graph theory condition based on the strategy equivalent parti-
tion, and put forward the conjecture that the strategy equivalent
partition does not have the limitation in the GBCS.
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