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Distributed Nash Equilibrium Seeking in

Aggregative Games over Jointly Connected and
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Abstract—The problem of the distributed Nash equilibrium
seeking for aggregative games has been studied over strongly
connected and weight-balanced static networks and every time
strongly connected and weight-balanced switching networks. In
this paper, we further study the same problem over jointly con-
nected and weight-balanced networks. The existing approaches
critically rely on the connectedness of the network for con-
structing a Lyapunov function for their algorithms and theses
approaches fail if the network is not connected. To overcome
this difficulty, we propose an approach to show the exponential
convergence of the output of the closed-loop system to the
unknown Nash equilibrium (NE) point under a set of mild
conditions.

Index Terms—Aggregative games, exponential stability, con-
verse Lyapunov theorem, jointly connected networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

The distributed Nash equilibrium (NE) seeking problem is

receiving an increasing attention from the control community

[8] [9] [10] [21] [22], just to name a few. The problem for

non-cooperativeN -player game was studied in [22] over static,

undirected and connected networks and in [21] over every time

strongly connected networks. Reference [8] further considered

the distributed Nash equilibrium seeking problem over static,

undirected and connected networks via a passivity-based ap-

proach for games. In practice, the communication networks

among the agents can be disconnected from time to time due

to the changes of the environment or sensor/actuator failures.

Thus, it is more interesting to consider switching communica-

tion networks which can be disconnected. In fact, references

[9] and [10] studied the distributed Nash equilibrium seeking

problem over jointly strongly connected switching networks

which can be disconnected at every time instant.

Aggregative games are a subclass of non-cooperative N -

player games whose cost functions depend on a so-called

aggregate function. Aggregative games have been widely

used to model the interaction between a group of self-

interested players. The distributed NE seeking algorithms

for aggregative games over static, undirected and connected

communication networks were proposed in, for example, [1]

[5] [7] [18] [20] [23]. The same problem was studied over

static, strongly connected and weight-balanced networks in
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[4], over strongly connected and weight-balanced or weight-

unbalanced directed networks in [24], and over every time

connected and undirected switching networks in [13]. Never-

theless, the approaches of the above mentioned papers do not

apply to jointly connected switching networks because these

approaches critically rely on the connectedness of the networks

at every time.

In this paper, we will further consider the distributed NE

seeking problem for aggregative games over jointly connected

and weight-balanced switching networks. Compared with the

existing literature, this paper offers the following features.

(i) Our result applies to jointly connected and weight-

balanced networks, which can be directed and discon-

nected at every time instant. In contrast, none of the ex-

isting methods mentioned above can handle disconnected

networks.

(ii) Even for the special case where the graph is static,

connected and weight-balanced as studied in [4] [5], our

main result also offers three significant improvements

over the existing results in [4] [5] as elaborated in

Remark 6.

To achieve the above advantages, we propose a different

approach from the existing ones in that we make use of the

converse Lyapunov function theory to construct the Lyapunov

function candidate for our algorithm. For this purpose, we

need to establish Lemma 1, which guarantees the exponential

stability for a time-varying ancillary system.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II

provides the preliminaries. Section III presents the main result.

Section IV closes the paper with some remarks.

Notation Let ‖ · ‖ : Rn → R≥0 denote Euclidean norm

and ‖ · ‖ : R
m×n → R≥0 denote the Euclidean-induced

matrix norm. For column vectors ai, col(a1, · · · , an) =
[aT1 , · · · , aTn ]T . For matrices Ai, blkdiag(A1, ..., An) is the

block diagonal matrix






A1

. . .

An




. ⊗ is the notation

of the Kronecker product. 1p is the p-dimensional column

vector with all 1’s, 0p×q is the p× q-dimensional matrix with

all 0’s, and Ip is the p-dimensional identity matrix.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.07576v1
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II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Game theory

A non-cooperative game Γ is defined by a triplet as follows:

Γ
∆
= (V , fi, Ui) (1)

where V = {1, · · · , N} is the set of N players. For each player

i ∈ V , the action of player i is denoted by xi ∈ Ui ⊂ R
n

where Ui is called the action space of player i. Let U = U1×
U2 × · · · × UN ⊂ R

Nn and x = col(x1, x2, · · · , xN ) ∈ R
Nn,

which are called the action space and the strategy vector of

the game, respectively. Then, fi : U → R is the cost function

for player i. Define x−i , (x1, x2, · · · , xi−1, xi+1, · · · , xN ),

and U−i
∆
= U1 × · · · × Ui−1 × Ui+1 · · · × UN . Then, the goal

of each player i is, for all x−i ∈ U−i, to minimize its cost

function fi(xi,x−i) over xi ∈ Ui, that is,

minimize fi(xi,x−i) subject to xi ∈ Ui (2)

Let ∇ifi(xi,x−i) = [∂fi(xi,x−i)
∂xi

]T ∈ R
n be the partial

derivative of fi with respect to xi. Then, we call

F (x) = col (∇1f1(x1,x−1), · · · ,∇NfN(xN ,x−N)) (3)

the pseudo-gradient of the game Γ.

In this paper, we focus on aggregative games whose cost

functions depend on a so-called aggregate function which is

defined as follows:

σ̌(x)
∆
=

1

N

N∑

i=1

φi(xi) (4)

where φi(·) : R
n 7→ R

n is a continuously differentiable

vector-valued function which represents the local contribution

to the aggregated quantity. An aggregative game is a game

whose cost functions fi(xi,x−i) = f̄i(xi, σ̌(x)) for some

functions f̄i. A strategy vector x∗ = (x∗
i ,x

∗
−i) ∈ U is a Nash

equilibrium of the aggregative game if it is such that

f̄i(x
∗
i , σ̌(x

∗
i ,x

∗
−i)) ≤ f̄i(xi, σ̌(xi,x

∗
−i)), ∀i ∈ V , ∀xi ∈ Ui.

(5)

To study the aggregative game, define the following func-

tions:

Ji(xi, si)
∆
= ∇y f̄i(y, si)|y=xi

+
1

N
∇φi(xi)∇y f̄i(xi, y)|y=si

(6)

where ∇φi(xi) ∈ R
n×n is evaluated at xi and equals the

transpose of the Jacobian matrix of vector function φi(xi),

i.e., ∇φi(xi) = (∂φi(y)
∂y

|y=xi
)T .

Let s = col(s1, s2, · · · , sN ) ∈ R
Nn, and φ(x) =

col(φ1(x1), φ2(x2), · · · , φN (xN )) ∈ R
Nn. Then the follow-

ing operator

F(x, s) = col(J1(x1, s1), · · · , JN (xN , sN)) (7)

is called the extended pseudo-gradient operator. Then the fact

that fi(xi,x−i) = f̄i(xi, σ̌(x)), and equations (3), (6) and (7)

imply that F(x, s) = F (x) if s = 1N ⊗ σ̌(x) = (
1N1T

N

N
⊗

In)φ(x).
Three standard assumptions are as follows [1] [4] [7].

Assumption 1.

1) For all i ∈ V , Ui is nonempty, closed and convex.

2) The cost function fi(xi,x−i) is convex and continuously

differentiable in xi for every fixed x−i ∈ U−i.

3) The pseudo-gradient F is strongly monotone on U , that is,

for some µ > 0,

(x− x′)T (F (x)− F (x′)) ≥ µ‖x− x′‖2, ∀x,x′ ∈ U

Assumption 2. The pseudo-gradient F is Lipschitz continu-

ous, i.e., for some θ > 0,

‖F (x)− F (x′)‖ ≤ θ‖x− x′‖, ∀x,x′ ∈ U

Assumption 3. For all x ∈ U ,

1) The extended pseudo-gradient F is Lipschitz continuous in

its second variable, that is, for some θ̂ > 0, ‖F(x, s) −
F(x, s′)‖ ≤ θ̂‖s− s′‖, ∀s, s′ ∈ R

Nn.

2) The Jacobian of φ(x) is globally bounded, i.e., ‖∂φ(x)
∂x

‖ ≤ l

for some l > 0.

Remark 1. If Parts 1) and 2) of Assumption 1 hold, then by

[6, Proposition 1.4.2], an NE x∗ exists which is such that the

following variational inequality V I(U, F ) holds:

(x− x∗)TF (x∗) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ U (8)

Moreover, by [6, Theorem 2.3.3 (b)], Part 3) of Assumption 1

guarantees a unique NE x∗ exists. In what follows, we

consider the global case, that is, U = R
Nn. For this case,

(8) implies F (x∗) = 0(Nn)×1.

Assumption 2 is weaker than the smoothness requirement

in [13, Assumption 1] and [24, Assumption 1]. Part 2) of

Assumption 3 includes average aggregate function φi(xi) = xi

and linear weighted aggregate function φi(xi) = Aixi with

matrices Ai ∈ R
n×n as special cases.

B. Graph theory

The information exchange of all players of the game de-

scribed in (1) can be described by a time-varying graph1

Gσ(t) = (V , Eσ(t)) with V = {1, . . . , N}, σ(t) a piece-wise

constant switching signal, and Eσ(t) ⊆ V × V for all t ≥ 0.

For any t ≥ 0, Eσ(t) contains an edge (j, i) if and only if the

player i is able to use the information of player j at time t. We

define the neighbor set of agent i at time t as Ni(t) = {j ∈
V|(j, i) ∈ Eσ(t)}. A graph Gσ(t) is called weight-balanced at

time t if
∑

j∈V aij(t) =
∑

j∈V aji(t) holds for all i ∈ V .

For any t ≥ 0, s > 0, let Gσ([t,t+s)) = ∪ti∈[t,t+s)Gσ(ti). We

call Gσ([t,t+s)) the union graph of Gσ(t) over the time interval

[t, t+ s).
We have the following assumption regarding the communi-

cation of the players.

Assumption 4.

1) There exists a positive number T such that the graph

Gσ([t,t+T )) is connected for all t ≥ 0.

2) The graph Gσ(t) is weight-balanced for any t ≥ 0.

Remark 2. A time-varying graph satisfying Part 1) of As-

sumption 4 is called jointly connected. Under Assumption 4,

1See Appendix for a summary of graph.
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the graph can be directed and disconnected at every time

instant. Therefore, none of the existing approaches in [1] [3]

[4] [5] [7] [13] [18] [20] [23] [24] applies to this case. It is

also interesting to note that Assumption 4 implies the graph

Gσ([t,t+T )) is strongly connected for all t ≥ 0 [19, Lemma 17].

III. MAIN RESULT

Let us first propose our distributed NE seeking algorithm

for player i as follows:

ẋi = −δJi(xi, si) (9a)

ṡi = −α(si − φi(xi))− β
∑

j∈Ni(t)

(si − sj)− νi (9b)

ν̇i = αβ
∑

j∈Ni(t)

(si − sj) (9c)

where si ∈ R
n, νi ∈ R

n are two variables to ensure exact

estimation of the aggregate value σ(x), and δ, α, β are three

adjustable parameters to be specified later.

Remark 3. The algorithm (9) is motivated by [4], which is

in turn inspired by the dynamic average consensus algorithm

proposed in [12]. However, we have somehow simplified [4,

Equation (11d)] by removing the term ∇φi(xi) to obtain the

current form of the equation (9b). In contrast to the original

form in [12, Equation (4a)], we also remove d
dt
φi(xi) =

∂φi(xi)
∂xi

ẋi in (9b). This change simplifies the analysis below

and reduces the calculation burden.

Let x = col(x1, · · · , xN ) ∈ R
Nn, s = col(s1, · · · , sN ) ∈

R
Nn,ν = col(ν1, · · · , νN ) ∈ R

Nn. Then, the concatenated

form of (9) is as follows:

ẋ = −δF(x, s) (10a)

ṡ = −α(s− φ(x))− β(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s− ν (10b)

ν̇ = αβ(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s (10c)

Now we concentrate on the subsystem composed of (10b)

and (10c). First, we define two projection matrices as follows:

Pn =
1N1

T
N

N
⊗ In (11a)

P⊥
n = INn − 1N1

T
N

N
⊗ In (11b)

In fact, Pn in (11a) denotes projection onto consensus sub-

space of dimension n, and P⊥
n in (11b) represents projection

onto disagreement subspace of dimension n.

Consider the following coordinate transformation:

s̄ = s− 1N ⊗ σ̌(x) = s− Pnφ(x) (12a)

ν̄ = ν − α(INn−
1N1

T
N

N
⊗ In)φ(x) = ν−αP⊥

n φ(x) (12b)

where s̄ = col(s̄1, s̄2, · · · , s̄N ), ν̄ = col(ν̄1, ν̄2, · · · , ν̄N ).
Then, (10b)-(10c) is equivalent to the following:

˙̄s = −αs+ αφ(x)− β(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s− ν − Pn

∂φ(x)

∂x
ẋ

= −αs̄−β(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s̄−ν̄+δPn

∂φ(x)

∂x
F(x, s̄+ Pnφ(x))

(13a)

˙̄ν = αβ(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)(s̄+ 1N ⊗ σ̌(x))− αP⊥
n

∂φ(x)

∂x
ẋ

= αβ(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s̄+ δαP⊥
n

∂φ(x)

∂x
F(x, s̄+ Pnφ(x))

(13b)

The Jacobian linearization of (13) at the origin is as follows:

˙̄s = −αs̄− β(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s̄− ν̄ (14a)

˙̄ν = αβ(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s̄ (14b)

Let r = 1N√
N

∈ R
N . Then, there exists R ∈ R

N×(N−1)

such that RTR = IN−1 and RT r = 0(N−1)×1. That

is, the matrix Q =
[
r R

]
is an orthogonal matrix. Let

r⊗ = r⊗ In, R⊗ = R⊗ In,Q⊗ = Q⊗ In. We further define

the following coordinate transformation

y = QT
⊗s̄ =

[
y1

y2

]

(15a)

z = QT
⊗ν̄ =

[
z1
z2

]

(15b)

with y1, z1 ∈ R
n,y2, z2 ∈ R

Nn−n. Suppose Part 2) of As-

sumption 4 is satisfied. Then, for all t ≥ 0, 1T
NLσ(t) = 01×N ,

which implies rT⊗(Lσ(t) ⊗ In) = 0n×(nN). Thus, system (14)

is equivalent to the following

ẏ1 = −αy1 − βrT⊗(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s̄− z1 = −αy1 − z1 (16a)

ẏ2 = −αy2 − β((RTLσ(t)R)⊗ In)y2 − z2 (16b)

ż1 = αβrT⊗(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)s̄ = 0n×1 (16c)

ż2 = αβ((RTLσ(t)R)⊗ In)y2 (16d)

To study the stability property of (16), consider the follow-

ing ancillary system:

ζ̇ = A(t)ζ (17)

where ζ = col(ζ1, ζ2, ζ3) with ζ1 ∈ R
n, ζ2, ζ3 ∈ R

Nn−n, and

A(t)=





−αIn 0 0

0 −αINn−n−β(RTLσ(t)R)⊗In −INn−n

0 αβ((RTLσ(t)R)⊗ In) 0





(18)

We first establish the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Under Part 1) of Assumption 4, the origin of the

linear switched system (17) is exponentially stable.

Proof. Let ζ̂ = col(ζ̂1, ζ̂2, · · · , ζ̂N ) with ζ̂i ∈ R
n, i =

1, · · · , N . Then, we first consider the following subsystem:

˙̂
ζ = −β(Lσ(t) ⊗ In)ζ̂ (19)

Under Part 1) of Assumption 4, by [2, Corollary 2.1], which

in turn follows from [16, Theorem 1], all ζ̂i converge to a
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common vector ξ ∈ R
n exponentially as t → +∞, that is,

lim
t→+∞

(ζ̂(t)− 1N ⊗ ξ) = 0(Nn)×1 exponentially.

Next, define coordinate transformation ζ̃ = col(ζ̃1, ζ̃2) =[
rT⊗
RT

⊗

]

ζ̂. Then, using the property that Lσ(t)1N = 0N×1 for

t ≥ 0, (19) is transformed to the following form:

˙̃
ζ1 = −β((rTLσ(t)R)⊗ In)ζ̃2 (20a)

˙̃
ζ2 = −β((RTLσ(t)R)⊗ In)ζ̃2 (20b)

We now show the origin of (20b) is exponentially stable.

Note that,

ζ̃2(t) = RT
⊗ζ̂(t)

= RT
⊗(ζ̂(t)− 1N ⊗ ξ) +RT

⊗(1N ⊗ ξ)

= RT
⊗(ζ̂(t)− 1N ⊗ ξ)

where the third equality follows from RT
⊗(1N ⊗ ξ) =

(RT
1N )⊗ (Inξ) = 0(Nn−n)×1.

Thus, for any initial condition ζ̃2(0) ∈ R
Nn−n,

lim
t→+∞

ζ̃2(t) = RT
⊗ lim

t→+∞
ζ̂(t)

= RT
⊗ lim

t→+∞
(ζ̂(t)− 1N ⊗ ξ)

= 0(Nn−n)×1

exponentially, which means ζ̃2 tends to the origin exponen-

tially as t goes to infinity.

We now show that the origin of the linear switched sys-

tem (17) is exponentially stable. For this purpose, let w =
αζ2 + ζ3. Then (17) is transformed to the following form:

ζ̇1 = −αζ1 (21a)

ζ̇2 = −β((RTLσ(t)R)⊗ In)ζ2 − w (21b)

ẇ = −αw (21c)

Thus, both ζ1 and w vanish exponentially. Since (21b) can

be viewed as an exponentially stable linear system perturbed

by an exponentially vanishing input w, by [2, Corollary 2.4]

or [14, Lemma 1] , we have lim
t→+∞

ζ2(t) = 0(Nn−n)×1

exponentially. The proof is thus complete.

Remark 4. It is interesting to compare Lemma 1 with [12,

Lemma 4.4] where it was showed that s̄i in (14a) and ν̄i in

(14b) achieve consensus exponentially, respectively. First, in

[12], φi(xi) = xi with xi a scalar while our Lemma 1 works

for a more general φi(xi) with xi a vector. Thus, Lemma 1

here has somehow extended [12, Lemma 4.4]. Moreover, we

further showed that a reduced system governing only y1,y2

and z2 is exponentially stable. This result is crucial for

constructing the Lyapunov function (29) for the system (24)

in the proof of Theorem 1 later.

Now we are ready to establish our main result which makes

use of the converse Lyapunov theorem based on Lemma 1.

Theorem 1. Under Assumptions 1 - 4, there exists a constant

δ∗ > 0 such that, for any 0 < δ < δ∗, α, β > 0, any xi(0) ∈

R
n, si(0) ∈ R

n, and
∑N

i=1 νi(0) = 0n×1, the solution of the

system (10) is bounded over t ≥ 0 and satisfies:

lim
t→+∞

x(t) = x∗ (22a)

lim
t→+∞

s(t) = Pnφ(x
∗) = (

1N1
T
N

N
⊗ In)φ(x

∗) (22b)

lim
t→+∞

ν(t) = αP⊥
n φ(x∗) = α(INn − 1N1

T
N

N
⊗ In)φ(x

∗)

(22c)

all exponentially.

Proof. Let col(x, s̄, ν̄) be governed by (10a), (13a), and (13b),

respectively. Let




z1
y

z2



 =





0n×(Nn) rT⊗
QT

⊗ 0Nn

0(Nn−n)×(Nn) RT
⊗





[
s̄

ν̄

]

(23)

Then, under Part 2) of Assumption 4, using (18) and the fact

that RT
⊗Pn = 0(Nn−n)×(Nn) and rT⊗P

⊥
n = 0n×(Nn), (10a),

(13a), and (13b) are transformed to the following:

ẋ = −δF(x,Q⊗y + Pnφ(x)) (24a)

ż1 = 0n×1 (24b)

d

dt





y1

y2

z2



 = A(t)





y1

y2

z2





+





δrT⊗
∂φ(x)
∂x

F(x,Q⊗y+Pnφ(x))−z1
0(Nn−n)×1

δαRT
⊗

∂φ(x)
∂x

F(x,Q⊗y+Pnφ(x))



 (24c)

Since
∑N

i=1 νi(0) = 0n×1, we have

z1(0) = rT⊗ν̄(0) = rT⊗(ν(0)−αP⊥
n φ(x(0))) = rT⊗ν(0) = 0n×1

(25)

Thus, by (24b), we have z1(t) = 0n×1 for all t ≥ 0. As

a result, the linear part of the subsystem (24c) is given by

(17), whose equilibrium at the origin is exponentially stable

by Lemma 1. Let Φ(τ, t) be the state transition matrix of (17).

Then there exist some positive constants γ and λ such that

‖Φ(τ, t)‖ ≤ γe−λ(τ−t), ∀τ ≥ t (26)

Define P (t) =
∫∞
t

ΦT (τ, t)QΦ(τ, t)dτ with Q being some

constant positive definite matrix. Then, similar to [15,

Lemma 3.1], one can verify that P (t) is continuous for all

t ≥ 0, and it is positive definite and decrescent in the sense

that there exist constants c1, c2 > 0 such that

c1‖v‖2 ≤ vTP (t)v ≤ c2‖v‖2 (27)

It implies that ‖P (t)‖ ≤ p with some positive constant p for

all t ≥ 0. Note that Lσ(t) is a piece-wise constant matrix

with the range of σ(t) being a finite set P = {1, 2, · · · , n0}.

Thus A(t) in (18) is bounded over [0,+∞) and continuous

on each time interval [tj , tj+1) for j = 0, 1, · · · . Therefore,

for t ∈ [tj , tj+1), j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , the following holds [11,

Theorem 4.12]:

−Ṗ (t) = A(t)TP (t) + P (t)A(t) +Q (28)
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Let x̄ = x − x∗, ξ = col(y, z2), V1(x̄) = 1
2‖x − x∗‖2,

and V2(ξ, t) = ξTP (t)ξ. Then, we define a time-varying

Lyapunov function candidate for system (24) as follows:

V (x̄, ξ, t) = V1(x̄) + V2(ξ, t) (29)

The derivative of V1 along (24a) satisfies

V̇1 = (x− x∗)T (−δF(x,Q⊗y + Pnφ(x)))

(a)
= −δ(x− x∗)T (F(x,Q⊗y + Pnφ(x)) − F(x, Pnφ(x)))

− δ(x− x∗)T (F (x)− F (x∗))

(b)

≤ δθ̂‖x̄‖‖Q⊗y‖ − δµ‖x̄‖2
(c)

≤ δθ̂‖x̄‖‖ξ‖ − δµ‖x̄‖2 (30)

where equality (a) follows from F(x, Pnφ(x)) =

F(x, (
1N1

T

N

N
⊗ In)φ(x)) = F (x) by (7) and

F (x∗) = 0(Nn)×1 by Remark 1, inequality (b) follows

from Part 3) of Assumption 1 and part 1) of Assumption 3,

and inequality (c) follows from ‖Q⊗y‖ = ‖y‖ ≤ ‖
[
y

z2

]

‖.

On the other hand, for any t ∈ [tj , tj+1), j = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,
taking derivative of V2 with respect to (24c) yields

V̇2 =
[
yT zT

2

]
(A(t)TP (t) + P (t)A(t) + Ṗ (t))

[
y

z2

]

+ 2
[
yT zT

2

]
P (t)





δrT⊗
∂φ(x)
∂x

F(x,Q⊗y + Pnφ(x))
0(Nn−n)×1

δαRT
⊗

∂φ(x)
∂x

F(x,Q⊗y + Pnφ(x))





(a)

≤ − ξTQξ+

2δ
√

α2+1‖ξ‖‖P (t)‖‖QT
⊗
∂φ(x)

∂x
‖‖F(x,Q⊗y+Pnφ(x))‖

(b)

≤ − λmin(Q)‖ξ‖2+2plδ
√

α2 + 1‖ξ‖(θ̂‖y‖+θ‖x̄‖)
(31)

where inequality (a) follows from (28), and inequality (b)
follows from following facts: ‖QT

⊗‖ = 1, ‖F(x,Q⊗y +
Pnφ(x))‖ ≤ ‖F(x,Q⊗y + Pnφ(x)) − F(x, Pnφ(x))‖ +
‖F(x, Pnφ(x)) − F(x∗, Pnφ(x

∗))‖ ≤ θ̂‖y‖ + θ‖x̄‖ by

Remark 1, Assumption 2 and Part 1) of Assumption 3,

‖∂φ(x)
∂x

‖ ≤ l for all x ∈ R
Nn by Part 2) of Assumption 3,

and ‖P (t)‖ ≤ p for all t ≥ 0.

Define M = 2pl
√
α2 + 1 > 0. Then (31) can be further

simplified as follows:

V̇2 ≤ −λmin(Q)‖ξ‖2 + δMθ̂‖ξ‖2 + δMθ‖ξ‖‖x̄‖
≤ −(λmin(Q)− δMθ̂)‖ξ‖2 + δMθ‖ξ‖‖x̄‖ (32)

Substituting (30) and (32) into V̇ = V̇1 + V̇2 gives

V̇ = V̇1 + V̇2

≤− δ

[
‖x̄‖
‖ξ‖

]T
[

µ − (θ̂+Mθ)
2

− (θ̂+Mθ)
2

λmin(Q)
δ

−Mθ̂

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

B(δ)

[
‖x̄‖
‖ξ‖

]

(33)

Since µ > 0, the matrix B(δ) in (33) is positive definite if

µ(λmin(Q)
δ

− Mθ̂) − (θ̂+Mθ)2

4 > 0. Therefore, we can select

the positive constant δ∗ as

δ∗ =
4µλmin(Q)

(θ̂ +Mθ)2 + 4µMθ̂
(34)

such that, for any 0 < δ < δ∗, V̇ ≤
−δλmin(B(δ))‖

[
‖x̄‖
‖ξ‖

]

‖2. Since both V (x̄, ξ, t) and

−V̇ (x̄, ξ, t) are positive definite quadratic functions in

col (x̄, ξ), we have lim
t→+∞

x̄(t) = 0(Nn)×1, lim
t→+∞

y(t) =

0(Nn)×1, lim
t→+∞

z2(t) = 0(Nn−n)×1 all exponentially.

Therefore, we have

lim
t→+∞

x(t) = lim
t→+∞

(x̄(t) + x∗) = x∗ (35)

exponentially, which means the strategy vector x tends to the

NE exponentially as t goes to infinity. Since z1(t) is identically

zero for all t ≥ 0, using (12), (15) and (35), we can further

obtain

lim
t→+∞

s(t) = lim
t→+∞

(Q⊗y(t) + Pnφ(x(t))) = Pnφ(x
∗)

(36a)

lim
t→+∞

ν(t) = lim
t→+∞

(Q⊗z(t) + αP⊥
n φ(x(t))) = αP⊥

n φ(x∗)

(36b)

both exponentially.

Remark 5. Reference [17] studied general multi-cluster game

problem over switching networks. For comparison, let mi = 1
for all i ∈ V in [17], that is, there is only one player in each

cluster. Then the first line of [17, Equation (21)] can be put

as follows:

˙̂q = −δdiag{cij}((Lσ(t) ⊗ IN +A0)q̂ + r0) (37)

where q̂ = col(q̂11, · · · , q̂1N , · · · , q̂NN) with q̂ij being player

i’s estimate of action of player j, cij > 0 are the gains, and

r0 = −col(a
σ(t)
11 q1, a

σ(t)
12 q2, · · · , aσ(t)1N qN , · · · , aσ(t)NNqN ). One

immediately realizes that it is the same as the second equation

of [21, Equation (9)]. Thus, by [9, Remark 3.4], the approach

in [17] only applies to every time strongly connected networks.

Remark 6. Our result also applies to the special case where

the networks are static, connected and weight-balanced as

studied in, for example, [4] and [5]. Even for this special

case, our result offers a few advantages as follows:

1) Our algorithm relaxes the restrictive initial condition

νi(0) = 0n×1(i ∈ V) in [4, Equation (11e),(13e)] and

[5, Equation (7e),(24e)] to merely
∑N

i=1 νi(0) = 0n×1,

which significantly enlarges the feasible set of initial

conditions.

2) The validity of [4, Lemma 1] or [5, Lemma 1] relies

on a crucial assumption that φi(xi) in (9b) are either

constants or exponentially converge to some constants,

which may not be verifiable since x dynamics and s−ν

dynamics are coupled in (10). In contrast, we do not need

such an assumption.

3) We gave an explicit upper bound δ∗ in (34) for the design

parameter δ while [4] [5] only assumed the existence of

the upper bound δ∗.
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IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the problem of the dis-

tributed Nash equilibrium seeking for aggregative games over

jointly connected and weight-balanced switching networks.

The existing approaches critically rely on the connectedness

of the graph for constructing a Lyapunov function for their

algorithms and theses approaches fail if the network is not

connected. To overcome this difficulty, we have first estab-

lished the exponential stability for a time-varying ancillary

system. Then, by the converse Lyapunov theorem, we obtain

a time-varying quadratic Lyapunov function for the ancillary

system, which in turn leads to the construction of a suitable

Lyapunov function for the closed-loop system, thus leading to

the solution of the problem.
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APPENDIX

A time-varying graph is denoted by G(t) = (V , E(t)), where

V = {1, · · · , N} is the node set, and E(t) ⊆ V×V is the edge

set. If there is an edge from node j to node i, then (j, i) ∈ E(t),
and we say j is a neighbor of i at time t.

A subset of E(t) of the form {(i1, i2), · · · , (ik−1, ik)} is

said to be a directed path from node i1 to node ik, and in

this case, we say node i1 can reach node ik at time t. The

graph G(t) is said to be static if G(t) = G(0) for all t ≥ 0. A

static graph is denoted by G(V , E). A static graph is said to be

connected if there is a node that can reach every other node,

and is said to be strongly connected if there is a directed path

between any two nodes. An edge (i, j) is called an undirected

edge if (i, j) ∈ E ⇔ (j, i) ∈ E . G is called an undirected graph

if every edge in E is undirected. The adjacency matrix of a

graph G is a non-negative matrix A = [aij ] ∈ R
N×N where,

for i, j = 1, · · · , N, aij = 1 if there is an edge from node j

to node i and aij = 0 if otherwise. Since, for i ∈ V , there is

no such edge as (i, i), we have aii = 0. For i = 1, · · · , N ,

let dini =
∑N

j=1 aji and douti =
∑N

j=1 aij , which are called

the in-degree and out-degree of node i, respectively. Let D =
diag(dout1 , · · · , doutN ), which is called the degree matrix of G.

The matrix L = D−A is called Laplacian of G corresponding

to A.

A time function σ : [0,+∞) 7→ P = {1, · · · , n0} with n0

being some positive integer is said to be a piece-wise constant

switching signal if there exists a sequence {tj : j = 0, 1, · · · }
satisfying t0 = 0 and tj+1− tj ≥ τ for some positive constant

τ such that, for all t ∈ [tj , tj+1), σ(t) = p for some p ∈ P .

P is called the switching index set, tj is called the switching

instant, and τ is called the dwell time.

Given a set of r graphs {Gi = (V , Ei), i = 1, · · · , r}, the

graph G = (V , E) where E = ∪r
i=1Ei is called the union of

graphs Gi, denoted by G = ∪r
i=1Gi.

Given a piece-wise constant switching signal σ(t) and a

set of n0 static graphs Gi = (V , Ei), i = 1, · · · , n0, one can

define a time-varying graph Gσ(t) = (V , Eσ(t)), which is called

a switching graph.
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