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Distributed Nash Equilibrium Seeking for
Constrained Aggregative Games over Jointly
Connected and Weight-Balanced Switching
Networks
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Abstract—The property of the communication network and
the constraints on the strategic space are two factors that
determine the complexity of the distributed Nash equilibrium
(DNE) seeking problem. The DNE seeking problem of aggregative
games has been studied for unconstrained case over all types of
communication networks and for various types of constrained
games over static and connected communication networks. In this
paper, we investigate the DNE seeking problem for constrained
aggregative games over jointly connected and weight-balanced
switching networks, which can be directed and disconnected
at every time instant. By integrating the projected gradient
technique and the dynamic average consensus algorithm, we
convert our problem to the stability problem of a well-defined
time-varying nonlinear system. By constructing a time-varying
Lyapunov’s function candidate for this time-varying nonlinear
system, we conduct a rigorous Lyapunov’s analysis to conclude
the exponential stability of this system and hence solve our
problem.

Index Terms—Projection operator, constrained games, Nash
equilibrium, switching networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

The distributed Nash equilibrium (DNE) seeking problem
has been extensively studied in recent years. One of the main
challenges of the problem is caused by the fact that the
players lack full information about the actions of all other
players. Thus, they have to estimate the actions of other
players over a communication network. Therefore, the nature
of the communication network dictates the complexity of the
problem. The simplest case occurs when the network is fixed
and connected and such a case was studied in, for example,
(70, 18, (110, [16], [31]. References [4]], [28]], [32]] further
studied the case where the network is time-varying and every-
time connected. The most challenging case is when the players
exchange their information over a so-called jointly strongly
connected switching network, which can be disconnected at
every time instant. Such a case was first studied in [14] and
was further pursued in several other papers such as [21], [24].

Another challenge of the DNE seeking problem arises
from the constraints on the strategic space of the players.
Most of the papers cited above studied the unconstrained
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case, i.e., the strategic space of the players is the whole
space. In practice, due to limitations in the allocated resources
or the shortcomings of players’ mechanisms, the actions of
players may be subject to various constraints. One typical
constraint is that the players’ actions are restricted to certain
compact sets. Such a scenario is seen in, for example, the
positioning of unmanned aerial vehicles [3], Nash-Cournot
games [4], distributed resource allocation [8]], interference and
anti-interference problems [20], optical networks [27], etc.
To deal with such a case, one often resorts to the projected
gradient-based algorithm. For example, references [7], [8I,
[13]], [35] considered this case over fixed and connected com-
munication networks. Reference [[15] further considered this
case over jointly strongly connected switching networks under
the assumption that the pseudogradient mapping vanishes at
the unique Nash equilibrium. This assumption was removed
recently in [6].

There is a special type of games in which the cost func-
tion of each player depends on the player’s action and an
aggregative function of the actions of all players. Such a game
is called aggregative game. Unlike the general game where
each player knows his/her own cost function, in an aggregative
game, since the cost function of every player ¢ also depends on
the aggregate function which is not fully known by the player,
when seeking the Nash equilibrium of an aggregative game,
one not only needs to enable each player to estimate the actions
of others, but also enable each player to estimate the aggregate
function. As a result, even though an aggregative game is a
special case of a general game, the DNE seeking problem of an
aggregative game presents an additional challenge. The DNE
seeking problem in an aggregative game has also been studied
by a number of papers over fixed and connected networks in
(S]], (101, [[17]], [34] and time-varying and every-time connected
networks in [18]]. Very recently, by combining the dynamic
average consensus protocol and the pseudogradient update
module, the DNE seeking problem of aggregative games over
a jointly connected and weight-balanced network was further
solved in [25]. Nevertheless, none of the aforementioned
papers considered constrained action space and switching
communication networks simultaneously. In this paper, we
will further consider the constrained DNE seeking problem
of aggregative games over a jointly connected and weight-
balanced network. The main contributions are summarized as
follows:
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(1) Compared with [25], which considered the unconstrained
strategic space, this paper studies the constrained case
which cannot be dealt with by the approach of [25].
The difficulty is overcome by applying a projection-based
algorithm as will be made clear in Remark @]

References [[19] and [33] studied the DNE seeking prob-
lem of aggregative games over static networks. Their prob-
lem comes down to the stability issue of a time-invariant
system. In contrast, our technical challenge is a stability
issue of a time-varying system. We need to develop a
rigorous Lyapunov approach to conclude the exponential
stability of some time-varying nonlinear system. More
detailed comparison will be given in Remark

2

The new result is obtained by an integration of a projection-
based algorithm and the average consensus protocol which is
able to estimate the actions of all players and the aggregative
function over some jointly connected and weight-balanced
network. It should be noted that the DNE seeking problem
of aggregative games over switching networks has also been
studied by the discrete-time algorithms in [2f], [22], [23] and
the hybrid dynamic system-based algorithm in [30]. These
approaches are quite different from ours and do not apply
to our problem.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section
provides the preliminaries. Section [[IIl presents the proposed
algorithm and the convergence proof. The conclusion is sum-
marized in Section

Notations: R and Z, denote the set of positive numbers
and positive integers, respectively. For vector x or matrix A,
|z|| denote the Euclidean norm of z and ||A|| denote the
Euclidean-induced matrix norm of A. For column vectors a;,
col(ay,- -+ ,a,) = [al,---,al]". ® denotes the Kronecker
product. 1, is the p-dimensional column vector with all 1’s,
0,4 is the p x g-dimensional matrix with all 0’s, and I, is
the p-dimensional identity matrix.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Game theory

A non-cooperative game is defined by a triplet I’ 2
(W, fi,U;). Here, V = {1,--- | N} is the set of N players,
U; C R™ is the action space for player i. Let U =11 | U; C
RN™ be the strategy space, € = col(x1,--- ,xx) € U be the
strategy vector with z; € U, representing player ¢’s action, and
define _; = col(xy, -+ , @i 1,2Tip1, - ,on) € RN A
Nash equilibrium denoted by x* = col(x},x*,) € U is such

that
Jilxi,x%,) < filxi, x5;), VieV, ¥x; € Us. (D
Let V,; fi(z;, x_;) = (%ﬁ’f”)ﬂ € R™. Then, we call
F(x) =col(Vifi(x1,z_1), -, VnIn(zn,Z_N)) (2)

the pseudo-gradient operator of the game.
The following two assumptions are standard.

Assumption 1. For all © € V, i) U; is nonempty, closed
and convex; ii) the cost function f;(x;,x_;) is convex and

continuously differentiable in x; for every fixed x_; € U_;;
iii) F in @) is p-strongly monotone on U, i.e., for some p1 > 0,

(x— ') (F(z) — F(z') > plle — 2| 3
Assumption 2. F' in is 0-Lipschitz continuous on U, i.e.,
[F(z) - F(z')|| < 0l|lz — 2’|, Vz,2’ €U “4)

Remark 1. By [I2| Prop. 1.4.2], under parts (i) and (ii) of
Assumption[l] a pure Nash equilibrium x* € U exists, which
satisfies the following variational inequality:

(x —x")TF(x*) >0, VxeU (5)

Further, by [I2) Thm. 2.3.3], under Assumption[l] a unique
NE point x* € U exists. In the special case where U = RN,
condition @) reduces to the following

F(x*) = 0(nn)x1 (6)
To introduce an aggregative game, let an aggregate function

o(x) be defined as follows:

N

o(x) =+ > dilwi)

=1

)

where ¢;(+) R™ +— R"™ is a private function known
to player 7. An aggregative game is a game whose cost
functions f;(z;, x_;) satisfy fi(z;,x_;) = fi(xs,0(x)) for
some functions f;. Even though an aggregative game is a
special case of a general game, the seeking of the NE over
a communication network presents some specific challenge
since, unlike the general game where player ¢ is aware of
his/her own cost function f;(z;, € _;) in [14], [13] while player
7 in an aggregative game lacks some information about his/her
cost function f;(x;, o(x)) due to the presence of the unknown
functions ¢;(j # i). As a result, in seeking the Nash equilib-
rium of an aggregative game over a communication network,
one also needs to develop a technique to estimate o(x). To
overcome this challenge, we need one more assumption. For
this purpose, let s = col(s1, 2, -+ ,sn5) € RV with 5; € R?
and ¢(x) = col(d1(x1), P2(22), -, on(zn)) ERN™. We call
the following extended pseudo-gradient operator

F(z,s) = col(Ji(z1,51), -+, In(an,sn)) (8
where
Jilwi, 51) 2 Vy fily, 50)ly=z,
AL ICONN CRY | FNRC)

From f;(z;,z_;) = fi(z;,o(x)), and Eqs. @), @), (@), one

has

F(z,1y ® o(x)) = F(x) (10)

Assumption 3.

1) F in ®) is Lipschitz continuous in the second argument,
ie, |F(x,s) —F(x,s)|| <0s—s'||,Vs,s" € RN™ for
some 6 > 0.

2) The Jacobian of ¢(x) satisfies || %(;)H < for some | > 0.




Remark 2. Part 1) of Assumption 3] is standard and has
been used in many literature on aggregative games, see [2|
Assump. 5] [9) Assump. 4] [25] Assump. 3.1)] [33| Assump. 3]
[34, Assump. 3]. Part 2) of AssumptionBlincludes the average
aggregate function ¢;(x;) = x; in [29] and the matrix
weighted aggregate function ¢;(x;) = A;x; in [3] as special
cases.

B. Graph theory

A time-varying graph is denoted by G(t) = (V,E(t)),
where ¥V = {1,---, N} is the node set corresponding to the
N players, and £(t) € V x V is the edge set. We denote
(4,4) € &(t) if node i can receive information from node j.
A directed path from node ¢; to node i at time ¢ is denoted
by {(i1,42), -, (ix—1,%%)} C E(t). The graph G(¢) is said to
be connected at time t if one node has directed paths to every
other node at time ¢, and is said to be strongly connected at
time ¢ if there is a directed path between any two nodes at
time .

Define a piece-wise constant switching function p
[0,400) — P ={1l,--- ,no} with ng € Zy. Let {t; : j =
0,1,2,---,} be a sequence satisfying to = 0,¢j41 —¢; > 7
for some constant 7 > 0 and for all ¢ € [t;,t;41),p(t) = p
for some p € P. Then, P is called the switching index set, t;
is called the switching instant, and 7 is called the dwell time.

Given a set of ng graphs {G; = (V,&),i = 1,--- ,no},
one can build a time varying graph G,y = (V,&,)) via
a piece-wise constant switching signal p(t) with range P =
{1,---,no}. We call G4y = (V,E5(1)) a switching graph or
a switching network. Denote the weighted adjacency matrix
of Gy by Apsy = [ay(t)] € RN*N where a;;(t) > 0
if (j,4) € &, and ai(t) = 0 otherwise. Since there
exists no such edge as (i,7), we have a;;(t) = 0. The in-
degree of node i is defined as di* = Zjvzl a;;(t). Let
D(t) = diag(d{", - - - ,dy). The matrix L) = D(t) — Ay
is called the Laplacian matrix of G,;). For any ¢ > 0,5 > 0,
let gp([t7t+5)) = Utie[t7t+5)gp(ti). We call Qp([tﬁs)) the union
graph of G, over time interval [t,t + s). G, is called
weight-balanced at time ¢ if 25\7:1 a;j(t) = 25\7:1 a;i(t) holds
for all : € V.

Assumption 4.

1) There exists a positive number T such that the graph
G([t,e+1)) s connected for all t > 0.

2) The graph G, is weight-balanced for any t > 0.

Remark 3. For convenience, we say a switching graph G,
satisfying Assumption is jointly connected and weight-
balanced. Under Assumption gp(t) can be disconnected for
any time, thus is the mildest one in existing literature of dis-
tributed Nash equilibrium seeking for aggregative games [25]].

III. MAIN RESULT

For a game satisfying Assumptions[Iland 2] by viewing the
action variables to be governed by the following first-order
integrator dynamics

&i(t) = u(t), i€V (11)

we can treat our problem to that of finding a distributed control
protocol u; such that the solution of the closed-loop system
converges to the Nash equilibrium. The special case of our
problem where U = RN™ was studied in [25]. But, when U
is a compact set, the approach in [25] does not work since the
control protocol in [25] cannot guarantee the action variables
x;(t) belongs to U; even if z;(0) € U,. The standard way
for dealing with this difficulty is to introduce the projection
operator. Let {2 C R™ be a closed convex set. For a vector
2 € R™, the (Euclidean) projection operator Pq(-) is defined
as Po(z) £ arg min,, cq, |2’ — z||?, which is to find a unique
vector 2’ € () that is closest to z in the Euclidean norm. By
[12} Theorem 1.5.5 (d)], Pq(-) is non-expansive, i.e.,

[Pa(z) = Po()ll <z —yll, Vo,yeR*  (12)

We now define our control protocol for each player i as
follows

u; = 82 (Py, (z; — 61Ji(xi, 80)) — ) (13a)

N
5i = —alsi — ¢ilx:)) = B aii(t)(si — ;) v (13b)
i=1

N

N
0= aB Y ai(t)(si—s5), Y vi(0) = Onsxa
=1

Jj=1

(13c)

where s; € R™, v; € R" are two internal variables, d1, 62, o, 8
are adjustable constant parameters to be specified later. The
zero sum initial condition indicated in (I3c) will be utilized
in Proposition [] later.

Let © = col(zy, -, zn) € RV s = col(sy, -+, sn) €
RN" v = col(vy,---,vn) € RN™, Then, the compact form

of Egs. and (13a)-(13d) is as follows

& =6 (Pu(x — 0:F(z, s)) — x) (14a)

8= —a(s—¢(x)) — BLyys —v (14b)
N

v = aBL,s, Z ;(0) = 0,51 (14c)
j=1

where L) := L) @ In.

Remark 4. As explained in [25]], J;(x;, s;) is used to estimate
the pseudo-gradient F defined in @), s; € R™ is used to
estimate the unknown aggregate function o(x), and v; € R"
is employed to compensate the mismatch between the N local
Sunctions ¢;(x;) and the aggregate function o(x) at steady
state. The R.H.S. of is modified from [6, Eq. (11a)],
which studied the DNE seeking for general games. The non-
expansive condition (12) together with Assumptions [2 and
B guarantee that the R.H.S. of (I4) is Lipschitz in its all
arguments, thus for any initial condition, the solution of
exists and is unique. Moreover, since Py(x—0,F(x,s)) € U,
& € Ty(x) for any € U where Ty(x) is the tangent cone
of U at x, by Nagumo’s theorem in [I, pp. 174 & 214],
z(t) € UVt > 0 if 2;(0) € U; for all i € V in (14d). If
we replace (132) by u; = —81J;(x;, s;), then reduces to
the one used in [25|]. However, in this case, even if x;(0) € U;
for all i € V, there is no guarantee that x(t) € U,Vt > 0.



Thus, the control law in [25]] does not apply to the constrained
case.

By [12, Prop. 1.5.8] or [26, Lem. 2.38], x* is an NE if and
only if
x"=Pyx"—kF(x")), VE>0 (15)
Using (I3) shows that (x*,1y ® o(x*),a(Inn — % ®
I,)¢(x*)) is an equilibrium of (I4). Thus, if the solution of
converges to this equilibrium, then the NE is obtained.
To facilitate subsequent convergence analysis of (I4)), like
in [25]], let Q = [r, R] € RV*¥ be an orthogonal matrix with
r = \1/% € RN and R € RV*X(N=1)_ One can verify that
"R = 01 (n_1) and RTR = In_;. Also, let P, = rr" =

117 1517
@ I, Py = Ing — v = Iy — 22 @ Iy, and

N

Q=Q&IL,=[r®l,R1,]=[rR] (16)

The matrices P,, and P;- represent the operations of projecting
a vector onto the n-dimensional consensus and dispersion
spaces, respectively.

Performing the following coordinate transformation on

(14b) and (14c)

(17a)
(17b)

and utilizing the identity L,)(1ny ® o(x)) = (Lypnln) @
o(x) = 0 for all t > 0 gives the following system

- . o 99(x) .
s=-as—pL,ns—v—-P, 9% T (18a)
b = afL,)§ — aPt 892(“") (18b)
Further, let
_ rt] _ €s
e, =Qs= [RT} 5= [e j (19a)
T
_ T- _ | T —_ |€éwv
e, =Q v= [RT} v = [%2] (19b)

where e,1,e,1 € R" and ey, e, € RV"~". By (I9) and
the weight-balanced condition in Assumption 4 we can put
Egs. (I8) into the following form

ésl = Q€51 — €yl — rTag—f)i (203)
és2 = —aey — SR'L ;) Res — ey (20b)
€,1 = 0px1 (20c)
év2 = afR'L,;)Res — aRT&g—f)a’c (20d)

where we have utilized identities rTLp(t) = ﬁ(l%ﬁp(ﬂ) ®
In = OnX(Nn),I‘TPn = I‘T,I‘TP# = OnX(Nn),RTPn =
O(Nn—n)xNns RTP} =RT.

The following proposition simplifies our problem to the
exponential stability of system (2]).

Proposition 1. Consider the following system:

x = go(x, s) (21a)
€4 = —0eg — rTa(b—(w)go(:B, s) (21b)
ox
€2 = —Qesy — ﬁRTLp(t)ReSQ — €2 (21¢)
é,2 = afR'L,Res — aRTag—S’) go(x,8)  (21d)
where x = x — x* and
go(z, ) = 62 (Pu(x — 61F(x, s)) — x) (22)

Under part 2) of Assumptions@] if system 1) is exponen-
tially stable with its domain of attraction containing any initial
x;(0) € U, any e4(0) and any e,2(0), then, for any initial
condition z;(0) € U;, any s;(0) € R, and v;(0) € R™ such
that Zf;l v;(0) = 0,,x1, the solution of (I4) exponentially
converges to the following

t_13+moo z(t) =x" (23a)
Jims(t) = Pro(x”) (23b)
Jim () = aPLo(x*) (23¢)

Proof. Since lim @(t)= O(yn)x1, €xponentially, we have
t—+o0

A= tm @@+ =x ey
Combining  ([I70), and the initial condition
Z;.V:l v;(0) = Opx1 in ({I4d), we have e, 1(0) =

rT(v(0) — aP;r¢(x(0))) = rTv(0) = 0,,x1. Thus, e,1(t) =
€,1(0) = 0,1 for all ¢ > 0 by 20d), which together with the
fact that tLieroo es(t) = O(nn)x1, tLieroo ev2(t) = O(Nn—n)x1
both exponentially implies the following:

lim s(t) = tETM(QeS(t)+Pn¢(w(t))) =P,p(x*) (25a)

t—+o0
. o . 1
Jim o(t) = lim_(Qe,(t)+aPo(()
= aP;p(x") (25b)
both exponentially. The proof is thus complete.
(]
Let ¢ = col(es1, es2, €y2) € R2V™~" and define
—al, 0 0
A(t): 0 —OzINn,n—ﬁRTLp(t)R —INn—n (26)
0 OLﬂRTLp(t)R 0

Then, system can be put in the following compact form:

z = go(z, s) (27a)

G

O(Nn—n)xl
aRTag—g)gO(w, s)

C=At)¢ - (27b)

The following lemma originally established in [25, Lem. 1]
lays the foundation of our main result.



Lemma 1. Under part 1) of Assumption dl the origin of the
linear switched system

(28)

is exponentially stable.

Remark 5. By the proof of [23 Thm. 1], Lemmall ascertains
the existence of a time-varying bounded matrix H(t) €
RENn=)x@Nn=n) qych that hy||v]|? < vTH(t)v < hollv|]?
for two positive constants hi, ha > 0 and any vector v, and, on
each time interval [t;,t;y1) with j =0,1,---, H(t) satisfies
the following differential Lyapunov equation

—H(t) = AT()H(t) + HOA®) + Lnn-n  (29)
Since H(t) is bounded, there exists a positive constant p > 0
such that

IH@I <p, VE=0

(30)

Note that (27b) can be viewed as a perturbed version of the
unforced system @8)). Therefore, the existence of H (t) provides
a natural construction of the Lyapunov function candidate (32)
in Theorem [1] later.

Then we present the following main theorem.

Theorem 1. Under Assumptionslto @ let 67 = 2% > 0 and
k}l (61)

05(61) = T 00 ks G0 FRZ L) > 0, where
- 51(2# — 5192)
k() = =55 (3la)
510+ 2)M + 6,0
ha(61) = 2 ; : (31b)
k3(8y) = 6, MO (31c¢)
M =2plv/a? +1 (31d)

Then, for any o« > 0,8 > 0, any 0 < 01 < 6f, 0 <
d2 < 85(81), any initial conditions z;(0) € U, s;(0) € R™,
and v;(0) € R™ satisfying Zi\il v;(0) = 0,,%x1, the solution
col(x(t), s(t),v(t)) of the closed-loop system (14) converges
to the equilibrium col(x*, P,,¢(x*), aP ¢ (x*)) exponentially.

Proof. By Proposition [T} under part 2) of Assumption H] it
suffices to show that the solution of system (2I)), or equiva-
lently, @7) converges exponentially to its equilibrium point
for any z;(0) € U,;, any e4(0) and e,2(0). To this end,
first note that by Remark @ z;(¢t) € U; for all ¢ > 0. Let
Vi(®) = 3|z Va(¢,t) = ¢TH(t)¢. Consider a time-
varying Lyapunov function for the closed-loop system (27)
as follows
- _ 1,

V(@,¢ 1) =Vi(@) + Va(¢ 1) = Sl|2ll* + CTH )¢ (32)
Then, by Remark B V(Z,¢,t) is positive-definite, proper,
and decrescent in the sense that m1n{2,h1}(|\:i|\2+||§’|\2) <

V(Z.¢,t) < max{g, ha} (|2 ]*+][¢]1%)-

The time derivative of V7 along the solution of (274) satisfies

Vi = 6,z" (Py(x — 6:F(x, s)) — x)
W 5,&T (Py(x — 6,F(x, ) — Py(x — 6, F(z, Pro()))
+ 62" (Py(x — 61F (, Prop(x)) — x)
2 5183)1@ 0015 — Pad(a) |+ 522" (Pu (w61 F(, Pui(a)
—Py(x* =61 F(x") — Sz ™ (x —x*)

F(x") -6l
(33)

© .
< 01020 |z|[| 8[| + b2 |[[| & — 61 (F () -

where (a) results from adding and subtracting the term
Py(xz — 51F(x,P,¢(x)), (b) follows from (12, (13D, and
part 1) of Assumption[3] (c) is derived from (12), (I7d), and
the identity (10).

For the last two terms in (33), like in [6], we consider the
following two cases:

(i) When & # 0, one has

8ol [|2 — 61 (F () — F (x*))|| —da ||
S H:f:HHfoHQ—Hw 01 (F(z) - F(x")|?
)+ 2 =01 (F(x)— F(x)
_ gy 208 (E @) —F () — (@)= P
[z]| + |2 —61(F(z)—F(x")||
s ey 202 — 620% 2|
<~ Z Tz —o @ - Py
) 26| — 6262|122
< —d||z|| 2([z| + 0.0z
B 20— 6107
—515QWH$H (34)

To derive the numerator in (a), we have made use of
the strong monotone property and Lipschitz continuity
of F(-) by part 7iz) of Assumption[Iland Assumption 2]
which yields

2612 (F(x)— F(x") — 67| F(z) —
> 2614 Z|* — 616%|Z|* > 0

F()|”
(35)

The last strict positive sign follows from 0 < §; <
0F = 3—’2‘. To derive (b), we have utilized the #-Lipschitz
continuity of F(-) by Assumption

(ii)) When & = 0, ie., £ = x*, inequality (34) obviously
holds since both sides are zero.

Using (34) in (B3) gives
y Al =111l = 5152(2#—5192) 2
V1 < 61620 -

1 < dudada] 5] - 220 g

AL 5152(2#— 5192) 12
< 61620 - 36
<aindleflic] - 2222 el o)
where the last inequality follows from ||| = ||Qes|| =

l[es]] < [lcol(es, ev2)[| = (<] by (19a).



Next, consider the time derivative of V5 w.r.t. 27b). For any
t € [tj,tjy1) with j =0,1,---, one has

Vo =C¢TH#)¢ +¢TH(t)C + CTH(t)C
= CT(AT () H(t) + H(t) + H(t)A(t))C

- 2C H(t) O(Bann)Xl
aRT%gO(w, s)
(a) do(x
< e+ 2vam I EONQTIZEZ jgo(a, )]

(b
< —[I¢IP+ 2plva2 +1]¢|l[lgo(, )| (37

where (a) follows from (29) and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, (b) is derived from (@0), | Q™| = 1, and part 2)
of Assumption 3

Before we proceed, let us give an estimate of the norm of
go as follows

go(z, 8)]
= 02|[Pu(z — 61 F(z, s)) — ||

Y 5)IPu(e - 1P (2, ) - Pu(e — 5,F(z, Pui(a))|
+ 82| Pu(z—0,1F(z, Pro(x)) —Puy(x*— 01 F(x"))||
+ 52”:13 — X*H

()
< 0102||F(z, 5) — F(x, Pro(x))|| + 0102]| F(x) — F(x*)||
+ 262 [|Z||

(c) R
< 010201|8]| + 61620||2[| + 252(|2||
< 61820)[C| + (610 + 2) 32| (3%)

where we have used (I3) to derive (a) since &; > 0, used (I2)
and the identity F(x, P,,¢(x))=F(x) to derive (b), and used
Assumption 2] part 1) of Assumption [3 to derive (c).

Define M = 2plva?+1 > 0. Then, by (38), one can
further simplify (37) as follows

Va < —(1=0102MO)||C|1* + (10 + 2)8 M| ¢[||z]|  (39)
Combining (32), 36) and (39) gives
V= Vl + Vz
_|@WT{6wa&> —@@wﬂ]|7ﬂ]
= Ldl Cbaka(61) 1— k()] L] 0
3(61,62)

where k1(01), k2(01), k3(61) are defined in (3Ia)-(BId), re-
spectively. For any positive d; such that §; < §7 = 3—’2‘, one
has k1(81) > 0 by (31a). Then, d2k1(51) > 0 for any d2 > 0.
Setting the determinant of B(d1,d2) to be greater than zero
gives

det(B(01,02)) = 02(ky — (kiks + k3)02) > 0 41)

One can verify that, forany 0 < d2 < §5 = m,
2 2

inequality (@) holds. In this case, (0) yields

V' < = Anin(B(81,8)) (121> + 1<]1%)
/\min (3(517 52))

<—F——=V 42

- max{3, ha} (42)
_>‘min(31(51«52))t

— V) < V(0)e  meiEr 43)

That is, system @2I) or (Z7) is exponentially stable with its
domain of attraction containing any initial conditions z;(0) €
U;, any e5(0) and any e,2(0). The proof is thus complete by
noting Proposition [Il O

Remark 6. Since the solution of system (I4) exists globally,
from the proof of Theorem [I} it is not difficult to see that
system (14 is globally exponentially stable if Assumptions [I]
and [ are strengthened so that inequalities () and @) hold
for all x,z’ € RN™ In this case, Theorem [l holds for all

Remark 7. References [I9] and [33] studied distributed
NE seeking for constrained aggregative games with local set
constraints. Compared with [19]], [33|], our work offers at least
three new features as follows:

1) Communication network: The approaches proposed in
[19], [33] only apply to fixed and strongly connected graph
while our approach apply to jointly connected and weight-
balanced switching networks which can be directed and
disconnected for any time.

2) Convergence speed: [33) Thm. 1 & 2] only ensure asymp-
totical stability of both algorithms at the NE point. In
contrast, our result guarantees exponential convergence.

3) Parameter adjustment: Using our terminologies, the last

line of [33l Egs. (17), (18)] can be put as follows

& =a(t)(Py(x — F(z,s)) — ) (44)

where «(t) > 0 is a decreasing function satisfying
JoSat)dt = oo and ;% a?(t)dt < oc. In contrast,
our projected gradient-play module in (I4a) used fixed
gains 61, 02 to fine tune the algorithm, which increases the
convergence speed and simplify the complexity of overall

Lyapunov stability analysis.

Remark 8. Reference [6] studied the NE seeking for general
games on compact sets over jointly strongly connected switch-
ing networks. However, the problem in [6|] is quite different
from the problem here because, as pointed out in Section I, the
player i here lacks some information about its cost function
fi(z;,0(x)) due to the presence of the unknown functions
¢j for j # i. Thus, the overall distributed dynamics (14) is
totally different from [6| Eq. (11)] since, as in [14)], [15], each
player i of [6]] only needs to estimate all players’ actions by a
distributed estimator [6l Eq. (11b)]. In contrast, we not only
need to estimate all players’ actions but also the unknown
aggregate function, which cannot be done by the distributed
estimator in [6|], [14], [15)] and has to be done by the dy-
namic average consensus module (140)-(14d). As a result, the
convergence analysis of (Id) is much more complicated than
the convergence analysis of [6l Eq. (11)]. Nevertheless, since,



for N player games with x; € R", [6| Eq. (11b)] requires
each player to exchange a Nn dimensional vector with his/her
neighbors, the total dimension for [I6| Eq. (11)] is Nn+ N?n.
In contrast, to implement the estimation module (14b)-(14d),
each player only needs to exchange a 2n dimensional vector
with others, which means that the total dimension of (14) is
3Nn, which is strictly less than Nn + N2p for N > 2. Thus,
the communication and computation burden of the algorithm
here is much smaller than the one in [06)].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the DNE seeking problem
for constrained aggregative games over jointly connected and
weight-balanced switching networks, which can be directed
and disconnected for every time instant. By integrating the
projected gradient technique and the dynamic average consen-
sus algorithm, we have converted our problem to the stability
problem of a time-varying nonlinear system which is solved
by establishing its exponential stability. Although we have not
yet considered coupling constraints, a natural extension for
future work is to investigate the generalized Nash equilibrium
seeking problem.
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