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Real-time game theoretic coordination of competitive mobility-on-demand
systems

Minghui Zhu and Emilio Frazzoli

Abstract— This paper considers competitive mobility-on-
demand systems where a group of vehicle sharing companies
provide pickup-delivery service in populated areas. The compa-
nies, on one hand, want to collectively regulate the traffic of the
user queueing network, and on the other hand, aim to maximize
their own net profit at each time instant by increasing the
user delivery and reducing the transition of empty vehicles. We
formulate the strategic interconnection among the companies as
a real-time game theoretic coordination problem. We propose
an algorithm to achieve vehicle balance and practical regulation
of the user queueing network. We quantify the relation between
the regulation error and the system parameters (e.g., the
maximum variation of the user arrival rates).

I. INTRODUCTION

Private automobiles are not a sustainable solution to per-
sonal mobility given their drawbacks of energy inefficiency,
high greenhouse gas emissions and induced traffic conges-
tion. The report [20] shows that in 2010, traffic congestion
caused an annual cost of 101 billion, and drivers spent 4.8
billion hours in traffic in United States. Mobility-on-demand
(MoD) systems represent a promising paradigm for future
urban mobility. In particular, MoD systems are one-way
vehicle-sharing systems where vehicle-sharing companies
provide sharing vehicles at stations in a geographic region
of interest, and users drive or are driven by the vehicles
from a pickup location to a drop-off location. Several pilot
programs have empirically demonstrated that MoD systems
are efficient in addressing the drawbacks of private automo-
biles. In MoD system, the arrivals and departures of users
are uncorrelated, so it is important to real-time reallocate the
vehicles to match the dynamic and spatial demands. In this
paper, we focus on competitive MoD systems where multiple
service suppliers compete with one another to maximize
their own profits. The paper [18] instead studies the scenario
where there is a single service supplier.

Literature review. Networked resource allocation among
competing users has been extensively studied in the context
of Game Theory. In [2], the authors exploit differential game
theory to derive Nash equilibrium controllers for multiple
self-interested users to regulate the traffic of a single queue.
However, the approach in [2] is not applicable to our problem
due to; e.g, the additional dynamics of vehicle queues, the
nonlinearity and non-smoothness of dynamic systems and
the presence of state and input constraints. Static games
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have also been widely used to synthesize decentralized
schemes for resource allocation, and a necessarily incomplete
reference list includes [1], [13], [16], [21], [23]. Another
relevant problem is demand response in the emerging smart
grid where customers manage their electricity consumption
in response to supply conditions. Some references on the
regard include [8], [12].

Our problem is also related to (open-loop) optimization
and games in dynamic environments. In [5], the authors
study the problem of seeking the common global optimum
of a sequence of time-varying functions. The papers [6],
[7] investigate resource allocation of communication systems
over time-varying fading channels. The online convex opti-
mization and games have been considered in the papers [11],
[24].

Another set of papers relevant to our work is concerned
with generalized Nash games. This class of continuous
games are first formulated in [3]. Since then, a great ef-
fort has been dedicated to investigating the existence and
structural properties of generalized Nash equilibria. An in-
complete reference list includes the recent survey paper [9]
and [4], [10], [19]. There have been several algorithms
proposed to compute generalized Nash equilibria, including
ODE-based methods [19], nonlinear Gauss-Seidel-type ap-
proaches [17], iterative primal-dual Tikhonov schemes [21]
and best-response dynamics [15]. In our recent paper [22],
we consider distributed computation of generalized Nash
equilibria over unreliable communication networks.

Contributions. In this paper, we present a model of com-
petitive MoD systems and formulate the problem of real-
time game theoretic coordination among multiple players
(i.e., vehicle sharing companies). In particular, each player
wants to collectively regulate the traffic of the user queueing
network through delivering the users to their destinations. On
the other hand, each player aims to maximize his net profit at
each time instant by increasing the user delivery and reducing
the transition of empty vehicles. We propose an algorithm
to achieve vehicle balance and practical regulation of the
user queueing network. The closed-loop system consists of
a feedback connection of the cyber and physical layers: in the
cyber layer, the players seek instantaneous Nash equilibrium
in a distributed fashion; the intermediate estimates of Nash
equilibrium are employed to control the physical queueing
networks after a proper projection; the states of the queueing
networks are injected into the cyber layer to keep track of
Nash equilibrium. We quantify the relation between the reg-
ulation error and the system parameters (i.e., the maximum
variation of the user arrival rates). For ease of presentation,



the notations of Sections [[IIl and [[V] will be introduced and
summarized in the Appendix.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we will provide a model for competitive
MoD systems and introduce the problem formulation con-
sidered in the paper. Basic notations used in this section are
summarized in Table [

TABLE I
BASIC NOTATIONS

¢ (t) user arrival rate at station x
v,[.f] (t) | number of vehicles of player ¢ at station x
ﬂ,[f ] (t) | delivery rate of player i at station
E] (¢) | transfer rate of empty vehicles of player 4
Qr(t) queue length of station x
Uk (1) controller of station x
1 indicator function
B; profit function of player ¢
C; cost function of player %
A. Model

A competitive MoD system consists of three intercon-
nected networks: the user queueing network, the vehicle
queueing network and the player network. Figure [I] shows
the architecture of the system.

XL XX L

S Sow Golr Gl
B S S & L
[0)5)

ol SV S ¥ v
& B

Fig. 1. A competitive MoD system where the companies of shared electrical
vehicles and bicycles serve the area

1) The user queueing network: There is a set of stations,
say S, in a spatial area of interest, and the interconnection of
the stations is characterized by the graph Gs £ {S, &} where
(k, k") € &\ diag(S) if and only if the users at station x can
be delivered to station «’. The graph Gs is fixed, undirected
and connected. Denote by N, £ {x’ € S| (k,x’) € &} the
set of neighboring stations of station k.

Users arrive at station k£ € S in a dynamic fashion. Let
¢x(t) € R>( be the user arrival rate at station « at time ¢, and
its temporal evolution is governed by the following ordinary
differential equation:

én<t) = hm(cm(t)’Qn(t)’t)' (1)

In (1), Q.(t) is the queue length of station x and will be
defined later. The function h, : ]R?;O — Ry>¢ is locally
Lipschitz in (c.(t), Q. (t)) and piecewise continuous in ¢.
Let axw (t) € [0,1] be the fraction of users who arrive at
station « at time ¢ and want to reach station ' # k. Thus
Y wren, Gerr (t) = 1. We assume that the fraction ay (t) is
fixed; i.e., e (t) = ayup for t > 0.

A queue is associated with each station x € S, and the
arrived users wait for the delivery in the queue. Let Q,.(t) €
R>( be the queue length of station x € S at time ¢, and it
dynamics is given by:

Qn(t) = (cx(t) — uﬁ(t))l[(;),c(t)zoh 2

where the initial state Q) (0) > 0 and the quantity u,(t) =
Yiev sl e R>¢ where ﬁ,.i (t) is the delivery rate of
player i at station x and V = {1,--. N} is the set of
players explained later.

Denote the vectors Q 2 (Qy)res, ¢ = (¢x)nes, € = (Q,¢)
and u 2 (u,)ees. We then rewrite (I) and (@) into the
following compact form:

hQ (C(t)a u(t))a (3)
¢(t) = he(c(t), Q(t),1). 4)

and then,

£(t) = he(&(t), u(t). 1) (5

2) The vehicle queueing network: There is a group of
players V £ {1,.-- N}. Each player is a vehicle-sharing
company, and he prov1des the service of delivering the users
on the graph Gs. Let v[z]( t) € R be the number of vehicles
of player ¢ stored at station « at time ¢. If U[Z]( t) > 0, then
player 1 is able to deliver the users leavmg statlon K at a rate
ﬁ,f (t) € |a, I[%]ax —a] with 0 < a < 2 ﬁma otherwise,
player 4 cannot deliver any user; i.e., BN (t) = 0. In order to
avoid vL]( t) becoming zero, each player i needs to reallocate
his empty vehicles. Let aLL (t) € [a,alx — a] with 0 <
a < %aﬁ]&x be the rate that the empty vehicles of player ¢
are transferred from station x to station ' at time ¢. The
dynamics of v,[.f] (t) is based on the mass-conservation law

and given by:
()7{ B[Z zanrfﬂ[]
K €N
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(6)
with the initial state ol (0) > 0. It is easy to verify that
o) > 0 for all ¢ > 0.

IThe quantity @ > 0 could be chosen arbitrarily small.



3) The player network: Each player in V' has three
partially conflicting objectives: the first one is to collectively
regulate the queue length Q,(t) to the desired level Q, €
R0, the second one is to maintain ol (t) to be strictly
positive, and the third one is to maximize his own net profits.
In the sequel, we will explain each objective in more detail.

Firstly, players aim to collectively regulate the queue
length Q. (t) to the desired level Q. For the time being,
we assume that there exists a smooth controller U (£(t)) =
(Uw(&x(t)))res which is able to achieve the queue regula-
tion. Hence, players share a common goal of enforcing the

controllers u,(t) = U, (§.(t)) for all k € S.

Secondly, each player ¢ wants to maintain v[]( t) >0
in order to sustain a non-trivial service rate AL’ (t) > 0.
Since UL](O) > 0, player i can achieve this goal through
simply keeping fu,[f] (t) as a constant; i.e., enforcing the hard

constraint o} (t) = 0 all the time.

Thirdly, each player is self-interested and desires to max-
imize his net profit at each time instant. In particular, each
player 7 is able to make a profit from the delivery service,
and the profit is modeled by B5;( g (t)) where the function
B; : R>g — Rx>¢ is smooth and strongly concave with
constant p; > 0. On the one hand, the transfer of empty
vehicles is costly, and the expense is modeled by Ci(aEL, (t))
where C; ]R>0 — R is smooth and strongly convex
with constant p; > 0. The net cost of player ¢ at trme tis

abstracted by >, 1yce, Ci ( ( )) = X res Bi (5;-; ()

The decision vector of player i at time ¢ is given by z!7 (t)
which is the collection of ald(t) £ (a,[i, (t))(x,x7)ces and
Bl(t) £ ( 1 (t))xes- The above three interests of player i
at time t are compactly expressed by the following convex
program parameterized by the vector U ({(t)):

min Ci( — B; ﬂ,[f] t
Z IBK H(t»’ K€ Sa
eV
+ > Bl - > @)
K EN K EN
+ Z [Z] K €S,
k' €Nk

() e z, (7)

where the dimension n; = \S|+2|5g| and the set Z; is defined
as: Z; & (R Bl ¢ € [a B — al, K €8, QEL' €
[a, ol — al, (k,&") € &} In (), the decrs10ns of
the players are coupled via the constraint ), Bl (t) =
U, (&:(t)) which represents the common goal of the queue
regulation. Other components in are instead separable.
By using v(z) = 0 if and only if v(z) < 0 and v(z) >
0, we rewrite the parametric convex program into the

following compact form:

min

2l (t)eRmi

st G(BU(t), B7(8), U (E(1)) <0,
Wi @) <o, @) ez, )

where G : RNBI — R™ (m = 2|S|) and Al : R™ — RP
(p = 2|S|) are affine functions. The components of G and
Kl are asymmetric; i.e., Gy = ng_HS‘ and h[] = 7h£4]—|8|
for 1 < ¢ < |S|. The collection of (8) will be referred to as
the CVX game parameterized by U(£(t)), and its solution,
Nash equilibrium, is defined as follows:

Definition 2.1: For the CVX game parameterized by
U(&(t)), the state Z(t) € Z £ [], .y, Zi is a Nash equilibrium
if and only if:

(1) G(B(t),U(£(1)) < 0 and h”( b)) <0
(2) for any 2l € Z; with G(BU1, BI=(t), U(£(t))) < 0
and Rl (211) <0, it holds that f;(20(t)) < f;(z1).
The set of Nash equilibria is denoted by X (£(¢)). Since f;
is strongly convex and separable, the map of partial gradients
is strongly monotone, and thus X¢(£(¢)) is non-empty; e.g.,
in [9].

B. Our objective

At each time instant ¢, the players aim to solve the CVX
game parameterized by the control command U (&(¢)), and
implement a Nash equilibrium in X (£(¢)). This procedure is
repeated at the next time instant by shifting the time horizon
forward. We term the collection of these finite-horizon games
over the infinite horizon as a real-time game. In this paper,
we will design an algorithm to update z(¢) such that real-
time game theoretic coordination is achieved; that is,

im dist(2(1), Xc(£(2))) = 0,
tkgloo Qﬁ(t) - QK?
vil(8) = vi(0),

K €S,

keSS, 1€V, t>0. 9

Remark 2.1: In contrast to [2], [4], our real-time game
theoretic coordination formulation relaxes the computation of
infinite-horizon Nash equilibrium. Instead, our formulation
aims to real-time seek the collection of instantaneous Nash
equilibrium. By Lemma one can see that if z(t) asymp-
totically achieves X (£(t)), then the infinite-horizon average
performance of z(¢) is identical to that of X (£(¢)). More
importantly, the formulation allows us to handle constrained
discontinuous dynamic systems and relax the a priori infor-
mation of the arrival rates over the infinite horizon.

Our game formulation is partially motivated by receding-
horizon control or model predictive control; e.g., in [14],
whose control laws are based on solving a sequence of finite
horizon optimal control problems. Our game formulation is
also partially inspired by optimization and games in dynamic
environments; e.g., in [5], [6], [11]. However, this set of
papers only consider open-loop decision making. °



C. Assumptions
A

Let Bmax = ey B e 2 Siev ol In the
remainder of this paper, we suppose that the following set
of assumptions hold.

Assumption 2.1: It holds that Bmdx are identical for all
i € V and ¢, (t) € [Cmin, Cmax) for all ¢ > 0 and k € S. In
addition, 2Na < cpin < Cmax < PBmax — Va.

Assumption 2.2: There is 6. > 0 such that ||¢,(t)]] < 4.
for all x and ¢ > 0. )

Assumption 2.3: For any Sl with ﬁ € [a ,ﬁr[fl]ax —al,
there is !4 such that O‘EL/ € |a, aan —a] and the following

holds for x € S:
Y el X all 4 Y ald =0
K’EN;{ KIENN

K €N

Assumption requires that the maximum delivery rate
is larger than the maximum arrival rate. This assumption is
necessary for the queue stabilization. Assumption [2.2] means
that the variations of the arrival rates are bounded. The
combination of Assumptions [2.1)and 2.2]implies that there is

d¢ > 0 such that [|£(t)| < d¢ for all ¢ > 0. Assumption

implies that given any feasible delivery vector B[, each
player ¢ is able to maintain the vehicle balance at different
stations. Since Gs is undirected, this assumptlon requires that
ah,]ax is large enough in comparison with ﬂmax

ITI. PRELIMINARIES

In the sequel, we will first introduce an approximation of
the CVX game parameterized by ((t) = U(£(t)), namely,
the regularized game. In order to simplify the notations,
we will drop the dependency of ((t) on time ¢. We will
then characterize the distance between the CVX game and
the regularized game. After this, we will perform sensitivity
analysis on the regularized game.

A. The existence of smooth controllers

With Assumption we will show that the regulation
of user queues can be achieved via the following smooth
controller:

un(t) = Us(&s(t)) = ex(t) = Un(@u (1))
A Cmin ﬁmax Cmax + m — Na
= Ci t _
cx(t) 2 +1+2w—@(t) o0
(10

Towards this end, it is easy to verify that U.(Q,) = ¢, (t)
and U, (&x(1)) € [“g=, — Na] C [Na, Bmax — Na| by
utilizing the monotonicity of the functions in U,.. Hence, the
controller Uy (&, (t)) is realizable for the players. Further-
more, the Lie derivative of the regulation error 2(Q,(t) —

Qr)? along @) for Q.(t) > 0 is given by:
Qn( ) QN)Q = (Qn(t) - Qn)

Bmax — Cmax — NCl
1+2M —(Qx(t)—Qx)

X (Qn(t) — QH)( —(Qe(M=Qx) _ 1),

max

> dt( Us(Qn(1))

(an

S0, (Qn(t) = Qu)Un(Qu(t)) < 0 for Qu(t) — Qs # 0 and

Qx(t) > 0. Hence, U, (&4 (t)) is able to regulate Q. (t) to

Q, from any initial state @, (0) > 0. This controller will be

used in the remainder of the paper. In the sequel, we will

find uniform upper bounds on ||dU(f || and ||d U]
Lemma 3.1: The following holds for all £ > O

H “n w Lue
< o

| <D?. (12)

Proof: Notice that

dUﬁ(gﬁ) o ﬁmax — Cmax + % — Na
dQy (1 + 2Bmu—cmax—Ne o (Qu-Qu))2
-2 max — Cmax — N o A
v (—2)(B c a)6 Q. Qﬁ)’
Cmin
2U.(€r)  (Bmax — Cmax + <3 — NQ)W
2 N Bmax—cmax—NLL _ o R
2(6 — C — Na) . A
1- max e (Qru—Qr))2
- ( ( Cmin € ) )
e—(Qm—Qn)’
Wis)
dey :

The above relations in conjunction with e (@) ¢
[0, e9~] establish the desired bounds. [ |

B. The regularized game

1) Regularized Lagrangian functions: To relax the con-
straints of G(3,¢) < 0 and hl(2[1) < 0, we define the
following regularized Lagrangian function for player ::

Li(z, p, A <>:fi< )+ (1. G(B, Q) + (A, A1)
_TZ +w max_ﬁ[l]))

KES
—r Y (@) + vl o))

(k,K")EESs

m p )
SIATZ 473 ) + 7w, (13)

=1 /=1

€ 2
5l

with € > 0, 7 > 0 and u € R™ and Al € RP are dual
multipliers. The function ) is the logarithmic barrier function
and defined as follows:

{ ¥(s) =log(3),
P(s) = —o0,
Note that 1 is concave and monotonically increasing over
R~g. In £;, the hard constraints g, > 0, AB] > 0 and
21l € Z; are relaxed by those defined via the logarithmic
function. In addition, the terms associated with € play a role
of regularization as shown in Lemma

We then introduce a set of dual players {0} U V,, =
{1,---,N}, and p is the decision vector of dual player 0,
and Al is the decision vector of dual player i. Each primal

player i € V aims to minimize £; over 2/ € R". Each dual
player i € Vj, desires to maximize £; over A\l € R” and

s >0,
s <0.



dual player 0 wants to maximize H(z, i1, ¢) £ (i, G(53,¢)) —
Sllpll* + 7372 ¥(ue). This game is referred to as the
regularized game (RG game, for short) parameterized by ¢
and the definition of its NEs is given as follows:

Definition 3.1: The state (2,1, \) € R"T™*? is a Nash
equilibrium of the RG game parameterized by ( if and only
if the following hold for each primal player i € V:

Loz, A, Q) < LM 200 5 A, ¢), - weld e R,
the following hold for each dual player i € V,,,:
Li(Z A, ¢) < £4(2,5,01,0), Al e RP,
and the following hold for dual player O:
H(Zu,Q) < H( (), YueR™

The set of NEs of the RG game parameterized by ( is
denoted as Xgq(¢). Since the logarithmic barrier function
penalizes 1 ¢ R, an infinite cost, thus it must be f(¢) >
0 for any NE 7j(¢) € Xgra(¢). Analogously, Al1(¢) > 0,
B¢ € (0, and @, (¢) € (0,all,) for any NE
71(¢) € Xra(C)-

2) Convexity of the RG game: Since f; is strongly convex
in z[7 and w is concave over R~g, then ,C is strongly convex

€ Z; & 0 e v | B e [0,84], K €
S, oz,[,fL, € [0 al[n]ax] (k,k") € &s} with constant
min{p;, p;}. By introducing the quadratic perturbation of
£||AF)2, the function of L;(z,pu,-,¢) is strongly concave
in A} with constant e over RY . This can be verified via
the following computation:

d*L;
e T T T, <
d(A")? (Ae)?
Analogously, the function of H(z,

(1 with constant € over RZ,
3) Monotonicity of the RG game: 1t is noted that all the

in 2l

(14)

) is strongly concave in

functions involved in £; are smooth in Z x RZ, x RZ,. We
then define Vi ﬁi(z7u,)\[i],§) 1 Z x RT, x ]Rp — R™
as the partial gradient of the function EZ-(~7 [ 4, )\[ 4.¢) at

2l Other partial gradients can be defined in an analogous
way. Let 7 £ (2,1, )\), and define the map VQ : Z x
RZy x RY ) — R™™*P as partial gradients of the player’s
objective functions:

VQ(n,¢)
£ [Vzmﬁl(z, 78 A[l],C)T .
= VuH(z 1, Q)T
— Vaw L1(z, p, A O

vz[N] EN(Z7 1y )‘[N] ) C)T

T V)\[N]ﬁN(Z, My A[N]7<)T:|

The following lemma shows that the quadratic perturba-
tions of §||u||> and £||Al|[? regularize the game map V{2
to be strongly monotone over Z x R

Lemma 3.2: The regularized game map V(n,() is
strongly monotone over Z x RZ(” with constant po =
min{min;ev {p;, p;}, €}. In addmon there is a unique NE

71(¢) € Xra(C)-

T

Proof: Pick any pair of 1,7 € Z x R7;". Since G and
hl) are affine, one can verify that

(V1. Q) = VA7), —17)
2 Z i filz ] — V. fi(f[i]),z[i] — g[i]>
eV
+ellp = al*+e Y AT = A2 4+ By + B, + B,

iev
15)

where the terms of Bj, Be and Bs are given by:

B

Bt —r 3 S iy - -

i€V KES 5

1 i 2t
+TZZ [q] i —[i])(ﬂf[{] _ﬂl[{])?

i€V keS ﬁmax n /Bmax

B Y Y (Lo _é] (ald, —all)

i€V (k,k')EEs nn’ KK
1 bl _ Sl

T TZ Z o (il 1] M — Qe

'LGV( K')EEs max O Qmax — Qe

B3 £ TZ(log(W) — log(fie)) (ke — fie)
=1
P . _ ,

+7 3> (log(A) —log(A) (4! = A7),

i€V (=1

By using the monotonicity of functions in By, By, Bs, it is
readily to verify that By, By, Bs > 0. Apply the mean-value
theorem for vector functions and f; is strongly convex with
constant min{p;, p; } to (L3). We then reach the desired result
that V2 is strongly monotone over Z x R”” with constant
pa. The strong monotonicity of V{2 ensures the existence
and uniqueness of NE in Xgg((); i.e., in [9]. [ |

C. Approximation errors of the RG game

As mentioned before, in the RG game, the hard constraints
e > 0, )\1[;] > 0 and z[1 € Z; are relaxed by those
defined via the logarithmic function. Hence, the RG game is
completely unconstrained. This will allow us to characterize
the sensitivity of the RG game on (. However, the RG game
is merely an approximation of the CVX game. We now move
to characterize how good this approximation is.

By the convexity or concavity of £; on its components,
the following first-order conditions hold for the unique NE

7i(¢) € Xra(Q):

VZU] ‘Ci (57 [j'a S‘[l] ’ C) = O’
VMH(’%aﬂa C) = 0

v)\[i] ‘Cl(ga ﬂ7 X[Z]a C) = 07
(16)



These relations are explicitly expressed as follows:

p
L ANIEY
=1

m

g fi(21) +ZMV wGe(B,¢) +

—»f%ﬁ'+»44441;4447 0, k€S, (17)
K max 55
RICURS SPLTIED
! =1 o
T T
[1] + [4] ~[4] = 07 (‘%7 Hl) € 537 (18)
Qs Omax — Q)
~ ~ T
€/~I'Z_G€(ﬁa<.)_z:07 é:l’ , 1, (19)
A =) - =0 f=1 (20)
¢

Since ﬂg,S\Li] > 0, solving (I9) and 20) renders the
following:

G0 > 0. AT =g(h(2)) > 0.

The following proposition verifies that the RG game can
be rendered arbitrarily close to the CVX game by choosing
a pair of sufficiently small € and 7. In particular, (P1) and
(P2) show that the violation of equality constraints is at most
max{sy(€,7),56(€,7)} = o(€, 7). (P3) implies that the cost
at the NE 7(¢) is o(7)-suboptimal. (P4) and (P5) provide a
set of bounds on NEs.

Proposition 3.1: The unique NE 7(¢) € Xgrg(¢) is an
approximation of X¢(¢) in the following way:

P1) RG] < ule, )
(P2) |Gx(B)] < <sale,7); ,
(P3) The following holds for any 2l
G(p1, g=1,¢) < 0 and RI(211) < 0:
£ < £ + 7(p +m)

+27(|S| log(BliL) +

(P4) It holds that for i € V:

il = g( Q1)

€ Z; with

|gS| log( max))

(P5) It holds that

(7] [d]
7-ﬁmax < ﬁ* i < B[l] _ 7-/Bmax
/ — K — max / I’
27’ =+ 5 max 2 + 5 max
[%] [¢]
e <all, <], -

27 + 5”amax 21 + (5”amax .

Proof: In order to simplify the notations, we drop the
dependency on the parameter ( unless necessary.
Claim 1: (P1) holds.
Proof: Since 1) is an NE, then the following holds for
any z[1 € R™:

Li(Z, iy N) — Li (2172050 5, A) <0

that is,

FiG) + (i, G(B)) + (A, Rl (2l

=7 (BB + (Bl — B)
KES

—r Y (W@l + el —all))
(k,k")EEs

< fil) + < G (B, B)) + (A, R )

_TZ [’L] +¢ r[rll]ax_ﬁi[ﬁi]))
KES

7 Y @) +uell.—al)). @)
(k,k")EEs

Choose Bi] = gl By Assumption [2.3] there is & with

ALL, € [a, all — a) such that Al (2 2]) < O Substitute 20

into (22), and we have

fi(B1) + (W, RI(E))

—T Y (W) + el - al)
(k,r")EES

< Fi() + (39, i (51

-7 Y (e + el
(k,k")EES

Notice that the last two terms on the right-hand side of (23))

are non-positive. So it follows from (23) that

<;\ bl ([l)>§6i-

) B )

(24)

By (20), it is easy to see that S\Q]hg](ém) are lower
bounded by —. Substitute these relations into (24), and it
gives that

ARl 2y < 6, + (p — 1), (25)

Consider the first case of hiJ(zl) > 0. Substitute I)
into (23), and it renders that
2hli) (3112 + R ()[Rl (200)2 4 der

7).

< A2
< 2€(0; + (p —

Hence, 1 (200) < ¢ (e, 7).

Consider the second case of h[l](Nm) < 0. By the
asymmetry of the components in Al there is ' # x such
that h[](zm) h[](zm) and h[](zm) > 0. Follow the
above steps, and we have hL (z[’]) < <n(e, 7). Hence, we
have A/ (211) > —q,(e, 7). The combination of the above
two cases establishes (P1). |

Claim 2: (P2) holds.

Proof: Pick any 1 <k < IS| and let " = x + . Then
Gr(B) = =G (B).

Consider the first case of GH(B) > 0. Recall that

ZZEV B — ¢ = G,(B). So there exists i € V such that
3] 3li 3l _ s

((:H + G(B)) < Bi’. Choose (7 such that 3’ = S and

a]. Hence,

[/L] Ch‘/ /anax
ﬂﬁ/ = B3,/ for &’ # k. Recall that 5 € [a, P53 — ;
Bl e [a, e — a). By Assumption [2.3] there is &l such

that aLf] [a a1[rn}ax - a] and h’[z] (2M> < 0.



fG,{/(B), we have [i,

By (21) and G, B) = = P =
1G,.(B). Hence, we have
(2, G(B) - G(B))
=[x (G ( ) N(A>)+ﬂ/{’< (ﬁ/{)_ m’(B))
Gu(B) Ge(B), _ Gu(B)?
= Hr N MH’(_ N ) Ne (26)

Recall that AR ](z[l) > —r. Substitute 20 into @22),
and it gives that G.(5)? < Ne(d; + pr). Hence, G(B) <
\/Ne(5; + pr) when G,.(5) > 0.

Analogous to Claim 1,

Ne(d; +pr) when G(j)

we have GH(B) >
< 0. The combination

of the above two cases establishes (P2). |
Claim 3: (P3) holds.
Proof: 1Tt is a result of the relation (22)). [ |

Claim 4: (P4) holds.
Proof: 1t is easy to verify that the first-order derivative

‘() = ——25L___ > 0 and th d-order derivati

g'(s) e > 0 and the second-order derivative

g'(s) = —28+der .~ (), Hence, the function g is strictly
(s 2+4ET)

increasing and strictly convex. From and (P1), we
establish the desired bounds on i, and b |
Claim 5: (P5) holds.
Proof: 1t is noted that

IV 50 £ (1) +ZuN 1Ge(B. ) +ZAMvﬂh E)
< swp [V fiH) + S il + S 1) < 5.
zllez; (=1 =1
(27)
3lil Bl Bl
Assume ;' < 2o 50 < ==, Then we have
, T T , T 2T
‘5“@*5@%_ 2R U N
This contradicts . So it must be ﬁ,g > % The
remainder of (PS) can be shown in an analogous WZ}X [ ]
It completes the proof for Proposition [3.1] [ |

Remark 3.1: The bounds on ﬂ,[.f] and QEL, are shifted by
a, and the argument in ¢ is scaled by a. In this way the last
two terms on the right-hand side of (23) are non-positive for
any 2l € Z,. .

D. Sensitivity analysis

As mentioned before, the RG game is completely uncon-
strained. This allows us to perform sensitivity analysis on the
RG game, and characterize the variation of the NE 7(U(€))
induced by the variation of &. In this part, we will drop the
dependency of the NE 7j(¢) on ¢ unless necessary.

Toward this end, we denote a set of matrices as follows:

Vimzmﬁl
Rl (77) £ :
VimzmﬁN
V. G1(8,0)7
Ry £ :
W GL(B, Q)T

Ry 2 diag([V ahlf ](5[‘])

2
Vil

Vi[mzmﬁN
vz[ll Gm(B» C)T

z[N]G (B C)
,V.uh H( [z]) Diev,

Ra(n )—dlag(6+ )

R5(7) 2 dlag(dlag(e+ )e=1, p)icv-

<”[”>

Recall that G and hl! are affine. Then V. nL; = 0 if
1 # j. Since L; is separable in its components, thus R (7], ()
is diagonal, symmetric and positive definite. In addition, Ra
and R3 are constant due to G and h!" being affine.

With the above notations at hand, we can derive the partial
derivative of the left-hand side of with respect to 7
evaluated at (7], (), and this derivative is given by:

. Ri(7) RJ RY
Ju() = | —Re Ra() 0
—R3 0 Rs5(1)

Let Jy be the partial derivative of the left-hand side
of to (20) with respect to (. Since G is affine in ,
then Jy is state-independent. We then denote

J(7) = In (i)~

will be shown to be non-singular in the

YN, (28)

where Jy7 (7)1
following lemma.
Lemma 3.3: The matrix Jjz(7(¢)) is non-singular, posi-
tive definite and its spectrum is uniformly lower bounded by
emin;ey {p;, p;} > 0. In addition, J(7(¢)) is continuously
differential in ¢, and the following relation holds:

dp(UE®) _ /= dU(£(1)) ;
—a J(n(U(S(t))))Wﬁ(t)- (29)
Proof: Recall the following identity for non-singular
All
A Ay T A 071 AT A,
As Ay | | A3 T 0 Ay —A3AT'A,
(30)

By (30), the determinant of .J5;(7) is computed as follows:

det(Jas(77)) = det [ R4O(ﬁ) R50(77

) | et
where T'(7]) is given by:
Ti(77) £ Ru(7) + T ()

5 Ry + [RY R [



Recall that Ry (7)), R4(77) and Rs(7;) are symmetric and
diagonal. So T)(7) and T5(7) are symmetric. Since R4 (7))
and Rj;(7) are positive definite and diagonal, so T(7}) is
positive semi-definite. Recall Ry(7}) is positive definite. By
using Apmin (A1 + As) > Anin(A1) + Amin(A2), we know
that T3 (77) is positive definite. Hence, det(77(7)) # 0 and
det(J M( 7)) # 0. This implies that Jy/(7) is non-singular.

By (30) again, the determinant of Jy/(7) is computed as
follows:

)\mm(JM(f])) Z /\min( R40(77) RSO(f)) :l )Amin(Tl (ﬁ))

> €

Amin(Rl (ﬁ)) Z egéi‘gl{pia p;}
Recall that Jj(77) is non-singular. By the inverse function
theorem, we reach that 7(¢) and J(7(¢)) are continuously

differentiable in ¢ and the derivative of 7} with respect to ¢
is given by:

€2y

With the relation (31), we establish the derivative of
(U (&(t))) with respect to ¢ as follows:

di(U(§(t)) _ dn(C(t)) : _ dU(i(t))
&= a0 = IO ),
where d[éég(g)) is well-defined since U is smooth. |

Remark 3.2: In the paper [6], a relation like between
saddle-points and the parameter is derived from the Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker condition. However, the results in [6] are not
applicable to our problem. Firstly, the Lagrangian functions
L; and H are merely concave in A/ and p if e, 7 = 0.
Secondly, the paper [6] assumes that the state-dependent
matrix derived from the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker condition is
uniformly non-singular. This is not easy to check a priori
and may lead to instability in our feedback setup. .

Lemma 3.4: The functions J(n) dr{iég) and VQ are Lip-
schitz continuous with constant L; > 0 and Lo > 0,
respectively, over Y.

Proof: Note that Jus(n)Ja(n)~t = 1. Take the
derivative on 7, and we have

dJn(n) 1 dJa(n)~t
dn Iv(n)™ + Jm(n) dn =0.
This gives the following relations:
dJy(n)~! 1y @I () —1
TN ) < )
I a <)~ Ml —— dn HTar ()=l
2||dJ1V1( )

< i o
< (651&13{17“,02})

where in the last inequality we use Lemma

By (12), we derive the following relations:

0 WOy e

R IR [

< Ceain{oi 1) 210w ) ( T,
2

IS5 & < e

< emin{pi, pi} | Jv]| D (32)

From , we reach the desired Lipschitz constant L; on
J(n) ) ze over Y. [ |
IV. REAL-TIME GAME THEORETIC COORDINATION

In this section, we will present an algorithm for the real-
time game theoretic coordination. It will be followed by the
convergence properties of the closed-loop system.

A. Algorithm statement
Denote by 7(t) the NE of the CVX game parameterized

by ¢(t) = U(&(t)) where 7(t) consists of
Bty 2 (B O)neshiev.  a(1) 2 (@10 (D) mawreesiev
) 2 () weqt o mys A 2 (AT weqs, - p)iev

At each time ¢, each primal player i malntalns the esti-

mates (5 (t))nes and (A, (1)) (e.uyees Of (BY(1))nes and

(d,[j€ (t)) (k,n")e€s - Each dual player 7 maintains the estimates
(S\E](t)),{e{lﬁ...’p} of (A,[i](t))ne{l,...,p}. The operator then
maintains the estimate p(¢t) of fi(t).

The decision makers update their own estimates
by decreasing the distance to the instantaneous Nash
equilibrium 7j(¢) and simultaneously following the
temporal variation of 7(¢). The update rules are
g1ven in  Algorithm g}/ In particular, the quantity

v(t) = J(n(t),UE®1))) T tt))f( t) serves as the estimate
of w in Lemma , and is decomposed into
(@) o O ou ()T o (0o ()T
where vy (t) (resp. vy (t)) is assigned to primal (resp. dual)
player ¢ and v, (t) is assigned to the operator.

The quantities of Al1(¢) and &l¥(t) are intermediate
estimates and probably fails to enforce the constraint

@H(t) 0 To address this, each primal player i obtains
(al(t), BU(t)) = Qi(bl(t)) where gU(t) = pl(#) and
all(t) is the orthogonal projection of G&l”)(t) onto the set

Zl(t) defined by:

=l () {a’]e]R|5*‘|Aa’]—b (1),
EL/ € [CL O[Li]ax - a]? (Kﬂ K ) S ES}
where bl (t) = BU(1) — X enr. awnBEl(t) and bl (t) =

(]

(bi’ (t))xes. After that, all the players in V' implements
the control commands ﬂ,[.f] (t) and oz[l] ,(t) in the queue
dynamics (3). Here, each primal player i prioritizes the
stabilization of the user queues, and enforces the constraint
0,:(t) = 0 by reallocating his empty vehicles.



Remark 4.1: The computation of the orthogonal projec-
tion can be encoded by the following quadratic program
which can be solved by a number of existing efficient
algorithms:

- i _ &l (g2
min [t — alie)
st Aall = bl (¢), H, €la,all —a), (k+)eés.

If amax is sufficiently large, the computation of the orthog-
onal projection can be greatly simplified. Let al?(¢) to the
projection of &!”l(¢) onto the solution set of Aal = blil(#).
Notice that A is orthogonal to all the vectors in the plane of
Aall = blil(t). Then we have

A(Aa (1) — Aalil(t)) = &l (1) — ol (2).
That is,
all (t) = all (t) —

A(Aall () — bl (1)).

[ ]
The real-time game theoretic regulator is formally stated
in Algorithm [T}

Algorithm 1 Real-time game theoretic coordinator

Require: Each primal (resp. dual) player ¢ chooses the
initial state z1(0) € Z; (resp. A(0) € A;). The
operator chooses the initial state p(0) € M.

Ensure: At each time instant ¢ > 0, the decision makers
execute the following steps:

1: The operator generates the estimate v(t) =
J(n(t), U(f(t)))d[{igg))f(t), and update u(t) according
to the following rule:

fu(t) = Par[p(t) + aDp(t) + vu ()] = pu(t),

where o > 0 and D, (t) £ V,H(z(t), u(t), U(E(2))).
The operator then informs player ¢ the information of
(5 (1), v (1), u(1)). |

2: Bach primal (resp. dual) player i updates () =
(BUL(t), a1 (t)) (resp. AlI(t)) according to the following
rule:

=Py, [21(t) — aDU(t) + v (1)] — 21 (1),
AU (@),

+
— Py, [)\[i] (t) + aD{ (1) + 5 (1)) -

where DY (£) £ V10 £:(2(t), (1), A (2), U (£(t))) and

Dyl(r) £ mcxz( ), 1(£), Al (), U(&(0))).
3: Each player ¢ generates and implements the control

commands (!4 (t), 81 (¢)) = Q; (bl (¢)).

B. The closed-loop system and its performance analysis

The closed-loop system consists of the user queueing
network (3), @), the vehicle queueing network (6) and the
real-time game theoretic coordinator (Algorithm [I). For the
sake of completeness, we summarize the closed-loop system
in Algorithm

Algorithm 2 The closed-loop system

1: The dynamics of the user queueing network:
Qt) = holelt). u(t)),
C(t) = hc<c(t)7 Q(t)a t),
Siev BE(t) with

where the controller wu,(t) =

(all(1), B(t)) = Qi (bl (2)).

2: The dynamics of the vehicle queueing network:

On(t) = 0.

3: The real-time game theoretic coordinator:
i(t) = Pcln(t) — aD(®) + I (1), (1)) Lot

—n(t).

The following theorem summarizes the performance of the
closed-loop system.

Theorem 4.1: Suppose Assumptions and
hold. Suppose the following holds:

92 (1—apg+ oL + (L;DM5e)?
1
+ (14 aLg)L;DV6e)? <1

The estimates 3l (¢) and al”() generated by Algorithm
approximates 7(t) = Xgrg({(t)) in the way that

CRIG]
)] < | Allsa(e ),

Jim_[|89(0) -
lim sup ||al? () —

t——+oo

(33)

Furthermore, the queue dynamics achieves the following:

hm Sup ||QK:(t) - QRH S maX{Amina Amax}a (34)
t—+oo

where Ay, 2 In(1 + 5—2eler)
and Apayx = —In(1 — %)

Remark 4.2: Recall that /_;?;X: min{min;ev {pi, pi}, €}
and 0, represents an upper bound on the maximum variation
of the user arrival rate. If ¢ is smaller, we can choose a
set of smaller «, € and 7 to satisfy ¥ < 1 and reduce the
right-hand sides of and (34). That is, if the maximum
variation of the user arrival rates is smaller, the steady-state
system performance can be improved. )

Proof: We divide the proof into several claims.

Claim 1: It holds that ||v(¢)|| < 4, for all ¢ > 0.

Proof: 1t is noted that

(1 + BmdxfcmxfaeQ ))

Cmin

)] < 7o), UEEMII (((>))|||5< )|
|InIDDde

= emingev{pi, pi}
where we use Lemma [3.1] the relation (28) and Lemma [3.3]
|



Claim 2: It holds that s, (t) € [0,A,] and A (2) €
[0,A,] for all £ > 0.
Proof: The dynamics associated with y,; can be written
as follows:

/ln(t) = _:U%(t) + dn(t)7 (35)

where d,.(t) € [0,A,] for all ¢ > 0. It is readily to see that
[0, A,] is an invariant set of (33) and thus 4, (t) € [0, A,,] for
all t > 0. Analogously, one can verify that aL]( t) € [0, A,]
for all ¢ > 0. _ _ u

Claim 3: It holds that 0 . < 8(t) < o) . and

B, max

o) i < @l (1) < 6 nax for all i € V and ¢ > 0.
Proof: The dynamics associated with ﬂ,[f] can be written
as follows:
“rs T T .
5L] (t) ﬁmax - 51[1] (t)
where

d(t) = =V fi(Z() + Y me()V 5 Ge(B(1), U(E(#)))
=1

+ Z A (@)

Note that d[]( t) < dg. Analogous to (PS) of Proposi-
tion one can show that 5[Bl]mm < g (t) < 5E}max.
Analogously, it holds that &, i

(1)) +vil(e).

< aM (1) <0,
Claim 4: It holds that uﬁ( ) € [5H,min,(5u7max] and
AN( ) [6/\,mm7 6}\7max]
Proof: The dynamics associated with p,; can be written
as follows:

(1) = Parlp(t) = (emet) = Gu(B(0), Ge(0) = - =)
+ vk ()] = g (1) 37)
|
Let u(t) = VQ(7i(t), ((t)), and x(t) £ “CED) From the

definition of K one can see that Px never app ies and thus,

Pr[ij(t) — au(t) + J(ﬁ(t))x(t)é(t)]
= 0(t) — au(t) + J (7)) x (H)E(H).
This implies the following temporal evolution of 7(¢):

IO — e

= Px[ij(t) — au(t) + J(7i(t)) x(DE(®)] = ().

The combination of Lemma [3.4] and Claims 5 and 6
implies that

17(n(t)) = J@@)I < Lsln(t) =70,
1D(t) = w(®)| < Lalln(t) — n(@)|.

We recall the regulator for players as follows:

0(t) = Prln(t) — aD(t) + J(n(t), ¢(6)x (&) — n(ai
(41)

(38)

(39)
(40)

~ A

Choose the Lyapunov function candidate W (n(t),7(t)) =
LIn(t) — 7(t)|[* for system (@I). The following claim pro-
vides an estimate of W.

Claim 5: The following estimate holds:

W < 2(=14 (9 4 0)5)W + T(t), (42)

Proof: 1t follows from (38) and @T) that

W = (n(r) — (0, it) — 00

= () = qt)lI* + (),

where the term W(t) is given by:

(t) £ (e) (1) |
Picln(t) = aD(t) + J(n(t). CONDEW)]
— Pili(t) — au(t) + JGOXOED)-

By the non-expansiveness property of Pg, we have

IPx [n(t) — aD(t) + J (n(t), () x (B)ED)]
= Pr[ii(t) — au(t) + J(@(0)xBED]
< l(n(t) = () — a(D(t) —u(t))
+ (T ((t), COMXBER) — T xBED)I?
< lIn() = a@)|* = aln(t) = i(t), D(t) — u(t))
+a?[|D(t) — u(®)]?
+ (1T (n(t), CE)XDEE) = T@EO)XBER)I?
+ lIn(t) = a(®)||
X (1T (n(t), COMXBER) = T @)X BED)]
+al|D(t) —u@)]
X (1T ((t), COMXBER) = T @0 DED)].
By the strong monotonicity, we have the following for the
second term on the right-hand side of {@4):
(n(t) = n(t), ~(D(t) —u(t)) < —palln(t) = a®)[>. @5)

We have the following for the last three terms on the right-
hand side of (@4):

1T ((t), COMX@RER) — T xDED)]
< Lylxe®lln(t) = a(®)])- (46)

Substitute @3), @0) and @6) into {@4). After grouping,

we have the following:

Pk [n(t) — aD(t) + J(n(t), C(£))x(£)&(1)]
— Pxlii(t) — aul(t) + J(G()x(®)E()]|1?

< (1 - apg +a®LE + L3 (DM se)?
+ (1 + aLo) Ly DM se) [n(t) — a(t)|*.

This estimate further implies the following estimate of ¥(¢):

(43)

(44)

(47)

[ (t)]| < (1 — apg + oL + L2 (DM o)
+ (14 aLo)Ly (DY) 2 () — )2, @8)



Claim 4 immediately implies that the following conver-
gence property:
Jlim () = (8)] = 0. (49)
From Proposition it follows that 7j(t) € Xgra(¢(t)) is
an approximation of X¢(¢(¢)). Since the function [G,(-)]*
is continuous, thus it follows from Proposition [3.1] and #9)
that

lim sup |G (x(t), (50)

t——+o0

I < sale, 7).

Hence, the controller for the queue network can be written
in the following way:

un(t) = Uﬁ(g(t)) + Am(t)a

where the perturbation term A(t) satisfies

(G

limsup ||Ax (@) < sa(e, 7).
t—+oo

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have introduced a model of competitive
MoD systems and proposed a real-time game theoretic coor-
dination problem for the system. We have came up with an
algorithm to achieve vehicle balance and practical regulation
of the user queueing network.

VI. APPENDIX

A. Notations

In this section, we summarize the notations used in Sec-

tions [Tl and [V]

1) Notanons for Section . Denote Z; 2 {:l1 ¢
(4] [4]

R™ | ﬁ [Cl Bmax - CL] K € S Qs - [a, Qlmax —
Claim 7: The relation (34) holds. da, (/<; K€ &), 72 H o Zi Z 2Ll e rm | gl e
Proof:  Consider the Lyapunov function candidate [ 5 ’ K€ S, @ Ze 0,0, (k) € &) and
Ve (Qn) = %(Q,.€ — Q)2 Its Lie derivative along (@) is given s e pr max s
by: HZEV
dv - =
dQ Qn = (in(t) - QH)QK
" ~ ~ (1) a Bmax — Cmax + cmf — Na
= (Qﬁ(t) - QH)(UH(g(t)) + éﬁ(t)) DU - ‘S|(1 + (1 + 2Bmax_cmax_Na)2
= (Qut) = Qe @O L AD). Ly
(52) — emmes Or),
When Q(t) = Qr > Apax, We have @) & (B = o + 9 — No) 2Tt =)
U = Bmax—Cmax—Na\4
max ~ Cmax T — —0 1+27
B /B —C _Ca, ( a( ) 9 )(6 (Qn(t) Qn) - 1) + A(t) ( Cmin )
14 maxcmlt:ax —(Q (o ) % (1 + (2(6max — Cmax — Na) oMaxkes Qm)Q)emaXneS Qr{7
< (6max — Cmax — a)(ei(Q'{(t)iQ“) — 1) + §G(€,T) < —gG(QT). Cmin
Hence, the following holds for Q,.(t) — Q. > —In(1 —
2¢a (e, 7 .
)
QK = €,T Arr1ax~ (53)
o0 < —ste) e
_ g(8) £ —(s+ V' s2 + 4der),
Analogously, when Q. (t) — Qx < —Apin, We have 2¢ _ _
) 7 52 s fi(l) — it fi()
s (@000 1)+ A1) ez e
L Puniheten(@:0700) + 27 (IS (Bma) + |51t (@mar)),
— — = A
> Dl =0 (@070 1)~ () sule,) £ max Veldi+ = D),
Cmin é N ]
> e so(eo7) 2 s VNG + 1)
_ = V i fi
Hence, the following holds for Q. (t) — Qx < —Amnin: g Z[Sl]llepz I gl fi (D
Q (e 54 +2(S| max{g(—<c (€, 7)), g(sc (e, 7))}
K X €T min-
dQn + 2[S[max{g(—cn(e, 7)), g(sn (€, 7))},
The combination of (53), (54) establishes the desired result 5 = [S]UP IV, ol iz D
ez,

of (34). [

This completes the proof for Theorem [.1] [ |

+ 2S[max{g(—<n(e, 7)), g(sn(e, 7))}



forany T' > K

8y £ (emin{pi, pi}) || [ Db 7 e ldt g(t)||dt
A : —1 1
A = glsale, 7)) + (eminfpi, pi}) | Iv [ Db, K
. v RO gl ST K)o
Ax = g(anle, 7)) + (emin{pi, p;})” 1T (1D e, = T T
dgs 2 max sup ||V ]fl( z])|| + 2|S|(Au + Ay, Recall that f, g are uniformly bounded. Take the limit on
i€V .1 T in (B3), and it renders that
do = max sup ||V w fi(2)]| +2IS|Ax . .
€V ez, “wn’ ’ limsup || f(T) — g(T)|| < e. (56)
T—+o0o
d, £ max sup G (B, C) + B, , ,
®ES ez R €[N B —Na] Since (]3_3[) holds for any ¢ > 0, we then reach the desired
dy £ maxmax sup hll(z)+4,. result. u
i€V KES L ez,
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