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Abstract

Considering infinite-horizon, discrete-time, linear quadratic, N-player dynamic games with scalar dynamics, a graphical
representation of feedback Nash equilibrium solutions is provided. This representation is utilised to derive conditions for the
number and properties of different feedback Nash equilibria a game may admit. The results are illustrated via a numerical

example.
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1 Introduction

Dynamic game theory (Basar & Olsder (1998)) provides

powerful tools to model dynamic interactions between
strategic decision makers, with applications including,
for instance, economics and ecology m
(2007)), robotics m (2019)), multi-agent systems

(Myl (2017), llo & Mylvagan
(2022)), power systems (Singh et all (2017)), and cyber-
(Etesami & Basax

security (2019)). The Nash equilib-
rium is a commonly considered solution concept and
of natural interest in non-cooperative settings, since
a unilateral deviation from the equilibrium by any
player results in a worse outcome for the deviating
player (Basar & Olsder (1998)). For infinite-horizon lin-
ear quadratic dynamic games, (linear) feedback Nash
equilibrium (FNE) solutions, that is Nash equilibria
involving linear static state-feedback strategies, are
characterised via the solutions of coupled algebraic
matrix equations. While reminiscent of the algebraic
Riccati equations arising in linear quadratic optimal
control, the coupled equations associated with FNE
are generally difficult to solve and may admit multiple
solutions with different outcomes (see, e.g.
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(1969), Basar & Olsder (199]), [Engwerda (2005)). For
the continuous-time setting, namely linear quadratic
differential games, the existence, number and properties
of FNE solutions have been extensively studied (see,
|Pat)avasslloooulos et.al! (1979), Basar & Olsder
(2005), [Possieri & Sassand (2015),
), however the discrete-time equlvalent
has received significantly less attention
(1998), [Pachter & Pham (2010)). Additional prod-
uct terms of the decision variables introduce further
challenges specific to the discrete-time case and make
this case an interesting problem to study (see, e.g.

Monti et al! (2024), Nortmann et al! (2024))

With the aim of developing intuition regarding FNE
solutions of discrete-time, linear quadratic, dynamic
games, the focus of this note lies on a class of games in
which the state and the players’ inputs are scalar vari-
ables. For this class of games, a graphical representation
of the coupled equations associated with FNE solutions
is proposed. Utilising geometric arguments, conditions
in terms of the system and cost parameters characteris-
ing the number and certain properties of FNE solutions
a given game admits are derived. The analysis can be
considered a discrete-time counterpart to the study of
scalar differential games presented in m)
and , Chapter 8.4). Despite similarities
in the underlying constructions, a few noteworthy dif-
ferences between the continuous-time and the discrete-
time settings are observed and discussed in this paper.
Some preliminary results limited to games involving two
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players have appeared in[Nortmann et all (2023). In this
note, the results are generalised to the N-player case
and a wider range of cost parameters are considered.

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows. Pre-
liminaries on linear quadratic dynamic games are re-
called in Section 2. A graphical interpretation of FNE
solutions is proposed in Section 3. In Section 4, this is
utilised to derive conditions for the number and prop-
erties of FNE solutions a game may admit. The results
are illustrated via a numerical example in Section 5 and
concluding remarks are provided in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

Consider a discrete-time linear time-invariant system in-
fluenced by the control actions u; € R, i =1,..., N, of
N € N players, described by the scalar dynamics

N
a(k+1) = ax(k) + Y bui(k), (1)
=1

with 2(0) = x, where € R denotes the system state
and a € R, b; € R\ {0},7 = 1,...,N, are constant
system parametersl. Let the quadratic cost functional

oo

sun) =Y (qak)® +rw(k)®), ()

k=0

Ji(xo,uy, ..

with ¢; € R, r; € Rsq, be associated with player i,
i=1,...,N. The dynamics (1) and the cost functionals
(2),71=1,..., N, constitute a linear quadratic dynamic
game.

Definition 1. An admissibld?]l set of strategies

{uy,...,uy} constitutes a Nash equilibrium solution of
the game (1), (2),i=1,...,N, if
JZ* — Ji(x07u:7uti) S Ji(x07ui7uti)7 (3)

holds for all admissible {u;,u*;}, fori =1,..., N, where

U—j = {ulu' sy Ui—1,5 Uit 1, - -,UN}.

The strategy u} is referred to as a Nash equilibrium strat-
egy of playeri, i =1,...,N, and the set {J5,...,JJx} is
the Nash equilibrium outcome.

Focusing on linear state-feedback strategies, Nash equi-
librium solutions can be characterised via the stabilising
solutions of a set of coupled algebraic equations. This
characterisation of FNE solutions is recalled in the fol-
lowing statement.

L Ifb; =0, for any s = 1,..., N, then u; does not influence
the dynamics (1) and player ¢ can be disregarded. Hence,
this case is excluded without loss of generality.

2 A set of feedback strategies {u1,...,un}, with u; = k;z,
i =1,...,N, is admissible if it renders the zero equilibrium
of system (1) asymptotically stable.

Theorem 1. Consider the game (1), (2),i=1,...,N.
The set of strategies {uj,...,ux}, where

ui(k) = kiz(k) (4)
fori=1,... N, constitutes a FNE of the game if and
only if

laal <1, ()

where a¢ == a + Ejvzl bjk;, and there exist p; € R, for
i=1,..., N, satisfying the set of equations

0= (a2 —1)pi+ ¢+ kjr;, (6a)
N
0= (ri+bip:) ki +bipi | a+ > bik; |, (6b)
=Ly

and such that

(ri +0ipi) >0, (6c)
fori=1,...,N. The cost incurred by player i starting
from initial condition x(0) = xo is J¥ = p;xd.

Proof. The proof follows from dynamic programming
(Bellman (1957)) via analogous arguments as used in the
proof of (Monti et all2024, Theorem 3.2), which consid-
ers two-player games with ¢; > 0, for ¢+ = 1,2. In the
more general case considered herein the condition (6¢)
ensures that the minimisation problem for player ¢ is
well-posed, fori =1,..., V. O

Even in the scalar case considered herein, the coupled
algebraic equations (6),7 = 1,..., N, are generally chal-
lenging to solve and there may be multiple stabilising
solutions, as is the case for the continuous-time coun-
terpart, see e.g. [Engwerda (2005). In the following sec-
tion, we use geometric arguments to derive conditions
for the number and properties of FNE of the game (1),
(2),i=1,...,N.

Remark 1. Itis interesting to note that contrary to their
continuous-time counterpart (the coupled algebraic Ric-
cati equations, see e.g. (Engwerda 2016, Equation (3),
1=1,...,N)),(6),i=1,..., N, are not quadratic equa-
tions. In fact, they are cubic in the decision variables.
Moreover, while in the continuous-time case the equilib-
rium gain of player ¢ depends on the gains of the other
players only implicitly via the coupling of the equivalent
to (6a), namely (Engwerdal2016, Fquation (3)), it is ev-
ident from (6b) that in the discrete-time case k; explic-
itly depends on the equilibrium gains of all other players.
Finally, while in the continuous-time setting the condi-
tion r; > 0 is sufficient to ensure the solutions of the
equivalent of (6a), (6b) correspond to minimising (2) for
playeri (and hence any stabilising solution of (Engwerda
2016, Equation (3), i = 1,...,N) constitutes a FNE),
the additional condition (6¢) is needed in the discrete-
time case, fori =1,...,N. These differences introduce
additional challenges in finding FNE solutions compared
to the continuous-time setting, and make the discrete-
time case interesting to study.



3 Graphical interpretation of FNE

With the aim of deriving conditions for the existence of
no, a unique or multiple FNE solutions of the game (1),
(2),i=1,..., N, we introduce a reformulation of Theo-
rem 1. To this end, consider the following assumptions.

2
Assumption 1. Let o; := b;qi, fori =1,...,N. The

players are ordered such that &1 >09>...>0N.

Assumption 2. Let oy > —1.

Lemma 1. Consider the game (1), (2),
If Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, then (6¢)
solution of (5), (6a), (6b), fori=1,...,

i=1,...,N.
holds for any
N.

Proof. For (6¢) to hold we require p; > —73. Consider

first the case ao # 0. Combining (6a) and (6b), and
solving (6a) for p; gives that p; > —73 is equivalent to

bik;

Gl

<1, (7)

fori =1,..., N. Combining again (6a) and (6b) by solv-
ing (6a) for p;, substituting this into (6b) and multiply-
ing by % yields 0 = ag(bik;)>+(1—a?)bik;+aq0;. Then,
noting that a. = a; +b;k;, with a; := a—i—Z;V:l)j# bk,
gives the condition

i+ 1
0= (bzkz)2 + (ai — (U * )) (blkl) — 0,

Q;
for ¢ = 1,..., N. Solving this quadratic equation gives
bik; = —a;+vi£+/v? — 1 and hence ay = 7, ++/77 — 1,
where 7; == 1 (a; + 22t ). Thus, (7) is in turn equiva-
lent to o

1-— % o,
Yi /P -1

which holds if a; and ~; have the same sign. This in turn
holds true if o; > —1. If a; = 0, (6a) and (6b) imply
pi = gi- Hence, (6¢) holds if ¢; > —7%, which is again
equivalent to o; > —1. By Assumptiorf 1, Assumption 2
implies o; > —1, fori=1,..., N. O

Remark 2. While Assumption 1 can be introduced with-
out loss of generality, Assumption 2 only depends on sys-
tem and cost parameters and can hence be verified prior to
the computation of solutions. The relevance of Assump-
tion 2 is highlighted in Lemma 1. Note that the results
presented in the remainder of the paper are still relevant
if Assumption 2 does not hold. However, in this case they
concern any solutions of (5), (6a), (6b), ¢ =1,...,N.
Hence, the condition (6¢), or alternatively (7), needs to be
checked to ensure such a solution corresponds to a FNE.

Lemma 2. Consider the game (1), (2), ¢ = 1,...,N.
Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold and consider the function

fle =] T VELL WE<0, (8)
—E+/E2+1 ifE>0.

The set of strategies {uj,..
by (4) with

LUy}, where ur (k) is given

—E—t;\JE2 — 0,
- it oo )

fori =1,... N, constitutes a FNE of the game with
ac; # 0, if and only if there exist t; € {—1,1}, fori =
1,..., N, and £ € R\ {0}, satisfying

ki

a=f(&)+Ne+t 52—al+...+tN\/§2—aJZ. |
10

Proof. By Theorem 1, FNE solutions of the game are
characterised by the stabilising solutions of (6), ¢ =
1,..., N. The proof lies in showing that solving (10) is
equivalent to solving (5), (6), ¢ =1,..., N. Eliminating
p; in (6) (namely solving (6a) for p; and substituting this
into (6b)) gives the condition

b

0= 2k? + ki + - 11
2" okt 2b;’ (11)
with ¢ = 1 (a%l - acl). The equation (11) admits the

solutions (9), t; € {—1,1}, for i = 1,..., N. Hence, a
can be written as

N
e =—E£ V@ +1=a+) bk,
j=1

za—Nf—t1\/§2—01—...
—tN\/§2—UN.

(12)

By Definition 1, we are interested in solutions (9), ¢; €
{-=1,1}, such that (5) holds. Hence, there is a one-to-
one correspondence between £ and a. given by a, =
f(€) as defined in (8). Substituting this into (12) gives
(10). Thus, any solution to (5), (6), ¢ = 1,..., N, is
such that (10) holds. Conversely, let {t1,...,tx} and
¢ be a solution to (10). Note that this solution is such
that (11) holds with k; as in (9), for ¢ = 1,..., N. Via
ae = f(€) as defined in (8), (5) holds and (11) implies

that (6b) holds with p; = @R which is the unique

1*(15[
solution of the Lyapunov equation (6a) for fixed a;, for
i=1,...,N. By Lemma 1, Assumption 2 ensures that
(6¢) holds, for i = 1,..., N. Hence, (10) implies (5), (6),
i=1,....N. 0



Remark 3. The result of Lemma 2 introduces the as-
sumption a. # 0. Note that if a.; = 0, then Theorem 1,
in particular (6b), implies k; =0, fori=1,...,N, and
hence a = 0. Thus, the assumption a. # 0 is only re-
strictive in the special case in which a = 0. In this case,
a set of FNE strategies is given by (4), with k; = 0, for
i = 1,...,N. However, this trivial solution cannot be
found via the result of Lemma 2. All FNE solutions of the
game (1), (2),i=1,...,N, with a = 0 are hence given
by the solutions satisfying the conditions of Lemma 2 (if
there are any) and, in addition, the solution (4), with
ki=0,i=1,...,N.

In Lemma 2 FNE solutions of the game (1), (2), ¢ =
1,..., N, are characterised via the condition (10). Con-
sider the auxiliary functions

fe(€) = f(O)+NE+T01VE — o1+ ..+ TNV E —('115)7
for{ =1,...,L, where L =2~ and 7 = (7¢.1,...,7¢.N)
is an N-tuple over the set {—1,1}. The functions f,(§),
¢=1,...,L, in (13) capture all possible combinations
of the values which ¢;, for ¢« = 1,..., N, can take in
(10). Hence, by Lemma 2, FNE solutions of the game
(1), (2),¢ = 1,..., N, are represented graphically by
the intersections of the functions f;(¢), £ =1,...,L, as
defined in (13), with the horizontal line at level a.

Remark 4. If the horizontal line at level a intersects
multiple auziliary functions f¢(€), £ = 1,...,L, as de-
fined in (13), in a point in which they coincide, then this
intersection point generally corresponds to multiple dis-
tinct FNE solutions of the game (1), (2),i=1,...,N,
resulting in the same closed-loop dynamics a.;. How-
ever, consider the special case of two functions fe(£) and
fw(€), fort =1,...,L,w=1,...,L, { # w, which co-
incide in the point (€, f) with & = +,/55,j =1,..., N,
and f = fu(&) = fu(€). Moreover, fo(€) and f,(€) are
such that 7¢; = Ty, for alli =1,...,N, i # j, or for
any i # 1,7 # j, if the game is such that any oy = o,
l=1,...,N,l#j. If the line at level a intersects these
two functions in (€, f), then there exists only one corre-
sponding set of gains {ki,...,kn}. This set of gains is
k = —b% and k; as defined in (9)
with t; = Tg; = Ty,i, fori # j, 1 # 1. Hence, in this spe-
cial case the intersection point (€, f) corresponds to one
FNE solution rather than two distinct FNE solutions.

given by k; = —b%,

With the aim of utilising this graphical representation
to characterise the possible number and properties of
FNE, we first take a closer look at the functions (13),
¢=1,...,L. Let T = {m,...,7} denote the set of
all N-tuples over {—1,1} and consider the function Ty :
{1, v ,N} — {7’[11, v aTZ,N}7 defined by Tz(l) = Tt,i,
fori=1,..., N. Consider in particular the functions f,
1=1,2,3,L—2,L—1, L,and define the N-tuples 7; € T,

forl=1,2,3,L —2,L — 1, L, such that

Ti(i) = —1, i=1,...,N,
To(1) = 1, To(i) = —1, i=2,...,N,
T5(2) = 1, T5(i) = —1, i=1,...,N,i#2,

Tpo(2)=—1,Tp_5(i)=1, i=1,...,N,i#2,
Tp_1(1)=-1,Tp_1(i)=1, i=2,...,N,
To(i) =1, i=1,...,N.

With this notation in place, let us highlight some prop-
erties of the auxiliary functions (13), ¢ =1,..., L, in the
following statemenﬂ%

Lemma 3. Consider the functions (13), £ =1,...,L,
and let Assumption 1 hold. Then,

. fi < fo< f3 < fe < fro < foo1 £ fr, for any
=4 L=3

N
- | N=> 7,
j=1

it. lim | fo( £l =0, and
£——o0

Jdim £ = [ N+ 3 ey | €] =0,

iti. fo(€) is defined over the real numbers for
(a) E£0, fort=1,...,L, ifo; <0.
(b) £ < —\Jor and §& > \Joy, for £ = 1,...,L, if

o1 > 0 and o1 # 09.

(c) £ < —\Jo1 and { > \Joy, for =1,L, and
fO {5#0 ingSO,
\/_3and§>\/_ if o3 > 0,

fort =2,3)L—2,L—1,ifo; >0 and oy = o3.
w. if o1 > 0 and o1 = o039, and there exist o; > 0
such that o # o5, fori=1,...,N,j=3,...,N,
i # j, then let & = max;(o;). No function f(§),
¢ =1,...,L, is defined over the real numbers for
VG < £ <\/G.
v. if fo(§) is defined for € £ 0, then
N

gl_igl, fe(§)=-1+ ZTg)i\/—Ui =a,, and

: at
vi. if for all§ #0
(N-1)+

|§ | 4

Narsia Z e
then fr(§) is stmctly monotone for &€ <0 and f1(&)
is strictly monotone for £ > 0.

Proof. Recall that by Assumption 1 o1 > 09 > ... >
on. Item i. follows from the definition of Ty, for

3 Note that if N > 3 and hence L > 6, the N-tuples 7 for
{=4,...,L—3, and hence the functions f,, £ =4,...,L—3,
are not defined explicitly, since they are not relevant for the
following analysis.



1=1,2,3,L—2,L—1, L, and Assumption 1.

Item . follows from (13) by noting that
lime o0 [\/E2 +c— & =0,Vec € R, |c] < o0.

Ttem iii. follows by noting that (13) is defined over
the real numbers if €2 —o; > 0, for i = 1,...,N,
and utilising Assumption 1 and the definition of T},
1=1,2,3,L—-2,L—1, L.

Similarly, to demonstrate item iv. note that if o1 = o9,
then the corresponding terms in (13), ¢ =1,..., L, may
cancel out, which affects the interval over which some
functions are defined. If any o; > 0, j = 3,..., N, such
that o; # 05, fori=1,...,N,i # j, and ¢ = max;(0c;),
then the corresponding terms do not cancel in any func-
tions. Utilising Assumption 1, the functions in which all
terms corresponding to repeated o;, ¢ = 1,..., N, can-
cel out are defined over the real numbers if €2 — & > 0.
Item v. follows from (13) by noting that (8) is such that
limg o f(§) = —1, and lim¢ o+ f(§) = 1.

Finally, item wi. is shown by noting that

&) = (N = 1) & e+ 3 i e, and
using the definition of Ty, £ =1, L. O

4 Conditions for existence, number and proper-
ties of FNE

Via the result of Lemma 2, FNE solutions of the game
(1), (2),i=1,..., N, can be represented graphically by
the intersections of the functions (13),¢ =1, ..., L, with
the horizontal line at level a. The properties of the func-
tions (13), £ = 1,..., L, highlighted in Lemma 3 allow
us to characterise the possible number and location of
such intersection points, and hence to derive conditions
for the existence of a FNE, as well as the number and
properties of different FNE solutions of the game, in the
following statement.

Theorem 2. Consider the game (1), (2),i=1,..., N,
and let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then,

i. if system (1) is open-loop unstable with a fast rate
of divergence, i.c. |a| > 1, then there exist 2V — 1
FNE solutions.

1. if o1 > 0, then there always exists at least one FNE
solution for any value of a.

iti. if o1 > 0 and there exist o; > 0 such that o; # o0y,
fori =1,....N,j=1,....N,j # 1, and 6 =
max;(0;), then the system (1) in closed loop with any
FNE solution is such that |a%| < [vG — /G + 1.

w. ifon > 0 and the system (1) is open-loop stable, i.e.
la| < 1, then there exists a unique FNE solution.

v. ifon <0, but oy >0, o1 > o9 and the system (1) is
open-loop stable with a fast rate of convergence, i.e.
la| < 1, then there exists a unique FNE solution if

SN Vo1 —0i < (N =1)/a1 + o1 + 1 and (N —

D Nl
)+ Jen < Xe Je

vi. if o1 <0, and the system (1) is open-loop stable with
a fast rate of convergence, i.e. |a] < 1, then there
exists a unique FNE solution if

(Efvzg \/7) —V=0o1 <land(N—-1)+ \/% +
ZZ\L &l
Ve o

vit. if o1 = ... = ony = 0 and |a| = 1 there exists no
FNE solution.

Proof. By Lemma 2 the intersection points of the func-
tions (13), £ =1,..., L, with the horizontal line at level
a correspond to distinct FNE solutions of the game (1),
(2),7=1,...,N. The claims are hence shown by char-
acterising the possible intersection points.

Item 4. is a result of item #. of Lemma 3. For large
values of a, the line at level a intersects once with
L —1=2N —1of the L functions (13), £ =1,..., L.
Item ii. follows from item ii. and item . (b),(c) of
Lemma 3. Note that by definition (13), /= 1,..., L, are
continuous for £ # 0 and that fr,_1(—\/01) = fr.(—/01)
and f1(y/01) = f2(\/01). Hence, for any value of a # 0,
the horizontal line at level a intersects at least once with
either of the functions fy(§), £ = 1,2, L — 1, L. The case
a = 0 is discussed in Remark 3.

Ttem 4. follows from item 4v. of Lemma 3. If the
stated conditions hold, any intersection points of (13),
¢=1,..., L, with the horizontal line at level a are such
that & < —v/& or £ > /5. The claim is shown by
recalling that ac = f(€), with f(£) defined in (8).

Item dv. follows from items i., 4., 4. and wi. of
Lemma 3. If oy > 0, then by Assumption 1 o; > 0,
for i = 1,...,N, and the line at level a intersects
only once with one of the functions (13), ¢ = 1, L, for
max¢<o(fr-1(§)) < =1 <a <1 < mingxo(f2(§))-

Item wv. follows from items 4., 4., @ii.(b) and wi.
of Lemma 3. If the stated conditions hold, then
fr(=y/o1) < fi(y/71) and fL(§) for £ < 0 and f1(§) for
& > 0 are strictly decreasing. Hence, the line at level
a intersects only once with one of the functions (13),
¢ =1, L, for very small values of a.

Item vi. follows from items ., 4., iii.(a), iv. and vi. of
Lemma 3. If the stated conditions hold, then a; _; < d;r
and f1,(§) for &€ < 0 and f1(§) for &€ > 0 are both either
strictly decreasing or strictly increasing. Hence, the line
at level a intersects only once with one of the functions
(13), £ =1, L, for very small values of a.

Finally, item wvii. follows from items 4., ., %4.(a) and
v. of Lemma 3. Note that if o; = 0, forv = 1,..., N,
then fr(§) > —1, fr—1(§) < —1for £ <0, fi(§) < 1,
f2(6) > 1 for & > 0, and @, = —1, af = 1 for
¢ =1,...,L. Hence, since (13), £ = 1,...,L, are not
defined at £ = 0, the horizontal lines at ¢ = 1 and at
a = —1 do not intersect with any of the functions. [

Remark 5. It is interesting to compare the results of
Theorem 2 with the continuous-time counterpart. While
analogous results to items i. - . and vii. can be derived for



scalar linear quadratic differential games, see|Engwerda
(2016), note that for this class of continuous-time dy-
namic games there always exists a unique feedback Nash
equilibrium for games involving open-loop stable systems
with fast rate of convergence, irrespective of the the signs
of oi, i = 1,..., N, (Engwerda 2016, Theorem 8.1). In
the discrete-time setting, however, this only holds true
for special cases if o < 0, such as under the conditions
of items v. and vi. of Theorem 2.

5 Example

To illustrate the presented results, consider the game
defined by the dynamics (1) with N = 3, a = a, and
b1 = ba = bg = 1, and the cost functionals (2),7 = 1,2, 3,
with g1 = 0.1, g2 = G2, gs = gz and . =rp =73 = L.
Note that o; = ¢;, for i« = 1,2, 3. Firstly, let go = 0.05
and Gz = 0. The corresponding auxiliary functions (13),
{=1,...,8, are plotted in Figure 1. The horizontal yel-
low lines indicate the levels a = 0.3 and @ = —5 and the
yellow crosses highlight the intersection points between
the horizontal lines and the functions (13), £ =1,...,8.
By Lemma 2 these intersection points correspond to
FNE solutions of the game for the respective value of a.
For a = 0.3 there is only a single intersection point. In
line with item 4v. of Theorem 2, this single intersection
point corresponds to a unique FNE solution of the game.
For & = —5 there are 22 — 1 = 7 intersection points,
which in line with item . of Theorem 2 correspond to 7
FNE solutions. Secondly, let go = —0.8 and ¢3 = —0.9.
The corresponding auxiliary functions (13),¢ =1,...,8,
are plotted in Figure 2. As above, the horizontal yellow
lines indicate the levels a = 0.3 and a = —5 and the yel-
low crosses highlight the intersection points between the
lines and the functions (13), £ = 1,...,8. For a = —5
there are again 23 — 1 = 7 intersection points. However,
for a = 0.3 there are 3 intersection points. By inspect-
ing the functions f1(¢), f2(¢), f7(£) and fs(¢) it is evi-
dent that there are more than 1 intersection points for
any |a| < 1. Note that the conditions 2?22 Vo —o; <
2,/o01++/01+1and 2+ \/;Iﬁ < Z§:1 \/% are not
satisfied for this example. Hence this observation is in
line with item v. of Theorem 2 and highlights the differ-
ence between discrete-time and continuous-time scalar
linear quadratic dynamic games called to attention in
Remark 5. Note that for all described cases it holds that
lay,| < |v/o1 — Vo1 + 1| = 0.7326 in line with item iii.
of Theorem 2.

6 Conclusion

Considering infinite-horizon, discrete-time, linear
quadratic, N-player dynamic games involving dynam-
ics in which the state and the input of each player are
scalar variables, a graphical representation of the condi-
tions characterising FNE solutions is proposed. Via ge-
ometric arguments, this representation allows to derive

fe(€)

Fig. 1. Plot of the auxiliary functions for g = 0.05 and
gs =0, f1(&) (red), f2(€) (green), fs(§) (blue), fe(§), £ =4, 5
(grey). fo(€) (cyan), f+(€) (dark green) and Jo(€) (ma-
genta), and their intersection points (yellow crosses) with
the horizontal lines at ¢ = a (yellow) for @ = 0.3 and
a = —5. The black dashed lines indicate the linear asymp-
totes of f¢(£),£=1,...,8, and the grey dotted lines indicate
¢ = £,/01 = +0.3162.
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v
=
-10
5 4 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 5
¢
Fig. 2. Plot of the auxiliary functions for g = —0.8 and

G = ~0.9, f1(€) (red), f2(€) (green), fa(€) (blue), fil8),
0= 4, 5 (grey), fo(€) (cyan), f(€) (dark green) and fo ()
(magenta), and their intersection points (yellow crosses) with
the horizontal lines at a = a (yellow) for a = 0.3 and
a = —b. The black dashed lines indicate the linear asymp-
totes of f¢(§),£=1,...,8, and the grey dotted lines indicate
€ = +,/o1 = +0.3162.

conditions in terms of the system and cost parameters
characterising the number and properties of solutions.
The results are illustrated via a numerical example.
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