arXiv:2408.00647v1 [cs.GT] 1 Aug 2024

Counterclockwise Dissipativity, Potential Games and Evolutionary Nash Equilibrium Learning

Nuno C. Martins, Senior Member, IEEE, Jair Certório, Student Member, IEEE, and Matthew S. Hankins, Student Member, IEEE

Abstract— We use system-theoretic passivity methods to study evolutionary Nash equilibria learning in large populations of agents engaged in strategic, non-cooperative interactions. The agents follow learning rules (rules for short) that capture their strategic preferences and a payoff mechanism ascribes payoffs to the available strategies. The population’s aggregate strategic profile is the state of an associated evolutionary dynamical system. Evolutionary Nash equilibrium learning refers to the convergence of this state to the Nash equilibria set of the payoff mechanism. Most approaches consider memoryless payoff mechanisms, such as potential games. Recently, methods using δ-passivity and equilibrium independent passivity (EIP) have introduced dynamic payoff mechanisms. However, δ-passivity does not hold when agents follow rules exhibiting “imitation” behavior, such as in replicator dynamics. Conversely, EIP applies to the replicator dynamics but not to δ-passive rules. We address this gap using counterclockwise dissipativity (CCW). First, we prove that continuous memoryless payoff mechanisms are CCW if and only if they are potential games. Subsequently, under (possibly dynamic) CCW payoff mechanisms, we establish evolutionary Nash equilibrium learning for any rule within a convex cone spanned by imitation rules and continuous δ-passive rules.

I. Introduction Recent developments in population games and evolutionary dynamics [1], [2] have introduced new systematic methods to model and analyze the dynamics of strategic, non-cooperative interactions among large populations of learning agents. Learning rules (rules for short), also referred to as strategy revision protocols, describe how agents update their strategies based on the payoffs these strategies yield. The rules, which typically seek strategies with higher payoffs, can be programmed into artificial agents or represent the preferences or bounded rationality of humans and other natural agents.

The agents are nondescript and the population’s aggregate strategic profile is represented as a population state vector whose entries are the proportions of the population selecting the available strategies. As agents revise their strategies, the population state changes over time according to an evolutionary dynamic model resulting from the rule in effect. A payoff mechanism generates the strategies’ payoffs and might abstractly represent the specifics of the agents’ interaction environments, such as in congestion games [3], or be designed by a coordinator to nudge the population state towards desired equilibria [4], [5]. This framework has been suitable for distributed optimization [6] and engineering systems [7], [8].

We seek to understand how populations that follow certain rules achieve and maintain Nash equilibria, a process we call evolutionary

This work was supported by AFOSR Grant FA9550-23-1-0467 and NSF Grants 2139713 and 2135561.

Nuno C. Martins, Jair Certório and Matthew S. Hankins are with the Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering and the Institute For Systems Research at the University of Maryland, College Park (e-mail: nmartins@umd.edu, certorio@umd.edu, msh@umd.edu).

Nash equilibrium learning to distinguish it from Nash equilibrium seeking [9] that is used more generally when the learning process is not necessarily expressible using evolutionary dynamics, such as in [10]. Specifically, we say that a population evolutionarily learns Nash equilibria when its population state converges to the Nash equilibria set appropriately defined for the payoff mechanism. Establishing this property is crucial because, when it holds, the Nash equilibria set can be used to predict the long-term evolution of the population state. In certain applications where one has the authority to design the payoff mechanism, the Nash equilibria have inherent optimality properties for potential games [11, §3 and §5] and may even be selected to satisfy performance requirements [5], [12].

A. Background On Passivity Approaches

As evident from the synopsis [2], most research on evolutionary learning of Nash equilibria has focused on memoryless payoff mechanisms until recently. Of particular relevance is the focus on memoryless payoff mechanisms that are potential games [11]. Following this, contractive games were introduced [13], which have the desirable properties of concave potential games without necessarily being potential.

A novel approach utilizing system theoretic passivity methods extended the results in [13] to include dynamic payoff mechanisms [14] that are the dynamic analogs of contractive games. This extension was achieved through the introduction of the concept of δ-passivity, which was further explored in [15], [16] and applied in various design applications [5], [12]. Recent work established δ-passivity for convex cones of hybrid rules, formed as conic combinations of rules from canonical classes known to satisfy δ-passivity [17].

An important gap: Despite the significant success with δ-passivity approaches, [18, Proposition III.5] proved that the replicator rule associated with the well-known replicator dynamics is not δ-passive. More generally, no rule exhibiting “imitation” behavior has been shown to be δ-passive. Conversely, [19] proved that the replicator rule is equilibrium independent passive (EIP), a passivity notion not known to hold for the δ-passive rules in [17].

B. Main Objective

This paper aims to address the gap identified above by developing a system-theoretic passivity approach that is compatible with a broader set of rules, including both the continuous hybrid δ-passive rules described in [17] and rules exhibiting imitation behavior, such as the replicator rule. Specifically, we seek an approach that can accommodate conic combinations of imitation-based rules and the continuous δ-passive rules considered in [17]. This goal is particularly important when we are given or intend to design a payoff mechanism and seek evolutionary Nash equilibrium learning guarantees without precise knowledge of the population’s rule. The broader the class of rules that our passivity method can handle, the more general and robust the guarantees we can provide.

C. Contributions And Limitations Of Our Approach

Motivated by the observation that most rules, including the replicator rule and those in [17], satisfy a property known as positive correlation, we bring to bear a closely related system-theoretic concept referred to as counterclockwise (CCW) dissipativity proposed in [20] to study the stability and robustness of feedback nonlinear systems. A similar notion based on negative imaginary inequalities has been originally proposed in [21] for linear time invariant systems with multiple inputs and outputs.

The following are our contributions.

C1 Theorem 1 in §IV, states that a continuous memoryless payoff mechanism is a potential game if and only if it is CCW. Hence, the set of CCW payoff mechanisms can be rightly viewed as an extension of potential games in the same way that the set of δ-passive payoff mechanisms includes memoryless payoff mechanisms that are contractive games as a particular case.

C2 For an expanded set of hybrid rules we will rigorously define in §III-C, Theorem 2 in §IV states that the population state converges to an equilibrium set when the payoff mechanism is CCW. Furthermore, this equilibrium set corresponds to the Nash equilibria set of the so-called stationary game appropriately defined for the given payoff mechanism, thereby establishing the evolutionary learning of the Nash equilibrium set.

C3 The aforementioned expanded hybrid rule set for which Theorem 2 holds is a convex cone that bridges the gap identified in §I-A.

Despite these results, our work does not supersede existing systemtheoretic passivity approaches in all cases. The following are limitations of our work and mitigating factors.

L1 A payoff mechanism that is not CCW may still possess other passivity properties that would make it stabilizing for a δ-passive or replicator rule. We provide a detailed comparison in §IV-D.

L2 In the cone of hybrid rules we consider, the replicator rule, as well as rules featuring imitation behavior, cannot appear in isolation as in [19] but are always combined with at least one “non-imitation” rule. The weight of the non-imitation rules can be arbitrarily small, so long as it is positive, which allows us to obtain approximations of “pure” imitation rules to an arbitrary degree of accuracy.

L3 For simplicity, our framework assumes that the hybrid rules cannot be set-valued and must be continuous to avoid having to consider nonstandard notions of positive correlation, differential inclusions, and associated Filippov or Carathéodory notions of solution [22]. For this reason, unlike [17], the rules considered here cannot involve the so-called best response rule. Fortunately, as evidenced by Example 3 presented later in §III-B, the cone of hybrid rules we consider includes approximations of the best response rule to an arbitrary degree of accuracy.

D. Outline of the Paper

After the Introduction, §II describes the evolutionary dynamics model and learning rules used in our framework. We introduce the concepts of positive correlation, Nash stationarity, and hybrid learning rules in §III. In §IV we describe CCW payoff mechanisms, their connection to potential games, and our main result, that populations that use positively correlated rules will converge to a Nash equilibrium of a CCW payoff mechanisms. We illustrate our convergence result by simulating a CCW payoff dynamic model in §V, and we summarize our findings in §VI.

Notation: We use A^′ to denote the transpose conjugate of a matrix A in C^{n×m} . We use A ⪰ 0 and A ≻ 0 to indicate, respectively, that a square matrix A is positive semi-definite and positive definite. Additional notation and definitions will be introduced as needed.

II. Framework and Problem Formulation Our framework models the noncooperative strategic interactions of a large number of agents. For simplicity, we assume that all the agents belong to one population characterized by a finite set of available strategies {1, . . . , n}. Each agent follows one strategy at a time, which the agent can revise repeatedly. A payoff vector p(t) in R^n , whose i-th entry p_i(t) quantifies the net rewards of the strategy i at time t, influences the revision process, as typically the agents seek strategies with higher payoffs. The agents are nondescript and the so-called population state vector x(t) in X := { x ∈ [0, 1]^n | | ∑^n_{ℓ=1} x_ℓ = 1 } approximates the population’s aggregate strategic choices in the large population limit [23]. Namely, x_i(t) approximates the proportion of the population’s agents following strategy i at time t.

A. Learning Rules And Evolutionary Dynamics

The revision process causes x to vary over time. Following the standard approach in [1, §4.1.2], the following evolutionary dynamics model (EDM) governs the dynamics of x: ẋ(t) = V(x(t), p(t)), t ≥ 0, (EDMa) where the i-th component of V accounts for the net flow of agents switching to strategy i according to V_i(x(t), p(t)) net flow into i := n∑ j=1 x_j T_{ji}(x, p) flow j→i − x_iT_{ij} (x, p) flow i→j . (EDMb)

A Lipschitz continuous map T : X × R^n → R^{n×n}_{≥0} , referred to as learning rule^1 (rule for short), models the agents’ strategy revision preferences. In [1, Part II] and [2, §13.3-13.5] there is a comprehensive discussion on rule types and the classes of bounded rationality behaviors they model.

B. Payoff Mechanism And Solutions

It suffices to consider Lipschitz continuous (w.r.t. time) population state trajectories x, leading to the set

X := { x : [0, ∞] → X | x is Lipschitz continuous } . It also suffices to consider Lipschitz continuous (w.r.t time) payoff trajectories p, leading to the set

P := { p : [0, ∞] → R^n | p is Lipschitz continuous } . We can now define the payoff mechanisms we will use.

Definition 1: A payoff mechanism F : X → P is a map generating an output p in P for each input x in X .

When discussing a payoff mechanism, we denote its input as x and its output as p. The roles for x and p are reversed for an (EDM), where the former is the output and the latter the input. In cases

1Learning rules are also denoted in the literature as strategy revision protocols.

when the payoff mechanism is a dynamical system with an internal state q, without loss of generality, to simplify notation we consider a zero initial condition q(0) = 0.

Assumption 1: Any payoff mechanism F in our analysis is considered to satisfy the following assumptions:

1) For any initial condition x(0) in X, the closed-loop system in Fig. 1 formed by interconnecting F in feedback with any (EDM) has a unique solution pair (x, p). In addition, x and p are, respectively, in X and P.

2) There is a Lipschitz continuous map F_F : X → R^n such that for every x in X , the following holds:

lim_{t→∞} ‖ẋ(t)‖ = 0 =⇒ lim_{t→∞} ‖ ‖p(t) − F_F(x(t)) ‖ ‖ = 0. We refer to F_F as the stationary game of F.

3) There is a constant β_F such that the following holds: sup_{t≥0} ‖p(t)‖∞ ≤ β_F < ∞, F : x → p, x ∈ X . Remark 1: We observe that Rademacher’s Theorem implies that all x in X and p in P are differentiable for almost all time t ≥ 0. We will be implicitly using this fact when writing integrals with respect to time of integrands involving functions of ẋ and ṗ. For this reason, henceforth, all integrals are in the sense of Lebesgue. Furthermore, if (x, p) is a solution pair as specified in Assumption 1.1, then ẋ(t) exists for all t ≥ 0 because (EDM) must hold for all t ≥ 0.

1) Games and Potential Games: We proceed to define two classes of payoff mechanisms satisfying Assumption 1 that we will use in our analysis and to illustrate our results later on.

Definition 2: [Game and Potential Game] A payoff mechanism F is referred to as a game when it is a memoryless map F : x(t) → p(t), where F : X → R^n is Lipschitz continuous. In this case, F and F_F are identical. A game F is a potential game when there is a potential f : X → R_{≥0} satisfying^2 f ( x(T ) ) − f ( x(0) ) = ∫_T 0 ẋ^′(t)F ( x(t) ) dt, T > 0, x ∈ X . (2) If f̂ : U → R is a continuously differentiable extension of f to an open set U containing X for a potential game F then (v − x)^′∇f̂(x) = (v − x)^′F(x), for all x and v in X. If F admits a continuously differentiable extension F̂ : U → R^n to an open set U containing X then F is a potential game if and only if (w − x)^′ ( JF̂(x) − JF̂^′(x))(v − x) = 0 for all w, v and x in X, where JF̂(x) is the Jacobian of F̂ evaluated at x. If, in addition, (v − x)^′ ( JF̂(x))(v − x) ≤ 0 for all x and v in X then f is concave and F is said to be contractive [2, 13.7.2]. Hence, F(x) = Ax + b is a potential game for any b in R^n and A = A^′ in R^{n×n} , with F contractive when A ⪯ 0. The congestion game^3 in [2, Example 13.2] is a well-known example of a nonlinear contractive potential game.

2) Linear Time Invariant Payoff Mechanism: The payoff mechanism could be linear time invariant, as defined below. More generally, it could also be a payoff dynamical model (PDM) as thoroughly discussed in [15].

2See [11] and references therein for a detailed discussion. 3See also [3].

ẋ = V(x, p) (EDM)

F : x → p p x

Fig. 1. Interconnection of (EDM) and payoff mechanism F.

Definition 3: [LTI] A payoff mechanism F with input x and output p satisfies Assumption 1 and is of the linear time invatiant (LTI) type if it has a proper rational n × n transfer function matrix F (s) whose poles have negative real part. The associated stationary game is F_F(x) = F (0)x.

III. Positive Correlation And Hybrid Rules We proceed by defining a correlation function to establish the conditions for a rule to exhibit a property known as positive correlation. In §III-A, we motivate the relevance of positive correlation, arguing that most rules possess this property. In §III-B, we will define three widely studied canonical rule classes known to satisfy positive correlation. In §III-C, we will describe a general class of hybrid rules forming a cone spanned by the canonical classes. We will show that all hybrid rules within this cone are not only positively correlated but also satisfy another condition known as Nash stationarity. This characterization is crucial because our main result in §IV applies to any rule that is positive correlated and Nash stationary.

Definition 4: Given a rule T , we define the correlation function ℘ : X × R^n → R as follows: ℘(x, p) := p^′V(x, p), x ∈ X, p ∈ R^n . (3) We say that T satisfies the positive correlation property if the following condition holds for all x in X and p in R^n : ℘(x, p) ≥ 0, and ( ℘(x, p) = 0 ⇔ V(x, p) = 0 ) . (PC)

Positive correlation requires that, away from an equilibrium (V(x, p) ≠ 0), ẋ forms an acute angle with p, i.e., p^′ẋ > 0.

A. Tellegen And Universality Of Positive Correlation

Inspired by [24], we derive from (EDMb) and (3) ℘(x, p) = 1 2 n∑ j=1 n∑ i=1 Ũ_{ij}Ĩ_{ij} , (4)

where Ũ_{ij} := p_j − p_i and Ĩ_{ij} := x_iT_{ij} (x, p) − x_j T_{ji}(x, p) is the net flow of agents switching from strategy i to j. A simple way to derive the equality in (4) is to expand the right hand side to obtain the left hand side via algebraic manipulation.

If we interpreted distinct strategies i and j as nodes of an electric network, agents as charged particles, and (Ũ_{ij} , Ĩ_{ij} ) as the (voltage, current) pair across the link from i to j then Kirchhoff’s current law would have been equivalent to V(x, p) = 0, which using (3) and (4) would have led to Tellegen’s Theorem [24] expressed as ∑_n i=1 ∑_n j=1 Ũ_{ij} Ĩ_{ij} = 0.

Remark 2: It follows from (4) that for T to satisfy (PC) it suffices that x_iT_{ij} (x, p) > x_j T_{ji}(x, p) =⇒ p_j > p_i, that is, more agents switch from i to j than from j to i only when p_j > p_i. Hence, rational rules ought to satisfy (PC).

B. Canonical Rule Classes Satisfying (PC)

Remark 2 is used in [1], [25], [26] to prove that the canonical rule classes known as pairwise comparison, excess payoff and imitation satisfy (PC). According to [2, §13.5], these classes model a broad range of boundedly rational behaviors and [25, §2.3] addresses their information requirements. We define these canonical classes below.

Definition 5: Class T^{CO}: Any rule is said to be of the pairwise comparison (CO) type [25] if there is a locally Lipschitz map ϕ : R^n → R^{n×n}_{≥0} with which T can be written as T_{ij} (x, p) =_{CO} ϕ_{ij} (p), x ∈ X, p ∈ R^n , (5) where ϕ_{ij} (p) > 0 when p_j > p_i and ϕ_{ij} (p) = 0 when p_j ≤ p_i. We use T^{CO} to denote the set of all CO rules.

Example 1: The well-known Smith’s rule [27] T^{Smith} is in T^{CO} and can be specified by selecting ϕ^{Smith}_{ij} (p) := [p_j − p_i]_+.

Before we proceed to define the class of excess payoff rules, we define the so-called excess payoff vector p̂ as p̂_i := p_i − p^′x, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, where the population’s average is p^′x and the set of possible excess payoffs is defined as R^n_∗ := {p̂ | p ∈ R^n , x ∈ X}.

Definition 6: Class T^{EP}: Any protocol is said to be of the excess payoff (EP) type [26] if there is a locally Lipschitz map φ : R^n_∗ → R^n , such that T can be recast as

T_{ij} (x, p) =_{EP} φ_j (p̂), p̂_j := p_j − n∑ i=1 x_ip_i. (6)

A valid choice of φ must satisfy p̂^′φ(p̂) > 0 for every p̂ ∈ int(R^n_∗ ). We use T^{EP} to denote the set of all EP rules.

Example 2: The classic Brown-von Neumann-Nash (BNN) rule [28] is in T^{EP} and is specified by φ^{BNN}_j (p̂) := [p̂_j ]_+.

Example 3: [Approximate best response] After a small modification of [26, §2.4.2] to guarantee Lipschitz continuity, we obtain an approximate best response (ABR) rule in T^{EP} denoted as T^{ABR} and specified using (6) with

φ^{ABR}_j (p̂) :=

[p̂_j ]^k_+ ∑_n i=1[p̂_i]^k_+ + ϵ^k

, (7)

where ϵ ∈ (0, 1) and k is a positive integer. The larger k is the closer T^{ABR} is to the best response rule.

Definition 7: Class T^I: Any rule is said to be of the imitative (I) class if there is a locally Lipschitz map ψ : X × R^n → R^{n×n}_{≥0} such that T can be written as

T_{ij} (x, p) =_I x_j ψ_{ij} (x, p), (8)

where ψ satisfies the following monotonicity condition for all i, j and k in {1, . . . , n}: p_j ≥ p_i ⇔ ψ_{kj} (x, p) − ψ_{jk} (x, p) ≥ ψ_{ki}(x, p) − ψ_{ik} (x, p). (9) We use T^I to denote the set of all imitative rules.

Example 4: The so-called replicator rule T^R is a ubiquitous example in T^I obtained as ψ^R_{ij} (x, p) = [p_j − p_i]_+.

Remark 3: As we discussed in §I-C, we excluded the so-called ‘best response’ rule [2, 13.5.2] from our analysis to avoid having to use Carathéodory solutions for differential inclusions and a modified (PC) notion. Including it wouldn’t have significantly changed our results but would have complicated the paper and detracted from our focus on using CCW to study stability. Fortunately, Example 3 shows that we can approximate the best response rule to an arbitrary degree of accuracy by a rule in T^{EP}.

C. Convex Cones, Hybrid Rules and Key Properties

The classes T^{CO}, T^{EP} and T^I represent a range of strategic behaviors and preferences of agents. Specifically, rules in T^{CO} allow agents to adopt any strategy that improves their current payoffs, while rules in T^{EP} permit changes only to strategies exceeding the current average population payoff. To account for imitation of “popular” strategies, rules in T^I incorporate a multiplicative term x_i. These learning classes are broad because they are convex cones, meaning they include any positive linear combination of rules within them. However, it is unrealistic to expect strict adherence to a single class of rules. As [25, p. 5] suggests, agents are likely to follow hybrid rules as defined below combining elements from multiple classes.

Definition 8: (Hybrid rule) We qualify a rule T as hybrid if it is expressible as

T = α^IT^I + α^{CO}T^{CO} + α^{EP}T^{EP} + α̃T̃ ,

α^{CO} + α^{EP} > 0, (10)

where α^I, α^{CO}, α^{EP} and α̃ are nonnegative weights, with T^I ∈ T^I, T^{CO} ∈ T^{CO}, T^{EP} ∈ T^{EP} and T̃ is any rule satisfying (PC). We include T̃ to allow for the case when T cannot be exactly expressed as a conic combination of rules in the canonical classes.

A hybrid rule T can be rewritten as: T = ᾱ ( α^I ᾱ T^I + α^{CO} ᾱ T^{CO} + α^{EP} ᾱ T^{EP} + α̃ ᾱ T̃ ) , (11)

where ᾱ := α^I + α^{CO} + α^{EP} + α̃ acts as a multiplicative factor.

Notice that the constraint α^{CO} + α^{EP} > 0 prevents hybrid rules from being purely imitative, which is a technical condition to avoid the unrealistic so-called extinction property according to which a strategy that is currently not adopted could never be adopted in the future.

There is a probabilistic interpretation^4 for how a hybrid rule models the behavior of a strategic agent. Namely, according to [25], (11) can be interpreted as modeling an agent that at every strategy revision opportunity selects a imitative, CO or EP rule with probabilities^{αI}_ᾱ ,^{αCO}_ᾱ and^{αEP}_ᾱ , respectively. With probability^{α̃}_ᾱ , the agent could follow any rule satisfying (PC) (see Remark 2).

Proposition 1: If T is a hybrid rule expressible as (10), then T satisfies (PC) with the correlation function

℘ = α^I℘^I + α^{CO}℘^{CO} + α^{EP}℘^{EP} + α̃ ~℘, (12)

where ℘^I, ℘^{CO}, ℘^{EP} and ~℘ are, respectively, the correlation functions for T^I, T^{CO}, T^{EP} and T̃ . In addition, ℘ satisfies the equivalence ℘(x, p) = 0 ⇔ x ∈ B(p), x ∈ X, p ∈ R^n , (13) 4See [23, §4], [15, §IV] and [29, §2] as well as references therein.

where B : R^n → 2^X is the best response map defined as:

B(p) := { z ∈ X | | p^′z = max_{1≤i≤n} p_i } . Remark 4: [Nash Stationarity (NS)] Subject to T satisfying (PC), the condition (13) is equivalent to the so-called Nash stationarity (NS) property according to which V(x, p) = 0 if and only if x ∈ B(p), that is, V(x, p) = 0 if and only if x is a best response to p. We will use (NS) in the proof of Proposition 1 and in proving our main result in §IV. Rules satisfying both (NS) and (PC) are also called well-behaved [26].

Proof of Proposition 1: We note that [1, Theorem 5.4.9], [25, Theorem 1] and [26, Theorem 3.1] state, respectively, that T^I, T^{CO} and T^{EP} satisfy (PC). These theorems and (12), which we obtain by linearity, imply that T satisfies (PC). We can use Remark 4 and [25, Theorem 2] to prove (13). □

Example 5: Examples of hybrid rules as in Definition 8, include T^a, T^b, T^c and T^d as follows

T^a_{ij} (x, p) = 2x_j [p_j − p_i]^2_+ + 3j(e^{[pj −pi]+} − 1) + 4[p̂_j ]^2_+,

T^b_{ij} (x, p) = x_j [p_j − p_i]_+ T R +0.01 [p_j − p_i]_+

T^{Smith} ,

T^c_{ij} (x, p) = 0.01 [p_j − p_i]_+

T^{Smith} + [p̂_j ]^5_+ ∑_n i=1[p̂_i]^5_+ + 10^{−5}

T^{ABR} ,

T^d_{ij} (x, p) = 0.2T^a_{ij} (x, p) + 3T^b_{ij} (x, p) + 40T^c_{ij} (x, p), where T^b and T^c can be viewed as approximations of the replicator rule T^R in Example 4 and the approximate best response rule T^{ABR} in Example 3, respectively.

IV. Counterclockwise Dissipativity And Main Results We start by adapting to our framework the concept of counterclockwise systems proposed in [20] to study stability and robustness of nonlinear feedback systems.

Definition 9: [CCW] A payoff mechanism F is counterclockwise dissipative (or CCW for short), if

α_F := − inf T >0,x∈X ∫_T 0 ṗ^′(t)x(t)dt < ∞. (14) A. CCW Payoff Mechanisms And Potential Games

The following theorem states that potential games are the only CCW memoryless payoff mechanisms (see Definition 2).

Theorem 1 — A game is potential if and only if it is CCW.

Proof of Theorem 1: Let F : x(t) → p(t) specify a game. To prove (F is potential) =⇒ (F is CCW), we use (2) and integration by parts to write for any x in X , and T > 0 − ∫_T 0 ṗ^′(t)x(t)dt ≤ 2 ( max_{x∈X} ‖F(x)‖∞ + max_{x∈X} f(x) ) < ∞, where we use continuity of F and f, and compactness of X to establish boundedness.

We now proceed to show that (F is not potential) =⇒ (F is not CCW). If F is not potential then it is not a conservative vector field in X and there is μ > 0 and a periodic x in X , with x(0) = x(kT ) for any natural k, such that ∫_T 0 p^′(t)ẋ(t)dt = μ. Using integration by parts and periodicity of x we obtain ∫_{kT} 0 ṗ^′(t)x(t)dt = −kμ disproving CCW. □

B. CCW Convex Cone and Negative Imaginary Systems

Modifying the proof of [20, Theorem 1] one can show that an LTI payoff mechanism (Definition 3) is CCW if the negative imaginary (NI) condition j(F (jω) − F^′(−jω)) ⪰ 0 holds for all ω > 0. The concept of (NI) for multiple inputs and outputs was proposed in [21] to study stability and robustness. Relevant subclasses of (NI) systems and a dissipative framework for stability are studied in [30].

Remark 5: If F and G are CCW then ξF + ζG is also CCW for any non-negative ξ and ζ, implying that the set of CCW payoff mechanisms is a convex cone (see also [20, Proposition III.1]). As a result, the already large class of (NI) systems [31] and nonlinear generalizations [32] that are CCW can be combined with potential games (see Theorem 1) to form a broad convex cone of CCW payoff mechanisms.

The following is an example interpretable as a potential game with an LTI additive perturbation we denote as G.

Example 6: For a potential game F, a given time-constant λ^{−1} > 0, b in R^n , and A = A^′ in R^{n×n} , consider q̇(t) = λ ( Ax(t) + b − q(t) ) , t ≥ 0, q(0) = 0, (15a) p(t) = F ( x(t) ) + kλ ( Ax(t) + b − q(t) ) (15b)

where k is a real constant satisfying kA ⪯ 0.

The transfer function matrix G(s) from x to kλ(Ax−q) is NI satisfying j(G(jω) − G^′(−jω)) = −2kλ^{2 ω}_{ω2+λ2} A, and we conclude from Remark 5 that (15) is CCW with stationary game F(x). Notice that the effect of b in (15) vanishes exponentially fast and plays no role in testing for CCW.

Remark 6: Example 6 generalizes well-motivated examples in [14]. Namely, [14, (83)] follows by specializing (15) with k = 1 and F(x) = Ax + b, where A ≺ 0. The example [14, (77)] follows by specializing (15) with k = −λ^{−2}, and F(x) = λ^{−1}(Ax + b). With this parameter choice, we must impose A ⪰ 0, such as in a coordination game, in contrast with [14, (77)] where A ≺ 0.

C. Evolutionary Nash Equilibrium Learning Theorem

The feedback interconnection of two strict CCW systems has important convergence properties [20]. If a rule T satisfies (PC), then ∫_T 0 ẋ^′(t)p(t), dt ≥ 0 holds for any p ∈ P and T > 0, i.e., the (EDM) is itself CCW. This fact and [20] motivated our investigation into the convergence properties of x when T satisfies (PC) and the payoff mechanism F is CCW.

The following theorem states that imposing (PC) and (13) on T , combined with a F that is CCW, ensures convergence of x(t) to the Nash equilibrium set of F_F (see Assumption 1.2). Unlike in [20], the Nash equilibrium concept is central to our theorem and its proof must address F not being strictly CCW.

Theorem 2 — Consider that T is a rule satisfying (PC) and (13), or, equivalently, suppose that T satisfies (PC) and (NS) (See Remark 4). If the payoff mechanism F is CCW, then, for the feedback system’s solution x, it holds that

lim_{t→∞} ‖ẋ(t)‖ =_{(a)} 0 and lim_{t→∞} inf_{y∈NE(FF)} ‖x(t) − y‖ =_{(b)} 0

(16) for any x(0) in X, where NE (F_F) is the Nash equilibria set^a

NE (F_F) := { x ∈ X | | x ∈ B(F_F(x)) } . aIn our context, Nash equilibria should be interpreted in the massaction sense explained in [33], [34].

Hence, evolutionary Nash equilibrium learning, as expressed in (16), is guaranteed when the conditions of Theorem 2 hold. In addition, we infer the following facts.

(i) Using (a) in (16) and Assumption 1.2, we conclude that for sufficiently large t, F behaves approximately as a stationary game: p(t) ≃ F_F(x(t)). The continuity of F_F implies that any accumulation point (x^∗, p^∗) of (x, p) satisfies p^∗ = F_F(x^∗), and the continuity of V ensures V(x^∗, p^∗) = 0. Consequently, all accumulation points are equilibria and there are no nonconstant limit cycles.

(ii) According to (b) in (16), NE (F_F) predicts the long-term evolution of x. By the definition of NE (F_F), (i) and (b) in (16) imply for large t that x(t) tends to B(p(t)), i.e., x(t) tends to become a best response to p(t).

(iii) Provided that (PC) and (NS) are satisfied, the theorem does not require any specific knowledge about T and imposes no constraints on coordination among the agents^5.

Proof of Theorem 2: Let x(0) in X be an initial condition and (x, p) be the associated solution trajectory pair. Using integration by parts, Assumption 1.3, (3) and (14), we obtain ∫_T 0 ℘ ( x(t), p(t))dt ≤ 2β_F + α_F, T > 0. (17)

Since ℘ is a Lipschitz continuous map and (x, p)(t) is Lipschitz continuous w.r.t time, we conclude that ℘ ( x(t), p(t)) is also Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. time. From this fact and (17) we can use Barbălat’s Lemma [35] to conclude that lim_{t→∞} ℘ ( x(t), p(t)) = 0, which also implies lim_{t→∞} V ( x(t), p(t)) = 0 leading to (a) in (16). This implication results from (PC) and the facts that V and ℘ are continuous, and (x, p) takes values in the bounded set X × [−β_F, β_F]^n, where β_F comes from Assumption 1.3.

We now proceed to prove (b) in (16) by contradiction. To do so we will use (a) in (16) and assume that (b) in (16) did not hold. If this were the case, (x, p) would have had an accumulation point (x^∗, p^∗) satisfying inf_{y∈NE(FF)} ‖x^∗ − y‖ > 0. Furthermore, (a) in (16) and Assumption 1.2 we would have implied that p^∗ = F_F(x^∗). Consequently, we would have been able to infer x^∗ /∈ NE (F_F) and x^∗ /∈ B(p^∗), but from (13) that would have implied ℘(x^∗, p^∗) > 0, which would have contradicted lim_{t→∞} ℘ ( x(t), p(t)) = 0 that we already proved above. □

By allowing for dynamic F, we extend the original framework of memoryless payoff mechanisms in [11], where the focus is in

5Example 1 specifies a fully decentralized rule satisfying (PC) and (NS).

potential games. Specifically, using Theorem 1, the result presented in [11, Theorem 4.5(ii)] for potential games can be derived as a particular case of Theorem 2 applied to the specific case of a memoryless payoff mechanism.

Theorem 2, combined with Proposition 1, directly leads to the following corollary, which states the primary conclusion of Theorem 2 we are seeking to obtain in this paper. Namely, with a CCW payoff mechanism F, the corollary guarantees evolutionary Nash equilibria learning for any hybrid rule (Definition 8). This result is notably robust, as it applies regardless of the specific hybrid rule used, provided that the rule is known to be hybrid.

Corollary 1 — If T is a hybrid rule (see Definition 8) and the payoff mechanism F is CCW then (16) holds for the feedback system’s solution x for any x(0) in X.

D. Comparing With Other Passivity Approaches

A system theoretic passivity approach valid for T^{CO} and T^{EP} was first introduced in [14], where δ-passivity generalizes contractive games to allow for dynamic payoffs. The convergence results in [14] require both the (EDM) and −F to be δ-passive. Since [18] showed that the (EDM) for the replicator rule T^R (Example 4) is not δpassive, we conjecture that δ-passivity will not hold for any hybrid rule (10) with α^I > 0.

The work in [19] established that (i) the (EDM) associated with T^R is equilibrium independent passive (EIP) [36], ensuring convergence to equilibria when −F is strictly passive, and (ii) adding integral or lead-lag second-order action to the payoff makes the resulting higherorder (EDM) NI (or CCW), ensuring stability for any strictly NI F. EIP was also used to show convergence for a modified T^R with exponentially-discounted learning [37]. In our work, T^R cannot be considered in isolation but only “approximately” because it is not in the cone of hybrid rules (10) due to the constraint α^{CO} + α^{EP} > 0 needed for Nash stationarity (13). Conversely, the approach in [19] is not applicable to our framework because EIP is not known to hold for the hybrid rules (10). Unlike (ii), our work does not consider higher-order (EDM), so no direct comparison can be made, except noting that NI and CCW concepts are used in both.

Hence, existing passivity-based approaches related to T^R are not, in general, applicable to rules in T^{CO} and T^{EP}, and vice versa. Our approach is the first to support hybrid rules incorporating elements of T^{CO}, T^{EP}, and T^I, which includes T^R as a particular case. Notice that [17] studies δ-passivity for hybrid rules that include the best response rule, which we can approximate with arbitrary accuracy as in Example 3. Although the work [17] is the first to study δ-passivity for hybrid rules, it still has major gaps in comparison to the hybrid rules we consider here. Namely, the approach in [17] (i) does not consider T^I, (ii) it cannot handle conic combinations between T^{EP} and T^{CO} beyond two strategies, and (iii) it considers only the so-called separable subclass of T^{EP} denoted as SEPT. Since the best response rule cannot be approximated by an SEPT rule, the best response had to be considered directly in [17] requiring complicated notions of solution for differential inclusions.

While our approach accommodates the broadest set of rules, it is best understood as complementary to existing passivity-based methods. Each approach has unique strengths, addressing cases that others may not. This becomes evident when we examine the requirements on the payoff mechanism. Our method requires F to be CCW, unlike previous works that necessitate F to be strictly NI, −F to be strictly EIP [19], or −F to be δ-passive [14], [17]. Generally, these requirements are not directly comparable. We illustrate this below:

• F(x) = Ax is CCW for any A in R^{n×n} satisfying (w − x)^′(A − A^′)(v − x) = 0 for all w, v, x ∈ X. This condition is satisfied for any symmetric A.

• F(x) = Ax is not strictly NI for any A in R^{n×n} . • −F(x) = −Ax is EIP and δ-passive for any A in R^{n×n} satisfying (v − x)^′(A + A^′)(v − x) ≥ 0 for v, x ∈ X. This includes any positive-semidefinite nonsymmetric A.

• Remark 6 illustrates a case there −F is δ-passive and F is CCW and another case where either −F is δ-passive or F is CCW, but not both.

V. Numerical Example To illustrate our results, we adopt a payoff mechanism based on Example 6 for 3 strategies (n = 3), a potential game specified as F_i(x) = 1 − x_i, and parameters k = −1, λ = 5, b = 1 (kλ) 2 0 0 , A = 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 .

As described in Example 6, A = A^′ ⪰ 0 and k = −1 makes the payoff dynamic model be CCW with stationary game F. Due to the value of b agents initially have a strong preference for strategy 1, but that effect vanishes exponentially fast.

We ran simulations [38] for rules T^{BNN} (Example 2), T^{Smith} (Example 1), and T^b from Example 5. The initial conditions labelled as {c, d, e, f} are specified as c := [0 1 0]^′, d := [0.7 0.3 0]^′, e := [0 0.2 0.8]^′, and f := [0.6 0 0.4]^′. The resulting trajectories can be seen in Fig. 2, with the red squares and black circle denoting the initial and final points of the trajectories, respectively. As expected, all trajectories converge to the unique Nash equilibrium of the game F, NE (F) = {[0.¯3 0.¯3 0.¯3]^′}.

c d ef 1 2 3 T^{BNN} T^{Smith} T^b

Fig. 2. Trajectories for the population state x(t) converging to NE (F) under different initial conditions and learning rules, respectively, x(0) ∈ {c, d, e, f } and T ∈ {T^{BNN}, T^{Smith}, T^b}.

VI. Conclusions In this paper, we addressed the problem of achieving evolutionary Nash equilibrium learning in large populations of agents engaged in strategic, non-cooperative interactions. Our main focus was to bridge the gap between δ-passivity and equilibrium independent passivity (EIP) approaches, particularly for learning rules exhibiting imitation behavior, such as in replicator dynamics. To this end, we propose a method rooted in the concept of counterclockwise (CCW) dissipativity originally proposed to study stability and robustness of nonlinear feedback systems.

We proved that continuous memoryless payoff mechanisms are CCW if and only if they are potential games. Furthermore, we established that under (possibly dynamic) CCW payoff mechanisms, the population state converges to the Nash equilibria set for any learning rule within a convex cone spanned by imitation rules, continuous δ-passive rules and any rule satisfying positive correlation.

Hence, our work shows that CCW dissipativity offers a unified framework that encompasses both rules satisfying δ-passivity and imitation-based rules. While our approach does not supersede existing methods in all cases, it significantly broadens the scope of cases that can be analyzed for Nash equilibrium learning. Our results also provide a theoretical foundation for future work seeking to design payoff mechanisms that ensure convergence to Nash equilibria, even when precise knowledge of the population’s learning rule is lacking.

[1] W. H. Sandholm, Population games and evolutionary dynamics, MIT Press, 2010.

[2] W. H. Sandholm, Handbook of game theory, Vol. 4, North Holland, 2015, Ch. Population games and deterministic evolutionary dynamics, pp. 703–775.

[3] M. Beckmann, C. B. McGuire, C. B. Winsten, Studies in the economics of transportation, Research in economics at Yale University, Cowles Foundation, 1956.

[4] N. Quijano, C. Ocampo-Martinez, J. Barreiro-Gomez, G. Obando, A. Pantoja, E. Mojica-Nava, The role of population games and evolutionary dynamics in distributed control systems, IEEE Control Systems Magazine 37 (1) (2017) 70–97.

[5] N. C. Martins, J. Certório, R. J. La, Epidemic population games and evolutionary dynamics, Automatica 153 (2023).

[6] J. Barreiro-Gomez, N. Quijano, C. Ocampo-Martinez, Constrained distributed optimization: A population dynamics approach, Automatica 69 (2016) 101–116.

[7] H. Tembine, E. Altman, R. El-Azouzi, Y. Hayel, Evolutionary games in wireless networks, IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics 40 (3) (2010) 634–646.

[8] G. Obando, A. Pantoja, N. Quijano, Building temperature control based on population dynamics, IEEE transactions on Control Systems Technology 22 (1) (2014) 404–412.

[9] P. Frihauf, M. Krstic, T. Basar, Nash equilibrium seeking in noncooperative games, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 57 (5) (2012) 1192–1207.

[10] D. Gadjov, L. Pavel, A passivity-based approach to nash equilibrium seeking over networks, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 64 (3) (2019) 1077–1092.

[11] W. H. Sandholm, Potential games with continuous player sets, Journal of economic theory 97 (2001) 81–108.

[12] J. Certorio, N. C. Martins, R. J. La, Epidemic population games with nonnegligible disease death rate, IEEE Control Systems Letters 6 (2022) 3229 – 3234.

[13] J. Hofbauer, W. H. Sandholm, Stable games and their dynamics, Journal of Economic Theory 144 (4) (2009) 1665–1693.e4.

[14] M. J. Fox, J. S. Shamma, Population games, stable games, and passivity, Games 4 (2013) 561–583.

[15] S. Park, N. C. Martins, J. S. Shamma, From population games to payoff dynamics models: A passivity-based approach, in: Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, 2019, pp. 6584–6601.

[16] M. Arcak, N. C. Martins, Dissipativity tools for convergence to Nash equilibria in population games, IEEE Transactions on Control of Network Systems 8 (1) (2021) 39–50.

[17] J. Certório, N. C. Martins, K. Chang, P. Nuzzo, Y. Shoukry, Passivity tools for hybrid learning rules in large populations, ArXiv (2024).

[18] S. Park, J. S. Shamma, N. C. Martins, Passivity and evolutionary game dynamics, in: Proceedings of the IEEE conference on decision and control (CDC), 2018.

[19] M. A. Mabrok, Passivity analysis of replicator dynamics and its variations, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 66 (8) (2021) 3879– 3884.

[20] D. Angeli, Systems with counterclockwise input–output dynamics, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 51 (7) (2006) 1130–1143.

[21] A. Lanzon, I. R. Petersen, Stability robustness of a feedback interconnection of systems with negative imaginary frequency response, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 53 (4) (2008) 1042–1046.

[22] J. Cortes, Discontinuous dynamical systems, IEEE Control Systems Magazine 28 (3) (2008) 36–73.

[23] W. H. Sandholm, Evolution and equilibrium under inexact information, Games and economic behavior 44 (2) (2003) 343–378.

[24] B. D. Tellegen, A general network theorem, with applications, Tech.

Rep. 7, Philips Research (1952).

[25] W. H. Sandholm, Pairwise comparison dynamics and evolutionary foundations for Nash equilibrium, Games 1 (1) (2010) 3–17.

[26] W. H. Sandholm, Excess payoff dynamics and other well-behaved evolutionary dynamics, Journal of economic theory 124 (2) (2005) 149– 170.

[27] M. J. Smith, The stability of a dynamic model of traffic assignment:

an application of a method of Lyapunov, Transportation Science 18 (3) (1984) 245–252.

[28] G. W. Brown, J. von Neumann, Solutions of games by differential equations, Tech. rep., RAND corporation (April 1950).

[29] S. Kara, N. C. Martins, Differential equation approximations for population games using elementary probability, ArXiv (arXiv:2312.07598) (2023).

[30] A. Lanzon, P. Bhowmick, Characterization of input–output negative imaginary systems in a dissipative framework, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 68 (2) (2023) 959–974.

[31] I. R. Petersen, Negative imaginary systems theory and applications, Annual Reviews in Control 42 (2016) 309–318.

[32] A. G. Ghallab, M. A. Mabrok, I. R. Petersen, Extending negative imaginary systems theory to nonlinear systems, in: Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, 2018, pp. 2348–2353.

[33] J. W. Weibull, The mass-action interpretation of Nash equilibrium, no.

427 in Working paper series, 1995.

[34] J. F. Nash Jr., Non-cooperative games, Annals of mathematics second series 54 (2) (1951) 286–295.

[35] B. Farkas, S.-A. Wegner, Variations on Barbălat’s lemma, The American Mathematical Monthly 123 (8) (2016) 825–830.

[36] G. H. Hines, M. Arcak, A. K. Packard, Equilibrium-independent passivity: a new definition and numerical certification, Automatica 47 (2011) 1949–1956.

[37] B. Gao, L. Pavel, On passivity, reinforcement learning, and higher order learning in multiagent finite games, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 66 (1) (2020) 121–136.

[38] J. Certorio, jcert/positive correlated rules (Jul. 2024).

doi:10.5281/zenodo.12727062.

URL https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12727062