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NONZERO-SUM RISK-SENSITIVE CONTINUOUS-TIME STOCHASTIC
GAMES WITH ERGODIC COSTS.
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ABSTRACT. We study nonzero-sum stochastic games for continuous time Markov decision
processes on a denumerable state space with risk-sensitive ergodic cost criterion. Transi-
tion rates and cost rates are allowed to be unbounded. Under a Lyapunov type stability
assumption, we show that the corresponding system of coupled HJB equations admits
a solution which leads to the existence of a Nash equilibrium in stationary strategies.
We establish this using an approach involving principal eigenvalues associated with the
HJB equations. Furthermore, exploiting appropriate stochastic representation of princi-
pal eigenfunctions, we completely characterize Nash equilibria in the space of stationary
Markov strategies.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a nonzero-sum stochastic game on the infinite time horizon for continuous
time Markov decision processes (CTMDPs) on a denumerable state space. The performance
evaluation criterion is exponential of integral cost which addresses the decision makers (i.e.,
players) attitude towards risk. In other words we address the problem of nonzero-sum risk
sensitive stochastic games involving continuous time Markov decision processes. In the liter-
ature of stochastic games involving continuous time Markov decision processes, one usually
studies the integral of the cost [13], [14], [I5] which is the so called risk-neutral situation.
In the exponential of integral cost, the evaluation criterion is multiplicative as opposed to
the additive nature of evaluation criterion in the integral of cost case. This difference makes
the risk sensitive case significantly different from its risk neutral counterpart. The study
of risk sensitive criterion was first introduced in [3]; see [29] and the references therein.
This criterion is studied extensively in the context of MDP both in discrete and continuous
times; see, for instance [0, [6], [7], [9], [I7], [18], [26], [30], and the references therein. The
corresponding results for stochastic (dynamic) games are limited. Notable exceptions are
[, [2], [I0]. In discrete time and discrete state space the risk-sensitive zero-sum stochastic
games with bounded cost and transition rates have been studied by Basu and Ghosh [2]
and nonzero-sum games in [I]. For CTDMPs, zero-sum stochastic games with risk-sensitive

costs for bounded cost and bounded transition rates have been studied in [10]. One can
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see [12], [28], and the references therein for finite horizon risk-sensitive nonzero-sum games
for CTMDPs. Recently risk sensitive continuous time Markov decision processes have been
studied in [4], [11], [24], [25]. In this present paper we extend the results of the above
four papers to nonzero-sum stochastic games. Using principal eigenvalue approach, un-
der a Lyapunov type stability assumption, we have shown that the corresponding system
of coupled HJB equations admits a solution which in turn leads to the existence of Nash
equilibrium in stationary strategies. Also, exploiting the stochastic representation of prin-
cipal eigenfunction we completely characterize all possible Nash equilibria in the space of
stationary Markov strategies. The main motivation for studying this kind of games arises
from their applications to many interesting problems, such as controlled birth-and-death
systems, telecommunication and queueing systems in which the transition and cost rates
may be both unbounded.

Our main contribution in this paper is the following. We establish the existence and
characterization of Nash equilibria under a blanket Lyapunov type stability assumption. To
be more specific, we study ergodic nonzero sum risk-sensitive stochastic games for CTMDPs
having the following features: (a) the transition and the cost rates may be unbounded (b)
state space is countable (c) at any state of the system the space of admissible actions is
compact (d) the strategies may be history dependent. To our knowledge, these results are
new in the literature of ergodic non-zero sum risk-sensitive games for CTMDPs. Similar
risk-sensitive game problems for discrete time Markov decision processes have been studied
under small costs and geometric ergodicity assumption in [2].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 deals with the problem de-
scription and preliminaries. The ergodic cost criterion is analyzed in Section 3. Under a
Lyapunov type stability assumption(s), we first establish the existence of a solution to the
corresponding coupled Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations. This in turn leads to
the existence of a Nash equilibrium in stationary strategies (see Theorem [3.2). In Section

4, we present an illustrative example.

2. THE GAME MODEL

For the sake of notational simplicity we treat two player game. The N-player game for
N > 3, is analogous. The continuous-time two-person nonzero-sum stochastic game model

which consists of the following elements
{57 U17 U27 (Ul (Z) C U17 UZ(Z) C U27 1€ 5)7 ’ﬁ'ij('dl, 'LLQ), E1 (17 uy, ’LLQ), 52(i7 uy, 'LLQ)}, (21)

where each component is described below:
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e S, called the state space, is assumed to be the set of all positive integers endowed
with the discrete topology, i.e. S =:{1,2, - }.

e U1 and U, are the action sets for players 1 and 2, respectively. The action spaces Uy
and Uy are assumed to be Borel spaces with the Borel o-algebras B(U;) and B(Uz),
respectively.

e For each i € S, Uy(i) € B(Uy) and Us(i) € B(Uz) denote the sets of admissible
actions for players 1 and 2 in state i, respectively. Let K := {(i,u1,u2)|i € S,u; €
Ui(i),ug € Us(i)}, which is a Borel subset of S x Uy x Us.

Throughout this paper, we assume that
(A1l)(a) For each i € S, the admissible action spaces Uk (i), k = 1,2, are nonempty
and compact subsets of Uy.

e The transition rates 7;;(u1, u2), (w1, u2) € U (i) xUsa(i),4,5 € S, satisfy the condition
Tij(u1,ug) > 0 for all i # j, (u1,u2) € Ui(i) x U(i). Also, we assume that:
(A1)(b) The transition rates 7;;(u1,u2) are conservative, i.e.,

> Fij(ur,ug) = 0 for i € S and (u,uz) € Ur(i) x Us(i).
jeSs
and

T sup [—7ii(ur, u2)] < 0.
(u1,u2)€U1 (3) xUa2(1)

e Finally, the measurable function ¢, : K — Ry denotes the cost rate function for
player k, k=1,2.

We consider a continuous time Markov decision processes (CTMDPs) {Y (¢)}+>0 with
state space S and controlled rate matrix IT,, ,, = (7;;(u1,u2)). To construct the underlying
CTMDPs Y (t) (as in [[I9], [22], [27]) we introduce some notations: let Sa := SU{A} (with
some A ¢ 5), Qp := (S x (0,00)), Qp, := (S % (0,00))™ x S x ({00} x {A})*® for m > 1
and € := Uy°_(€,,. Let I be the Borel o-algebra on 2. Then we obtain the measurable
space (2,F). For some m > 1, and sample w := (ig, 01,41, ,Om,im, ) € §, define

To(w) :=0, Ty (w) :=Th-1(w) + Oy, Too(w) := Jim T (w).

Using {71, }, we define the state process {Y (t)}:>0 as

Y(t) = Ig,<t<tpryim + Tsr} A, for t >0 (with Ty := 0). (2.2)

m>0

Here, Ir denotes the indicator function of a set E, and we use the convention that 042z =: 2z
and 0z =: 0 for all z € Sa. Obviously, Y (¢) is right-continuous on [0,00). From (Z2]), we
see that T,,(w) (m > 1) denotes the m-th jump moment of {Y(¢)};>0 and 4,,—; is the
state of the process on [T),—1(w), T (w)), Om(w) = T(w) — Tr—1(w) plays the role of

sojourn time at state i,,—1, and the sample path {Y(¢)(w)}+>0 has at most denumerable
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states i, (m = 0,1,---). The process after T, is regarded to be absorbed in the state
A. Thus, let q(-|A,uf, u) = 0, UP = Uy U {ud}, UL = Uy U {ud}, U1(A) == {uf},
Us(A) := {u}. Also, assume that ¢ (A, u1,uz) := 0 (& is the running cost function for
kth player) for all (uj,uz) € UlA X UQA, where ulA, UQA are isolated points. Moreover, let
Fp = o({Tm < 8,Y(Tn) € S} :0<s<t,m>0)forallt >0, F_ =\, T4, and
F:=0(A x {0}, B x (s,00) : A € Fy, B € F,_) which denotes the o-algebra of predictable
sets on Q x [0, 00) related to {JF;}>0.

To complete the specification of a risk-sensitive stochastic game problem, we need, of course,

to introduce an optimality criterion. This requires to define the class of strategies as below.

Definition 2.1. A admissible strategy for player 1, denoted by vi = {v1(t)}+>0, is a transi-
tion probability vy (duy|w,t) from (2x[0,00),F) onto (UR, B(UR)), such that vy (U1 (Y (t—)(w))|w,t) =
1. The set of all admissible strategies for player 1 is denoted by Ai. A strateqy vy €
Ay, is called a Markov for player 1 if vi(t)(w) = vi(t,Y (t—)(w)), i.e., vi(duj|w,t) =
vi(dur |Y (t=)(w),t) for every w € Q and t > 0, where Y (t—)(w) := limgy Y (s)(w). We
denote by M1 the family of all Markov strategies for player 1. If the Markov strategy v1 for
player 1 does not have any explicit time dependency then it is called a stationary Markov
strategy. The set of such strategies for player 1 is denoted by S1. The sets of all admissible
strategies As, all Markov strategies My and all stationary strategies So for player 2 are

defined similarly.

To avoid the explosion of the state process {Y (t) };>0, we need the following assumption

imposed on the transition rates, which had been widely used in CTMDPs; see, for instance,

[[I7], [18], [19], [20]] and references therein.

Assumption 2.1. There ezists a Lyapunov function W : S — [1,00) such that
() > jes W ()7 (w1, ug) < C1W (i) +Cy for all (uy,uz) € Uy (i) x Ua(i) and i € S with
some constants Cy # 0, Cy > 0;
(i) 7; < CsW (i) for alli € S with some positive constant C.

For the rest of this article we are going to assume that Assumption 2.1] holds. Note
that if sup;cg 7 < oo then Assumption 2] holds. In this case we can choose W to be a
suitable constant. Also note that under Assumption 211 for any initial state ¢ € S and any
pair of strategies (v1,v2) € A; X Az, Theorem 4.27 in [23] yields the existence of a unique
probability measure denoted by P> on (Q, ). Let E;""* be the expectation operator
with respect to P/"". Also, from [[I6], pp.13-15], we know that {Y'(¢)};>0 is a Markov
process under any (v1,v2) € My x My (in fact, strong Markov).

For any compact metric space A, let P(A) denote the space of probability measures on

A with Prohorov topology. Let Vi, = P(Uy) and Vi (i) = P(U(i)) for i € S and k = 1,2.
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For each i,5 € S, k = 1,2, v; € Vi(i) and vg € V5(i), the associated transition and cost

rates are defined, respectively, as follows:

Wij(vl,z@) :/U()/U() ﬁij(ul,u2)U1(dU1)U2(d’LL2),
1(i 2 (3

e (v1,v2) ::/ / ¢k (ug, ug)vy (duy )ve(dus).
Ur(i) JUz2(d)

Note that for k = 1,2, v, € Si. can be identified with a map v, : S — V. such that for
each j € S,u(j) € Vi(j) for each j € S. The sets S; and Sy are endowed with product
topology.

We list the commonly used notations below.

e For any finite set D C S, we define Bp = {f : S — R | f is borel measurable function and f(i) =
0VieD}.
e Given any real-valued function ¥V > 1 on S, we define a Banach space (LS55, || - [|55)
of V-weighted functions by
LYy = {u:S—)R[ l|lull5y :flelg% <oo}.
o L)lj’C>O denotes the subset of L§Y consists of function u such that [Jul|5y < 1.

For k = 1,2, let ¢, : S x Uy x Uy — [0, o0) be the running cost function for the kth
player, i.e., when state of the system is ¢ and the actions (uj,ug) are chosen by the players,
then the cost incurred by the kth player is ¢ (i, u1, u2). By choosing appropriate strategies,
each player wants to minimize his/her accumulated cost over infinite time horizon.

For a pair of admissible strategies (v1,vy), the risk-sensitive ergodic cost for player k is
given by

pp " (i) = limsup % In E;" [efOT ex(Y(@)v1(t)v2 (t))dt] , (2.3)

T—o00

where Y (¢) is the CTMDP corresponding to (v1,v2) € A; x Az and E;"" denotes the
expectation with respect to the law of the process Y (¢) with initial condition Y (0) = .
Since we are allowing our transition and cost rates to be unbounded, to guarantee the

finiteness of p;"** for k = 1,2, we need the following Assumption.

Assumption 2.2. We assume that the CTMDP {Y (t) }+>0 is irreducible under every pair of
stationary Markov strategies (v1,vs) € 81 X Sa. Furthermore, suppose there exist a constant
Cy > 0 and a Lyapunov function W : S — [1,00) such that one of the following hold.

(a) When the running cost is bounded: For some positive constant v > max{||c1]|co, [|¢2|loo }
and a finite set K it holds that

sup ZW(j)fij(ul,UQ) < C4Ij<(i) _ ’YW(Z) Vie S.
(u1,u2)€U1(i)><U2(i)j€S
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(b) When the running cost is unbounded: For some norm-like function ( : S — R4
and a finite set K it holds that
sup > W) m(ur, uz) < Caluc(i) — £(i)W (i) Vi € S,
(ul,ug)GUl(z)XUg(z)]es

Also, the functions £(-) — MaX(y, uy)et, ()xUs(-) k(- u1,u2), k= 1,2, are norm-like.

Definition 2.2. A pair of strategies (vi,vs) € Ay x Ay is called a Nash equilibrium if
,011}1’02( ) < " 2( ) for allvy € Ay andi € S

and
pgl’%( ) < p”l’”( ) for allvy € Ay andi € S.

We wish to establish the existence of a Nash equilibrium in stationary strategies. To ensure

the existence of a Nash equilibrium, we assume the following:

Assumption 2.3. (i) For any fized i,j € S,k=1,2, T;j(u1,u2) and ¢(i,ur,uz) are
continuous in (uy,uz) € Uy (i) x Ua(7) .
(ii) ZW(j)fij(ul,UQ) is continuous in (u1,uz) € Ui(i) x Us(i) for any given i € S,
JjES
where W is as Assumption [Z2.
(i11) There exists iy € S such that Ty j(ui,uz) > 0 for all j # iy and (u1,u2) € Ui (j) x

Us(3)-

We now proceed to establish the existence of a Nash equilibrium in stationary strategies.
To this end we first outline a procedure for establishing the existence of a Nash equilibrium.
Suppose player 2 announces that he is going to employ a strategy vy € So. In such a

scenario, player 1 attempts to minimize

I

pUR () = nmsuplln EULv2 {efoT c1 (Y (£),v1 ()02 (Y (t—)))dt
T—o0 !

over v; € Aj. Thus for player 1 it is a continuous time Markov decision problem (CTMDP)
with risk sensitive ergodic cost. This problem has been studied in [4], [11], [24], [25].
In particular under certain assumptions, it is shown in [4], [24], [25], that the following
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation

prin(i) = inf [Zwm o1, 2 (i) () + ex (i o1, v2(0) 81 1)

v1€VL(1)

Qﬁl (ZO) - 17
has a suitable solution (pl,zﬁl), where p; is a scalar and 1[11 : S — R has suitable growth

rate; ig is a fixed element of S. Furthermore it is shown in [4], [24], [25] that

p1 = inf hmsupTlnE”l’”2 elo er(Y ()1 (), 02(Y (t—)))dt]7

U1 EAI T—00



and if v} € 8 is such that for i € S

inf [Z i (01, 02(0)) 1 () + 1 (5,01, 02(0) 9 ()]

v1€VL(7)

= > miWi), va(D)dn () + e1 (i, v (i), v2(0))dh1 (0),

jeSs

then v] € & is an optimal control for player 1, i.e., for any i € S

p1 = limsup — lnEvl’v2 elo 1 (Y ()05 (Y (1)) 02 (Y(t—)))dt]_

T—o00

In other words, given that player 2 is using the strategy vo € Sz, v] € S is an optimal
response for player 1. Clearly v] depends on vp and moreover there may be several optimal
responses for player 1 in S;. Analogous results holds for player 2 if player 1 announces that
he is going to use a strategy v; € S;. Hence given a pair of strategies (vq,vs) € S1 X Sz, we
can find a set of pairs of optimal responses {(v},v3) € S x Sz} via the appropriate pair of
HJB equations described above. This defines a set-valued map. Clearly any fixed point of
this set-valued map is a Nash equilibrium.

The above discussion leads to the following procedure for finding a pair of Nash equilib-
rium strategies. Suppose that there exist a pair of stationary strategies (v],v3) € S1 X S, a
pair of scalars (p7, p5) and a pair of functions (1/31‘, 1/35‘ ) with appropriate growth conditions,

satisfying the following coupled HJB equations:

Pl = inf [wa o1, () + ealison, v3(0)91 ()
- Z;mvr(i), HONHORSAGTHORHOIHG
A;@O):f
o5 U300) = inf [ij UF(0), v2)03 (3) + (i, 07 (0), v2)93 ()|
= Zsmj(vf(i), U3 (D)) + ealivf 0), w5 ()05 ()
Gt =1,

where as before ip € S is a fixed point. Then it can be shown that (v],v3) is a pair of Nash
equilibrium and (p7, p3) is the pair of corresponding Nash values. Thus the main result of

our paper is to establish that the above coupled HJB equations has suitable solutions.

Remark 2.1. Note that the similar stochastic optimal control problem has been studied in
[I1], [25] for bounded cost and bounded transition rates. But in our game model transition

and cost rates are unbounded. Analogous MDP problems are treated in [4].
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3. CouPLED HJB EQUATIONS AND EXISTENCE OF NASH EQUILIBRIUM

By the definition of weak convergence of probability measures, one can easily get the
following result, which will be crucial for the existence of Nash equilibrium; we omit the
details.

Lemma 3.1. Under Assumptions 21, [Z.2, and [Z.3, the functions
Ck(iv U1, U2)7 k= 17 2 and Z 7Tij(’U1, U2)¢(])
jeS

are continuous on Vi (i) x Va(i) for each fized ¢ € Ly and i € S.

Let D,, C S be an increasing sequence of finite sets such that U,D, = S and iy € D,
for each n > 1. In the next lemma we show the existence of eigenpairs to certain equations

in D,, for each n € N.

Lemma 3.2. Grant Assumptions 21, [Z2, and [Z.3. Then for each n € N, the following
hold.

(1) For U9 € Sa, there exists an eigenpair (p1.n,V1n) € R X B . satisfying

pl,nwl,n(i) = vlg\l/f |:Z¢1 n 77@](1)171)2( )) + Cl(z 'U17U2( ))¢1 n( ):| fOT’i S Dna

(3.1)
¢1,n(i0) =1

Moreover, we have

0< hmmf pin <limsuppy, < inf hmsup ln Evlwz [ I 01(Y(t),vl(t)7ﬁ2(Y(t—)))dt}. (3.2)

T n—oco v1€/11 T—00
(2) Similarly, for v1 € S, there exists an eigenpair (p2n,2n) € R X B%n, satisfying
p2nt2n(i) = inf |:Z¢2n 3 (01(8), v2) + c2(4, 01(i), v2) b2 n (i )} fori € Dy,

v2€Va (i

(3.3)
¢2,n (ZO) =1

Moreover, we have

0< hm mf p2n < limsupps, < inf limsup % In EZ;’” [efoT c2(Y ()01 (Y (t-)) w2 (t))dt} . (3.4)

N—00 v2€A2 T o0

Proof. Follows by analogous arguments as in [4, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.3]. We omit the
details. 0

Next by taking limit n — oo in the equations we show that the limiting equations admit

eigenpairs in appropriate spaces. In particular, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Grant Assumptions[2.1], [2.2, and[2.3. Then the following hold.
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(1) For vy € Sa, there exists a unique minimal eigenpair (p1,11) € Ry X L%)(/OO, P >0,
satisfying

v1€VL(7)

p1p1(i) = inf [Zﬂh 9) g (v1, 02(2)) + c1(4, v1, D2(2) )b (i )} forie s, 55)

1[)1(Z0) =1.

Moreover, we have

= inf Ii 1E%@2[I ex (Y (0)01(0)52(Y (¢ )>)dt] L g 2 .
p1 = inf im sup 7 In £ 0 (= pi? Jinf ), (3.6)

and there exists a finite set B1 D K, such that

i) = i B[l OO DDy (1 (20| (= 0 (0) Vi € 55
(3.7)
where 7(B1) = 7(Bf) = inf{t : Y (¢t) € B1} =: 7.
(2) Similarly, for 01 € Sy, there exists a unique minimal eigenpair (pa, ) € Ry x Ll’oo,
o > 0 satisfying

p2t2 (i szél‘ﬂ/g(l [27!)2 )i (01(2), v2) —1—02(2',{)1(2'),1;2)1/)2(2')} fories, 58)

Tf)g(lo) =1.

Moreover, we have

= inf li In B2 Jo e2(Y (@), 01 (Y (t=)) w2 (0)dt ] (. i1 _ f 01,02 .
pr = imonp {1 [ = o = mf ™), (39

and there exists a finite set Bo D K, such that

¢2(Z) — inf Em,vz [ fo‘?('32)(02(Y(t),@1(Y(t—))ﬂ}z(Y(t—)))—m)dth(Y(%(B2))):| (:: ;)1 (Z)) Vi € Bg,
v2 €S2
(3.10)
where 7(Ba) = 7(B§) = inf{t : Y(¢) € Ba} =: 7.

Proof. Since ¢; > 0, using Assumption 2] we deduce that there exists a finite set B,
containig K such that

e Under Assumption 2.2] (a)

( sup c1(t,ur,ug) — p1p) <7y Vi€ B and all nlarge enough.
(ul,ug)GUl(i)XUQ(i)

e Under Assumption (b)

( sup ci(i,ur,ug) — p1p) < (i) YV i€ Bf and all nlarge enough .
(ul,ug)GUl(i)XUQ(i)

Then applying It6-Dynkin formula, from Assumption 2.2 we have the following estimates:
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e Under Assumption Z.2)a):
EM [e*@ﬂwv(y(%(asl)))] <W(i) Vi e BS. (3.11)

e Under Assumption 22(b):
o [efom”“Y(”)dtW(Y(f(Bl)))] < W(i) Vi€ BS. (3.12)

Now as in [4, Lemma 3.4], using the Lyapunov function W we construct a barrier. Then
following arguments similar to [4, Lemma 3.4] and letting n — oo, there exists (p1,11) €
Ry x LIl,{/OO, 1 > 0, satisfying ([B.3]). By truncating the running cost ¢1, one can show that
p1 satisfies (B.0) (see, [4, Lemma 3.5]) .

Next we prove the stochastic representation ([B.7). Applying It6-Dynkin formula and

Fatou’s lemma, for any minimizing selector v} of ([B5]) we have

7/)1 (Z) > EZ}T,&Q |:ef0+(31)(cl(Y(t),v’f (Y(t—)),ﬁg(Y(t—)))—m)dtq/)l (Y(f'(Bl))):|

v1 €S

> inf B [efo“Bl)(cl(Y(tm<Y<t—>),eg<Y(t—>>)—m>dt¢1(y(%(%)))] VieBi. (3.13)

Again, by applying It6-Dynkin formula, from [B1) for any v; € S1, T > 0 and i € D,, N BS
it follows that

1 (i) < BPP [efom““”")”(cl(Y(t>7m(Y(t—»,az(y(t—»)—m,n)dtwlm (Y (#(B1) A 7(Dy) A T))]
< BV [efowl)(cl(y(t)’“ (=D 22D =)ty (Y (7(B1))) I (81) < (D )/\T}:|

+ EZ)L{)Z |:ef0T(cl(Y(t)7v1(Y(t_))ﬂb(Y(t_)))_p1'7l)dt¢1,n(Y(T))I{TS%(Bl)/\T(Dn)}] . (3.14)

Using (B.I1)) and the fact that ¢, < W (by our construction), we have

o {efoT (@0 O )20 N =Pkl (¥ () [ipcacayome(o )}}

< e(||cl||00_p1,n_')/)TE;)1,f)2 {ETVW(Y(T))I{T<%(Bl)/\r(’Dn)}}
< ellletlloo=p1n=0Tyy7(;)
Thus, letting T — oo from ([B.I4]) we get
W1 (i) < B [efo*”l)(cl(m),m((Y(t—»),az(Y(t—)))—pl,wdtwlm(y(%(gl))) Lo 51)<r(o)}
Now, since 91, < W using (.11 by dominated convergence theorem it follows that

bili) < B {65(31)(“”“)’“(Y(t‘”’ﬁz(Y“‘)”"’”dtwl(Y(%(Bn)) vieB.  (315)
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Since v1 € §; is arbitrary, combining [B.13]) and ([B.I5]), we obtain [B1). Also, it it clear

from the proof that for any minimizing selector v} of (B.5]) we have
7111(2) _ E;}T,ﬁz |:ef0+(31)(c1(Y(t),vi‘(Y(t—)),ﬁz(Y(t—)))_Pl)dt¢1(Y(%(‘Bl))):| Vi e ‘Bi ] (316)

Using (812 it is easy to check that the same conclusion holds under Assumption 22(b) .
Now exploiting the stochastic representation (3.7), we show that (p1,11) € Ry x Lé"/oo

is the minimal eigenpair. Suppose (p1, 1) € Ry X LII/I’/OO, Y1 > 0 is an eigenpair satisfying
,017!)1 = inf |:ZT[)1 71'2] ’U1,’U2( )) + C1(’L U1,’U2( ))¢1( ):| for i € 5,

v €VL(E

(3.17)
W (ig) = 1.

We want to show that p; < pi. If not suppose that p; > p;. Then, for any minimizing

selector 0] of (B.I7), applying It6-Dynkin formula and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

Di(i) > BT _efo“gl)(clw(t),ﬁr(Y(t—))@z(Y(t—)))—m)dtqgl(Y(%(Bl))) Vie Bi.  (3.18)

Whereas from (3.71), we have

V(i) < BT [0 @O @8 0 o) 020 -0 =mdey, (v (2(B,))) | Vie BS.  (3.19)

Let & := mln@;1 oy - Hence, from B.I8) and (B.19) it follows that (¢ — Atp1) > 0in S and
(11 — A1) (io) = O for some iy € By . Now, combining (3] and BI7) we deduce that

| — ) 5. )| =0 (320)
J#io

Since Y (t) is irreducible under (9%, 7s), in view of 320) it is clear that (1, — Ay) = 0.

Again, since 1&1 (i0) = 1 (ip) =1, we get 1&1 = 1. But this is a contradiction to the fact that

p1 > p1. Thus we deduce that (p1,11) € Ry x LII/I’/OO is the minimal eigenpair. Following

the above argument one can show that any eigenfunction satisfying ([B.7) is unique upto

a scalar multiplication. Also, by the similar argument, one can show that there exists a

minimal eigenpair (p2,12) € Ry x Lé"/oo satisfying (B.8)), (39) and (B3I0). This completes
the proof. O

To proceed further we establish some technical results needed later.

Lemma 3.3. Let Assumptions 2.1, [2.2, and hold. Then the maps v1 — 1/)31 from
S — Ly, v — pgl from §1 — Ry, 0 — sz from Sy — Ly, and vy — pi’z from Sy — R,

are continuous.
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Proof. Let {va,,} be a sequence in Sy such that vy, — U in Sy, i.e., for each i € S, vy, (1) —
¥2(i) inVa(i). Now by Theorem Bl there exists (p;*",9,>") € Ry x LIl,{/OO, 2> 0
satisfying

PPt (i) = inf [Z YY" (G)mi (01, v2,0(8) + e1(i, o1, va,n ()07 (3) |, (3.21)

v1€V (i

with 1/1”2 "(i9) = 1. Now, since zp?’" € L%,[’,OO, by a standard diagonalization argument, there
exists a function ¢} € LW such that ¢,>" (i) — 15 (i) as n — oo for all i € S. Also, {p;*"}
is a bounded sequence. Hence, along a suitable subsequence (without loss of generality
denoting by the same notation) p;*>" — pi. Now from (B2I]), for any v; € Vi (i) we deduce
that
PR < | )0 v 0) + ealivn )05 )|
JES

This implies that

vznwi)zn( ) — pr (1)1 (v1, v2.0(7)) < [Z¢ )i (v1,v2.0(2)) + c1(4,v1,v2.,(4)) ;)Zn(z)]
J#i
(3.22)

Note that
ZT/) J)mij (v, v2,0(1)) < Z W (j)mij(vi,v25(4)). (3.23)
J#i Jj#i

Thus, using Lemma 3] generalized Fatou’s lemma in [2I, Lemma 8.3.7] and taking n — oo

in (B22]), we get
P11 (i) < [Zwl 3)mij(v1, 02(@)) + 1 (4, vi, 02(2)) 7 (4 )]

jES

Hence,

AUIG) < inf [Zwl mg(on (i) + i @] G2)

v1€VL(7)

Since V1 (i) is compact, there exist v] ,,,v] € S1 such that vf, — o] satisfying

P [Zw" 3933 (05 (0), 020(0)) + 16,05 0), 020 (0) i’“(z)] (3.25)

jeS
Now, using Lemma B} the dominated convergent theorem and passing n — oo in (B25)),

we obtain

P (0) [Zm J)mig (v (0), 0 <z'>>+c1<z',vz*<i>,ﬁz<i>>wr<z'>},

JES
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Therefore

p1v (i) = vlg‘l/f(i) ]GZ; U1 (F)mij (ve, 02(4)) + ex(d, vr, 02(@)) Y1 (i )_ : (3.26)
Hence, from ([B.:24]), and (320, it follows that

pivili) = inf 2; G000, ) + alion @) G20

Since ,0?1’2 is the minimal eigenvalue corresponding to vy of ([B.27)), we have pj > pf’2 Suppose
Py > P12 Now, from Theorem [B.1] for any minimizing 0; € Sy of (3.3), there exists a finite
set By D K, such that

(i) = B2 el 0 OO0 O) ANy (v (s vie Bt (29)

where 7(B;) = inf{t : Y(t) € B1} =: 7. Since pf > pi2, by similar arguments as in [4
Lemma 3.4] we deduce that

V(i) < vaz[ Iy “3”(c1<Y<t>,m<Y<t>>,ﬁz(Y(t)))—p’?>dt¢;(y(f(31)))} Vi € BY. (3.29)

From (3:28)) and (3:29]), we obtain
(7/)1 _ ¢T)(Z) > Efl,f}g |:ef;('51)(c1(Y(t),ﬁ1(Y(t)),1~)2(Y(t)))_pi’Z )dt(wl _ TZJT)(Y(f(%)))] Vi € Bi
(3.30)
Now choosing an appropriate constant 6 (e.g., = maxg, i) we have (Y1 — 6¢7) > 0 in
B, and for some ig € By, (1 —0¥F)(ip) = 0. Thus, in view of F30), we get (1 — ) > 0
in S. Now combining ([3.5) and (3.27), we get
P2 (1 — 097) (o) > [Z(wl — 09}) (j)m;, ; (01(i0), B2 (io)) + e (io, D1(io), D2 (io)) (11 — 9«%)(%)}
jES
This implies that
D (W1 = 0]) (G)m;, 5 (91 (i), Ba i) = 0. (3.31)
J#io
Since, {Y (t) }+>0 is irreducible under (01, 72) € S; x So, from (B.31]) it follows that ¢ = 7.
But this is a contradiction to the fact that p] > ,01;)2. Hence, we deduce that p] = ,01;)2. This
proves the continuty of the map vy — pif?. Since 1/111)2’" (i9) = 1 for all n > 1, we have
i (ip) = 1. Hence by Theorem B we have 1] is the unique solution of ([B.35]). Thus
Y] = 1172. This proves the continuity of the map 0o — 1/11132. Continuity of other maps

follows by the similar argument. O

Fix 09 € Sp. For each i € S, vy € V;(i), set

P o, 02(0)) = | S0 o0, 02(0) + eaioon. a0,

JES
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where w{’z is the solution of (X)) corresponding to the strategy 0y € Sy. Let

f{(@Q) = {@1 €S Fl(l,@f(l),’[)g(l)) = l?/f() Fl(’i,vl,’[)g(i)) Vie S}
v1€V1(2
Then by the compactness of each V; (i), it follows that H(?7) is a non empty subset of S;.
It is obvious that, H(03) is convex and closed. Since S; is compact, H (i) is also compact.
Similarly, for ¢ € S, 01 € Sy, vy € Va(i), we set
Fais (i) 10) = | 305 (010 0) 4 alis 00 o) )] i€ 5,
JES
where 1/)31 is the solution of ([B.8]) corresponding to the strategy v; € S;. Let
f{(@l) = {@2 € Sy FQ(Z,@l(Z),@;(Z)) = l?/f() FQ(’i,@l(i),UQ) Vie S}
v2E€V2(2

Then by analogous arguments, H (01) is nonempty, convex and is a compact subset of Ss.
Next set

H(ty,02) = H(p) x H(y).
From the above argument it is clear that H (01, 02) is nonempty, convex, and is a compact

subset of S} x Sy. Therefore we may define a map from S x Sy — 251 x 252,

3.1. The existence of Nash equilibria. Next lemma proves upper-semicontinuity of cer-
tain set valued map. This result will be useful in establishing existence of a Nash equilibrium

in the space of stationary Markov strategies.

Lemma 3.4. Let Assumptions 21, 22, and[Z3 hold. Then the map (i1, 02) — H (01, 02)

from Si x Sy — 251 x 252 is upper semicontinuous.

Proof. Let {(v*,v5")} € &1 x Sy and (v*,v5") — (01,02) in S1 X Sg, i.e., for each i €
S, (v (i), v§ (i) — (V1 (i), 02(3)) in V1 (i) x Va(i). Let T € H(vy"). Then {77"} C S;. Since
S is compact, it has a convergent subsequence (denoted by the same sequence by an abuse

of notation), such that
ﬁgn — 771 in Sy.
Then (07", v5") — (T1,02) in S; x Sy. Note that
> w07 (D)) (7) <m0, 05" (0)) W ().
J#i J#i
Thus from [[2I], Lemma 8.3.7], Assumption 23] and the (product) topology of Sg, k = 1,2,
it follows that for each 7 € S,

Zﬂ'w T ()Y () + e (6,77 v @)y (i)

JjES
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converges to

ZWU U1, 02(2))1)y ( ) + c1(i, 01, D2 (i ))71)1 ().

JES
Hence we have

lim B (6, 77(0), o (1)) = Fy (i, 51(3), 0a(0)). (3.32)

m—0oQ
Now fix 91 € S; and consider the sequence (01,v5"). Using the analogous arguments as

above, we conclude that

lim £y (3,51 (i), 05" (1)) = F1(6,81(0), Ba(i)). (3.33)

m—ro0

Since " € H(vy"), for any m we have

Fy (6,01 (0), 05 (1)) 2 Fy (3,57 (d), 05" (0))-

Thus, in view of (832 and ([B.33]), taking m — oo in the above equation, for any v; € S;

we get
F(i,01(1), 02(i)) = F1(3,91(3), 02 (1))
Therefore, 7, € H(i;). Suppose vy € H (v]") and along a subsequence U5 — Ty in So.

Then, by the similar arguments as above one can show that Ty € H(?1). This proves that

the map (01, 02) — H(91,72) is upper-semicontinuous. O

Theorem 3.2. Grant Assumptions[21], [2.2, and[2.3. Then there exists a Nash equilibrium

in the space of stationary Markov strategies S1 X So.

Proof. By Lemma [34land Fan’s fixed point theorem [8], there exists a fixed point (07,03) €
S1 X 8o, for the map (01,02) — ﬁ(@l,zb) from S; x Sy — 251 x 252 ie.,

(05,93) € H(0},93).

This implies that (p1 ) 1 ), (pgT, ;)1) satisfy the following coupled HJB equations:

p§;¢f§ (Z) - Ulél‘l/f(l |:Z 7sz U1, U2 ¢1 ( ) + (i, U1, {)’5 (Z)) fé (Z):|
= [Zjes i (07.(3), 03 ()02 () + ea (i, 07 (3), 05 (3)) oy (i)], (3.34)
1/1113; (ip) =1
and
( pgfwéA)T (1) = § iI‘l/f(') [Z 772-]-(@1‘(1‘)71)2)1/}3{ (j) + 62(1.7@(2.)7?]2)1@; (1)]
2e2les
Z]es 735 (07(7), 05 (Z))TZJQI (3) + c2(i, 07 (i), 0% (”)wgf (z)} 7 (3.35)
\ 7/);}; (iO) =1
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Now by Theorem BI] from ([B3:34)), it follows that

05 v1,05
= inf
1 v1 €A1 1
= i3, (3.36)
Similarly, from ([B3.35]), we have
U . 7 ,v2
= inf
2 v €A p
= phits, (3.37)

Thus, from equations ([B.36]) and [B37), we get

V1,

P1 2> P11)17v27 Vo € Ay,

ok
Uy,

v 0% 0%
Pot 2 > pot ) Y wg € A

Hence (07,05) € S; x Sy is a Nash equilibrium. This completes the proof. O
Now we prove a converse of Theorem

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions [21), (22, and [Z:3 hold. If (v},v5) € S1 X S2 is a Nash
equilibrium, 1i.e.,

U1,

P1 v > p*l’ , Vv € Ay,

U17’l)2

PR > pE Yy € Ay,

Then vi € S1 is a minimizing selector of (3) (corresponding to fized strategy vy € S
of player 2) and v € Sy is a minimizing selector of (3.8) (corresponding to fized strategy
vy € 81 of player 1).

Proof. Applying analogous arguments as in [[4], Lemma 3.4 and Remark 3.1], one can prove
that for the given pair (v],v3) € S; X Sa, there exists a eigenpair (pf’ P1V?) € Rx L§S,
Qﬁl > 0 and ,0%1 2 > () satisfying

{ PP ) = X i 0, 250U ) + eali i), u )0, g
P i) = 1.

Also, for given v5 € Sa, there exists a minimal eigenpair (p1 , f ) € Ry x Ly, 1/)%5 > 0,

satisfying

v1€VL(E

,012¢ = inf [Zm] vy, 05 (1 (j)-l—a(@m&;(i))ib?(i) ) (3.39)

7/1%3(20) =1
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. vy . .. . .
Since p7? is a minimal eigenvalue of (3:39)), corresponding to vj, we have

py> = inf pll}l’yg. (3.40)
Also, we have

V1,

P > gy € Ay

Hence,
inf. > pr (3.41)

So, by [340) and ([B41]), we obtain

P>,
Also, from (3:40]), we have

p? < p%{@%_
Hence, we deduce that

ot = Py, (3.42)

Now, applying Ito-Dynkin formula, from (B3.38]), it follows that

* *
v

e1 (¥ ()5 (Y (8) 03 (Y (1)~ 2>dt¢§Tv”3(Y(TAf(BI)))] Vi € BS,

T/\?("Bl)(

13 = B o

where By is as in Theorem Bl Now, by Fatou’s Lemma, taking T — oo in the above

equation, we get

I (1) > BT [ S ea (v (0,1 (v (0) w3 (v (1)~ Pty (2 (31)))] Vi € BS.
(3.43)
Again, using ([B39]), from Theorem B] it follows that

Y (7)< sz[ fo*“}l)(cl(Y(t),v;(Y(t»,v;(Y(t)))—pi’?)dtq/,i%(y(f(qgl)))] Vie Bf.  (3.44)

So, by [B:43]) and (3:44]), we obtain
TR (1) — o (i)
> Ez[ ST e (r (@t (V@) (Y )= (V105 28y (v (2(B 1)) | Vi € BS.
(3.45)

Now arguing as in the proof of Lemma B3, we obtain 1/111’—2( i) = w . Thus, from B338)
and ([B.39) it follows that v} is a minimizing selector of ([B.H) (for fixed strategy vi € S
of player 2). Following similar arguments one can show that v} is a minimizing selector of
B) (for fixed strategy vi € S; of player 1). This completes the proof. O
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4. EXAMPLE

In this section, we present an illustrative example in wherein transition rates are un-

bounded and cost rates are nonnegative and unbounded.

Example 4.1. Consider a shop which deals with only one type of product for buying and
selling. Suppose there are two workers, say, player 1 and player 2 for buying and selling the
products, respectively. The number of stocks in the shop is a finite subset of the set of nat-
ural numbers N at each time t > 0. There are ‘natural’ buying and selling rates, say fi and
A, respectively, and buying parameters hy controlled by player 1 and selling parameters hg
controlled by player 2. When the state of the system is i € S := {1,2,---} (i.e., number of
items in the shop) , player 1 takes an action uy from a given set Uy (i), which may increase
(h1(i,u1) > 0) or decrease (hy(i,u1) < 0) the buying rate. These actions produce a payoff
denoted by r1(i,u1) per unit time. Similarly, if the state is i € S, player 2 takes an action
ug from a set Us(i) to decrease (ha(i,b) < 0) or to increase (ha(i,b) > 0) the selling rate.
These actions result in a payoff denoted by ro(i,uz) per unit time. We assume that when
the stock of items in the shop becomes 1, the first player may buy any number of stocks of
that item as much as he/she likes depending upon the availability of cash. In addition, we
assume that player k,(k = 1,2) ‘gets’ a reward ri(i) := pxi or incurs a cost r(i) := pgi
for each unit of time during which the system remains in the state i € S, where pp, > 0 is a
fizxed reward fee, and pr, < 0, a fixed cost fee, per stock, from the owner.

We next formulate this model as a continuous-time Markov game. The corresponding tran-
sition rate T;;(u1,u2) and payoff rate ¢y (i, u1, uz) for player k(k = 1,2) are given as follows:
for (L,uy,u2) € K (K as in the game model (21])).

T1j(u1,u2) > 0 V5 > 2, such that Zﬁlj(ul,m) =0, and T;(ur,uz) < e 20y j>2
jeSs
(4.1)
where 8 > 0 is a constant.

Also, for (i,uy,us) € K with i > 2,

Ni+ ha(i,ug), if j=i—1

—[Li — i — hl(i,ul) - hQ(’i,UQ), Zf] =1
fii + h(iyu), ifj=i+1

0, otherwise.

Tij(u1, ug) =

¢ (i, ur,u9) = ipy — r1(i,u1), C2(i,ur,us) = ipy — ro(i,us) for (i,uj,uz) € K. (4.2)

We now investigate conditions under which there exists a Nash-equilibrium. To this end we

make following assumptions:

(I) For each i € S, Uy(i) = Ua(i) = [0, L], L > 0 is a constant.
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(II) Let A > i > 0, fi + hq1(i,u1) > 0, and Ai + ha(i,u2) > 0 for all (i,u1,uz) € K with
i > 2; and assume that hy(1,u1) > 0 and ha(1,u2) = 0 for all (u1,ug) € Uy (i) xUs(7).

(IIT1) The functions hy(i,u1), hao(i,us), r1(i,u1), ro(i,u2), and T11(ui,u2) are continu-
ous in (uy,ug) for each fivred i € S. Suppose there exists a finite set X such that
hi(i,ur) = 2 Isc(i) and 1 € K. Also assume that inf(y, ,)ev, ()xvs() Th(5 Uk) 8
norm like function for k =1,2.

(IV) Suppose ipy—r1(i,up) > 0Vi € S, (u1,uz) € Up(i)xUs(i) and (1—e~)A+(1—e) it >
pr for k=1,2.

Proposition 4.1. Under conditions (I)-(IV), the above controlled system satisfies the As-
sumptions 21, (2.2, and 2.3 Hence by Theorem [3.2, there exists a Nash-equilibrium.

Proof. Take a Lyapunov function as V(i) := e% for i € S for some 6 > 0 as described earlier.
Then, we have V(i) > 1 for all i € S. Now for each i > 2, and (u1,u2) € Uy(i) x Us(i), we

have

Zﬁi]—(ul, UQ)V(j) = ﬁi(i_l)(ul, UQ)V(Z — 1) + V(i)ﬁi(ul, UQ) + V(Z + 1)ﬁi(,~+1)(u1, UQ)
jes

= ¢ [()\z + ha(i,ug))e™? — (ifi + Ni 4+ hy (i, u1) + ho (i, ug)) + (fii + ha (i, ul))eﬂ

) eh B _Gh . o h . _h .
_ i [ﬂ(ee )4 AE? 1)+ © 1(i,ur) +e 2(Z,u2i) (4, ur) 2(%?@)}

=iV (i) — 1)+ Me ™ = D) + |ur(e? — 1) +ug(e™? — 1)} Inc ()
<V (@) [a(e? = 1)+ Me ¥ — 1)) + L(e — 1)Ix(i). (4.3)
Now for every 6 > 0, we know
Me P =) +a? —1) <0 p<re™.

Let [fi(e? —1) +A(e™? —1)] = —a for some a > 0. Also, let £(i) = ia and Cy = maX{L(ee -

1), %} (see (A3). Then for i > 2,
sup Z V(j)fij(u1,u2) < O4IU<(i) - E(Z)V(Z) Vies. (4'4)
(u1,u2)€U1 (i) x Uz (i) jes

Also, we have

' o o—20
Zﬁlj(ul,uz)V(J) < 71 (ur, ug)e’ + Ze 20087 <y (uy, ug)e” + o0 = (4.5)
jes j>2 ‘

Since —£(i) < 1 for all i € S. Hence from (£4) and (@3], for i > 1, we have

Zﬁij(ul,’LLg)V(j) < 01V(Z) + Cy, where C7 =1 and Cy = Cy. (4.6)

jes
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For ¢ > 2,

—ﬁii(ul, u2) = [t + i + h1(i, ul) + hQ(i, ’LLQ)

<i(ft+A)+2L
1
< 5(;1 + ANV (i) + 2LV ()
1
= 2L+ pa+ A)EV(Z')
= C3V (7). (4.7)
Take W =W = V. Now for k =1,2
0(i) — sup ck(i,ur,ug) = ad —ipp + inf (i, ug)
(u1,u2)€U (1) x Ua(7) up €Uk (1)
=48, + inf rk(z’, uk) (4.8)

ur €U ()
We see that from condition (IV), that B = a—py > 0. So, £(3)=SUP (4, um)ev, (i) x Us (i) Ck (1 U1, u2)
is norm-like function for k = 1,2. Now by (4.0]), we say Assumption 2] (i) holds. Also by
1) and ), Assumption 271 (ii) is verified.

Now we verify Assumption By ([@4), (£5) and (&3], it is easy to see that Assumption

is satisfied.

Now by condition (III) and {2l), we say cx(4,u1,u2) and 7;j(ui,uz) are continuous in
(u1,ug) € Up(i) x Us(i) for each fixed 4,5 € S and for k = 1,2. So, Assumption 23 (i) is
verified. By (3] and (@3H]) and condition (IIT), we say that Assumption 23] (ii) is verified.
Also, from (4]) it is easy to see that Assumption 23] (iii) is satisfied.

Hence by Theorem there exists a Nash-equilibrium for this controlled process. ]
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