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Abstract

Designing scalable and safe control strategies for large populations of connected and au-
tomated vehicles (CAVs) requires accounting for strategic interactions among heterogeneous
agents under decentralized information. While dynamic games provide a natural modeling
framework, computing Nash equilibria (NEs) in large-scale settings remains challenging, and
existing mean-field game approximations rely on restrictive assumptions that fail to capture
collision avoidance and heterogeneous behaviors. This paper proposes an α-potential game
framework for decentralized CAV control. We show that computing α-NE reduces to solving
a decentralized control problem, and derive tight bounds of the parameter α based on inter-
action intensity and asymmetry. We further develop scalable policy gradient algorithms for
computing α-NEs using decentralized neural-network policies. Numerical experiments demon-
strate that the proposed framework accommodates diverse traffic flow models and effectively
captures collision avoidance, obstacle avoidance, and agent heterogeneity.

Key words. Stochastic differential game, Potential game, Nash equilibrium, Distributed control,
Multi-vehicle systems, Connected and automated vehicles
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1 Introduction

How can we design scalable control strategies for large populations of connected and automated
vehicles (CAVs) that account for strategic interactions among agents with heterogeneous prefer-
ences while ensuring safety? Addressing this question is essential to realizing the full potential
of CAV systems. Scalability demands decentralized policies that operate using local informa-
tion, thereby avoiding the communication and computational burdens of centralized coordination.
Meanwhile, these policies must also guarantee safety, with collision avoidance remaining a primary
constraint in dynamic traffic environments [1].

CAV control problems, such as platooning [7, 4] and lane change [17], have been studied ex-
tensively from an optimal control perspective. Most of them rely on centralized control, where
vehicles coordinate toward a shared objective using consensus-based methods [2] or model predic-
tive control [6]. However, centralized coordination typically requires substantial communication
infrastructure, which may be impractical and costly in real-world deployments. While decentral-
ized or distributed optimal control offers a more scalable and implementable alternative [5], it
still assumes full cooperation among vehicles and cannot fully capture the strategic interactions
or conflicts that naturally arise in heterogeneous traffic environments.
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A dynamic game framework offers a natural approach for CAVs with heterogeneous and com-
peting objectives (see e.g., [16, 8, 20]). Unlike traditional optimal control approaches that assume
full cooperation toward a centralized goal, the game-theoretic approach treats each CAV as a
rational agent optimizing its own self-interested payoff while strategically interacting with others.
Agents’ behaviors are characterized by the Nash equilibrium (NE), a set of policies in which no
agent can improve their payoff by unilaterally deviating. A key step in this framework is to exploit
structural properties of multi-agent interactions to make NE computation tractable in large-scale
dynamic games.

An established approach to obtaining equilibrium policies in large CAV games [9, 14, 8] is to
model vehicles as homogeneous agents that interact weakly through their empirical distribution
and to solve the resulting mean-field game (MFG) formulation [15, 18]. While intended to simplify
the analysis for large population games, this approach relies on restrictive assumptions that limit
its practical applicability in traffic control. First, the MFG regime implies that each vehicle is
influenced only by the population distribution rather than by specific nearby vehicles, making it
unsuitable for modeling collision avoidance where close-proximity interactions play a dominant
role. Second, the homogeneity assumption neglects heterogeneous objectives and asymmetric
interactions that are inherent to mixed traffic environments. Third, despite the approximation,
solving MFGs can be computationally intractable [21]. These limitations indicate that MFGs are
inadequate for capturing strategic interactions among heterogeneous CAVs.

Meanwhile, the recently proposed α-potential game framework offers a powerful approach for
solving general dynamic games [10, 11, 12]. It reduces the computation of NEs of a dynamic game
to optimizing a single α-potential function and analyzing the parameter α. Unlike MFGs which
rely on weak interactions among infinitely many homogeneous players, the α-potential framework
applies directly to finite-player settings with heterogeneous agents and potentially strong, local
interactions.

Contributions. This paper adapts the α-potential game framework to CAV control. In contrast
to [11, 10, 12], which focus on games with open-loop controls depending on system noises, we
consider dynamic games with decentralized closed-loop policies, enabling scalable control of large-
scale CAV systems. The main contributions are: (i) We show that finding an α-NE reduces to
solving a decentralized control problem. Due to the use of closed-loop policies, constructing this
control problem requires techniques distinct from those in [11, 10, 12] for open-loop games (see
Remark 3.1). (ii) We characterize the parameter α in terms of the intensity and asymmetry
of vehicles’ interactions. The bound is tighter than those in existing works, particularly for
irregular interaction kernels. (iii) We develop scalable policy gradient algorithms for decentralized
neural-network–based policies. Extensive numerical experiments demonstrate that our framework
captures collision avoidance, obstacle avoidance, and player heterogeneity more effectively than
MFG approaches.

2 Markov games for CAV control

This section formulates a dynamic Markov game with decentralized policies for CAV control.

Problem Setup. Consider a finite-player stochastic differential game with decentralized Markov
policies, defined as follows: T > 0 is a fixed time horizon, [N ] = {1, . . . , N}, N ∈ N, is a finite set of
players, and for all i ∈ [N ], Ai ⊂ Rk is player i’s action set, and πi is the set of player i’s admissible
policies, containing measurable functions ϕi : [0, T ]×Rd → Ai which satisfy supt∈[0,T ] |ϕi(t, 0)| < ∞
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and are Lipschitz continuous in the second variable. We denote by π =
∏

i∈[N ] πi the set of all
admissible policy profiles of all players, and by π−i =

∏
j ̸=i πj the set of admissible policy profiles

of all players except player i. We denote by ϕ = (ϕi)i∈[N ] and ϕ−i = (ϕj)j∈[N ]\{i} a generic element
of π and π−i, respectively.

Each player’s state evolves according to a controlled diffusion, determined by their chosen
policy. The player then minimizes a cost functional over the set of admissible policies. More
precisely, for any given ϕ = (ϕi)i∈[N ] ∈ π, player i’s state dynamics Xϕi

i is governed by the
following dynamics: for all t ∈ [0, T ],

dXi,t = bi(Xi,t, ϕi(t,Xi,t))dt+ σi(Xi,t, ϕi(t,Xi,t))dWt, Xi,0 = ξi, (2.1)

where ξi ∈ Rd is a given initial state, bi : Rd × Ai → Rd and σi : Rd × Ai → Rd×m are Lipschitz
continuous functions, and W : Ω × [0, T ] → Rm is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on a
complete probability space (Ω,F ,P). Given ϕ−i ∈ π−i, player i determines their optimal policy
by minimizing the following objective function over πi:

Ji(ϕ) = E

[∫ T

0

(
fi
(
Xϕi

i,t , ϕi(t,X
ϕi
i,t)
)
+
∑
j ̸=i

λijK(Xϕi
i,t −X

ϕj

j,t )

)
dt+ gi(X

ϕi

i,T )

]
, (2.2)

where λij ≥ 0 is a given constant, fi : Rd ×Ai → R and K : Rd → R are given running costs, and
gi : Rd → R is a given terminal cost. We assume that fi and gi are at most of quadratic growth,
and K is a bounded function satisfying K(x) = K(−x) for all x ∈ Rd.

We characterize the rational behaviour of players in the Markov game (2.1)–(2.2) using the
notion of an ϵ-Nash equilibrium given below.

Definition 2.1. For any ϵ ≥ 0, a policy profile ϕ̄ = (ϕ̄i)i∈[N ] ∈ π an ϵ-Nash equilibrium (NE) of
the game (2.1)–(2.2) if Ji(ϕ̄) ≤ Ji(ϕi, ϕ̄−i) + ϵ, for all i ∈ [N ] and ϕi ∈ πi.

According to Definition 2.1, a joint policy profile ϕ̄ is an ϵ-NE if no player can improve her
objective by more than ϵ through any unilateral deviation. Note that although player i’s objective
in (2.2) depends on the joint states of all players, player i optimizes (2.2) over decentralized policies
that depend only on her own private state Xi.

Application to CAV Control. The game (2.1)-(2.2) encompasses various dynamic games in
CAV control. In this setting, each player represents a vehicle. The dynamics (2.1) can be taken
as controlling velocity:

dxi,t = ϕi(t, xi,t)dt, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.3)

where xi,t represents the position of the i-th vehicle at time t, and the control vi,t := ϕi(t, xi,t)
represents the velocity of the i-th vehicle at time t.

Alternatively, one can take the dynamics (2.1) as a double integrator with controlled acceler-
ation: for all t ∈ [0, T ],

dxi,t = vi,tdt, dvi,t = ϕi(t, xi,t, vi,t)dt+ σidWt, (2.4)

where xi,t and vi,t represent the position and velocity of the i-th vehicle at time t, respectively,
and the control ui,t := ϕi(t, xi,t, vi,t) represents the acceleration of the i-th vehicle at time t.

Vehicle i determines its optimal route by minimizing the objective (2.2), where the terminal
cost gi specifies vehicle i’s preferred target, the running cost fi penalizes control effort and en-
forces the obstacle-avoidance behaviour for vehicle i, and the kernel K together with the weights
(λij)j ̸=i characterizes how the spatial distribution of other vehicles influences vehicle i’s preferred
route. Typically, the kernel K decreases as the distance between two vehicles increases, modeling
congestion-averse behavior.
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Collision Avoidance Beyond Mean-Field. Our model captures local interactions and collision-
avoidance behavior, which are crucial for CAV control and cannot be adequately represented within
the traditional MFG framework [14]; See Section 5.1 for details. This can be achieved by allowing
the weights λij to remain non-vanishing as the number of players N → ∞, and the kernel K to
depend explicitly on N .

For instance, consider the following λij and K as in [19]:

λij = Nβ−1, K(z) = ρ(Nβ/d|z|), z ∈ Rd, (2.5)

where ρ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfies lim|z|→∞ ρ(z) = 0, and β ∈ [0, 1] determines how the interaction
strength among players scales with N . When β = 0, each player interacts with all others with
strength O(1/N). This is the classical weak-interaction regime assumed to facilitate mean-field
approximations [15, 18]. As N → ∞, each player is influenced only by the aggregate population
distribution rather than by individual players, as in the MFG formulation for traffic flow in [14].
In contrast, when β = 1, the decay of ρ implies that players interact only with neighbors at
distance O(N−1/d), but with interaction strength of order one. This strong-interaction regime
models CAV systems more realistically, since nearby vehicles exert non-negligible influence on
individual decisions. In this case, the mean-field approximation fails, but our proposed framework
remains applicable.

3 Main Theoretical Results

This section analyzes the approximate NEs of the game (2.1)–(2.2) using the α-potential game
framework developed in [11]. This framework reduces the challenging problem of identifying
(approximate) NEs into a single optimization problem of the associated α-potential function.
This connection is made precise in the following proposition, which follows directly from [11,
Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that the game (2.1)-(2.2) is an α-potential game for some α ≥ 0, in
the sense that there exists Φ : π → R, called an α-potential function, such that for all i ∈ [N ],
ϕ−i ∈ π−i, and ϕi, ϕ

′
i ∈ πi,

|(Ji(ϕ′
i, ϕ−i)− Ji(ϕi, ϕ−i))− (Φ(ϕ′

i, ϕ−i)− Φ(ϕi, ϕ−i))| ≤ α.

Then for all ϵ ≥ 0, if ϕ̄ ∈ π satisfies Φ(ϕ̄) ≤ infϕ∈π Φ(ϕ) + ϵ, then ϕ̄ is an (α+ ϵ)-NE of the game
(2.1)-(2.2).

The following theorem constructs analytically an α-potential function for the game (2.1)-(2.2)
and quantifies the associated α.

Theorem 3.2. Define Φ : π → R such that for all ϕ ∈ π,

Φ(ϕ) := E
[∫ T

0
F (Xϕ

t , ϕ(t,X
ϕ
t ))dt+G(Xϕ

T )

]
, (3.1)

where Xϕ = (Xϕi
i )i∈[N ] is the joint state process, ϕt(t,X

ϕ
t ) = (ϕi(t,X

ϕi
i,t))i∈[N ] is the joint control

process, and F : RdN ×A → R and G : RdN → R are given by

F (x, a) :=
N∑
i=1

fi(xi, ai) +
∑

1≤i<j≤N

λij + λji

2
K(xi − xj), G(x) :=

N∑
i=1

gi(xi).
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Then Φ is an α-potential function of the game (2.1)-(2.2) with

α ≤ T∥K∥L∞ max
i∈[N ]

∑
i̸=j

|λij − λji|. (3.2)

Hence any minimizer of Φ is an α-NE of the game (2.1)-(2.2).

Theorem 3.2 characterizes the magnitude of α in terms of the time horizon, the magnitude of
the interaction kernel K and the weights (λij)i,j∈[N ]. Clearly, α = 0 if the interaction is symmetric
(i.e., λij = λji). We refer to [11, 12] for sufficient conditions under which α vanishes as the number
of players tends to infinity. Note that the upper bound (3.2) depends on K itself rather than its
second-order derivative as in [11, 12], and is therefore tighter for irregular kernels.

Remark 3.1. The construction of the α-potential function in Theorem 3.2 differs from that in [11,
12] for stochastic games with open-loop controls in the following aspects: (i) Theorem 3.2 considers
the Markov game (2.1)–(2.2) with Lipschitz policies, for which the sensitivity-process techniques in
[11, 12] are inapplicable due to the non-differentiability of the policies. (ii) Theorem 3.2 constructs
an α-potential function (3.1) using only the state process Xϕ, by exploiting the independence of

(Xϕi
i )i∈[N ]. This reduces the computational cost of finding an α-NE, since the α-potential function

(3.1) involves a dN -dimensional state process compared with the 2dN -dimensional system required
in [12].

Proof. For all i ∈ [N ], define a new objective of player i:

Js
i (ϕ) = E

[∫ T

0

(
fi
(
Xϕi

i,t , ϕi(t,X
ϕi
i,t)
)
+
∑
j ̸=i

λij + λji

2
K(Xϕi

i,t −X
ϕj

j,t )

)
dt+ gi(X

ϕi

i,T )

]
. (3.3)

By [13, Theorem 3.1], the game with the objectives (Js
i )i∈[N ] is a potential game with the potential

function Φ defined in (3.1), which implies

Φ(ϕi, ϕ−i)− Φ(ϕ′
i, ϕ−i) = Js

i (ϕi, ϕ−i)− Js
i (ϕ

′
i, ϕ−i).

Note that

|Js
i (ϕ)− Ji(ϕ)| ≤ E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∑
j ̸=i

(
1

2
(λij + λji)− λij

)
K(Xϕi

i,t −X
ϕj

j,t )dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ T∥K∥L∞

2

∑
i̸=j

|λij − λji|.

The desired conclusion then follows from∣∣(Ji(ϕi, ϕ−i)− Ji(ϕ
′
i, ϕ−i)

)
−
(
Φ(ϕi, ϕ−i)− Φ(ϕ′

i, ϕ−i)
)∣∣

=
∣∣(Ji(ϕi, ϕ−i)− Ji(ϕ

′
i, ϕ−i)

)
−
(
Js
i (ϕi, ϕ−i)− Js

i (ϕ
′
i, ϕ−i)

)∣∣
≤ |Ji(ϕi, ϕ−i)− Js

i (ϕi, ϕ−i)|+
∣∣Ji(ϕ′

i, ϕ−i)− Js
i (ϕ

′
i, ϕ−i)

∣∣
≤T∥K∥L∞

∑
i̸=j

|λij − λji|.

One can further exploit specific structures of the interaction weights λij to construct a refined
potential function with a reduced α. The following corollary illustrates this for the separable
weights λij = γiτj , where γi represents player i’s sensitivity to others, and τj captures the influence
of player j on others. In this case, the game (2.1)-(2.2) is equivalent to a potential game.

5



Corollary 3.3. Suppose that for all i, j ∈ [N ], λij = γiτj for some γi, τj > 0. Define the function
Φ̃ : π → R such that for all ϕ ∈ π,

Φ̃(ϕ) := E
[∫ T

0
F̃ (Xϕ

t , ϕ(t,X
ϕ
t ))dt+ G̃(Xϕ

T )

]
, (3.4)

where Xϕ
t and ϕ(t,Xϕ

t ) are defined as in (3.1), and

F̃ (x, a) :=
N∑
i=1

τi
γi
fi(xi, ai) +

1

2

∑
i̸=j

didjK(xi − xj),

G̃(x) :=
N∑
i=1

τi
γi
gi(xi).

(3.5)

Then any minimizer of (3.4) is an NE of the game (2.1)-(2.2).

Proof. Observe that the set of NEs of the game (2.1)-(2.2) coincdes with the set of NEs of the
game with the scaled objectives (J̃i)i∈[N ] defined by

J̃i(ϕ) =
τi
γi
Ji(ϕ) = E

[∫ T

0

(
τi
γi
fi
(
Xϕi

i,t , ϕi(t,X
ϕi
i,t)
)
+
∑
j ̸=i

τiτjK(Xϕi
i,t−X

ϕj

j,t )

)
dt+

τi
γi
gi(X

ϕi

i,T )

]
. (3.6)

By Theorem 3.2, Φ̃ is a potential function of the game with the scaled objectives (J̃i)i∈[N ], which
completes the proof.

4 Policy gradient algorithm for α-NE

This section proposes a policy gradient (PG) algorithm to minimize the α-potential function
(3.1), which subsequently yields an α-NE of the Markov game (2.1)–(2.2).

The algorithm parametrizes player i’s policy using a sufficiently expressive neural network
ϕθi
i : [0, T ] × Rd → Ai with parameters θi ∈ RLi , and seeks the optimal parameters θ = (θi)i∈[N ]

by minimizing the following approximate α-potential function over θ:

Φ(θ) := E
[∫ T

0
F
(
Xθ

t , ϕ
θ(t,Xθ

t )
)
dt+G

(
Xθ

T

)]
, (4.1)

where Xθ
t = (Xθi

i,t)i∈[N ] with Xθi satisfying

dXi,t = bi(Xi,t, ϕ
θi
i (t,Xi,t))dt+ σi(Xi,t, ϕ

θi
i (t,Xi,t))dWt, (4.2)

and ϕθ(t,Xθ
t ) = (ϕθi

i (t,X
θi
i,t))i∈[N ]. We find the minimizer of the function (4.1) using gradient-

based algorithms (e.g., the Adam method).
To evaluate the objective (4.1) and its derivative, we discretize (4.2) on time grid ΠP = {0 =

t0 < · · · < tP = T} for some P ∈ N: for any i ∈ [N ], Xθi
i,0 = ξi, and for any ℓ = 0, . . . , P − 1,

Xθi
i,tℓ+1

= Xθi
i,tℓ

+ bi(X
θi
i,tℓ

, ϕθi
i (tℓ, X

θi
i,tℓ

))∆ℓ + σi(X
θi
i,tℓ

, ϕθi
i (tℓ, X

θi
i,tℓ

))∆Wℓ, (4.3)

where ∆ℓ = tℓ+1 − tℓ, and ∆Wℓ = Wtℓ+1
−Wtℓ . The objective (4.1) is then approximated by

ΦM (θ) =
1

M

M∑
m=1

[ P−1∑
ℓ=0

F (X
θ,(m)
tℓ

, ϕθ(tℓ, X
θ,(m)
tℓ

))∆ℓ +G(X
θ,(m)
T )

]
, (4.4)
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where
(
Xθ,(m)

)
m∈[M ]

=
(
X

θi,(m)
i

)
i∈[N ],m∈[M ]

are M independent trajectories of (4.3). Note that

when the system is deterministic (i.e., σi = 0 for all i ∈ [N ]), it suffices to take M = 1 in (4.4).
The derivative ∂θΦM (θ) can be computed via automatic differentiation.

5 Numerical Experiments

Now we aim to evaluate the performance of our proposed model, including the following
research questions:

• RQ1: How would interaction terms affect collision avoidance with other cars?
• RQ2: Could CAVs avoid collisions with obstacles under 2D control?
• RQ3: How do different types of vehicles with various interactions affect the equilibrium?

Experimental setup. The experiments use a fleet of CAVs on a long highway (1D) or its
2D extension with a common start position (x0,i = −1 in 1D cases and (−1,−1) in 2D cases) and
a target position (zi = 1 in 1D cases and (1, 1) in 2D cases).

Procedure. We apply the policy-gradient algorithm (Sec. 4) to three scenarios: (i) a 1D game
comparing weak and strong interactions under both velocity vs. acceleration control models; (ii) a
2D acceleration-control game with obstacles of different sizes to assess how CAVs avoid collisions to
obstacles; and (iii) a 1D heterogeneous game with large/medium/small vehicle types, implemented
via size-dependent cross-group interaction strengths.

5.1 Interaction regimes in cost function

This section examines the impact of β in (2.5) for both velocity-control and acceleration-control
models. Specifically, for each model, we test two choices β = 0 and β = 1, which characterize
the weak-interaction regime and strong-interaction regime, respectively. We consider a 10-player
game in CAV control and assume that each player has a one-dimensional state, which follows
from (2.3) under velocity control and (2.4) under acceleration control with a uniform noise level
σi = 0.1. Each vehicle i minimizes its objective function defined in (2.2) with fi(x, ai) = 0.1a2i
and gi(x) = 10|x − zi|2, where zi = 1 is the target terminal position for vehicle i. Interaction
kernel λij and K are defined in (2.5) with ρ : Rd → [0,∞) given by ρ(z) = (|z|2 + 1)−1.

Figure 1: Vehicle trajectories of the control-velocity model for β = 0 (left) and β = 1 (right)
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Figure 2: Vehicle trajectories of the control-acceleration model for β = 0 (left) and β = 1 (right)

We observe that, in the weak-interaction regime (β = 0), both the velocity- and acceleration-
control models yield near-identical controls and hence similar trajectories, reflecting the symmetric
MFG structure in which agents adopt the same feedback policy. However, in the strong-interaction
regime (β = 1), vehicles deliberately choose different controls to give each other space, and their
paths diverge. This shows that the strong-interaction regime ensures collision avoidance more
effectively.

In addition, it can be seen that under velocity-control, vehicles frequently detour (even briefly
backtrack) to avoid others yet still reach the target accurately, whereas under acceleration-control,
trajectories are smoother but exhibit dispersed terminal positions, indicating greater difficulty in
hitting the target precisely. This happens because velocity control gives agents direct authority
over position with cheap late corrections, so they can prioritize separation and fix position near
the end; acceleration control introduces inertia, making sharp turns and last-minute corrections
costly, so the optimizer smooths motion and tolerates small terminal errors.

5.2 Two-dimensional acceleration control with obstacles

This section examines vehicle behavior in the presence of circular obstacles on the road. We
consider a 10-player game in two-dimensional CAV control, i.e. d = 2, N = 10. The state
dynamics follows (2.4) under acceleration control without noise (σi ≡ 0). Each vehicle i minimizes
its objective function (2.2), where the terminal cost is gi(x) = 2|x − zi|2 for zi = (1, 1), and the
interaction kernel λij and K are defined the same as in Sec. 5.1 with β = 1. The running cost
fi depends on the position and the size of the obstacle. Specifically, we consider two circular
obstacles centered at (0, 0) with radii 0.1 and 0.5, respectively. To capture an obstacle avoidance
behavior, we consider the running cost fi(x, ai) = 0.02a2i + h(x), with

h(x) := 1000

(
1− 1

1 + exp[10(1−M |x|2)]

)
,

where M = 100 for the small obstacle of radius 0.1 and M = 4 for the large obstacle of radius
0.5. The cost h is a differentiable version of forbidding passage through the circular obstacles [3].
For comparison, we also consider the case without obstacles by setting h ≡ 0.

Fig. 3 shows that introducing an obstacle causes the vehicle trajectories to adjust accordingly to
satisfy obstacle-avoidance constraints. When a large obstacle is present, its wider exclusion region

8



Figure 3: Vehicle trajectories under acceleration-control without obstacle (left), with a small
obstacle (middle), and with a large obstacle (right)

forces the trajectories to deviate earlier and more noticeably from their nominal paths. This
results in a global reshaping of the motion patterns. In contrast, a smaller obstacle influences
the trajectories only locally: only vehicles passing near its vicinity exhibit visible adjustments,
while others remain close to the baseline case. These observations highlight that the trajectories
respond adaptively to the obstacle, and the extent of deviation is determined by both the size and
placement of the obstacle within the environment.

5.3 Heterogeneous vehicle types

In this section, we consider the games with heterogeneous vehicles and investigate how different
vehicles behave in the game. We take a 9-player game in a 1D CAV game without noise, where
vehicles are divided into three groups: large, medium, and small. Each group contains three
vehicles, with size parameters τ = 10 for large vehicles, τ = 3 for medium vehicles, and τ = 0.5 for
small vehicles. For each vehicle, we sample γiτi from Unif(0.8, 1.2) which introduces randomness
while ensuring that larger vehicles exert greater influence on others and are, in turn, less affected
by them. The parameters of γi and τi are given in Table 1. Each vehicle minimizes the objective

Table 1: Values of {γi}i∈[9] and {τi}i∈[9].

Vehicle 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

γi 0.115 0.117 0.095 0.395 0.319 0.347 1.805 2.235 2.353
τi 10 10 10 3 3 3 0.5 0.5 0.5

function (2.2) with fi(x, ai) = 0.02a2i , gi(x) = 2|x − 1|2, λij = γiτj for all i, j ∈ [9] and K(z) =
(N2|z|2 + 1)−1, which extends (2.5) by incorporating asymmetric interactions.

Fig. 4 shows that both models exhibit a consistent hierarchical structure among the large,
medium, and small vehicles. The trajectories follow a clear ordering, with the large vehicles
occupying the central path, the medium vehicles positioned outward from it, and the small vehicles
pushed even further toward the periphery. This ordering reflects the asymmetric interaction
strength among different vehicle sizes: larger vehicles impose a stronger impact on the motion
of nearby vehicles and exhibit a lower sensitivity to the actions of others. In contrast, smaller
vehicles are more strongly affected by the presence of larger ones. This size-dependent interaction
pattern appears consistently in both the velocity- and acceleration-control models.
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Figure 4: Vehicle trajectories of different types under control-velocity (left) and control-
acceleration (right)

6 Conclusions

We proposed an α-potential game for decentralized control of heterogeneous CAVs. Scalable
policy gradient algorithm is developed for computing α-NEs with decentralized neural-network
policies. A series of numerical experiments are performed, demonstrating that our model effec-
tively captures collision avoidance and agent heterogeneity.
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