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Congestion games

[Rosenthal, JGT "73]

Theorem Congestion games have a Nash equilibrium.
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[Rosenthal, JGT 73]
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[Hansknecht K. Skopalik, " 14]

Theorem Weighted congestion game have an a-approximate

pure Nash equilibrium, where a < min {1+p™*, 1/(1-p™")}.

Proof:

»  Show that either the maximizing order is an a-
approximate potential.
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Thank you.



