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MEAN FIELD GAMES WITH ERGODIC COST FOR DISCRETE TIME
MARKOV PROCESSES

ANUP BISWAS

ABSTRACT. We consider mean field games with ergodic cost in the framework of a general
discrete time controlled Markov processes. The state space of the processes is given by
a general o-compact Polish space. Under certain conditions, we show the existence of a
mean field game equilibrium. We also study the N-person game where the players interacts
with each other via their empirical measure. We show that the N-person game has Nash
equilibrium and as N tends to infinity the equilibria converge to a mean field game solution.

1. Introduction

The goal of this article is to give a general framework of discrete time controlled Markov
processes for the analysis of mean field games (MFG) and its connection with N-person
games. Intuitively, mean filed game can be described as follows: there is a single represen-
tative agent whose state dynamics is also effected by an environment distribution coming
from the infinite number of agents. State process of the representative agent can not in-
fluence the environment while solving his/her own optimization problem. Since all agents
are indentical and act in the same way, the distribution of the representative agent should
agree with the environment distribution. Mean field games are introduced independently,
in the seminal work of Huang, Malhamé and Caines [20] and in the seminal work of Lasry
and Lions [23] where the game dynamics are given by a certain class of large-population
stochastic differential games. In such games, there are N number of (indistinguishable)
players trying to optimize certain cost that depends on the decisions of other players. Since
the objectives are coupled, one naturally look for Nash equilibrium.If the number of agents
N tends to infinity one expects the Nash equilibria to converge to a MFG solution.

There are three major questions of interest in MFG: (1) existence of MFG solution, (2)
uniqueness of MFG solution, and (3) establishing regorous connection with the N-person
games. Either one tries to show that the N-person game Nash equilibrium tends to the
MFG equilibrium ( [3,BL12,[I3L23]) or tries to construct approximate Nash equilibrium for
N-person games from MFG solutions ( [20]). Question of existence has been resolved for
a large class of problems (where the state dynamics are given by controlled diffusions).
Uniqueness results for a general class seems difficult and only available under some mono-
tonicity condition (see Remark Bl below).
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Let us now give a quick survey on MFG literature. MFG is a fast growing field. We refer
the readers to the survey articles [9l[I6] and the book [6] for developments in MFG. A short
account of applications of MFG is given at [I8]. For finite horizon type costs, existence
of MFG solution is established in [I0] using stochastic maximum principle whereas [22]
considers the set up of controlled martingale problem and shows existence of MFG solution.
Convergence of Nash equilibria of the N-person games to the solution of MFG is obtained
in [13] where the cost function also has finite time horizon. Ergodic type costs are considered
in BBELI2023]. In [12,23], the controlled diffusions take values in a compact metric space
whereas in [3L[5] the state space is the Euclidean space. Convergence of equilibria of N-
person game is also discussed in [3L[5L12L23]. All the above mentioned work are done under
the settings of controlled stochastic differential equations. MFG for finite state processes
are studied in [14}15,17,21].

In this article, we consider a general class of discrete Markov processes taking values in a
o-compact Polish space and the cost function is given by an ergodic cost. We also impose a
blanket (geometric) stability condition on the processes (see ([2:2)). This ensure that every
(stationary) controlled Markov process has an invariant measure. Under a set of general
conditions we show the existence of MFG solution. The proof technique uses Kakutani-Fan-
Glicksberg fixed point theorem. To apply this theorem one needs to show that the set valued
map under consideration is upper-hemicontinuous (Lemma [£3]). This is done by showing
equicontinuity property of the value functions for the ergodic control problems. When the
controlled states are governed by non-degenerate diffusion one can use Haranack’s inequality
(see [3]) to establish such estimate. In our setup, we use the minorization condition (see
[23)) and the construction of split chain to obtain equicontinuity. We also consider the N-
person game and using Kakutani-Fan-Glicksberg fixed point theorem we establish existence
of Nash equilibrium. Under an additional convexity assumption (condition (A7)) we show
in Theorem [£.J] that the Nash equilibria converges, as IV tends to infinity, to the solution
of MFG.

Therefore to summerize our main contributions in this article:

— we consider the MFG with ergodic cost for a general class of controlled discrete time
Markov chains and show existence of MFG solution;

— we establish existence of N-person game Nash equilibrium;

— we derive the convergence of the Nash equilibria to the MFG solution.

The article is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce our controlled Markov chain
and the set of assumptions that we impose on our processes. Section [B] states our main
existence result on MFG solution. In Section [ we discuss the N-person game and prove
existence of Nash equilibrium. Then in Section Bl we prove convergence of Nash equilibria
to MFG solution. Finally, in Section [6] we give the proof of Theorem B.11

1.1. Notation. The set of nonnegative real numbers is denoted by R, , N stands for the
set of natural numbers. The interior, closure, the boundary and the complement of a set
A C X, X is a topological space, are denoted by A°, A, OA and A€, respectively. 14 denotes
the indicator function of the set A. The open ball of radius R around 0 is denoted by Bg.
Given two real numbers a and b, the minimum (maximum) is denoted by a A b (a V b),
respectively. Define a™ := aV 0 and a™ := —(a A 0). By &, we denote the Dirac mass at z.
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Given any Polish space (X,dy), we denote by P(X) the set of probability measures on
X and M(X) the set of all bounded signed measure on X. For u € P(X) and a Borel
measurable map f: X — R, we often use the abbreviated notation

u(f) = /deu-

The total variation norm of a measure p is denoted by ||u||7y. The Borel o-algebra on X’
is denoted by B(X). C(X) (Cp(X)) denotes the set of all real valued (bounded) continuous
functions of X. Law of a random variable X is denoted by £(X). Also k1, k2,... are used
as generic constants whose values might vary from place to place.

2. Model and Assumptions

Let (X,dx) be a Polish space which will be treated as the state space for our controlled
Markov processes. We shall assume that X" is o-compact i.e., X’ can be written as a countable
union of compact subsets of X. Let (£, F,P) be the probability space on which the random
variables are defined. U is a compact metric space that denotes the control space for the
Markov controls. The controlled stochastic kernels are given by the Borel-measurable map
P(dy|-,-) : X x U — P(X). A Markov control is given by a collection of Borel-measurable
maps u,: X — U, n € N. Therefore given a Markov control {u,}, the controlled Markov
process {X,} is defined as follows: If X; = z € X, then the possible location of X ; is
determined by the distribution P(-|z,u;(x)). The set of all Markov controls are denoted by
. A Markov control is called stationary if w,, = u, for all n € N, for some Borel-measurable
map u: X — U. Let Ugy be the set of all stationary Markov controls.

A lower-semicontinuous (Isc) function g : X — R is said to be inf-compact if {x € X :
g(x) < K} is compact subset of X for all k € R. Let {K,,} be a collection of compact subsets
in X having following property: if X is compact then K,, = X, otherwise

K,Cc K;,, and U,K, = X. (2.1)

For a non-negative, Isc function g: X — Ry, we denote by 0(g) the collection of function
f: & = R that satisfies

o s {7005

It should be observed that for non-compact X', 0(g) does not depend on the choice of family
{K,} satisfying (21]). This is due to the fact that UK? = X. If X is compact, we have
K, = X and the supremum of empty set would be assumed to be 0. We shall assume that
(A1) there exists lsc, inf-compact function V: X — R, V > 1, and a compact set C' C X,
satisfying

Sup/ V(y) P(dy|z,u) — V(z) < —BiV(2)1ce(z) + B2 1c(z), (2.2)
uelJ X

:xGX\Kn}zo.

where f31, f2 are positive constants. Moreover, inf,cce V() > (supgec V(z) V 2%)

[22) is a standard stability condition and often used to obtain exponential convergence of
the transition probabilities to the invariant measure (see [24]). We also need additional
hypothesis on the controlled Markov processes to ensure that it have invariant measures.
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Let us first introduce randomized policy which helps to establish convexity property of
the set of invariant measures. A randomized (or relaxed) Markov control is given by the
collection of Borel-measurable maps u,, : X — P(U). We can extend the map of transition
probability measures on P(U) as follows

fy; w)P(dy|z, v(z)) = f(y; w) P(dy|z, u)v(dulz),
XU X xU
where f : X x U — R is a bounded, Borel-measurable map. Hence we can also define
controlled Markov process associated to these randomized Markov controls. Given a Markov
control v € Y, we denote the corresponding controlled Markov chain as {X,,(v)},>0. We
note that the elements in #{ can be seen as randomized Markov controls where u,(z) :=
Ou,(x)- We denote the set of all Markov controls (including randomized) by i and by sy
we denote the set of all stationary (including randomized) Markov controls. A stationary
Markov policy given by the map u : X — U is called deterministic stationary Markov
control. The set of all deterministic stationary Markov controls is denoted by Upgn. Thus
we have Upgy C Ugy € U, One can often endow the space Ugy with a topology that
renders it a compact metric space. We assume that

(A2) there exists a metric dy; on gy such that (Usy, das) becomes a compact metric
space. Also, if v""(z) — v(z) as n — oo, for z € X, for some stationary Markov
controls v, v € gy, then dps(v™,v) — 0, as n — oo. Furthermore, for every
bounded, continuous f : X x U — R, k € N, the map (z,v) € X x Ugy —
(Eo[f(X1,v(X1))], -, Ex[f(Xk, v(X%))]) is a continuous.

Let us remark that the above hypothesis (A2) is quiet natural and generally satisfied by
large class of Markov processes. If there is o-finite, non-negative, regular Borel measure
vt on X, we can define the metric dy; on gy viewing it as a subset of the unit ball in
L>(X, M(U)) with respect to the measure ¢. Note that the unit ball of L*°(X, M(U)) is
compact (by Banach-Alaoglu theorem) and metrizable (since L'(X,C(U)) is separable). If
X is countable , then we may take ¢ to be the counting measure. In this case, convergence
in djy is equivalent to the pointwise convergence. See [2, Section 2.4] for a similar discussion
in a particular settings.
For A € B(X) we define the return time to A as

T(A) :==min{n >1 : X, € A}.

We would generally suppress the dependency of the Markov control in the notation of T.
We shall use the notation EY for the expectation with respect to the law of the controlled
Markov process {X(v)}. The following assumption ensure that every controlled Markov
process is stable.

(A3) Every controlled Markov process {X (v)}, v € g, aperiodic, Harris recurrent and
A-irreducible, for some non-negative Borel-measure A with A(X) > 0. Moreover,
there exists a probability measure v, v(C') = 1, such that for any A € B(X), we
have

e - ‘
inf inf P(Alz,u) 2 v v(4), (2.3)

for some positive constant vy € (0,1).
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Condition (23]) is generally referred to as the minorization condition [24]. In view of (2.3)),
C is a petit set and thus there exists a unique invariant probability measure for every
controlled Markov process [24, Theorem 13.01]. For v € gy, we have unique invariant
measure 7, such that for all bounded Borel-measurable f : X — R we have

/f(y)m(dy) = /Ey[X1(v)]m(dy)-
X X

Define
G:={neP(X) : n=mn, for some v € Ugp }.

Thus G denote the set of all invariant probability measures. By (22]) we can find x > 0
such that
sup/ V(z)p(dz) < k. (2.4)
nes Jx
[23) also implies that every stationary controlled Markov process is strongly aperiodic.
Condition (2Z.3]) can be seen as the counterpart of the non-degeneracy condition for controlled
diffusion processes. For controlled diffusion, uniform non-degeneracy condition is used to
obtained Harnack inequality and equicontinuity property of the value functions (see [213]).
In our set up, condition (2.3]) would play a similar role, see Lemma [6.1] below.
Now we introduce the cost function. To do so we need to specify the metric on the
probability space P(X). Let 0 be a point in X'. For p > 1, we define

P, = {MEP(X) : /X (dx(z,0))” p(dz) <oo}.

We observe that if dy is a bounded metric then P,(X') = P(X) for p > 1. We shall assume
that
(A4) for some p € [1,00), we have (dx(-,0))” € o(V), where V is given by (Al).

This condition is used in various places below. One key place where this condition becomes
crucial is to justify certain convergence of measures. Condition (A4) also allows some
flexibility. For example, if we replace dy by dx A 1, we still retain the properties of (X, dy)
(completeness, o-compactness, etc), but condition (A4) holds for any p > 0. Now we define
the Wasserstein metric on P,(X)

Dp(p1, pi2) := inf { /

XXX

It is well known that (P,(X),®,) is a Polish space for p > 1. If dy is bounded then ®,
gives the metric of weak convergence in P(X) [26, Theorem 7.12]. The cost function is given
by the map

1
(dx(y1,92))"O(dy1, dy2) : © € P(X x X) has marginals ,ul,,uz}p-

r: X X UxPy(X) = Ry
We assume that r is continuous function. The following assumptions are also imposed on
r:
(A5) (1) for every compact K C Pp(X), p is chosen from (A4), we have

sup  r(u,p) € o(V);
(u,n)€UXK
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(2) there exists Isc functions gg, g1 : X = R4, go, 91 € o(V), satisfying

N N
1 1
r(x,u, N ;:1 dy;) < (gg(x) + N ;:1 g1 (y2)>, for allu €e U, N > 1, (2.5)

and z,y1,...,yn € X;
(3) there exists ¢ € [1,p] such that for any compact K C X, there exists positive
constant kx satisfying the following: for p1, o € Pp(X),

e )=o) < (1 (@lw.0) )+ | (el 0)) s (d)) Dy ),

(2.6)
for all z € K and v € U where ¢’ = %. In addition, for any (z,u) € X x U
and any compact set K there exists constant 6, may depend on z,u, K, such

that
1 1 0
|T($,U,N25Z)—T(IIT,U,WZ&%”SN, yZGK,Zzl,,N (27)

In Example 2] and Example 2.2, we show that assumptions in (A5) are satisfied by a large
class of cost functions. To prove existence of a mean field game solutions we do not need
all the assumptions in (A5). All these conditions are used to justify the convergence of
equilibrium from N-person game to a MFG solution. We also assume that

(A6) if v, — v asn — oo in (Ugn,das), then ||y — nyll7y — 0 as n — oo where n,,,, 17,
are the invariant measures corresponding to the stationary Markov controls v, v,
respectively.

In view of (A1), we note that G is tight and therefore n,» weakly converges to n,. If X is
countable (discrete), this implies that |[n,n — ny||7v — 0 as n — oo.
Let us now give some examples of cost functions that satisfy (A5).

Example 2.1. Let r(x,u, u) = R(z,u,((x, 1)) where R : X x U xR is a continuous function
and for every compact K C X there exists constant v satisfying
|R(x,u,z) — R(z,u,21)| < vrl|z—2z], for z,z1 €R, (z,u) e K xU. (2.8)
Also suppose that for some gp € 0(V) we have
R(z,u,z) < go(z) + klz|, Yxe X, ze€R,

for some constant x > 0. Let m € N be fixed, and ((z, u) is given as follows

C(w,p) = / / o(dx (w, y5)) Iy p(dy;),
X X

m times

where ¢ : R — R is bounded and Lipschitz continuous. Thus (A5)(2) is satisfied by r.To
see (26]) holds, we consider u, i € P(X). We let m = 2 for simplicity. Due to ([2.8]), we
only need to compute the following. Let © € P(X x X') be such that u, i are its marginals.
Then

G ) — (o) = /

Iy (o) el — [ B yo(deCa, ) i)
XxX

XXX
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- / o(d(z.y)) / (p(da (2 12)) — o(d (2 43)))O(dys, dys)u(dyy)
X X2
+ / o(d(z,y3)) / (p(da (. 11)) — o(da (2, 92)))O(dy1, dy2 )i dys)
X X2

< 2|9l || Lip /){2 dx(y2,y3) ©(dya, dys),

where |¢|s, [¢|Lip denote the supremum norm of ¢ and respectively, the Lipschitz constant
of ¢. © being arbitrary we have [26) with ¢ = 1. ([Z7) is easy to check.

Example 2.2. Consider r and R as defined in Example 21l Define for continuous ¢ :
X x X — R+,

(o, p) = /X (@) p(dy),

where for some ¢ € [1,p] and z € K, K C X compact, we have

lp(@,y) — oz, y1)] < ric (14 A5 (0,9) + A% (0,91)) da(y, y1), (2.9)
for x € K. Also assume that for some gy € 0(V) we have
(@, y)l < go(x) +go(y), =,y €. (2.10)

From (ZI0) we have ¢(z,-) € o(V) uniformly for = in some compact subset of X. We see
from (2I0) that (A2)(2) holds. To see that (A5)(1) holds we note that for any compact
set K C X, we have sup,ec [(dx(x,0))Pu(dr) < oo by [26, Theorem 7.12]. Therefore using
(A4) we have sup,,cc [ V(x)u(dz) < oo which combined with ZI0) gives (A5)(1). Now let
© be an element of P(X x X) with marginals p, i. Then for x € K, using (2.9) we have

o) = Sl = [ (itary) = olan)) Oy, )

XXX

< kg / (1+d%0,) +d% 1 (0,51)) dae (v, v1) O(dy, dyy)
XXX

qg—1

<wal [ (14 a0.0) + d4(0,00) Oldy.d)] |
XXX

[/XX)((dX(yayl))q@(dy,dyl)] ,

where in the last line we use Hélder inequality. © begin arbitrary we get from above that

!

- ~ q ~
Sl = ¢l < a1+ [ @ putdn) + [ a(0.) ad)] D)
Thus (2.0) is satisfied. One can also check that ([27) holds.

Before we conclude the section let us introduce the Lemma 21l For compact set K C X
containing 0 we define the following map,

z ifx e K,

B(z) =Pr(r) = {

0 otherwise.
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For p € P(X), we define fi(B) = u(P5 (B)) for all B € B(X). Then the following result
follows by mimicking the arguments in [3] Lemma 4.1] and using (A4), (A5).

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ > 0 be given. Then for any compact K C X, there exists compact
K = K(K) C X such that if (u1,...,un) € GV then

N N
1 ~
yek ‘/ e _Zéyj)ﬂéyzlﬂj(dyj) _/ r(@, u, NZ%J-)Hﬁ-Vzlw(dyj) <e,
j=1 =

(z,u)e KxU (XN
for all N > 1 where fi; = (fij)z
Proof. We note that for z;,y; € X,1 < j < N, we have for any p > 1,

1/p
CHEDDARTIIE'S DARTIS IE € DAR (B CIR") ) (2.11)

For any compact K we denote fi; = (ji i) - Then for all (z,u) € K x U, we have

(z
‘/XN Nz_:éyj)r[?:lﬂj(dyj)—//y 1 ﬁf: 054 fi dyj)‘

N 1 N
B ‘/XN Nzéyj)_T(x’u’ﬁzdﬁk(yg)wﬂ 1,uj(dy])‘

=1 =1
1J al Jl N q
< ] [ (0 5 @l )7+ 5 Son(Bg ). 0)7)
=1 =1
] 1 & ] 1 &
QQ(N Z Oy N Z 5‘BK(y3)))H1—1/‘J(d%)‘
j=1 j=1
1 & 1 /
< ] [ Do 07+ DR, )T )
j=1 Jj=1

‘1/q

IN

=
>
\

de (5, P (y;) 1T j= 1Nj(dyj)

/
- @\%;/Xcdﬂyj,omwyj)(l q

where in the third inequality we use (A4), 24), @2II). Now we use (A4) and choose K to
be large enough to satisfy

/ (dX(ijo))qu(dyj) < [/ (d)((yj,()))puj(dyj) z <e.
K¢ Kc

Thus combining above to display we have the result. O
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In view of Lemma 1] we obtain that for pi,...,uny € G the following map
N

1 .
T,u) > r(x,u, — Oy Hf\i (dy"), 2.12
e [ ey 30 T (212)

is continuous.
3. Mean Field Games

In this section we introduce the mean field games (MFG) for the limiting dynamics of
N-person games. The ergodic cost of the player is given by

n—1
. .
J(w,0,4) = limsup — B, [;T(XZ,UZ(XZ),M)]- (3.1)

Here v € U and p € P,(X). The goal of the player is to optimize the cost (Bl given pu.
Define

o = inf J(x,v,p). (3.2)
vel
Note that g, does not depend on . The cost being ergodic, it is intuitive that J(z,v, u)

should depend on the equilibrium distribution of the corresponding process {X(v)}. For
every p € Pp(X), we define

ru: X xU—=Ry, as ru(z,u) =r(z,u,pm.
Our first result is the following

Theorem 3.1. Let (A1)-(A3), (A5)(1) hold. There exists a unique pair (V,,0) € C(X) x
R, V(0) =0, V € o(V) that satisfies

Vi) +o = Igleig{m(:n,u)—l—/x‘/“(y) Pldylr.w)}. (3.3)

Moreover, we have o = p,,. The v € Ugn is optimal for (B2)) if and only if it is a minimizing

selector of (B.3).

Theorem B1] is not something new. Ergodic control problems for controlled Markov
chain have been studied vastly in literature (see for example, [4,[19] and the references
therein). In section [6l we obtain a representation formula for V,, which plays crucial role
in this article. Analogous representation formula under the settings of controlled diffusion
can found in [2]. We use the method of split chain to show that V), is in C(X’) and forms a
family of equi-continuous functions if 4 lies in a compact subset of P,(X).

Thus by Theorem Bl we have unique V), for every p € P(X). Since V,, € o(V) and
J3 V() P(dy|x,u) is finite (by [22])) we see that

un—>/ Viu(dy)P(dy|xz,u), is continuous,
X

for every x. Hence there exists a measurable selector of ([B3]) by [7, Proposition 7.33]. A
control v € gy is said to be a minimizing selector of [B.3) if

Vu(az)—kgu:/eru(x,u)v(du]a;)—kA UVu(y)P(dy]a;,u)v(du\m), almost surely 7, . (3.4)
X
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Since any measurable selector of ([B.3]) satisfies ([B.4]), the set of minimizing selector is non-
empty. We define

A(p) :={n € G : where n = n, for some minimizing selector v of (B3))}. (3.5)
Thus p — A(p) is set valued.

Definition 3.1. A probability measure € G is said to be a MFG solution if € A(n) and
therefore we have a unique V;, € C(X) N o(V), depending on 7, and v € Usy satisfying

min {rn(x,u) + /X Vn(y)P(dy|:E,u)} =rp(z,u) + /XVn(y) P(dy|z,u)

uel
= oy + V(x), almost surely 7, (3.6)

and,
/ F(dy)n(dy) = / E,[X,(0)] n(dy), for all f € Cy(X). (3.7)
X X

Thus existence of MFG solution is related to the existence of fixed point to the map
A. (B8] represents the HJB corresponding to the ergodic control problem with running
cost r, and (B) characterizes 7 as the invariant measure corresponding to v where v is a
minimizing selector of (B.0]).

We show that under above assumptions there exists a fixed point.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (A1)-(A4), (A5)(1), (A6) holds. Then there exists a MFG
solution in the sense of Definition [F1l.

Proof of Theorem 3.2 is similar to the proof of Theorem .1l Therefore we defer the proof
until Section @l

Remark 3.1 (Uniqueness). In this article we are interested in existence of MFG solution
and its relation with the equilibrium of N-person games. However, one can impose L? type
monotonicity condition (similar to [23]) on r which would give a unique MFG solution in
the sense of Definition Bl For v € LUgy, let us denote n ® v(dx, du) = v(du|z)n,(dz). Now
if we impose the following monotonicity assumption on r,

/ (7’(%, u,n) —r(z,u, 77)) (?7 ® v(dz,du) — 7 ® v(dz, du)) <0, implies n=17,
X xU

then one can easily establish the uniqueness of MFG solution (see for example, [9123]). In
fact, if the cost is of the form r(x,u, ) = r1(z,u) + ro(x, 1), then the above monotonicity
condition is similar to the one appeared in [9,23].

4. N-person Games and Nash Equilibria

In this section we describe the N-person game and show that under above hypothesis
there exists an equilibrium for the N-person game. These equilibriums are the central object
to the mean field games. It is generally expected that the MFG solution could be used to
approximate the N-person game equilibriums. In this article we show that as N — oo,
the equilibrium solutions for the N-person game tend to the solutions of MFG. N-person
game is described as follows: there are N-independent players, each of them is choosing
his/her controls from 4. The choice of control is made independent from the other players.
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Therefore the players does not have access to the full information. The players interact with
each other through their running cost. To introduce the cost we define for x = (x1,...,zn),
)u(i = (.Z'l, sy L1 Tt 1y e - - 7‘TN)'

The running cost for the i-th player is given by

N %) — E
T (xiv U, Xi) - 332, ) 5xj .
J#Z

Hence the cost of every player is influenced by the empirical distribution of other players.
Therefore interaction with the other players is weak. Denote

¥ =Gx---x8.

For 7t = (11, ...,7xn) € GV, we define

R 1
T;-N(.Z',U,TE) = / T(ac,u, ﬁzéyj)nj?ﬁinj(dyj)’ (41)
Xx--xX - vy
JFi
By Z12), (z,u) — 7 (z,u) is continuous. For 7t € GV and v € i, we define the cost of the
i-th player as
n—1
JN (z,0,m) = hmsup—E” [Z N (X, 05,7 } (4.2)
n—oo N =0
Definition 4.1. 7 € GV is said be a Nash equilibrium for the N-person game if for every
i€1l,...,N we have v(i) € Ugy satisfying the following

JN(z,v,m) > JN(2,0(i), ), forallz e X, vedl, (4.3)
and if 7t = (71y,...,7y) then
gy e [ S ) = [ BOLC0)] () (1.4

for all bounded measurable function f.

By the above definition, existence of Nash equilibrium would imply existence of an equi-
librium environment for every player and no player has anything to gain by changing only
their own equilibrium strategy. The optimality criterion of the equilibrium is understood
through ([43]) and (£4)) shows that the equilibrium strategy leads to the invariant distribu-
tion.

Remark 4.1. The definition of Nash equilibrium in Definition [£.1] weaker than the one used
in [3,12]. However one can impose mild additional conditions to make them equivalent. A
Nash equilibrium is generally defined to be a collection of (stationary Markov) strategies
(v(1),...,v(N)) such that for all i € {1,..., N} one has

n—1

limsup = E [ T5V<X(Z Vs 1_1%;%;%@)))}

n—oo N —0

.
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n—1
> limjup % E [Z 7‘,N (X](.’)(v(i)),vj(i), ﬁ Z 5X](’“)(v(k)))]'
n—r00 =0 k#i

Here {X (k)} denotes the controlled process for the k-th player. Since the players are inde-
pendent, it is not hard to show that for some 7t and ¢ € Ugy

n—1
: 1 Z AN ([ (8) 1 Z AN~ SN

— . : f— . > : .
117131—>Sol<l>p n E |:j:0 T (Xj (U)7U]7 N _1 e 5X§k)(v(k))):| el /X T (y,v(y),?‘t) nl(dy)a

and 7; is the invariant measure corresponding to the control ©. Using (Al) and (A5) it is
also easy to show that

/ f’fv(y,f)(y),ft) i (dy) = JZN(x,ﬁ,ft), for all x € X.
X

This also shows that it is enough to minimize over the controls in Ugy. One the other
hand, if the equilibrium strategies v(7) is in Hgy for all ¢, then the joint Markov process
= {XD(v(1)),..., XN (v(N))} has a unique invariant measure. To show the existence
of unique invariant measure for ® we observe from (2.2)) that there is a stability inequality
for this process and C' x --- x C' is a small set with respect to the measure v x --- X v by
(3). Since product of invariant measures of {X® (v(i)} is an invariant measure we obtain
that the Markov chain @ recurrent [24, Proposition 10.1.1]. Hence uniqueness of invariant
measure follows from [24] Theorem 10.0.1].

Now if we assume that supp(r) has non-empty interior, then ® being irreducible and
aperiodic (with respect to v x --- x v) Markov chain we see that every compact subset of
(X)N is a petit set by [24, Proposition 6.2.8]. Therefore using (A1) and [24, Theorem 14.0.1]
we get

n—1
. 1 N{v@ oy s 1 N .
limsup - B [j}zoﬁ PN (X @), (), 7 Ek;i i) | = (s 0(0). )

where 7t satisfies (4.4).
Our main result of this section is as follows

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (A1)-(A6) hold. Then there exists a Nash equilibrium in the
sense of Definition[4.1] for the N -person game.

The proof technique of Theorem [4.1] uses fixed point argument. Use of fixed point ar-
gument is quite standard in mean field game theory and it has been used in almost all
the existing works to obtain the existence of Nash equilibrium or MFG solutions. Our
arguments are similar to the one used in [3].

We recall the set G of invariant measures.

G:={neP(X) : n=mn, for some v € Ugp }.
Our next result shows that G is compact and convex.

Lemma 4.1. The set G defined above is a convex set. It is also compact in the topology of
weak convergence.
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Proof. From (24]) we see that G is tight in P(X). Since (Usn, das) is compact, using (A2)
and (A6) we have § compact. To show the convexity we consider 7, € § for i = 1,2 where
v' € Ugy for @ = 1,2, Let 7 = On,1 + (1 — )n,2 where 6 € [0,1]. We want to show that
7 = 1, for some v € Ugy. Define

dn

dn,2
g7 @' (dula) + (1= )7 @y (dulz), zeX.

v(dulz) == 0 i

Here dd—;i]i(x) denotes the Radon-Nykodim derivative. The above definition makes sense as
without loss of generality we can choose

Hdg—%l(x) +(1— H)dg—;(x) =1, forallzeX.

To complete the proof we need to show that 7 = 1, where v is given above. To show this
we consider f € Cp(X). Then

v _ dny1
[ Estreatan = [ (0% [ )Pl )

dn, _
+ =02 [ Py, W duly)|dy)
n X xU
= [ 0] FP(ely. we! (duly) s ()
X X xU
dn,
+ (=0 () | FE)Pely,wp? (duly) mz (dy)
Ui X xU
— [ sy,
X
By uniqueness of invariant measure we obtain 77 = 7),. Hence the proof. O

Any element of GV will be denoted in boldface fonts/symbols. For exmaple, 7t is an
element in §%V whereas 7t would denote an element of G. For any Tt, recall fZN from (@I)).
Using (212]) and Theorem [B.J] we have for each i € {1,..., N}, a unique pair (VZA;, QZ]YT:) S
C(X)no(V) xR, VZAT[[(O) = 0, satisfing

Vi) + ol = min(r ) + [ VAPl ), (4.5
u X

where QZZYW is the optimal value of J. Also note that all the stationary Markov controls are
stable due to (Al). By a minimizing selector of (AH]) we mean control v € gy satisfying

VZ-{\T[[(JJ)—FQ?,[T[:/f’fv(a:,u,n)v(du\x)—i—/ Vif\ft(y)P(dy]a;,u)v(du\x), almost surely 17, .
U

X'xU
(4.6)
We note that any deterministic measurable selector of (L) satisfies ([A.G]). Thus the set of
minimizing selector in the sense of (&) is non-empty. Given 7t € GV, we define A(m) =
Ap x - x Ay € GV as follows

Ai(mt) = {n €S : n=n, where v’ satisfies [Z8)}.
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It is easy to see that existence of fixed point of the map 7 — A(7r) would establish Theo-
rem [L.I] We also observe that the definition of A is similar to the map A defined in (B1).
The next result shows that A(7) is compact and convex for every 7t.

Lemma 4.2. The map @ > GV — A(m) (# () is compact (with respect to weak topology)
and convex set valued.

Proof. Form Theorem [B.1] we have
= [ mi(duly) i)
XxU

where © is a minimizing selector in the sense of (£.8]). Again for 7,: in A;(7) and 6 € [0, 1],
we can have v satisifying (see the construction in Lemma [£.T])

o (dy)v(duly) = Ony (dy)v* (duly) + (1 — 0) me (dy)v* (duly), and 1, = O, + (1 — O)n,e.
Therefore we have

o = / #N (1, )0 (duly) 7o (dy), (4.7)
X xU

and thus v is an optimal control. Again using Theorem B.J] we see that v is a minimizing
selector in the sense of ([AG]). Thus 7, € A;(7). This shows that A;(7r) is convex and hence
A(m) is convex. To establish compactness it is enough to show that each A;(7r) is compact.
(Usnm, das) and G being compact we only need to show that if v, — v then

[y, w)v" (duly)nen (dy) — f(y, wyo(duly)n, (dy), (4.8)
XxU X xU

for all f € Cp(X x U). Since by (A5)(2) we have max,ey 7Y (-, u, ) € 0(V), using EX) we
get (L1) which implies that 7, € A;(m). To show ([A8]) we use (A2) and (A6).

[ fwe g () = [ fweddym )
A'xU XxU

= | [ B 1600 0l () = [ Byl (600X ()

< [ fllool[on —mHTer‘/XEZ”[f(Xl,v"(Xl)]m(dy)—/XEZ[f(Xlw(Xl)]m(dy)
— 0,

as n — oo, where in the third line we use (A6) and (A2) with dominated convergence
theorem. This shows that A;(7r) is compact. Hence the proof. O

Definition 4.2. The map 7 — A(m) is said to be upper-hemicontinuous if for 7, — 7 as
n — oo, and 7, € A(m) for all n, then the sequence {7, } has a limit point in A(7r).

Upper-hemicontinuity plays a key role to obtain the fixed point of 7 — A(7r). The next
result shows that the map is in fact, upper-hemicontinuous.

Lemma 4.3. The map 7 — A(7) is upper-hemicontinuous.
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Proof. Let 1, — 1 as n — oo, and m,, € A(m,) for all n. Let 1, = (N1n,..., 7N n). We fix
i€ {l,...,N} and consider the family {V; ,}. By definition there exists v*" € {Ugy such
that

= [ ¥ ) ), (1.9
XxU
Min = Nyim, and v®" is a minimizing selector of
Vi (@) + el = min { (@, u,m,) + / Vi, () P(dylz,u) }. (4.10)
X

gN being compact, we may assume that 7, — 7 € GN as n — oo. In view of (A6) and

Lemma 211 we have

AN

N (z,u, 1) =+ (z,u, ), asn — oo,

uniformly over compact subsets of X x U. Otherwise, we can consider a converging sub-
sequence. Therefore by Remark [6.1] we note that the family {V/xn} is locally equicontinuous

and since Vj x,, (0) = 0 the family is also locally bounded. On the other hand, we have from
(A1) that

/V(y)n(dy) < k1, forallnedg,
X

for some constant 1 > 0. Thus combining (23] and (£9]) we obtain that the set {Qﬁ?fnn,i >
1,n € N} is compact. Now we argue to show that Vifxn € o(V) uniformly in n. Consider
the sequence {K,,} in (). Let m be such that C' C K,,. An argument similar to (6.29)
gives

T(Km)—1

Vi (x) = veigﬁ)fm Eo| Y (PN(X50(X0),70) = 0im,) + Vi, (XT(KW))], Ve K.
= (4.11)
By (6.13]), there exists constant ko > 0 so that for any € K, we have
T(Km)—1
sup EY [ Z V(XZ-)] < kg (V(x)+1). (4.12)
veUsn i—0

Since supy, sup,ey 1 (-, u,7,) € o(V) (by (2H)) we get from (EII) and (EIZ) that
suplV2, | € o(V).

Hence along some subsequence the following holds:
Vi, = Vi, i Coe(X), 0l = o', V¥ €0(V),
v = ot in (Usn, dar), |9y — Myill7y — 0.
We can pass the limit in (£9) and (£I0) (see (L)) to obtain

V@) + o = il )+ [ V)Pl )
u X

o = / # (g, 1, )0 (duly) mys ().
X xU
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Hence using Theorem BTl we have (V;V, o)) = (V;, 0}%) and v" is a minimizing selector of

the above equation. This shows that 1, € A;(m). Hence the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [4.1]

Proof of Theorem [{.1 We note that 7 — A(7r) is non-empty, compact and convex set val-
ued (by Lemma [2]) where N is a convex, compact set. We can view GN as a subset of
M(X) x -+ x M(X) which is a locally convex (with respect to weak topology) Hausdorff
space. By Lemma [12] Lemma and [I, Theorem 17.10] we obtain that the T — A(7)
has closed graph. Thus applying Kakutani-Fan-Glicksberg fixed point theorem [I Corol-
lary 17.55] we have 7t € A(7). Therefore by definition there exists (v',...,v") € (Usm)Y
so that for 7t = (7, ...,7y), we have 7; = 1,: and (v',...,v") is a Nash equilibrium in
the sense of Definition LIl Hence the proof. O

Remark 4.2. Proof of Theorem f.Tlshows that there exists a Nash equilibrium (..., oN) e
(Usp)Y such tha o' is a minimizing selector of

Vi) + ol = min {7 (@) + | Vi) PGl 0}, (413)

and g; x is the optimal value J (z,v,7) defined in (@Z). Now let us argue that any Nash
equilibrium in (4gp)™Y would be minimizing selector of {@I3). Let @ = (my,...,7y) and
(v',...,v"N) forms a Nash equilibrium in the sense of Definition @Il Using Theorem B.1] we
find solution of (@I3)). By definition (see ([&3])), we note that v’ is an optimal control and
therefore by Theorem B.1l we see that v’ is a minimizing selector of ({fI3)). This also shows
that T € A(m).

Now it is easy to guess the proof of Theorem[3.2] One can complete the proof by following
the footsteps of Theorem 1l However, we add a sketch of the proof below. Reader may
also like to look at [3] for a similar argument but under controlled diffusion settings.

Proof of Theorem[32. We consider the map p € G — A(p). By Lemma [l G is compact
and convex and G is also a subset of a locally convex Hausdorff space M(X'). We can also
mimic the arguments of Lemma and Lemma 3] in this set up. Rest of of the proof
follows the same argument as above. O

5. Convergence of Nash equilibria

In this section we study the convergence of Nash equilibria which we find in Section @l
It has been shown in [3l[12123] that the N-person game Nash equilibrium converges to the
solution of MFG. Similar results are known for controlled diffusion processes with ergodic
costs. To justify the limit we need to have some kind of uniqueness of the limiting equilibria.
Such uniqueness is generally obtained by imposing convexity property on the Hamiltonian.
To do so we define for g = (u1,...,un) € GV,

N
1
rﬁ(x, u) = /(X)N r(x,u, N Z dy,) H;yzl,uj(dyj).

j=1
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Consider the unique pair (Vliv, Qﬁ[) eC(X)no(V) x Ry, VJV(O) = 0, that satisfies

Vliv(a:) + gﬁ[ = Igléﬁljl{?‘ﬁ(%,u) + /){Vlﬁv(y)P(dy]a:,u)} (5.1)

Existence of such unique pair is guaranteed by Theorem Bl We assume that

(A7) U is a convex set. Moreover, for every = € X, the following map
we e+ [ V¥ @Pyl),

is strictly convex, uniformly in N, where VJV is given by (B.1).

It should be observed that p depends on N and might vary with N. By (A7), for every
x € X and 0 € (0,1) there exists a positive constant x,, independent of N, such that for
all u,u; € U, we have

PN (@, 0u+ (1 - O)ur) + /X VN (y) Pdylz, 6u + (1 — B)uy)

> 0w+ | V¥ WPl 0] + (0 =) @) + [ VY0Pl )] e
Our main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let (A1)-(A7) hold. Let {V/¥ o sz 1< N} form a Nash equi-
librium in the sense that (V2% g oN oo TO) satisfy (IZ:E{I) and (v oY) € (Usm) satisfies

N, = TV for all i. Then the following holds:
(i) the famzly {v¥ il < i < N,N > 1} is locally equicontinuous and locally bounded.
{g”[, , 1 <i < N} s also pre-compact in R x P(X);
(ii) for any compact K C X, we have

N N N N N N
sup (Sup’Vi,n(x) - Vy,n(‘r)’ + ‘Qi,n - Qj,n‘ + HT[Z - T HTV> — 0,
1<i,j<N NzeK
as N — oo;
(iil) any subsequential limit (V, o, m) of {V’¥ g Qim, 7V} forms a MFG solution in the sense

of Definition [T 1.

From (A7) we note that there exists a unique continuos measurable selector (4I3]). In
fact, this is the only minimizing selector. This follows from the definition of minimizing
selector ([A.0) and (AT7). In view of Remark we see that every Nash equilibrium of N-
person game converges to a solution of MFG. Under diffusion settings, convexity assumption
on the Hamiltonian helps to conclude that that the optimal distributions of Nash equilibrium
converges to each other as N — oo (see [3l12]). (A7) play similar role in our setting. Similar
convexity property is also assumed in [I4L[15] but for finite state process.

Proof of Theorem[5l. (i) Using (2.2 we can find constant 1 such that

/V(y) ny(dy) < k1, forallv € Ugy. (5.2)
X
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Since h is inf-compact, we have {m", 1 < i < N}y>1 pre-compact in P(X). Again
by [24, Theorem 14.0.1] we have

O = /X i (4, 0" (), 70) i (dy).

Thus using (23] and (5.2]) we have {gfym 1 <i< N,N > 1} bounded. Now we show that

{VZAT[[} is locally equicontinuous family. Fix K C X compact. r : K x U x P(K) — R
being continuous, we obtain that for every K C X compact, the following maps forms a
equicontinuous family for 1 <i < N, N > 1,

N
1
(z,u) = /(X)N r(@,u, > O )1 (dy;) :/
=1

N
1 -
. r(z,u, N Z (5yj)H§-V:11/j(dyj),
(K) j=1

where v; € P(C). The above result is due to the fact that % Zjvzl dy, € P(C). Thus using
Lemma 2.I] we see that {ffv } forms a locally equicontinuous family. From Section [6] we
know that the value function V;7 is the limit of VN = V2N (0) where

JEN (z,0) = EI[Zajf;N(Xj(v),v(Xj),Tt)], and, VSN(z) = inf J%N(z,0).
=0

2,70 2,70 veslsy 2,70
By Lemma [6.1] and Remark [6.1 we obtain that {V’Zo‘ﬂN() — I/;?‘T’[N(O) 1 <i<N,N>1}
forms a locally equicontinuous family and thus {VZATQ} is locally equicontinuous.
(ii) Now we consider the unique pair (VV, ") € C(X) No(V) x R that satisfies

N+ 8 = win ) + [ V() Pyl ) (53)
ue X
where
1 N
N (x,u) = /(X)N r(z,u, N Z (5yj)HiA;1 7 (dy;).
=1

By Theorem B and (53)), ¢V is the optimal ergodic value with running cost #V. We also
know that the following holds.

o= int { [ ity o)) o e sisu}, 8% =it { |
X

N (y,v(y)) nu(dy) v € HSM}.
X

(5.4)
Hence by (5.4]), we obtain

=2 < swp { [ 12000000) = 7 000 () | (55)

Now for any compact K C X, we have a constant ko = k2(K') such that for any N-tuple
(917---7yN) € K x - x K, we have

-1 N
1 1 K2
D51 E Oy 57 E by;) < e (5.6)
Jj=1 Jj=1
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On the other hand, P(K) is a compact subset of P(X’). Thus using ([2.3)), (5.2)), (.5), (5.6)
and Lemma 2.1] we see that

sup |QZ — V=0, as N — . (5.7)
1<i<N

Let K C X be compact. From ([6.26) we know that for any x € (0, 1), there exists a constant
by satisfying

T(Br)—1
sup (E;[V(X )] + B1EY [ V(X ]) V(@) + by. (5.8)
vELgMm =0
On the other hand, by (6.29) we have
T(Br)—1
Vi) = min Bo[ 30 (FR06.0(X)) - o) + Vi(Xage,)].
j:0
(Be)— (5.9)
VN (z) = min E, X;,v(X; :
VN(@) = min E,| > ) - 8+ X))
Therefore using (5.9]) we obtain that
T(Br)—1
V@) = VN@)I < sup |Ba| D0 (X, 0(X) = PN (X, 0(X)) + 8 = o)
velpsm =0
+ sup [Vix(y) = VY (y)]. (5.10)
yEB,
To prove (ii) it is enough to show that for any € > 0 we can find Ny large so that
sup[Vi(z) —VN(z)| < e, YVN>Ny, Vie{l,...,N} (5.11)
zeK

We use (B.8) and (5.10) to establish (5.11)). We may use arguments similar to (i) to conclude
that the family {V, N > 1} is locally equicontinuous and bounded. Therefore we can find
k> 0 small so that

su§!%ﬁ<y)—VN<y)\ < e/4, Vie{l,...,N}, (5.12)
ye K

where we use the fact that VN (0) = VZATQ(O) = 0. From (Z3) and (52)) we note that
SUP <j< N SUPyel f’f}’n(-, u) € 0(V), supyey ™ (-,u) € o(V) uniformly in N. Thus we can find
a cut-off function P that vanishes outside a compact subset of X and
T(Br)—1
sup |Eo| Y0 (1= 0(0) (X5, 0(X) = 7V (G, 0(X) + 87 — ol | < </4.

veUPSM =0

(5.13)
using (5.7), (5.8)) and,
T(Br)—1
s B[ 3 () (X, 0(G)) = PN (G, w000 | < </t (5.14)

j=m



20 ANUP BISWAS

for large N where we use Lemma 21 (5.6]), (5.8). Thus we have (5.11)) from (B.12)), (5I3)
and (5.I4]). The proof of the fact

sup || —7TNHTV —0, as N — oo, (5.15)
1<i,j<N
is a byproduct of (iii) below.
(iii) Let (V,o,7) be any subsequential limit of {V Y
already seen that

N1l as N — oco. We have

, 707 QZT[’ )

e =N =0, [V VN0,
uniformly on every compact sets, along the subsequence of N. Using (E8) and (E9) it
is easy to see that V¥ € o(V) uniformly in N (see for example (6.20) in Section [). By

Lemma 2Tlit is easy to see that {7, N > 1} is a family of locally equicontinuous functions.
Hence letting N — oo in (5.3)) we obtain

Via)+o = min {#(e,u) + /X V () Pyl u) (5.16)

ue

where V(0) =0,V € o(V) and #¥ — #(z,u). Now we identify #. From (A7) we note that
u— 7z, u) / V(y)P(dy|x,u)

is a strictly convex function. Therefore there exists a unique minimizing selector v. More-
over, it is easy to see that the minimizing selector in (5.3]) converges to v. Thus from (A6)
we have that |7t — 7|7y — 0 as N — oo. Thus one can use similar argument as above
to establish (5.I5]) (see also [3]) using unique property of the solution of (G.I6]) and also the
minimizing selector. We claim that

Tz, u) = r(x,u,n). (5.17)

This would prove (iii) since by (5.10)

o = /X () (d).

But the above is a consequence of Lemma 2] and Hewitt-Savage theorem (see [3], [12]).
This can be achieved in two steps. (1) show that for any compact K C X,

N
1 1
[ e o)W ) — [ i(dys)] = .
)y N;% I S NE:: M
as N — oo where ftjv = (7~T§V )k and 77 = (ny)k. One may follow the calculations of [12]

p. 530] together with (Z7)) to achieve this. (2) Then apply Hewitt-Savage theorem to obtain
that

N
1 - ~
/(X)N T(x7 u, N Z 5yj) Hé\len(dy]) — T(x7 u, 77)7

j=1
as N — oo. Now to get (5.I7) apply Lemma [2.1] and the fact that ©,(7,7) — 0, as K
increases to X. ]



MFG WITH ERGODIC COST 21

6. Proof of Theorem [3.7]

In this section we prove Theorem Bl As we mentioned earlier that existence result of
B3) is well known for very general class of controlled processes. Reader may wish to look
at [A[7LI9] for more details about these problems. Using the method of split chain we show
that the value function is continuous.

For o € (0,1), we define the a-discounted value function as follows. For v € 4,

i) = B[S m (K@), and Vi) = i, )
Then by (A2) and [4] we have that V¥ is Isc and
Viela) = inf {rufe)+a | Vo) Py} (62)

Also a control v € HUpgy is optimal for (G.1]) if and only if v(z) attains the infimum in (6.2]),
for all z € X.

Lemma 6.1. The family of functions {V;*, a € (0,1)} is equicontinuous on every compact
subsets of X.

To prove Lemma, [6.1] we construct split chain. Let YV = X x X and = = (x1,29) € Y. For
= (uj,ug) € Ux U, we define P(-|z,u) € P(Y) as
p(Bl X Bg‘i’,ﬂ) = P(Bl‘xl,ul)P(Bg‘xg,UQ), B; € B(X) (63)
Let v € Ugy be a stationary Markov control. By {XF} := {XF(v)} we denote the Markov
chain with X} =z for k = 1,2. We assume that {X}} and {X?2} are independent of each
other. In fact, this can be achieved by constructing a J valued Markov chain X = {X}, X?}
with transition probability given by (6.3) and control o(y1,ys2) := (v(y1),v(y2)).

6.1. The pseudo-atom construction. Now we introduce the Athreya-Ney-Nummelin
construction of pseudo-atom. Readers are referred to [24] for more details on such con-
struction. We recall the measure v and the set C' from (2.3]). Denote C' = C' x C and

U =1U x U. Define v € P(C) as 7 = v x v. It is easy to see from (23] that

1 1 2 T.Uu) > 25 . .
o8t P(Alz,@) 2 5(4), A€BY) (6.4)

To see this, denote by A., = {22 : Z € A} and A,, = {21 : Z € A}. These are Borel-
measurable sets by [25] Theorem 8.2]. Then by [25] Theorem 8.6] we have for z € C,
u € U,
P(A|j,ﬂ):/ P(Au 2, u2) P(d21 |1, u1)
X

ZV/XV(AZl)P(dzﬂxl’ul)
= (v x P(|x1,u1))(A)
:fépmamwmmm)
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> 2 /X V(A )(dzs) = 725(A).

Therefore the Markov chain X satisfies minorization condition (6.4]) with minorizing mea-
sure v. Let y1 = g Let Y* =Y x {0,1} = X x X x {0,1}. For B € B()), we denote
By = B x {0} and B; = B x {1}. For p € P()) we define p* € P(Y*) as follows. For
B e B(Y),

1" (Bo) = (1 =) w(BNC) +u(BNC?),

p(B1) = np(BNC).
Clearly, u*(Bg) + p*(B1) = u(B) and if B € C°, then p*(By) = p(B). On a suitable
probability space (2*, F*,P*), we define an }* valued Markov chain Z,, = (X, i), where
X: = (Xo*, X2*) € Y, such that
(1) The probability kernel of {Z,} is given as follows. For 2 = (z,i) € V*,

(6.5)

P*(dj|z,v(7)) if 2.€ Vo \ Co,
Pdjl2) = § 2 (P*(dj|z,0(2)) — m v (d)) if 2 € Co, (6.6)
7*(dy) if 2 € ).

(2) The initial distribution is given as follows. For B € B()),
P*(Z0 € Bo) = (1 = 71) 150¢(%) + 1pnce(T),
P*(Zo € B1) = m 1p~a(2).

It is well known that under above construction the probability laws of { X*},,>1 and {X,, },>1
are same [24]. We also observe that if the Markov chain {Z,,} starts from V*\ C¢ x {1} it
stays in Y*\ C¢ x {1}. The transition probability from Cj is same for all point in C;. That
is why C is referred to as a pseudo-atom. Denote

™ = inf{n >0:Z, € C1}.

By our construction we see that the law of {Xiiin}nzl and {Xfiin}nzl are same (see
also [§]).

Lemma 6.2. There exist a constant 6 > 0, independent of T and v € Uy, satisfying
T*
E: [ SOV 4 V)] < 00 + Vlan) +1), (6.7)
i=0

for 2 = (x1,12,1) € Yo UC1.
Proof. Define V(z) = V(1) + V(x3). Then from [Z2) we have
/y V(5) P(dglz, @) — V(3) < V(@) + 5 10(2), (6.8)

for some constant > 0, where V(z) = %(V(xl) + V(z2)). Define
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By above property of split Markov chain we have
Es[1] = Ej:[wl,

where 0% is defined as in (6.5). Using (6.8) we can find constant r; satisfying (see for
example, [24, Theorem 14.2.2])

|
—

E[ fJ(XZ-)} < ki (V(@) +1).

Il
=)

7

Thus for any 2 = (2,i) € Yo U C1 we have from above that

T1—1
E: [;f}(x:)] < ﬁw(mn. (6.9)

Now define a sequence of stopping times {U; } as ¥ = 0 and ¥, = inf{n > 1 : X € C}.
By ([@9) we have P;(J; < co) =1 for all k € N and 2 € )y U C1. Denote by §, = 0{Z; :
i <n}. Then

P;(T* > Q9k) = Pz(’t* > Vg, ™ > Q9k_1)
=E* {1{T*>0k,1} Pi(t* > 791»:\31%71)}

<E* |:1{T*>,§k 3 sup PE(T"° > 1)}

z2eCo
< [sup Pi(t* > 1))* L. (6.10)
2eCy
For z € C we have from (6.4), (6.6]) that
* * _ 1 DA 5 = 2 (A 7% —
Plao(®" = 1) = 7= (n P(Cle0(2) = 212(C)) > i 1= € (0.1),
Hence (G.10) gives us that
P5(T* > ) < (1 — o)7L (6.11)
Letting & — oo in (G.I1]) we find that Pf(T* < co) = 1. Let
Bp—1
%) = > V(X
=0

Then for 2 = (2,1) € Yy U C; we get
T™—1

B[ VX)) = B: |3 Lm0
1=0 k=0

:EZ Zl{,t* ﬂk}z 79l-|—1 19l)):|

=E} :Z 1{T*2191+1}(H(19l+1) - H(ﬁl))]
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< r3(1+V(2)) + [Z ey (H(0141) — H0))]

S /ig(l-i-V( ) +E* [Z 1{T*>19} _sup EZ[’H(I%)]}
2eC'x{0,1}

< w3(1+V(2) +m4z 1— )t
>1

< ’{5(1 + V(Z))v

for some constants k3, r4, k5, where in the sixth line we use ([6.9), (61T]). This proves (6.7))
since V is bounded on C. O

Next Lemma establishes moment estimate of t*.

Lemma 6.3. For any compact set K C X we can find positive constants 01, ki such that

sup Ez[e‘sl T*] < kg forallze KoUC.

veUsn
Proof. Applying [24, Theorem 15.2.5] and (6.8) we can find dy > 0 such that
sup Ez[e®27] < k1 (V(Z) + 1), (6.12)
veUSM

for some constant ;. Therefore from the property of Markov chain and (6.12]) can choose
03 small enough to satisfy

1

03T

sup sup E7 U < —.

~eC vetlay (%, 2)[ ] 1—m

Then the result follows from [I1], Proposition 4] (see also [8, Lemma 4.7]). O

The next lemma will be useful to show that the solution is in o(V).
Lemma 6.4. For any compact K O C, The function x — sup,cyq,, Ep[T(K)] is in o(}V).

Proof. Define G(z) := sup,ey,, Ez[T(K)]. Thus using [2.2) we have (see [24, Theorem
14.2.2))

sup EY[ Z V(X;)] < ki(V(z) + 1), (6.13)

vetlsm

for some constant 1. In fact, the constant K1 is independent of any compact K containing
C. Therefore we only need to consider the case when X is not compact. Let € > 0. Consider
K, D K and let x € K. Then we have for all v € gy

EL[t(K)] = By [v(K) — t(Kn)] + Ey[t(Kn)]

L -

< sup E[x(K EY[

< swp Ble(B)] + o 2% V )
1

< sup Ey[t(K)] ri(V(x) + 1)
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Therefore we can choose n large enough to satisfy the following
G() <ke+e(V(x)+1), forallze .
¢ being arbitrary we get from the above expression that G € o(V). O
Now we are ready to prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma 6.1l Consider a compact subset K of X and z1,29 € K. Let v* € Upgm
be a minimizer selector of ([6.2]). Then we have

=FE, [Zai ru(Xi, v (X5)) |,
=0

for all . Therefore

Vi(z) = UIEIESI}% J(z,v).

For v € gy, define

o0
J(,0) =B, [Y a'r, (X, 0(X0)|.

i=1

Hence
V(1) — Vi (w2)| < max|ry,(z1,u) —ru(2z2, u)| + sup |J(z1,v) — J(22,0)). (6.14)
uclU vELUSM

Thus to show equicontinuity we only need to show that the second term on the rhs of (G.14])
is small whenever dy(z1,22) is small. Let {K,} be the increasing sequence of compact
subsets in X chosen in (21)). Let ¥, : X — [0,1] be a Lipschitz continuous function with
property that 1, = 1 on K, and vanishes on K}, ,. Consider € > 0. Let v € tgy. Then
we can choose n large enough so that

wl[Zal—l})n (X v(X)| - m[zcu—lpn (X v(X3)|

=K [Zai(l — (X)X (X)) = (1= (X)) (X (X))
i=1

*

= Ej. | Do (1= a (X)X 0(X)) = (1= a(XP))ru (X7, 0(XP7)) )|

=1
Supy,cu Tu [ * ]
<4 E « V X
<4sw Ny B Z
< 5/4, (6.15)

where in the last line we use Lemma [6.21 We fix n from above. For k € N, we calculate

E,, [Za P (X)) 7, (X5, v(X ] E,, [Za P (X)) 70 (X5, 0(X; ))}

=B [ 3 Lpcenyf (0 (X1 (X0 00X )) — (X2, (X2 0(X2)))
i=k
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-
= Ej | D Lol (WX (X0 0(X]) = 0n(XP (X7, 0(X07))|
1=k

< fin B (77 = K) T,

where Ky, 1= 2 SUP(; u)c Kk, xU Tu(®,u). Therefore using Lemma [6.3] we can choose k large
enough so that

Eg, [Za P (X)) (X, v(X ] E., [Za Yo (X)) 7 (X5, v( X5 ))] <e/4. (6.16)

Fix k as choosen above. Note that the above choice of n and k is independent of v € LUgy.
Now using (A2) it is clear that if dy(z1,x2) is small enough then we have

‘E [Za P (X (0)) 70 (X5, v(X ] [Za P (X (0)) 70 (X5, v(X ”<€/4
(6.17)

for all v € Usy. Thus combining (E.14), (6.15), (6.16) and ([6.I7) we see that there exists
0 > 0 such that

(Vi(z1) = Vi (22)| <&, whenever dy(z1,72) <4, x1,20 € K.
Hence the proof. O

Remark 6.1. In fact, the proof Lemma [6.1] shows that if £ C P(X) is compact then the
family {V;f‘,a € (0, 1), u € K} is equicontinuous on every compact subsets of X. To see
this, we observe that the estimate (6.I5) holds uniformly in p € K by (A5)(1). Again for
any compact set K1 C X we have

sup  |ru(z,u) —ry, (z,u)] =0, if D,(u,p,) — 0.
(z,u)e K1 xU

Thus using (A2) we can have ([6.I7)) uniformly in p € K.

Define V,*(x) := V*(z) — V*(0). Thus by Lemma B.I] we obtain {V,*, o € (0,1)} locally
bounded and locally equicontinuous. On the other hand, from ([22]) we have for o € (0,1)
and v € Y that

E2[0"V(X)] — Za E;V(X)] — o' ER[V(Xi-1)]
< Z o' HEZV(XG)] - EX V(X))

<Y o (Be1o(Xim1) = B ELA(X1)]).
i=1
Therefore letting k£ — oo, and using the fact that V > 1, we get

B> o BYA(X,)] < V(z)+ P
=0

1_a (6.18)
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Since maxy,ecy 74(-,u) € 0(V), we have from (6.1I8) that for every compact K C X
(1-a) Vi (z) < k1, (6.19)
for some constant k1, depending on K. Therefore we can extract a subsequence of {«}
tending to 1 so that as a — 0,
Vf —Vy, and, (1—-a)Vi(z) >0, VzeX.
Now we intend to pass the limit in (6.2). To justify the limit we need to it is enough to show
that Vi € o(V),uniformly in a. This can be achieved by Lemma [6.4l Let ¢ > 0 be given.

We consider the sequence {K,} from [2I)). Fix some n with K,, D C, and let z € K.
Since v is a minimising selector, we get

Vo) = [Ex [ ain(e ()] - v2(0)

i=0
T(Kpn)—1 '
<|B:| Y el v ()| |+ [Ex [0 Ve (X, )] - Vi (0)
=0
Sup,ep 7 (x, u) )
< uel "plT, . W(Kn) _ 1y1r@
<Ry B[ 2 VO] | [ -0V (|
+ |V (Xataey) = V200)
< sup wm(wx) +1) + E[t(K,)] sup (1 — a)Vf(m) -+ sup Vf(m),
K¢ V(ﬂj) reK, zeKy,

where in third inequality we use (G.I3]) and the inequality (1 — 2™) < m(1 — z) for all
z € [0,1], m € N. Now choose n large enough and apply (G.19) to get

Vu(@)] <ke+eV(x)+ sup Ep[t(K,)], forallze X. (6.20)

velgM

¢ being arbitrary, applying Lemma we have from ([G.20) that V¥ € o(V) uniformly in
a € (0,1). This shows V,, € o(V). Thus we obtain that every sub sequential limit of {V,}
satisfies

V(o) + 0 = min{r (o) + | Vidy) Pldylz. )} (6.21)
Also an application of Tauberian theorem shows that

0 =< 0Ou,
where g, is given by (3.2)). From ([2.2) we obtain that
1
limsup — sup EZ[V(X,)] < —.
n—oo T peilgy 51

Since V), € o(V) (or equivalently, using (6.20])) we have

1
limsup — sup EL[|V,(X,)|] =0, forallzec X. (6.22)

n—oo T yellgm
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Let v € Ypgy be a minimizing selector of (6.21]) . For existence of measurable selector one
may refer [T, Proposition 7.33]. Then for any n € N we have

|
—

Val@) +ng = BY |3 ru(Xi, (X)) + ESV, (Xi)].

Now dividing both sides by n and using ([6.22]) we get

Il
=)

n—1

0= lim —Ev [ZTM X,,UZ(XZ))}

n—oo N

Thus

n—1

0=p,= lim lE [Z 7 XZ,’UZ(XZ))}, VoelX. (6.23)

n—o0o N

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [B.11

Proof of Theorem [31l. Existence of (V,, 0) with V,, € o(V), 0 = o, is shown in (€2I]) and
(623). Now consider any pair (V,0) € C(X) x R with V(0) =0, V € o(V), that satisfies

Vi) + o = min{ru(e.) + | Vi) Pldyle. ) (6.24)

It is easy to see that V satisfies (6.22]). Hence an argument similar to above can be used to
show that o = p,. It is enough to show that V' = V,, where V), obtained as a subsequential
limit of {V,#}. Consider a point o € C' that lies in the support on v (see ([Z2)). Without
loss of generality we assume that xg = 0. Define

B, = {z:dx(0,z) <k}, a, := v(By). (6.25)

0 being in the support of v we have a,, > 0 for all x > 0. Now we recall that T(A) denotes
the hitting/return time to A. Since by ([23) we have

<
1o(z) < Tan L1LI€1[EP(IBB kT, ),
we get from ([22) that for any v € Ugy,
By)—1 (B )—1
Y[V (Xez,) +51Ev[ Z VX)| V@) + BEL D 10(X)]
1=0
(Br)—1
P2 g ‘
V@) + B Y P(BX (X))
Yok o
Pa
< .
<V(x)+ o (6.26)
One can use similar argument as in ([6.26]) to obtain that
limsup sup E;[V(Xpaes,))] <00, Vr>0. (6.27)

n—o0 UE”SM
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Since V' € o(V), using (6.27]) we obtain that for any v € gy

lim By [V (Xpree,))] = m Eq 1@,V (X)) + I Ee[1p e,y V(X))

n—o0 n—oo

= B[V (Xe(5,)] (6.28)

Since there is a minimizing selector of (6.24]) in YUpgy we get from ([6.26)), ([6.28]) and domi-
nated convergence theorem that

T(B.)—1
Vi) = inf B ; (ru(Xi, v(X0) = 04) + V(Xew, )|, ¥E>0. (6.29)

The infimum in ([629) can be replaced by minimum since it is achieved by the minimizer
selector of (G24]). Tt is worth mentioning that similar expression of value function is known
for diffusion control problems [2, Chapter 3.7]. We observe that V), also satisfies equation
similar to ([E29]). Now let © be a minimizing selector of (6.24]). Then © would be sub-optimal
for V,,. Hence from (6.29) we would get

Vu(z) < V(x)+supV, — i]élf V, VYk>0.
B, "

Since V(0) = V,(0) = 0, letting k — 0, we get that V, < V. Similarly, we also obtain
V <V, and thus V =V,,.

Now we are remained to show that every optimal control v € gy is a minimizing selector
of ([624) in the sense that

V(@) + 0y = ru(z,v(z)) +/ Vu(y)P(dy|z,v(z)), almost surely with respect to n,.
X

(6.30)
Let (6.30) does not hold. Since the rhs of the above display is locally finite we can find
non-negative f # 0 in L*(n,), supported in some B, , that safisfies

Vu(x) + op + f(x) = (2, v(x)) + /X Vu(y)P(dy|z,v(x)). (6.31)

Then using ([6.31]) and an argument as in ([€23]) we have

n—1

o= Tim By [ (ru(X5,0(X0) - £(%0)]
=0
:JLIEO%E [S:lru (X, v(X /f y) N (dy)

ZQH—/Xf(y)nv(dy),

by [24], Theorem 14.3.3] and the optimality of v. But this implies f = 0 almost surely with
respect to 7, which is a contradiction. This proves (G.30]). O
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