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1 INTRODUCTION

In recent years, Mean Field Game (MFG) and Mean Field Type Control Theory (MFTCT) are burgeon-
ing. Carmona and Delarue [I4] proved the existence of the general forward-backward systems of equations
of McKean-Vlasov type using the probabilistic approach, and therefore obtained the classical solution to
the master equation arisen from MFG. Their assumptions restricted their application to LQ models only.
Cardaliaguet et al. [I2] proved the existence of the classical solution to the master equation arisen from
MFG by PDE techniques and the method of characteristics. To do so, they required the state space to be
compact, and the Hamiltonian to be smooth, globally Lipschitz continuous and to satisfy a certain coercivity
condition. Buckdahn et al. [II] adopted a similar approach to study forward flows, proving that the semi-
group of a standard McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation with smooth coefficients is the classical
solution of a particular type of master equation. A crucial assumption was made therein on the smoothness
of the coefficients, which restricted the scope of applications. Gangbo and Mészaros in [19] constructed
global solutions to the master equation in potential Mean Field Games, where displacement convexity was
used as a substitution for the monotonicity condition. Besides the notion of classical solutions, Mou and
Zhang in [26] gave a notion of weak solution of the master equation arisen from mean field games, using
their results of mollifiers on the infinite dimensional space. More results can be found in the papers of Cosso
and Pham [16], Pham and Wei [29] and Djete et al. [I8], which concern the Bellman and Master equations

of Mean Field Games and Mean Field Type Control Theory.

By Pontryagin Maximum Principle, MFG and MFTCT are deeply connected to mean field forward backward
stochastic differential equations. Pardoux and Tang [27], Antonelli [2] and Hu and Yong [2I] showed the
existence and uniqueness of FBSDEs under small time intervals by a fixed point argument. For Markovian
FBSDEs, to get rid of the small time issue, Ma et al. [24] employed the Four Step Scheme. They constructed
decoupling functions by the use of the classical solutions of quasi-linear PDEs, hence non-degeneracy of the
diffusion coefficient and the strong regularity condition on the coefficients were required. Another way to
remove time constraints in Markovian FBSDEs was by Delarue [I7]. Local solutions were patched together
by the use of decoupling functions. PDE methods were used to bound the coefficients of the terminal func-
tion relative to the initial data in order for the problem to be well-posed. It was later extended to the case of
non-Markovian FBSDEs by Zhang in [32]. Moreover, to deal with non-Markovian FBSDEs with arbitrary
time length, there was the pure probabilistic method — method of continuation. It required monotonicity
conditions on the coefficients. For seminal works one may consult [20 28], 30, 31]. With the help of decou-

pling functions as in [I7], but using a BSDE to control the terminal coefficient instead of PDEs, Ma et al.



[25] covered most of the above cases, but in the case of codomain being R. For mean field type FBSDE. A
rather general existence result but with a restrictive assumption (boundedness of the coefficients with respect
to the state variable) was first done in [13] by Carmona and Delarue. Taking advantage of the convexity of
the underlying Hamiltonian and applying the continuation method, Carmona and Delarue extended their
results in [14]. Bensoussan et al. [I0] exploited the condition in [I4] and gave weaker conditions for which
the results in [I4] still hold. By the method of continuation, Ahuja et al. [I] extended the above result to
the FBSDEs which allow coefficients to be functionals of the processes. More details can be found in the

monographs [15], 3] and [4] 5, [§].

We establish the global existence and uniqueness of the solutions to the FBODEs in Hilbert space corre-
sponding to control problems with separable drift function which is nonlinear in state and linear in control.
The result can be applied to solve linear quadratic mean field type control problems. We exploit the ‘lifting
to Hilbert space’ approach suggested by P. L. Lions in [22], 23], but lift to another Hilbert space instead of
the space of random variables. After lifting, the problems are akin to standard control problems, but the
drawback is that they are in the infinite dimensional space. By the Pontryagin Maximum Principle, the
control problems are reduced to FBODEs in the Hilbert space. In order to accommodate nonlinear settings,
we make use of the idea of decoupling. By a Banach fixed point argument, we are able to locally find a
decoupling function for the FBODEs. We then derive a priori estimates of the decoupling function and
extend the solution from local to global as in Delarue [I7] by the a priori estimates. Besides, we also show
the analogue in the stationary case. Finally we apply our result to solve linear quadratic mean field type

control problems and obtain their corresponding Bellman equations.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the model in the Hilbert space.
In Section 3, we express the related FBODE and define the decoupling function. A priori estimates of the
decoupling function are derived in Section 4. In Section 5, we prove the local existence and uniqueness of the
FBODE by using a Banach fixed point argument on the function space containing the decoupling function.
In Section 6.1, we construct the global solution by our a priori estimates. We show the sufficiency of the
Maximum Principle in Section 6.2 and write the corresponding Bellman function in Section 6.3. In Section
7, we show the corresponding result in the stationary case. In Section [, we apply our result in the Hilbert
space as in [7], to solve the optimal control problem, and show the global existence to the corresponding

Bellman equation.



2 THE MODEL

2.1 ASSUMPTIONS

Let H be a Hilbert space, with scalar product denoted by (-,-) . We consider a non-linear operator A(z) :
‘H — H, such that
A(0) = 0. (2.1)

We assume that =+ A(z) is C! and that DA(x) = D A(x) € L(H;H) satisfies:

IDA@)|| < - (2.2)

We use the notation:

(DA(.%')y,Z) = (D$(A(x)7z)7y) (2'3)

We also assume that DA(z) is differentiable with a second derivative D2A(z) € L(H; L(H;H)) with the

notation:
(Da(Dy(A(x), 2),), w) = (D, A(x) (y)w, 2), 2.4)
D,(Dy(A(x), 2),y) = (D2, A(x)(y), 2)-
We assume the Lipschitz property:
IDA(e:) ~ DAy < L2 (2.5)
1 4+ max(|z1], |x2])
which implies
b
D?A(x)|| < : 2.6
102 A < (26)
In the sequel, we shall make restrictions on the size of b.
We next consider x — F(x) and z — Fr(zr), functionals on #H, which are C?, with the properties:
F(0)=0, D,F(0) =0,
(2.7)
v[g]* < (DL F(2)8,€) < Mlgf
Fr(0) =0, D,Fr(0) =0,
(2.8)

vrl€|? < (D2, Fr(z)¢,€) < Mr|él?,

and v, vp > 0. H is the state space. In addition, there is a control space V, also a Hilbert space and a linear



bounded operator B € L(V;H), an invertible-self adjoint operator on V, denoted by N. We assume that

(BN7IB*¢,€) > ml¢]?, m > 0. (2.9)

Remark 1. The assumption (Z.I)) and the first line assumptions (2.7), (Z8]) are of course not necessary. It

is just to simplify the calculations.

2.2 THE PROBLEM

We consider the following control problem. The state evolution is governed by the differential equation in

H: J
= = A(a) + Bo(s),
o (2.10)
z(t) = x,

in which v(-) is in L2(¢,T;V). It is easy to check that the state x(-) is uniquely defined and belongs to

H'(t,T;H). We define the payoff functional:

ot (0()) = /tT F(a(s))ds + Fr(x(T)) + 5 /tT(U(s), Nu(s))ds. (2.11)
This functional is continuous and coercive. If H were R™, it would be classical that it has a minimum and thus
we could write the necessary conditions of optimality. But the proof does not carry over to general Hilbert
spaces. Moreover, since A is not linear, we do not have the convexity property, which would guarantee the
existence and uniqueness of a minimum, and thus a solution of the necessary conditions of optimality. We
shall then write the necessary conditions of optimality and prove directly the existence and uniqueness of a

solution.

3 NECESSARY CONDITIONS OF OPTIMALITY

3.1 THE SYSTEM

It is standard to check the following system of forward-backward equations in H:

dy _
ds
dz

= o, = (DA(y(5)))"2(s) + DF(y(s)), (3.1)

y(t) =z, 2(T) = DFr(y(T)).

A(y) — BN7'B*z(s), t <5 < T,



The optimal state is y(+), and z(-) is the adjoint state. The optimal control is then:

u(s) = —N"1B*z(s). (3.2)

The system (BI]) expresses the Pontryagin Maximum Principle. The objective is to study the system of

Equations (B).

3.2 DECOUPLING

We set
2(t) = T(x,t). (3.3)

It is standard to check that z(s) = I'(y(s),s). So y(s) is the solution of the differential equation in H:

W Ay) - BN BT(y(s). ),
/ (3.4)
y(t) =,

and I'(x, s) is the solution of the nonlinear partial differential equation:

_or = D,I'(z)A(z) + (D, A(x))*T'(z) — D,I'(z) BN 'B*T(z, 5) + D, F (),

s (3.5)
I'(z,T) = Dy Fr(z).

1 1
If A(z) = Az, F(x) = 5(35, Mz) and Fr(x) = 5(1‘, Mrx), then I'(x,s) = P(s)z, and P(s) is solution of the

Riccati equation:

_9P  p( A+ A*P(s) — P(s)BN—'B*P(s) + M,
ds (3.6)
P(T) = Mr

4 A PRIORI ESTIMATES

4.1 FIRST ESTIMATE
We state the first result:

Proposition 2. We assume (21), (22), (23), (22), (23), (2.9) and

b2

16 < (m—k)(v—k), 0<k<min(m,v), (4.1)



then we have the a priori estimate:

2 2 2
(@, )] < Jo] (%T TRl <T—t>). (4:2)

Proof. From the system (B.]), we obtain:

d

—W(s),2(9)) = (A(y(s)) = BN B"2(s), (5)) = (DA(y(s)))"2(s) + DF(y(s)), y(5)) -

Integration yields:
T T
(DuFr(u(T),y(T) + [ (BNUB2(s),2(6))ds + [ (DeF(y(s), ()
= (2,2(t) + /tT (A(y(s)) — DA(y(s))y(s), z(s)) ds.

We note that

() ~ DA(@)2] < ol (1.4)

indeed,
1
m@—DA@m:/XDmmg—Dmmnw,
0
and from the assumption (2.3]), we get:

! olz[*(1 - 0)

do,
1+ |z

|M@—DM@M§A

which implies (£4]). Therefore, from (43]), we obtain, using assumptions:

T T T
(o 200) 2 wrly(TE +m [ |=)Pds +v [ 1) Pds = 5 [ (o)lla(s)lds.

Using (4.1]), we can state:
T
(x,2(t)) > vrly(T)]* + k‘/t (Iy(s)” + 2(s)*)ds. (4.5)

On the other hand, from the second equation (B.1), we write:

T
2(t) = 2(T) +/t (DA(y(s)))"2(s) + DF(y(s))) ds,



hence

(x.2(t)) = (z, DFr(y +/ (DA(y(s))x z(s))ds—i—/T(x,DF(y(s))ds,
(2(8)) < lalla(0)] < |al(Mrly(T)) + / Sle)lds + [ (ol
1.2 2 2 2
<1 <uTry<T>\2 k[ (ot +z<s>\2>ds) I (%TT T t)) .

From this relation and (£3]), we get:

T 2 2 2
vrlyP+k [ (y) + 2(9))ds < foP (%TT TR t)) .

Therefore,

M2 ")/2+M2
jz|2(t)] < |z (V—TT +—(T=9],

and the result follows. We write

M2 A2+ M?
S s e A (4.6)

o =
vr k

Note that in the system (B.I), we can write

2(s)] < asly(s)]. (4.7)

4.2 SECOND ESTIMATE

The second estimate concerns the gradient D,I'(x,t). We have the following result:

Proposition 3. We make the assumptions of Proposition[2 and
v —bag > 0, (4.8)

then we have the a priori estimate:

M—i—bas
V—bas

[ DoT (2, )| < % 1 T —1t) +/ (4.9)

Proof. We differentiate the system (B.I]) with respect to x. We denote

Y(s) = Dyy(s), Z(s) = Dyz(s). (4.10)



Differentiating ([B.I]), we can write, by recalling notation (2.4):

d d

V()6 = DeA(y(s) V() — BN B Z(5)6 — - Z(s)¢

= (DAY (s)Y(5)(€), 2(5)) + (DA(y(5)))" Z(s)€ + D7, F(y()V(s)E,

V()¢ =¢, 2(T)¢ = D2 Fr(y(T)V(T).

We compute di(y(s)g, Z(s)¢) and then integrate. We obtain that
s

(20066 = (DL EGOYIEVTE + [ (BNBZ(5) Z(s)e)ds
+ /tT<D§xF<y<s>>y<s e V(s)e)ds + [ (D2 AWV EV(E)E =(5)

T T
> v VR +m [ 2P+ [ = ba) V() ds.

Also, from the second line of (Z.11),

T T
Z(0¢ < MrY@E|+ [+ ba)V()lds + [ |Z(s)elds.

Combining ([AI3]) and ([@I4]) as in Proposition 2], we conclude that

|<)£|<|£|< i —t+/ Afj;’j: )

Since Z(t)§ =D,I'(x,t), the result (£9) follows immediately. The proof is complete.

‘We shall call

M2 2 M—l—bas
=T T —t)
B + +/ V—bas

Since

1
T(z,t) = / D,T(0x, 1)z do,
0

we also have:

|F($,t)| < /815|x|’

so in fact,

|F($, t)| < min(at’ 5t)|x|a

||DT'(, 8)]| < Be.

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)



5 LOCAL SOLUTION

5.1 FIXED POINT APPROACH

We want to solve ([B.]) by a fixed point approach. Suppose we have a function A(x,t) with values in H such

that:

Az, )| < gl (5.1)

[|DaA(, )] < pr,

where py and p; are bounded functions on [T' — h, T'], for some convenient h. These functions will be chosen

conveniently in the sequel, with pu; < ps. We then solve

7 A(y(s)) = BN'B*A(y(s), ),
o (5.2)

A
—~
V2
SN—
I

This differential equation defines uniquely y(s), thanks to the assumptions (B.I)). We then define
T T
Aw.t) = D Fr(u(@) + | (DAWE) Mu(s).s)ds + [ DaP(y(s))ds. (5.3
We want to show that y; and p; can be chosen such that
Al b)] < pelal, [DeAG D] < pr (5.4)

and that the map A — A has a fixed point. This will be only possible when ¢ remains close to T, namely
T —h <t<T,with h small.
5.2 CHOICE OF FUNCTIONS p; AND p;

From (5.2)), we obtain:
< (v +IIBNTB|us)ly(s)l,

S < [yl

which implies

o) < lalexp ([ BN 1B lur)ar ) (5:5)

and thus from (5.3)) it follows that

T
A, )] < Mrly(T)|+ [ (M + 30 ly(s)lds.

10



Using (B.0]), we obtain:

Az, t)] < || (MT exp </tT(7+ HBNIB*HMT)dT> + /tT(M + Vhs) exp (/tS(VJr HBNIB*HMT)CZT) dé’) :

To obtain the first inequality (5.4]), we must choose the function g such that

T T s
1y = My exp (/ <v+||BN—1B*||uT>dT>+ |01+ e ( / <v+||BN—1B*||uT>dT) ds.  (5.6)

So u: must be solution of the differential equation of Riccati type:

d 13
o= —|[BN "B || = 2y = M,
(5.7)
pr = Mrp.
To proceed, we need to assume that
72 < MI|IBN'B], (5.8)
and we define y; bt the formula:
BN~1B* Mr||BN~1B*
arctan pall I+ = arctan il I+ + <\/M||BNlB*||—72> (T —-1). (5.9)
VM|[BN=IB*|| -+ VM|[BN=IB*[| -+
For h > 0, define 6}, with
0n||[BN'B* Mr||BN~!'B*
arctan al 1+ = arctan al 1+ + (\/MHBN_lB*H - ’YZ) h. (5.10)
VMI[[BN1B*|| — 2 VM|[BN-1B*[| -+

The number A must be small enough to guarantee that

Myz||BN~1B*|| + v
VMIBN B =77

arctan

+ <\/M||BN1B*|| - 72> h < g (5.11)

Formula (5.9]) defines uniquely u; for T'— h < t < T Tt is decreasing in ¢, with My < p; < 0y,
Therefore, for T—h < t < T, we have defined by (53]) a function A(z,¢) which satisfies the first condition

(54), with g defined by equation (5.9). We turn now to the definition of p;. Define Y(s) = Dyy(s), see
(52). We have:

—V(s) = (DA(y(s)) = BN ' B"D,A(y(s), s)) V(s),
(5.12)
1

Y(t) =

11



We obtain, by techniques already used:

) < exp ([ 1B B orir ) (5.13

We then differentiate A(z,t) in z, see (B.3]). We get:

DuA(x,t) = D2, Fr(y )+ / )V (s), Ay(s), 5))ds,
+1Z (D Aly(s)))* DaA(y(s), ds+:/ D2, F(y(s))V(s)ds,

and we obtain:

T
|1DeA(z, t)]| < Mpl[Y(T)]] +/t (M + bps +vps)| |V (s)l|ds.
Since T'— h < t < T, we can majorize, using also (5.13]), to obtain:
T T ]
[|DaA(z,t)|| < Mpexp (/ (v + HBN_lB*HpS)ds> —|—/ (M+b0p+vps) exp (/ (v + HBN_lB*HpT)dT) ds.
t t t

(5.14)

We are thus led to looking for p; solution of

T T s
pr = Mrexp ( / (v + HBN_lB*HPs)dS> + / (M +b0n +7ps) exp ( / (y + HBN—lB*up»dT) ds. (5.15)
t t t

This equation is similar to the one definning pu;, see (5.6]), with the change of M into M + bj. Hence, by

analogy with (5.9]), we can assert that:

plIBN B[+~ Mr||BN" B[+
SO+ ) BN 1B -2 O O+ 00BN 1B - 12
(M + boy)| = (M + b6,)]] =~

+ (O + W) [BN=B = 92) (T - 1),

arctan

(5.16)

In order to get a bounded solution for p;, we need that the right hand side of (5.16) be smaller than g We

need to restrict A more than with (G.IT]), namely:

My||[BN~'B*|| +~
VM|[BN-1B*[| — 2

arctan

+(VOr<wplBN B = 2) h < 3. (5.17)

Then the function p; is well defined on (7" — h,T], by formula (5.I6) and the function A(z,t) defined by
B3, for ¢ € (T — h,T) satisfies (B4 if A(z,t) satisfies (B.I]). We also claim that

Pt > t- (518)

12



Indeed, p; satisfies the Riccati equation:

d 1 o
—pr = —||BN"'B*||p} — 2vp — (M + b6y,),

Pt
dt (5.19)
PT = MT,

and comparing (5.7) and ([B.19), it is standard to show the property (G18]).

5.3 CONTRACTION MAPPING

We define the space of functions (z,t) € H X (T'—h,T) — A(xz,t) € H x (T —h,T), equipped with the norm:

Aa,t
M= sup 2O
zeH te(T—h,T) |z|

(5.20)

This space is a Banach space, denoted by Bj.. We next consider the convex closed subset of B. of functions
such that:

A, 8)] < e, 1D, ]| < pr Vit € (T — b, T, (5.21)

where p; and p; are defined by (5.9) and (B.16]), respectively. The subset (5.21]) is denoted by Cj,. The map
A +— A, defined by (5.2 and (53), is defined from Cj to Cp. We want to show that it leads to a contraction.
Let A'(z,t), A%(z,t) in Cj and the corresponding functions Al(x,t), A%(z,t), which also belong to Cj,.

Let y'(s),y%(s) be the solutions of (5.2)) corresponding to A', A\2. We call 7(s) = y'(s) — y%(s). We have:

L5) = AW () ~ AWAS) ~ BN BN (5 (5)) ~ (5 (5)),

() =0,
hence

L5 <56 +IBNT BN (' (5)) = X(2(5))
Next,
N (' () = M) < N (' (9) = M) + N (52 ()) = X2 (9))]
< )|+ IN = Xl exp ([ + 11BN B ur)dr ).
Therefore,
I < BN B ) (6)| + BN B el 1N = 2l ( [+ BN B ) )

13



We obtain that
gs)exo (= [ o 1BN B lpo)dr ) < [IBNUB ol N [ exp (<1BN B [ o0~ o)) ar
which implies:

) < BIBN Bl I = Xexp [+ BN 1B )ar ). (522)
We next have from the definition of the map A(z,t) that:

Al(z,t) = A(z,t) = DPp(y(T)) — DPr(y*(T)) + / (DA )N (5)) - DA (AN ((s))) ds

T
+ [ (DPW! () = DF((s))ds.
(5.23)

We have:
IDA*(y' ()X (y' (5) =D A" (y* ()N (57 (5))] < (00n+yps) (s) | +]a] [IN'=N?[|1, exp (/t (v + [IBNT'B||ur)dr
So, from (5:23]), we obtain:

N () = A%, ) < MDY + [ (M + 003+ 303l
¢ (5.24)

T s
el N = 220 [ exp ([ 6+ BN Bl ar ) ds,
t t
and from (5.22)):
T
A (@) = A2, 0)] < [a] [\ = N4 [HBNIB*H (MT exp ( | o+ ||BNIB*||pT>dT>
t

+ "M+ 064+ vp) ([ o+ 18N B lpr)ar) d)]

T s
el =22 [ exp ( JCE: HBNIB*HMT)dT) ds,
t t

then from the definition of p; (see (B.153])), we obtain:

T
Az, 1) = A%(z,0)] < |z] [T = A?[|ph (ptIIBNlB*II +yexp (/T L IIBNIB*IIMT)dT» - (5:25)

14
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Similarly to the definition of 6}, (see (5.10)), we define the quantity op, by the formula:

BN~'B* Myp||BN~!B*
arctan ol I+ = arctan il I+ +(\/(M+b0h)HBN_1B*H —’Yz) h.
V(M + b6,)[[BN -1 B*[] — 42 V(M + b6,)[[BN-1B*[| — 42
(5.26)
From (5.I6]), we see that Mr < p; < op,. Therefore from (5.25)),
AT = A2[[y < [A = M2 b (on][BNTUBY|| + vexp (h(y + | BN B*[|64)) ) - (5.27)

Using the fact that 6, — Mp as h — 0, equation (5.20) shows that o, — M7 as h — 0. We deduce that:
h (ah||BN_1B*|| + yexp (h(w + ||BN‘1B*||9h))) 0, as h — 0. (5.28)
We can restrict h such that
h (onl[BNT'B*|| + yexp (h(y + ||BNT'B*[|6,)) ) < 1, (5.29)

and thus for h sufficiently small, the map A — A is paradoxical and leads to a contradiction. We can

summarize the results in the following theorem:

Theorem 4. We assume (5.8)). We choose h small enough to satisfy conditions (5.11), (217), (2.29). For
T —h <t<T, there exists one and only one solution of the system of forward-backward equations (31).

We have also one and only one solution of equation [{3.) on the same interval.

6 GLOBAL SOLUTION

6.1 STATEMENT OF RESULTS

We have proven in Theorem [ the existence and uniqueness of a local solution of the system (B.I). We want

to state that this solution is global, under the assumptions of Proposition Bl

Theorem 5. We make the assumptions of Proposition[3 and (5.8). The local solution defined in Theorem
can be extented. Thus there exists one and only one solution of the system (31l) on any finite interval

[0,T], and there exists one and only one solution of equation (32) on any finite interval [0, T].

Proof. Defining by I'(x, t) the fixed point obtained in Theorem [], it is the unique solution of the paraboloic
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equation:

or = D,I(2)A(z) + (D, A(z))*T(z) — D,I()BN'B*I'(x,s) + D F(x), T —h <t <T,
ot (6.1)
[(z,T) = Dy Fr(z),

with h restricted as stated in Theorem [l We also have the estimates:

T (z,t)] < min(ay, Bt)|x|,

(6.2)
[[D I (2, t)[| < B,
with ) ) )
M. M
at:—T—i—L(T—t),
vr k (6 3)
M2 2 (M +b '
B = _T (T -1 +/ + bay)’ % ds.
v — boyg

These estimates follow from the a priori estimates stated in Proposition 2l and Bl They do not depend on

h. Now we want to extend (6.1I) for ¢ < T — h. To avoid confusion, we define
Ur_p(x) =T (z,T — h). (6.4)
We set Mp_j, = Bo. We can then state:

|Ur—_n(x)| < Mp_p|x|,
(6.5)

[[DeUr—p(w)|| < M7 _p,

and we consider the parabolic equation:

—o7 = Del(@)A(x) + (Dz A(2)) T (x) — D,T(z)BN'B*T(2,s) + D, F(z), t <T — h,
t (6.6)
[(z, T —h) =Up_p(z).

We associate to this equation the system:

% = A(y) = BN™'B*2(s), t <s <T — h,
Z (DA(y(s))) =(s) + DF(y(s)), (6.7

y(t) =z, 2(T — h) = Up—n(y(T — h)).

Proceeding like in Theorem [, we can solve this system on an interval [T — h — [, T — h], for a sufficiently

small [ # h. The difference is due to the fact that Mp_j, # Myp. So in ([6.1]), we can replace T'—h by T'—h—1.
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This time the estimates on I'(z, T — h — ) and D,I'(x,T — h — l) are identical to those of I'(z,T — h) and
D,I'(x,T — h), thanks to the a priori estimates. So the intervals we can extend further will have the same
length. Clearly, this implies that we can extend (6.1I]) up to t = 0. So, we obtain the global existence and

uniqueness of equation ([B3.5]) on [0,7]. The proof is complete. O

6.2 OPTIMAL CONTROL

In Theorem [B, we have obtained the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the pair (y(s), z(s)) of the
system (B.1), for any ¢ € [0,7]. We want now to check that the control u(s) defined by (B2) is solution of

the control problem (2I0)), (2I1), and that the optimal control is unique.

Theorem 6. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3, the control u(-) defined by [3.2) is the unique optimal
control for the problem (210), (211).

Proof. Let v(-) be another control. We shall prove that
J(u() +v() = J(ul), (68)

which will prove the optimality of u(-). We define by y,(-) the state corresponding to the control u(-) 4+ v(-).

It is the solution of

25¥0(8) = Alyu(s)) + Blu(s) +v(s)),
s (6.9)

and we have:

T) +00) = [ Fu(s)ds + Erln() +3 [ ((s) + o), Nuls) + ),

and

Tl +v()) = ()
T
= [ W) ~ Fs)ds + Fruo(D) - Frly() + 5 [ 00s), No(s))ds + [ (Nugs),v(s))ds.

We denote ,(s) := yy(s) — y(s). It satisfies:

(6.10)
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Then,

T) +00) = ) = [ D F ) g Nds + [ [ [0 (DLEGL) + 2005,)0(5), 1) dsirdd

t

+ (D Fr(y )+ / / 6 (D2, Fr(y(T) + M05,(T))i(T). §u(T)) dAd6

e ds—/t(()Bv())d

From the assumptions (2.7]), we can write:

J(u() +v() = J(u() = ' —iZ(S) — DA*(y(5))2(s), o (s) ) ds + = ! |50 (s)?ds + (2(T), §u(T))
t d 2 Jt

S

2P 5 [ (0l Not)ds — [ () 5u(6) ~ (Ala(s)) ~ Al(s)))ds,

T 2 VT -~ 9 1
J(u() +o()) = J(u(-) > / 190(8)Pds + - [9o (D) + 5 | (v(s), No(s))ds
- (6.11)
+ (2(5), A(yo(s)) — Ay(s)) — DA(y(s))Fu(s)) ds
Note that
2(8)||70(5)|? o
(:(5): A 5) = Al(5)) — DA(E)in(3))] < SIS < 2l o)
Finally, we can state that
T 1%
T +0() ~ I@O) 2 5 [ 0= bas)lgu(o)Pds + Li@)Py [ 6 (6.12)

Thanks to the assumption (Z8]), the right hand side of (6.12) is positive, which proves (6.8]) and completes

the proof of the result. O

6.3 BELLMAN EQUATION

We have proven, under the assumptions of Theorem [ that the control problem (ZI0), (ZI1I)) has a unique

solution u(+). Defining the value function

Viz,t) := ;I(ﬁ)‘ Jar(v(+)) = e (u(-), (6.13)

18



we can state that:

T 1 (T
Viet)= [ Flu@)ds+ Fro(D) +5 [ (BN BT@(s), 5. (0. o)ds, (614
with J
uls) = Aly(s) = BN BT (u(). ),
s (6.15)
y(t) =

We first have:

Proposition 7. We have the following property:
I(x,t) = D,V (z,t). (6.16)

Proof. Since the minimum of J,(v(:)) is attained in the unique value u(-), we can rely on the envelope

theorem to claim that:

(DY (@8, = [ (DaF(y(), X(5)0)ds + (DaFr(u(D)), X(TE), (617)

in which X (s) is the solution of

Recalling the equation (B1]) for z(s) and performing integration by parts in (6.17]), the result (D, V (z,t),§) =
(T'(z,t),&) is easily obtained. This proves the result (G.I6]). O

We can then obtain the Bellman equation for the value function V' (z,1).

Theorem 8. We make the assumptions of Theorem [ The function V(x,t) is the unique solution of

— %—‘t/ — (D,V, A(x)) + %(DmV, BN™'B*D,V) = F(x),

V(z,T) = Fr(z).

(6.18)

Proof. We know that V(z,t) is Gateaux differentiable in z, with the derivative I'(z, ). From (B1l), I'(x, t)

is continuous in ¢. From equation (6.14]), we can write:

t+e 1 t+e
V(z,t)—V(z,t+e€) :/t F(y(s))ds+§/t (BN7IB*T'(y(s),5),T(y(s),s))ds+V (y(e), t+€) =V (z,t+e).
(6.19)
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We then have:
V(y(ﬁ), t+ 6) - V(ZL', t+ 6)
t+e t+e
=V (:L' + /t A(y(s))ds — /t BN™'B*T(y(s),s)ds,t + e> —V(z,t+e€)
t+e t+e
_ (I‘(x,t +o), / Aly(s))ds — /t BN—lB*r(y(s),s)ds)

1 t+e t+e
+ /0 (I‘(x + 9/t (A(y(s)) — BN~'B*T(y(s)))ds,t +¢) — Tz, t + e),/t (A(y(s)) — BN—lB*r(y(s)))ds) d.
(6.20)

Using the fact that I'(x, t) is uniformly Lipschitz in  and continuous in ¢, we obtain easily from (6.20) that:

Viy(e),t+¢€) —V(z,t +¢)

€

— (T(2,t), A(x) — BN"'B*T(z,1)).

Then, dividing (6.I9) by € and letting € tend to 0, we obtain the PDE (6.18)), recalling (6.I6]). The intial
condition in (6I8) is trivial. If we take the gradient in x of (6I8]), we recognize equation ([B3]). Since this
equation has a unique solution, the solution of (6.I8]) is also unique (easy checking). This completes the

proof. O

7 APPLICATION TO MEAN FIELD TYPE CONTROL THEORY

7.1 WASSERSTEIN SPACE

Denote by P(R™) the Wasserstein space of Borel probability measures m on R™ such that [, |z|?dm(z) <

oo, with the metric

Wo(u,v) = Jinf { / |lx — y]2dr(z,y) : 7 € T(, V)}, (7.1)

where II(u, v) is the space of all Borel probability measures on R™ x R™ whose first and second marginals

are 1 and v respectively.

7.2 FUNCTIONAL DERIVATIVES
Let F be a functional on P(R™). We recall the idea of the functional derivative here.

F
Definition 9. F is said to have a functional derivative if there exists a continous function — : Pa(R™) x

dm
R™ — R, such that for some ¢ : P2(R™) — [0, 00) which is bounded on bounded subsets, we have

< e(m)(1 + [a]?) (7.2)

20



and

F(m/ / /n dr (m+ 0(m' —m))(z)d(m’ — m)(x)d6. (7.3)

We require also [gn %(m,x)dm(m) =0 as it is unique up to a constant by definition.

Definition 10. F is said to have a second order functional derivative if there exists a continuous function

d2
) : Py x R" x R™ — R such that, for some c : Po(R™) — [0, 00) which is bounded on bounded subsets, we
have
°F . 2 (%2
W( 2, T)| < e(m)(1 + |z|* +|Z|%) (7.4)
and
/ dF /
Fon') = Fm) = [ L )@y’ —m) () (7.5)

2
+ / / 9% (m+ A — m))(z, B)d(m’ — m)(@)d(m’ — m)(#)dAdd.

Again we require also [ ‘g—j(m,m,i)dm(i) =0Vz and [ Cg—ﬁf(m,x,f)dm(m) = 0 VZ as it is unique up to a

constant. Note also that

2 2
L)) = T (m) @), (7.6)

We write D% (m)(z) to mean differentiating with respect to x, and D; %(m) (z1,x2) and Dg%(m) (z1,22)

to denote partial differentiation with respect to x1 and xs, respectively.

7.3 MEAN FIELD TYPE CONTROL PROBLEMS

We introduce the setting of a mean-field type control problem. Consider real-valued functions f(x,m) and

h(z,m) defined on R™ x Py(R™). We define

Fm) = [ m)dm(a),

Fix a m € P2(R"). Let A, B : R" — R" be matrices, and N : R" — R” be a self-adjoint invertible matrix.

We make the following assumptions on f, h, B, N, A. We assume that
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(A1) Vz e R",

BN7'B*z -z > m|z|*,m > 0. (7.7)

(A2) f is regular enough such that the following is justifiable. Yy € R™,

82
VP <3 (em)y -y < MiyP, (7.9
0
ol? < D2 o )y -y < M (7.9)
o2 f
Des L my(e) =0, (7.10)
82 f
D&D&W(m,m)({l,fg) =0. (711)

(A3) h is regular enough such that the following is justifiable. Yy € R",

%h
VT’y‘Q S@(%m)yy < MT‘yPa (712)
oh
vrly® < D?@(%m)(f)y -y < Myplyl, (7.13)
0%h
= 14
o, m) (€) = 0, (714
0%h
Dgy D, 55 (x,m) (€1, €2) = 0. (7.15)
(A4) For the matrices, we have
|A| < M|BN~'B*|, with | - | the matrix 2-norm. (7.16)

The set of our feasible control is L2(t,T; L2 (R™";R™)), i.e., v.m(-) € L*(t, T; L2,(R™;R")) if and only if

T
/ / Vzm ¢ (5)2dm(x)ds < oo.
t Jre

To each v. ;+(-) € L2(t,T; L2,(R™;R™)) and = € R" we associate the state

Ty mit(s;v) =a —|—/ {A$m7m7t(7; v) + B’l)m7m7t(’7'):|d7'. (7.17)
t
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Note that ., () € L2(t, T; L2,(R™; R"™)). We define the objective functional on L?(t,T; L2 (R™;R")) by

Tt (v / F(x.mi(s;v)pm)ds + Fr(z. mr(s;v)gm) (7.18)

// 0 (TN g (7)) .

Thus the value function is

Vim,t) = inf T 1(0). 7.19
(m. 1) vGLQ(t,T;IEEn(R”;R")) +(v) (7.19)

7.4 THE HILBERT SPACE H,, AND THE PUSH-FORWARD MAP

We proceed as our previous work [7].

7.4.1 SETTINGS

Fix m € Po(R"), we define H,, := L2,(R";R™), the set of all measurable vector field ® such that [g, |®(x)|?dm(z) <

00. We equip H,,, with the inner product

(X, Y)n,, = - X(z) - Y (x)dm(z). (7.20)

Write the corresponding norm as || X ||, = (X, X)n,,

Definition 11. For m € Py, X € H,, define X @ m € Po as follow: for all ¢ : R™ — R such that

LdGal is bounded, define
1+ |z[?

[o@dx o m)@) = [ 6(X @)dm(a). (r.21)

Remark 12. This actually is the push-forward map as we are working on the deterministic case. We write

as X ® m to align with our treatment of the stochastic case in [7].

We recall several useful properties from [7].

Proposition 13. We have the following properties:
1. Let X, Y € Hp,, and suppose X oY € Hy,. Then (X oY)@m =X ® (Y @ m).
2. If X(x) = x is the identity map, then X @ m = m.

3. Let X € M., denote the space L% (t,T;H.) to be the set of all processes in L*(t,T;Hy) that is

adapted to o(X). There exists a natural linear isometry between L% (t,T;Hum) and L*(t,T; Hxem)-
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Proof. Please refer to [7] Section 2 and Section 3. O

7.4.2 EXTENDING THE DOMAIN OF FUNCTIONS TO H,,

The proofs in this section is standard, we therefore omit unless specified. Readers may refer to [7] Section
2. Let F: Po(R") — R, we extend F' to be a function on H,, by X — F(X ® m), VX € H,,. When the
domain is H,,, we can talk about Gateaux derivative. We actually have the following relation between the

Gateaux derivative on H,, and its functional derivative:

dF

Proposition 14. Let F' : Po(R") — R have a functional derivative %, and x — G-(m,x) is continuously

differentiable in R™. Assume that Dg—i(m,x) is continuous in both m and x, and
dF
’D%(m)(x) <e(m)(1+ |z|) (7.22)

for some constant c(m) depending only on m. Denote the Gateauz derivative as Dx F(X ® m), we have

DxF(X @ m) = Dd—F(X®m)(X(-)). (7.23)

dm

We now look at the second order Gateaux derivative, denoted as D% F(X ® m), note that D3 F(X ®@ m) is

a bounded linear operator from H,, to H,,.

Proposition 15. In addition to the assumptions in Proposition let F' has a second order functional

d2F
2

derivative 55 (m)(r1,22), assume also D24E (m)(), Dl%(m)(ﬂvl,m), Dg%(m)(xl,xg) and

DngfW};(m)(xl,xg) exist and are continuous, such that

DQE

L)) < dom), (7.24)
Dy (a1, )| < dm) (725
1205 ()21, 22)) < di{m), .
where d, d' are constants depending on m only, and | - | is the matriz 2-norm. Then we have:
2 2 dF d2F / / !
DYF(X @m)Y(x) =D %(X @m)(X(x))Y (x) + A DlDQW(X @m)(X(x), X(z")Y (") dm(z").
(7.26)

Besides, we can view F(X ® m) as m — F(X ® m), in this case, we can talk about differentiation with
dF

oF oF
respect to m, denote it as —. The following relation between — and — holds.
om om m
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Proposition 16. Let F : Po(R™) — R™ have a functional derivative and fir X € H,,. We have

g—i(x & m)(z) = j—i(x & m)(X(z)). (7.27)

Now let A : R™ — R"™, we extend it as VX € H,,, X — A(X) € Hyp,
A(X)(z) = A(X(x)). (7.28)

It is trivial to see that if A~! exists in R™, then A~1(X)(z) = A~1(X(x)) is the inverse of A in H,,. So is

the transpose of A, if A is a matrix. Again, we can talk about its Gateaux derivative.

Proposition 17. Let A to be continously differentiable. Denote its derivative to be dA. Assume that there
exists k such that |dA(x)| < k for all x € R™, where | - | is the matriz 2-norm. Then for all X,Y € H,,, we

have
DxA(X)Y (z) = dA(X (2))Y (x). (7.29)

Proof. Let X,Y,H € H,,, then

L{A(X + ) — A(X), H)

€ Hm

=2 [ [AX(© + ev(©) - AX(©)] - H©dm(©)

€

-/
= [ [ aax(© + 6ev @) (©) - H(e)dsam(e)
dA(X ()Y (€) - H(€)dm(¢) = (dAX()Y (), H )

— .
Hm

Rn
O

Proposition 18. Let A be twice continuously differentiable. Denote its second derivative to be d*A. Note
that d* A(z)(a,b) € R", and d*A(x)(a,b) = d?A(x)(b,a). Assume that there exists k(x) such that Ya,b € R",
|d? A(x)(a,b)| < k(x), then we have

PAX) (Y, W)(z) = d?A(X (2))(Y (x), W (x)). (7.30)
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Proof. Let X, Y, W, H € H,,, then

%<DXA(X +W)Y - DYAX)Y, H)

=2 [ [440x(© + W (©)Y () - dAX(©)Y ©)] - He)am(e)

Rn
-/ /0 PAX(E) + W (©)(Y (€), W (€)) - H(E)dbdm(€)
— [ dPAX(©)Y(E),W(E)) H(&)dm(E).

Rn

7.5 CONTROL PROBLEM IN THE HILBERT SPACE H,,

Recall the definitions of A, B, N, F', Frp in Section [[.3l Extend the functions as in Section [[L4.2. We assume
(A1), (A2), (A3) and (A4). It is not hard to derive (29)), (2.7) and (5.8]) from the assumptions. Note that
in our case, b = 0.

Now fix X € H,, as our initial data. For given vx; € L%((t,T;Hm) (subscript X and ¢ to address the

measurability and starting time), consider the dynamics:
S
X(s) = X + / [AX(7) + Buxu(r)] dr. (7.31)
t
Denote the process as Xx¢(s) = Xx¢(s;vxt). Define the cost functional:
T 1 T

Ixt(vxe) == /t F(Xxt(s) @ m)ds + Fr(Xx:(T) @ m) + 3 /t (vxt(T), Nuxi(T))n,, dT, (7.32)

and the value function is

V(X,t) = inf Jxt(vxt). 7.33
( ) UXteLg((t,T;Hm) Xt( Xt) ( )

This is in the form of our concerned model in Section 2, with the Hilbert space being H,,.
While (731) is infinite dimensional, there is a finite dimensional view point of it. For vx; € L% (¢, T; Hm),

by Proposition I3} let & € L(t,T; Hxom) be the representative of vy;. Consider

z(s) =z + /ts [Aa:(T) + B@(T,Cﬂ)}d’r. (7.34)
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Denote the solution to be z(s;x,9(-,z)). Then we have
Xxi(s;0xe) (@) = a(s; X (), 0(, X (2)))-

We introduce the notation X () with a lowercase letter for x to mean z(-;z,9(-,z)), and v.(s) to mean
0(s,+). From above we can conclude that the law of Xx¢(s;vx¢(+)) is z(s;+,0(+,+)) ® (X ® m). Hence the

cost functional (T.32]) can be written as
T 1 T
Tx(vxe) = /t F(Xxi(s) @ m)ds + Fr(Xxo(T) @ m) + 5 /t (wxe(r), Noxy (7)), dr (7.35)
T
:/t F(x(s;,0(-,7)) @ (X @m))ds + Fp(x(T;-,0(-,+)) @ (X @ m))

T
+% /t (Wt (1), Noxe (P dr

::JX®m,ta
that means J depends on X only through X ® m. Respectively,

V(X,t) = inf Ixt(vxe) = inf Ixemit(vxt) = V(X @m,t). 736
0 vx €L (6,15 Hm) xe(vxe) vxt€L% (4T Hm) xemi(Uxi) ( ) (7.36)

7.6 NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR OPTIMALITY

Assume (Al), (A2), (A3) and (A4), we conclude from Theorem [B] that there exists unique optimal control

dx¢(s) = —N"1B*Zx(s), where Zx(s) together with Yy;(s) are the unique solution of the system
Yiu(s) = X + / [AYxi(r) — BN B* Zx (7)) dr. (7.37)
t
T
ZXt(S) = / [(AYXt(T))*ZXt(T) + DxF(YXt(T) & m)} + DxFT(YXt(T) & m) (7.38)

Again, because L% (t,T;H.,) is isometric to L?(t,T; Hxem), there exists Yei(s), Zet(s) such that Yy, =

Yerle=x and Zxy = Zg|e=x, (Yer, Zet) solving

Yeu(s) = € + /t ) [AYey(r) = BNT'B*Zg,(r) | dr, (7.39)
T
Za(s) = | [(Aw»*z&m + DI (Ya(r) ® (X @ m)) (Yeu(r) (7.40)
+ DELVT) @ (X @ m) (Ve(T),
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As (Ye, Zg¢i) depends on m through X ® m, we write (Ye xom.t; Z¢, xom,t). We can write the value function

as

T 1 T
V(X, 1) = /t F(Yxi(s) @ m)ds + Pr(Vxo(T) @ m) + 5 /t (N B* Zxo(r), B* Zxt (1)) dr - (7.41)
_ /t B ama(s) ® (X @ m))ds + Pr(Y xame(T) & (X ©m))
T
+ % /t [ NTUB"Ze oma(7) - B Zg Xoma (7)A(X @ m) (€)dr

=V(X ®@m,t).

In particular, if we choose X to be the identity function, i.e., X (x) = z, recall that X ® m = m, there exists

(Ym,m,t) Z:B,m,t) SOlViDg

Yomi(s) =z + / ) [AY, i t(7) = BNT'B*Zy (1) | dr, (7.42)
T
Zpmi(s) = / [(Aym,m,t(f))*zx,m,t(ﬂ + D%(Y_W(T) © m) (Yo mi(7)) (7.43)
F DUV 1 (1) © (X @) (Ve (T),

which is the system of optimality condition for our mean field type control problem in Section [Z.3] For the

value function, we have

V(m,t) = /t B a(5) ® m)ds + Fp(Yomo(T) @ m) (7.44)

1 (T
45 [ [ N Zoa(r) - B Zao(r) (@)

7.7 PROPERTIES OF THE VALUE FUNCTION

We give the functional derivative of the value function V', and the relation between the solution of the

FBSDE and V. As the proofs are standard, we omit here and readers may refer to Section 4 of [7].
Proposition 19. Assume (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4). We have the following properties for the value function:

1. By Proposition [, we have

DxV(X @m,t) = Zxy(t). (7.45)
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2. We have

dFr
dm

T
) (@) = [ V() 9 ) (Vas))ds +

(Yot (T) @ m)(Ya,m,s(T)) (7.46)

LT *
+ 5/25 NT'B Zm,mﬂf(T) -B Zlv,m,t(T)dT'

3. We have
D-LV (m, ) (@) = Zomit) (7.47)
dm ) — “x,m,t ) .
d

4. Also, the feedback nature of Z in'Y, i.e., for any x € R, Vs € [t,T], we have
d
Zymi(s) = D%V(Y.Jmt ®@m, s)(Yymt(5)), (7.49)
and for any X € Hy,, Vs € [t,T],

Zxt(s) = DxV(Yxi(s) @ m, s). (7.50)

7.8 BELLMAN EQUATION

Assume (Al), (A2), (A3), (A4). By Theorem [§, we deduce that for any 7" > 0, V(X ® m,t) is the unique

solution to the following Bellman equation:

aV 1 —1 px* _
~ S (X @m,t) - <DXV(X ®m,t), AX>Hm + 5<DXV(X ®m,t), BN"'B*DxV(X ® m,t)>Hm = F(X ®m),

(7.51)

As before, let X be the identity function, together with Proposition [[9], we conclude that for any 7" > 0,
V' (m,t) solves the following PDE on the space of probability measures:

ov av 1 av 1AV _
—E(m,t) -/ D%(m,t)(x) - Axdm(z) + 3 ). D%(m,t)(x) -BN™'B D%(m, t)(x)dm(z) = F(m),

(7.52)
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