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WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE MASTER EQUATION OF POTENTIAL

MEAN FIELD GAMES

ALEKOS CECCHIN AND FRANÇOIS DELARUE

Abstract. The purpose of this work is to introduce a notion of weak solution to the mas-
ter equation of a potential mean field game and to prove that existence and uniqueness hold
under quite general assumptions. Remarkably, this is achieved without any monotonicity con-
straint on the coefficients. The key point is to interpret the master equation in a conservative
sense and then to adapt to the infinite dimensional setting earlier arguments for hyperbolic
systems deriving from a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. Here, the master equation is in-
deed regarded as an infinite dimensional system set on the space of probability measures and
is formally written as the derivative of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation associated with
the mean field control problem lying above the mean field game. To make the analysis easier,
we assume that the coefficients are periodic, which allows to represent probability measures
through their Fourier coefficients. Most of the analysis then consists in rewriting the master
equation and the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation for the mean field control
problem as partial differential equations set on the Fourier coefficients themselves. In the end,
we establish existence and uniqueness of functions that are displacement semi-concave in the
measure argument and that solve the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation in a suitable general-
ized sense and, subsequently, we get existence and uniqueness of functions that solve the master
equation in an appropriate weak sense and that satisfy a weak one-sided Lipschitz inequality.
As another new result, we also prove that the optimal trajectories of the associated mean field
control problem are unique for almost every starting point, for a suitable probability measure
on the space of probability measures.

1. Introduction

Mean field games is by now a well-established theory for the analysis of equilibria within a
continuum of rational dynamic players, see for instance [44, 45, 54, 55, 56, 58] for pioneering
contributions on the field and [20, 25, 26, 43] for a non-exhaustive list of surveys or monographs
on the subject. Whilst most of the first works in the domain were dedicated to the formulation
of the problem and to the study of existence and uniqueness of equilibria, more efforts have
been spent recently on the analysis of the so-called master equation. Very briefly, the master
equation is a Partial Differential Equation (PDE) set on a space comprising both physical states
and probability measures, and it provides an Eulerian description of the value of the game. In
this sense, it corresponds, in the infinite dimensional mean field setting, to the usual standard
Nash system in differential games. As a main feature of the theory, the characteristics of the
master equation write in the form of a forward-backward system, comprising either two coupled
PDEs, one forward Fokker-Planck equation and one backward Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB)
equation, or two coupled forward and backward Stochastic Differential Equations (SDEs) of
McKean-Vlasov type. The forward-backward PDE system is usually referred to as the Mean
Field Game (MFG) system and plays a key role in many of the aforementioned references since
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the forward component of any solution of the MFG system encodes the statistical state of an
equilibrium.

A brief review of the monotone setting. Despite many recent progresses, the master equation
remains only partially understood. The very first works in this direction were devoted to
the analysis of classical solutions, see for instance [18, 29, 40, 59], see also [10] for a related
presentation. While this looks a very natural and fundamental step in the study of the master
equation, this leads in fact to results with a rather limited scope in practice because of the
assumptions that they require. The master equation can be indeed regarded as a kind of
system of hyperbolic nonlinear PDEs set on the space of probability measures and indexed by
a continuum of states. As such, it manifests the same phenomena as finite systems of nonlinear
PDEs on the Euclidean space: solutions may develop singularities in finite time. Accordingly,
the analysis carried out in [40] just holds in small time (we refer to [3, 17] for more recent studies
over a small enough time interval, the former for MFGs with local interactions and the latter
for MFGs with a common noise). Differently, in the three contributions [59, 18, 29], the absence
of singularities over an arbitrary time horizon is ensured under a suitable form of monotonicity,
which is usually referred to as Lasry-Lions’ condition. For instance (but this is by far not
the only example), the Lasry-Lions monotonicity condition is satisfied by the derivative of a
convex function defined on the wider space of signed measures. Briefly, monotonicity is known
to guarantee uniqueness of the equilibria to the corresponding MFG and also to enforce strong
stability properties, which play a key role in the analysis of the regularity of the solutions to the
master equation. Noticeably, several of the most recent works on the master equation are also
written within the same monotone framework, see for instance [11, 23, 61] (see also [12], which is
the counterpart of [11] but for MFGs on a finite state space). In all these papers, the objective is
to define, in the monotone setting, a relevant notion of solution to the master equation that does
not require the existence and the continuity of all the derivatives that appear therein. As well
expected, this allows to work with less regular coefficients. However, monotonicity remains of a
crucial use: Obviously, as it implies uniqueness of the equilibria, it makes trivial the definition
of the value function of the game, with the latter being then the natural candidate for solving
the master equation; Moreover, as it induces a form of stability of the equilibria, it forces the
value function of the game to be at least continuous. Accordingly, in all the aforementioned
references, the solution to the master equation is indeed continuous in the measure argument.

At this stage, it is worth mentioning that, although it is the most popular one, the Lasry-Lions
condition is not the only assumption that enforces uniqueness and stability of the equilibria to
MFGs. Indeed, another form of monotonicity, known as displacement monotonicity, has been
also studied. To highlight the differences with the former notion used by Lasry and Lions, one
may think of the following illustrative example, in the same vein as before: the Wasserstein
derivative of a function that is displacement convex on the space of probability measures is
displacement monotone. The very main point in this example is that neither the notion of
derivative nor the type of convex perturbation are the same as in the corresponding example for
the Lasry-Lions condition; in brief, convex perturbations (in the definition of the displacement
convexity) are achieved in the space of random variables (living above the space of probability
measures) and not in the space of measures itself. The fact that displacement monotonicity
implies uniqueness of the equilibria was noticed in the earlier paper [1] and in the book [25].
In [29], it was also shown to help in the analysis of the master equation for cost coefficients
that are also convex in the space variable. A more systematic study of the master equation in
the displacement monotone setting has been carried out recently, in [38] (for potential mean
field games with displacement convex costs) and in [39] (which allows for a quite complicated
‘non-seperated’ structure of the Hamiltonian), see also [63] for a related study of uniqueness
within a similar framework. Finally, we refer to the very recent work [62] for another notion of
anti-monotonicity, which is distinct from the aforementioned two notions of monotonicity, and
under which the master equation can be also shown to have a classical solution.

Road map for potential games. The understanding of the master equation remains however
much more limited when equilibria are no longer unique. The very first difficulty in this case
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is that the value of the game then ceases to be canonically defined and just exists a priori as
a set-valued function. The properties of this set-valued function were studied recently in [46].
However, there has not been so far any systematic procedure for selecting, within the set-valued
function, one true function that could indeed solve the master equation in a relevant sense. A
related difficulty is that, as soon as equilibria cease to be unique, the master equation can no
longer have a classical solution. As shown by the example studied in [33] (see also [8, 9, 27] for
examples in the finite state case), even continuity may be lost, which clearly demonstrates the
need to have a weaker form of solution. This is precisely our objective here to address these
questions and to provide in particular a notion of weak solution to the master equation for which
existence and uniqueness hold, and which, in turn, allows to select one possibly discontinuous
value for the game. Our approach to do so is inspired from our earlier work [28] and in particular
from Section 6 therein, in which we addressed the same problem but for mean field games on a
finite set. Here, the mean field game under study is set on Td, for a dimension d ě 1, with the
choice to work in the periodic setting being explained later on. In fact, the key similarity with
[28] is that we here restrict the analysis to so-called potential mean field games, which were first
introduced in [55, 56] and then studied in detail in (among others) [14, 19]. Briefly, an MFG is
said to be potential if there exists a Mean Field Control Problem (MFCP), i.e. a control problem
over dynamics taking values in the space of probability measures, whose optimal trajectories
are equilibria of the MFG. Equivalently, the MFG then characterizes the critical points of the
functional underpinning the MFCP, with the following obvious but fundamental observation:
any minimizer of the MFCP is a critical point of the latter functional and hence an equilibrium
of the MFG, but the converse may not be true. This provides a way to restrict the analysis to
a smaller class of equilibria by focusing on the minimizers of the MFCP and not on the whole
set of equilibria: for example, in [28], using the results from [16], it is shown that the MFCP
has (under suitable conditions) a unique minimizer for almost every initial condition (namely,
at points of differentiability of the value function). Another generic result from [28] is that,
when the state space is finite, the (hence finite-dimensional) HJB equation1 associated with the
MFCP has a unique viscosity solution, which is also the unique function that is semi-concave
in space and that solves the HJB equation almost everywhere; for sure, this unique solution is
nothing but the value function of the MFCP. Although this latter result is formulated in [28] in
a way that fits exactly the framework of MFCPs on a finite state space, it has in fact a much
longer history in the theory of HJB equations. Briefly, it goes back to the earlier notion of
generalized semi-concave solutions for HJB equations in finite dimension, which was introduced
before the development of viscosity solutions, see [37, 50], see also [22] for another application
to MFGs2. The equivalence between the two notions of solutions was established later on, in
[60]. Compared with viscosity solutions, the very benefit of generalized solutions manifests in
the analysis of the MFG deriving from the MFCP. Indeed, in the framework of [28], the almost
everywhere derivative in space of the value function is a weak solution of the master equation,
when the latter is written in a conservative manner, which formulation indeed exists because
of the potential structure of the MFG. Following the earlier work [51], this weak formulation of
the conservative master equation can be proved to be uniquely solvable (within a suitable class
of weakly one-sided Lipschitz functions) by proving that any such solution in fact derives from
a semi-concave potential that solves the HJB equation almost everywhere. In [28], these results
are shown to hold on a finite state space. Here, we want to prove similar results when the state
space is Td.

1The reader who is not aware of the theories of MFCP and MFG should make a distinction between the HJB
equation associated with the MFCP and the aforementioned HJB equation arising in the MFG system. They are
not the same. The HJB equation arising in the MFG system is posed on the state space of the MFG, whilst the
HJB equation associated with the MFCP is posed on the wider space of probability measures. In the rest of the
introduction, the HJB equation refers to the HJB equation associated with the MFCP.

2Notably, semi-concave almost everywhere solutions were indeed also employed in the recent work [22] in order
to study the stochastic HJB equation arising in an MFG system with a common noise but without idiosyncratic
noise.
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Probability measures with a finite Fourier expansion and discretization of the HJB equation.
The first difficulty that we are facing in this work is that, to the best of our knowledge, the theory
for HJB equations for MFCPs (over Td or Rd) is much less well established than in the finite
dimensional setting. To appreciate the difficulties, it is worth mentioning that the controlled
dynamics we are dealing with in the paper describe the motion of particles forced by independent
Brownian motions. This is an important feature. In the analysis of viscosity solutions associated
with MFCPs, the stochastic case is indeed notoriously known to be more challenging than the
deterministic one. For MFCPs set over deterministic trajectories, existence and uniqueness
results for viscosity solutions to the HJB equation may be found (among others) in [21], where
a particular equation is studied, and in [48], where solutions are defined in an intrinsic manner
on the Wasserstein space. Another main contribution is [41], where two definitions are given:
an intrinsic one, relying on the notion of subdifferential introduced in [4, 5], and an extrinsic
one, formulated in a Hilbert space of random variables by means of the Lions lift introduced
in [58] (see also [25, 20]). These two notions are in fact shown to be equivalent, which permits
to invoke earlier results on first order viscosity solutions on Hilbert spaces in order to prove
uniqueness. In a similar setting, we refer to the recent work [47] for an alternative definition
of solution based on suitable test functions. In contrast, the theory of viscosity solutions for
MFCPs set over stochastic dynamics is not yet mature, as many contributions on the topic
have appeared recently. Existence results, for notions of solutions formulated in the Crandall-
Lions sense by means of appropriate test functions, are provided in [6, 32, 64], but uniqueness
remains a challenging question, with some partial results or some complete results in specific
cases available in [15, 66]. Notably, the extrinsic approach based on Lions’ lift is no longer
appropriate to get uniqueness from earlier results for equations set on Hilbert spaces. This is
due to the additional second order term that arises in the HJB equation when the controlled
trajectories are stochastic. In the very recent work [31], updated just two months before the
prepublication of ours, a general comparison principle is proven for the intrinsic Crandall-
Lions formulation (which means that the test functions are defined on the space of probability
measures). This achievement is certainly an important milestone in the theory. Finally, in [30],
another approach based on gradient flows is introduced to deal with the stochastic case, as the
heat equation (which describes the evolution of the marginal law of a Brownian motion) can
be rewritten as a gradient flow deriving from an entropy, see [49]. The latter yields a form of
comparison principle, but existence of solutions to this formulation has not been shown yet.

Although we believe that the recent results from [31] could be applied to our setting, and
thus could permit to characterize the value function of the MFCP as the unique viscosity
solution of the associated HJB equation, we follow another approach very much inspired from the
aforementioned works [37, 50, 51, 60] on generalized semi-concave solutions to finite dimensional
HJB equations. Indeed, we prove here a tailor-made result of existence and uniqueness for the
HJB equation associated with the MFCP within the class of functions that are Lipschitz in
time and space (the space variable living here in the space PpTdq of probability measures on
Td and being equipped with a suitable topology) and displacement semi-concave in space. This
result is completely new and is disjoint from the comparison principle obtained in [31]. It is
in particular a crucial step in the analysis of the master equation to the related MFG and the
same study would not be possible with the notion of viscosity solutions addressed in [31]. In
fact, we are not aware of any equivalence result between viscosity and semi-concave generalized
solutions for infinite dimensional equations, even in the simpler case of first order equations on
a Hilbert space. In our approach, the HJB equation is understood in a generalized sense, since
the derivatives that appear therein are not required to exist everywhere. Heuristically, we would
like to say that, since the candidates for solving the HJB equation are Lipschitz continuous,
their derivatives exist almost everywhere, whence the term generalized in the notion of solution,
but this requires a preliminary discussion about the choice of a probability measure P on PpTdq
under which Rademacher’s theorem is indeed true. The latter choice is by far not canonical, see
for instance [35] for a different example than ours together with the references therein for related
questions. Here, we address directly the existence of such a measure P, our construction being in
fact dictated by our formulation of the HJB equation. Roughly speaking, the measure P is built
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as the limit of probability measures on finite dimensional slices of PpTdq and, accordingly, the
HJB equation is reformulated in the form of an approximate equation on those finite dimensional
slices. In fact, this procedure looks like finding a finite dimensional approximation of the HJB
equation and thus requires an appropriate discretization of the space variable, which is here an
element of PpTdq. While a natural idea for discretizing the space of probability measures would
consist in approximating measures by means of discrete measures (think of uniform measures
on finite sets, or equivalently of empirical measures, see for instance [61]), we choose here
to approximate probability measures by probability measures with a finite Fourier expansion,
whence our choice to work on the torus. This looks a completely new idea in the field (although
the second author already introduced part –but certainly not the main part– of the idea in an
earlier contribution on the long time behaviour of McKean-Vlasov equations, see [34]), whose
motivation is as follows. The key observation in this regard is that the discretization of the HJB
equation is very sensitive to the shape of the MFCP itself. Here, it is worth emphasizing again
that the PpTdq-valued controlled dynamics studied in the paper write in the (by now standard)
form of a second-order Fokker-Planck equation: the first order term therein contains the control,
whilst the second order term is driven by a Laplacian (associated with the Brownian motions
driving the underlying particles in the population). As we already mentioned, the Laplacian
in the Fokker-Planck equation induces, in the HJB equation associated with the MFCP, higher
order derivatives of the solution: these derivatives are the most difficult terms to control in
the HJB equation and, even more, they are very sensitive to the discretization procedure. Our
claim is that working with truncated Fourier expansions is very well adapted to our problem
since the Fourier functions are precisely the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian. In other words,
our discretization has a limited impact on the shape of the controlled trajectories and in turn
on the HJB equation itself. In contrast, discretizing the measure by means of empirical mesures
does not look, at least from the computations we did, a successful strategy, precisely because
this does not combine well with the derivatives induced by the Laplacian in the Fokker-Planck
equation (or, equivalently, by the Brownian motions in the associated cloud of particles).

Unique solvability of the HJB equation. To sum-up, our interpretation of the HJB equation
stipulates that solutions must satisfy an approximate version of the latter when reduced to
probability measures with a finite number of non-zero Fourier coefficients, with the accuracy of
the approximation (in the HJB equation) getting better and better as the level of truncation
in the Fourier expansions increases. As a first result, we show under appropriate regularity
properties that the value function of the MFCP satisfies our notion of solution. The next step
is to prove that the value function is in fact the only possible solution within a class of functions
that are displacement semi-concave in the measure argument. This is in the end the most
demanding result in the paper. In fact, this is also the point where the benefit for reducing the
analysis to finite dimensional slices becomes clear. Roughly speaking, the core of the proof for
uniqueness is to use semi-concavity in order to show that the characteristic flow generated on
PpTdq by any solution cannot accumulate around some point. In finite dimension, this result
can be easily formulated: basically, the marginal law of the flow must have a bounded density
when the initial condition also has a bounded density. Formulating a similar statement in
infinite dimension is certainly more challenging. Although obtaining such a statement remains
an interesting direction of research, we felt it easier to reduce, as much as possible, the proof
of uniqueness to the finite dimensional framework, whence our choice to discretize the problem.
Notice, however, that in the end, we are able to obtain the expected properties on the whole
space PpTdq (and not on slices): uniqueness is formulated on the entire PpTdq and, even more,
we finally prove that we can construct a probability measure P on PpTdq, with a full support,
such that, for any initial time and almost every initial measure, the MFCP has a unique solution.
This second result looks also completely new and complements earlier counter-examples about
non-uniqueness. Its proof is achieved in two steps. Uniqueness is first shown to hold at points
where the value function has directional derivatives (using earlier results from [14]) and is thus
established almost everywhere by the Rademacher-type result mentioned above. As we already
said, this result is standard for finite dimensional systems (see [16]). In fact, it also known to
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hold true under some conditions for infinite dimensional deterministic systems on Hilbert spaces.
All this analysis holds true with a smooth Hamiltonian that is required to be strictly convex
in the dual variable, but there is no need of convexity in the space or measure arguments. For
the sake of completeness, it should be noted that our study of generalized solutions to the HJB
equation can be completed by the concomitant but independent work [24], in which the value
function is in fact shown to be smooth on an open dense subset, under slightly more demanding
assumptions on the coefficients.

Weak solutions of the master equation. The second main step in the paper is to study
the conservative version of the master equation of the MFG. Again, this requires to have a
proper form of weak solutions and we do so by formulating approximated versions of the master
equation on the same finite dimensional slices as before. As in the finite dimensional setting
addressed in [28], the key step is to prove that any solution to this weak formulation derives
from a potential and that this potential is semi-concave in the space argument if the solution in
hand satisfies a weak one-sided Lipschitz condition. This allows to identify the potential with
the solution of the HJB equation of the MFCP and thus with the value function of the latter. In
turn, the conservative version of the master equation is shown to have a unique weak solution,
which is the almost everywhere (under the same probability P as before) derivative in space of
the value function. This result also is new and is certainly the first one to identify a solution to
the master equation for a wide class of MFGs that are not required to be uniquely solvable. As
a side result of our analysis, we show that any classical solution to the master equation is (up
to a centering operation) a weak solution, which proves the consistency of our approach.

Further prospects. While we believe that this work is an interesting step forward toward a
better understanding of the master equation, it obviously leaves open interesting extensions,
which we feel better to address in future contributions. The main questions concern the choice
of the controlled trajectories underpinning both the MFG and the MFCP. Here, the presence of
the Brownian motion has a somewhat dramatic impact on the analysis. On the one hand, the
very good point is that, because of the smoothing effect of the Laplacian, the MFG system has
very strong regularity properties with respect to the finite dimensional variable (accounting for
the private state of a tagged player in the continuum). These regularity properties are by now
well documented in the theory of MFGs and we make here an intense use of them in order to
control the decay of the various Fourier coefficients appearing in the analysis. On the other hand,
the bad point is that the Brownian motion manifests in the HJB equation associated with the
MFCP in the form of a mixed second order derivative, obtained by taking the gradient (in Td)
of the Wasserstein derivative of the solution. This second order derivative creates substantial
difficulties which, as we mentioned before, were already reported in the analysis of viscosity
solutions and which makes quite subtle any approximation by finite dimensional derivatives.
As we said, this is precisely the point where the Fourier approach introduced in this paper
becomes fully relevant. In turn, this raises the following two equations: piq What happens
for a more complicated non-degenerate second order operator than the Laplacian itself? piiq
What happens when the trajectories are no longer assumed to be forced by a noise? As for
piq, our guess is that our analysis could be adapted to more general non-degenerate cases, but
the extension would certainly not be straightforward. As we already mentioned, the fact that
the Fourier basis is diagonal for the Laplace operator is indeed very helpful here. Anyhow,
even though the latter is no longer true when the second order operator is more general, we
believe that an approximation similar to the one we use here for handling the non-linearity
in the HJB equation would solve the issue. In short, the action of the second order operator
on a probability measure with a finite Fourier expansion would no longer have a finite Fourier
expansion and, hence, should be truncated. As for question piiq, the picture is more subtle since
the aforementioned second order derivative would no longer appear in the new HJB equation.
In turn, the interest of the Fourier approach becomes questionable in the deterministic case.
While the reader may find it a drawback of our method, we recall that we spotted a similar
distinction between the stochastic and deterministic cases in the study of viscosity solutions, as
the former is more difficult to handle. In brief, this should not be a surprise if the stochastic
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case is more demanding than the deterministic one. This is even more true that first order
Fokker-Planck equations (as those satisfied by the forward equation in the MFG system when
the trajectories are deterministic) are notoriously known to preserve ‘empirical measures’, such a
stability property being false for second order Fokker-Planck equations. Even for models without
control, this substantial difference is part of the standard knowledge in mean field theory, as it
prevents some of the arguments used in the deterministic case from being used in the stochastic
case. As for MFCPs and MFGs, the fact that ‘empirical measures’ are preserved by first order
Fokker-Planck equations also plays a key role in the analysis of the master equation carried
out in [38] when the trajectories are deterministic and the costs are monotone. In the end, we
strongly believe that, for potential MFGs driven by deterministic trajectories, we should use
an empirical measure based approach instead of a Fourier based approach in order to construct
the finite dimensional approximate HJB and master equations. In short, the point would be to
discretize elements of PpTdq by means of empirical measures and not by means of measures with
a finite Fourier expansion. However, this claim should be clarified in a separate work, since,
meanwhile, most of the smoothness to the MFG system is lost when the noise is absent, which
may cause other difficulties. Back to models driven by stochastic trajectories, a related question
is to wonder whether the Fourier based approach can help in any way for the understanding of
viscosity solutions to the HJB equation describing the MFCP and for connecting our approach
with the one developed in [31].

A very last remark concerns the extension to the Euclidean setting, i.e. to Rd. Certainly, we
may think of using an orthonormal basis of L2pRd, µq, for a suitable measure µ, instead of the
Fourier basis. For instance, a natural choice would be to work with µ being a Gaussian measure
and thus with the Hermite instead of Fourier basis. This intuition would also deserve a careful
inspection.

Organization and references to the main results. The paper is organized as follows. The
potential MFG under study and the related MFCP are introduced in Section 2. Therein, we
clarify the shape of the master equation, both in non-conservative and conservative forms, and
we also provide the form of the HJB equation associated with the MFCP. However, we do not
provide yet, in this section, the precise definitions of the weaker solutions to these two equa-
tions. Instead, we just give in Meta-Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 a meta form of the statements that
will certainly help the reader to understand the main contributions of the paper. The rigorous
versions of Meta-Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 require additional material about Fourier expansions
of probability measures on Td. Most of this material is introduced in Section 3. Therein, we
introduce in particular a mollification procedure that plays a key role in our analysis, see Defi-
nition 3.13. We also define the aforementioned probability measure P, the main characteristics
of which are summarized in the statement of Theorem 3.5. In Theorem 3.10, we then provide
the form of Rademacher’s theorem that holds true on pPpTdq,Pq and which plays a key role in
the identification of the weak solutions to the master equation. Although a bit lengthy, this
preliminary Section 3 is however crucial for the rest of the paper. Indeed, using the tools intro-
duced in this latter section, we address in Section 4 generalized solutions to the HJB equation,
the definition of which is given in Definition 4.1. Their existence and uniqueness are established
in Theorem 4.12. Application to potential MFGs is explained in Section 5. The definition of
a weak solution is given in Definition 5.1 and the main unique solvability result is stated in
Theorem 5.4. Section 6 is an appendix, which is mostly devoted to the proofs of Theorems 3.5
and 3.10.

Useful notation.

Standard notation. For an element z P C, we denote by z the conjugate of z, and by ℜrzs
and ℑrzs the real and imaginary parts of z. For x and y two elements of a set E, we denote
by 1tx“yu the symbol that is equal to 1 if x “ y and to 0 otherwise. Moreover, we denote by

Lebd the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure on Rd and by Id the identity matrix in dimension d.
The Euclidean norm on Rd is denoted by | ¨ | and the corresponding inner product between two
vectors x and y is denoted by xx, yy or by x ¨ y (depending on the context). For X a random
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variable, defined on some probability space and taking values in some Polish space, we denote
the law of X by LpXq.

Space of probability measures on Td. The space of probability measures on the torus Td is
denoted by PpTdq. When a probability measure m has a density (with respect to the Lebesgue
measure), we identify m and its density dm{dx: we thus write x ÞÑ mpxq for the density.

In the paper, we equip Td with the Euclidean metric:

dTdpx, yq :“ inf
kPZd

|x ´ y ` k|, x, y P Td,

with | ¨ | denoting the standard d-dimensional Euclidean norm on Rd. Moreover, we use the fol-
lowing two standard distances on PpTdq: the total variation distance dTV and the 1-Wasserstein
distance dW1

, the definitions of which are as follows:

dTVpm,m1q :“ sup
}φ}8ď1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

φpxqd
`
m´m1

˘
pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌, dW1

pm,m1q :“ sup
}φ}1,8ď1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

φpxqd
`
m´m1

˘
pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌,

where, in the above two supremums, }φ}8 and |φ|1,8 denote (respectively) the L8 norm and
the Lipschitz constant of φ. Since φ can always be assumed to satisfy φp0q “ 0, we notice that
|φ|1,8 ď 1 ñ }φ}8 ď c0, for a constant c0 only depending on the dimension d. In particular,

dW1
ď c0dTV. We recall that the space pPpTdq, dW1

q is compact. Except when explicitly
mentioned, the space PpTdq is implicitly equipped with the 1-Wasserstein distance.

Derivatives on the space of probability measures. For a real-valued function φ defined on
PpTdq, φ is said to be Gâteaux differentiable at m if there exists a bounded measurable function
x ÞÑ rδφ{δmspmqpxq such that, for any µ P PpTdq,

lim
εŒ0

φ
`
p1 ´ εqm ` εµ

˘
´ φpmq

ε
“

ż

Td

δφ

δm
pmqpxqd

`
µ´m

˘
pxq. (1)

The function φ is said to be continuously differentiable if the function pm,xq ÞÑ rδφ{δmspmqpxq
is continuous (and thus uniformly continuous), when PpTdq is equipped with dW1

. In that case,
the above limit is uniform in pm,µq. Moreover, when x ÞÑ rδφ{δmspmqpxq is differentiable in x

(for a given m), we let

Bµφpmqpxq :“ Bx
δφ

δm
pm,xq. (2)

Notice that δφ{δm is uniquely defined up to a constant. We may takeż

Td

δφ

δm
pmqpxqdx “ 0 (3)

as centering condition but this specific choice is mostly for convenience (see in particular Def-
inition 5.1) and other choices would be fine. We recall the following property, proven in [18,
Appendix]. If Bµφ is continuous on PpTdq ˆ Td, then, for any two square integrable Rd-valued
random variables X,Y (defined on some arbitrary probability space pΩ,A,Pq),

φ
`
LpY q

˘
´ φ

`
LpXq

˘
“ E

ż 1

0

„
Bµφ

´
L
`
λY ` p1 ´ λqX

˘¯`
λY ` p1 ´ λqX

˘
¨
`
Y ´X

˘
dλ, (4)

where, for Z taking values in Rd, LpZq is here understood as the trace of the law of Z on Td,
namely as the probability measure m P PpTdq defined by mpAq “ PptτXp0q P Auq for any
Borel subset A of Td, with pτyqyPRd denoting the group of translations on Td. Moreover, in
this writing, the function x ÞÑ BµφpLpλY ` p1 ´ λqXqqpxq is implicitly regarded as a periodic
function on Rd.

Functional spaces. We denote by CpTdq the space of continuous functions on Td. We also make
use of the classical space and time-space Hölder spaces: for γ P p0, 1q, we let CγpTdq be the space

of γ-Hölder continuous functions in space and, for T ą 0, we let Cγ{2,γpr0, T s ˆTdq be the space
of time-space functions that are γ{2-Hölder in time and γ-Hölder in space. The corresponding
Hölder norms are respectively denoted by ~¨~γ and ~¨~γ{2,γ. We also let C2`γpTdq be the space

of twice differentiable functions φ on Td with γ-Hölder continuous derivatives of order 1 and 2,
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and C1`γ{2,2`γpr0, T s ˆ Tdq be the space of time-space functions that are once differentiable in

time and twice in space, with u, Bxu, B2
xu and Btu belonging to Cγ{2,γpr0, T s ˆ Tdq. We use the

similar notation C1`γ{2,2`γpp0, T s ˆTdq for functions whose restriction to rǫ, T s ˆTd belongs to

C1`γ{2,2`γprǫ, T s ˆ Tdq for any ǫ P p0, T q.
The L1 and L2 norms on the torus are denoted by } ¨ }1 and } ¨ }2.

2. Mean field game and control problem

2.1. Mean field game and standing assumption. The Mean Field Game (MFG) under
study is described by means of the following (standard) forward-backward system of PDEs

Btmtpxq ´ divx

´
BpH

`
x,∇xutpxq

˘
mtpxq

¯
´ 1

2
∆xmtpxq “ 0,

Btutpxq ` 1

2
∆xutpxq ´H

`
x,∇xutpxq

˘
` fpx,mtq “ 0,

(5)

for pt, xq P r0, T s ˆ Td, with uT pxq “ gpx,mT q as terminal boundary condition. Above, the
boundary condition for the dynamics of pmtq0ďtďT is prescribed at time 0: m0 is an element of
PpTdq. The coefficients f and g are real-valued Lipschitz continuous functions on r0, T sˆPpTdq.
We assume f and g to be differentiable in x, and the derivatives Bxf and Bxg to be Lipschitz
continuous on r0, T s ˆ PpTdq when PpTdq is equipped with dW1

. We also require g to satisfy

sup
mPPpTdq

~gp¨,mq~2`γ ă 8,

for some γ ą 0.
Very importantly, we do not assume that f and g are monotone, but we assume below that

they derive from a potential, namely

fpx,mq ´
ż

Td

fpy,mqdy “ δF

δm
pmqpxq, gpx,mq ´

ż

Td

gpy,mqdy “ δG

δx
pmqpxq, (6)

for two differentiable functions F : PpTdq Ñ R and G : PpTdq Ñ R.
As for the Hamiltonian H, it is assumed to be twice continuously differentiable in px, pq,

periodic in x and strictly convex in the variable p, uniformly in x, with the following bounds:

inf
xPTd,pPRd

inf
ξPRd:|ξ|“1

xξ, B2
ppHpx, pqξy ą 0,

sup
xPTd,pPRd

”
|B2

ppHpx, pq| ` |BxHpx, pq| ` |B2
xxHpx, pq|

ı
ă 8.

In particular,

sup
xPTd,pPRd

” |BpHpx, pq|
1 ` |p|

ı
ă 8.

We recall the following statement on existence of classical solutions; see for instance [20,
Theorems 1.4 & 1.5, pages 29 and 33].

Proposition 2.1. Under the standing assumption, for any initial condition m0 P PpTdq to
the forward equation, the system (5) has at least one classical solution pm,uq, i.e. such that

m P C1`γ{2,2`γpp0, T s ˆ Tdq and u P C1`γ{2,2`γpr0, T s ˆ Tdq.

Importantly, any solution to (5), as given by Proposition 2.1, can be interpreted as a fixed
point of a mapping that sends a continuous path pµtq0ďtďT with values in PpTdq onto the flow
of marginal laws of a stochastic control problem. In order to clarify this interpretation (which
is in fact standard in MFG theory), we fix a probability space pΩ,F ,Pq and a d-dimensional
Brownian motion pBsq0ďsďT . We also define the convex conjugate L of H as

Lpx, αq :“ sup
pPRd

”
´p ¨ α ´Hpx, pq

ı
, x P Td, α P Rd, (7)
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which is of quadratic growth in α, uniformly in x, locally Lipschitz in α, the Lipschitz constant
being of linear growth in α, uniformly in x, and Lipschitz in x, uniformly in α. By [68], we
know that L is differentiable and uniformly convex in α, i.e., there exists c0 ą 0 such that

@α,α1 P Rd, Lpx, α1q ´ Lpx, αq ě BαLpx, αq ¨ pα1 ´ αq ` c0|α1 ´ α|2. (8)

We also recall the standard formula

L
`
x,´BpHpx, pq

˘
“ p ¨ BpHpx, pq ´Hpx, pq, x P Td, p P Rd. (9)

Then, for pmt, utq0ďtďT a solution to (5), utpxq can be written, for any pt, xq P r0, T q ˆ Td, as
the optimal cost

utpxq “ inf
pπsqtďsďT

E

„
gpXT ,mT q `

ż T

t

´
fpXs,msq ` LpXs, πsq

¯
ds


, (10)

the infimum being taken over controlled trajectories

dXs “ πsds` dBs,

starting from Xt „ mt and driven by Rd-valued processes pπsqtďsďT that are progressively-
measurable with respect to the (P-completion of the) filtration generated by pBs ´ BtqtďsďT

and that satisfy

E

„ż T

t

|πs|2ds


ă 8. (11)

The optimal feedback is the function ps, xq ÞÑ ´BpHpx,∇xuspxqq and the marginal laws of the
optimal trajectory solves the forward Fokker-Planck equation in (5).

Noticeably, the MFG system (5) can be seen as the system of characteristics to the so-called
master equation, which is a PDE stated on r0, T s ˆ Td ˆ PpTdq:

BtUpt, x,mq ` 1

2
∆xUpt, x,mq ´H

`
x,∇xUpt, x,mq

˘
` fpx,mq

´
ż

Td

BpH
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
¨ BµUpt, x,mqpyqmpdyq

` 1

2

ż

Td

Tr
“
ByBµUpt, x,mqpyq

‰
mpdyq “ 0,

UpT, x,mq “ gpx,mq.

(12)

Existence of classical solutions, when f and g are monotone and smooth in the measure ar-
gument, is established in [18]. Here, we address weak solutions in the sense of distributions,
which is the main objective of this paper. The main result in this regard is Theorem 5.4, which
ensures existence and uniqueness of such weak solutions when the equation is understood in a
conservative form (see Subsection 2.3 for more details about this conservative formulation).

2.2. Mean field control problem. The key assumption in our analysis is (6). It says that
the MFG in hand is potential, meaning that it derives from a Mean Field Control Problem
(MFCP). At this stage, we first state some useful properties about MFCPs, independently of
the MFG system (5). In particular, we state the MFCP in both stochastic and deterministic
formulations, and then show that the two formulations are equivalent; notably, we make use of
both of them in the paper.

To state the MFCP in the stochastic strong formulation with open-loop controls, we use the
same probability space pΩ,F ,Pq and the same d-dimensional Brownian motion pBsq0ďsďT as
before. The MFCP then consists in minimizing

Jstopπq :“ G
`
LpXT q

˘
`
ż T

0

´
F
`
LpXsq

˘
` E

”
L
`
Xs, πs

˘ı¯
ds, (13)

over processes pXsq0ďsďT solving dynamics of the form

dXs “ πsds` dBs, (14)
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where pπsq0ďsďT is a progressively measurable process with respect to the (P-completion of
the) filtration generated by pBtq0ďtďT and by X0, and is required to be square-integrable over
pr0, T s ˆ Ω,Leb1 b Pq, namely (11) holds true with t “ 0 therein.

If the controls are in Markovian feedback form, that is πs “ αspXsq for a measurable function
α : r0, T s ˆ Td Ñ Rd, then the MFCP can be reformulated in a deterministic way. We take
α to be bounded and measurable, so that (14) admits a unique strong solution. Then the
deterministic formulation of the MFCP consists in minimizing the cost functional

Jdetpαq “
ż T

0

ˆ
F pmtq `

ż

Td

L
`
x, αtpxq

˘
dmtpxq

˙
dt `GpmT q (15)

over trajectories given by the Fokker-Planck equation

Btmtpxq ` divx

´
αtpxqmtpxq

¯
´ 1

2
∆xmtpxq “ 0, t P r0, T s, x P Td, (16)

and bounded feedback functions α : r0, T s ˆ Td Ñ Rd.

Proposition 2.2. Under the standing assumption, the functions F and G are dW1
-Lipschitz-

continuous. Denoting their Lipschitz constants by ℓF and ℓG, there exists an optimal control
for the MFCP in the stochastic formulation (13)-(14). Moreover, any optimal control is in
Markovian feedback form and is bounded by a fixed constant M , which only depends on T , ℓF ,
ℓG, the constant c0 in (8), the Lipschitz constant of L in x and the supremum norm of BαLp¨, 0q.

Therefore, any optimal control to the stochastic formulation (13)-(14) induces an optimal
control to the deterministic formulation (15)–(16). Also, the stochastic formulation (13)-(14)
and the deterministic formulation (15)-(16) are equivalent, in the sense that

min
π

Jstopπq “ min
α

Jdetpαq.

Remark 2.3. The reader may wonder why we restrict the minimization of Jdet to bounded feed-
back functions. Obviously, we could consider more general feedback functions such that the cost
(15) remains well-defined and the Fokker-Planck equation (16) remains solvable. For instance,
so is the case in [14]. Therein, the MFCP is formulated in terms of a pair pmt, wtq0ďtďT , with
wt being a vector valued signed measure with a finite mass that is absolutely continuous with
respect to mt, in which case αt is identified with the density dwt{dmt. In fact, there would not
be any strong interest in doing so in our context. Indeed, [14, Proposition 3.1] shows that, in the
end, the optimizers over such a wider class of controls are in fact driven by bounded feedback
functions. In this respect, the statement right above permits to identify a bound for the optimal
controls.

Last but not least, the reader must understand our main concern here. We want to have a
simple framework in which the deterministic and stochastic formulations are equivalent, hence
allowing us to use next both representations. The reader will find a more up-to-date review
of the connection between the two formulations in [53]. The reader may also notice that the
proof below requires in fact much weaker regularity on the coefficients than what we stated in the
standing assumptions. Actually, the same proposition also holds true for more general MFCPs
(not only those related to potential MFGs) for which the cost does not split as a function of α
plus a function of m. We chose to write here this general simple result, whose proof does not
employ the MFG system, and to state later on the deeper results that are truly related to the
potential structure, see Proposition 2.6.

Proof. We start with the Lipschitz property of F . It follows from the identity

F pm1q ´ F pmq “
ż 1

0

δF

δm

´
λm1 ` p1 ´ λqm

¯
pxqd

`
m1 ´m

˘
pxq

and then from the Lipschitz property of f “ rδF {δms in the variable x. The same argument
holds for G.

The fact that an optimal control exists and is in feedback form is proved in [52, Theorems 2.2
and 2.3]. Thanks to the uniform convexity of the Lagrangian, the same proof shows that any
optimal control is in fact in feedback form. Note however that those statements address MFCPs
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formulated in a weak sense (which means that the probability space is part of the unknown),
but the results also hold true for the strong formulation (with a fixed probability space) if any
optimal control can be shown to be bounded (since the dynamics (14) become a strongly well-
posed stochastic differential equation when πs “ αspXsq for a bounded measurable feedback
function α). In order to prove the latter (together with the fact that the bound only depends on
the parameters quoted in the statement of Proposition 2.2), suppose by contradiction that π is
optimal and such that pLeb1 bPqt|πt| ą Ku ą 0 for an arbitrary K ą M , with M a constant as
in the statement whose value is fixed next. We show that the truncated control πK

t “ πt1t|πt|ďKu

is such that JstopπKq ă Jstopπq, which contradicts the optimality and concludes the proof.
Denote by X and XK the solutions to (14) with controls π and πK respectively. We clearly

have

E
”

sup
0ďtďT

|XK
t ´Xt|

ı
ď E

ż T

0

|πK
t ´ πt|dt “ E

ż T

0

|πt|1t|πt|ąKudt.

The dW1
-Lipschitz-continuity of F and G and then the above estimate yield

Jstopπq ´ JstopπKq

ě
ż T

0

E
”
LpXt, πtq ´ LpXK

t , π
K
t q

ı
dt´ ℓF

ż T

0

E|Xt ´XK
t |dt´ ℓGE|XT ´XK

T |.

We now use the fact that L is Lipschitz continuous in x, uniformly in α (we denote by ℓL,x the
related Lipschitz constant) and we get

Jstopπq ´ JstopπKq

ě E

ż T

0

”
LpXt, πtq ´ LpXt, 0q

ı
1t|πt|ąKudt´

´
TℓF ` TℓL,x ` ℓG

¯
E

ż T

0

|πt|1t|πt|ąKudt.

And then, by (8) (with α “ 0 therein),

Jstopπq ´ JstopπKq

ě c0E

ż T

0

|πt|21t|πt|ąKudt ´
”
T
`
ℓF ` ℓL,x ` }BαLp¨, 0q}8

˘
` ℓG

ı ż T

0

|πt|1t|πt|ąKudt,

and then,

Jstopπq ´ JstopπKq ě
”
c0K ´ T

`
ℓF ` ℓL,x ` }BαLp¨, 0q}8

˘
´ ℓG

ı
E

ż T

0

|πt|1t|πt|ąKudt

ě
”
c0K ´ T

`
ℓF ` ℓL,x ` }BαLp¨, 0q}8

˘
´ ℓG

ı
KpLeb1 b Pqt|πt| ą Ku,

which is strictly positive, if we choose M :“ rT pℓF `ℓL,x `}BαLp¨, 0q}8q`ℓGs{c0 and then recall
that K ą M . �

In light of the deterministic formulation (15)-(16), we define the value function V : r0, T s ˆ
PpTdq Ñ R of the MFCP as

V pt,mq :“ inf
αPAt

Jdetpt,m, αq,

Jdetpt,m, αq :“ GpmT q `
ż T

t

ˆ
F pmsq `

ż

Td

L
`
x, αspxq

˘
dmspxq

˙
ds,

(17)

where pmsqtďsďt solves the Fokker-Planck equation (16) starting at mt “ m and the infimum
is taken over the set At of feedback functions α : rt, T s ˆ Td Ñ Rd that are bounded and
measurable. By the above proposition, it is equivalent to restrict the optimization problem to
feedback functions that are bounded by M .

Moreover, the value function can be equivalently defined in the open-loop framework. On
the probability space pΩ,F ,Pq, in addition to B, we assume that there is a sub-σ-algebra G

independent of B and rich enough so that PpTdq “ tLpξq : ξ : Ω Ñ Td is G-measurableu. For
any 0 ď t ă T , we then denote by Πt the collection of Ft-progressively-measurable Rd-valued



WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE MASTER EQUATION OF POTENTIAL MEAN FIELD GAMES 13

processes pπsqtďsďT that are square-integrable (see (11)), where Ft is the P-completion of the
filtration gererated by G and pBsqtďsďT . We have

V pt,mq “ inf
πPΠt

Jstopt,m, πq,

Jstopt,m, πq :“ G
`
LpXT q

˘
`
ż T

t

´
F
`
LpXsq

˘
` E

“
LpXs, πsq

‰¯
ds,

(18)

over processes pXsqtďsďT solving (14) with LpXtq “ m, with Xt being G-measurable.
The interest of this representation is that it permits to prove easily some important properties

of the value function. The first one is related to the following notion of semi-concavity:

Definition-Proposition 2.4. Under the standing assumption, the functions F and G are
displacement semi-concave, i.e. there exist two constants CF and CG such that, for any two
random variables in L2pΩ,A,P;Rdq,

F
`
Lpξ ` Y q

˘
` F

`
Lpξ ´ Y q

˘
´ 2F

`
Lpξq

˘
ď CF E

“
|Y |2

‰
, (19)

and similarly for G and CG, with the same convention as in (4) for the various laws that appear
in the above inequality.

The definition of displacement semi-concavity stated in (19) is shown to be equivalent to
the usual notion used in optimal transport, which is formulated by means of geodesics in the
Wasserstein space, see [38, Lemma 3.6]. In fact, (19) means that the lift of F in the space of
L2 random variables is semi-concave, see again [38].

Proof. We use (4) to get:

F
`
Lpξ ˘ Y q

˘
´ F

`
Lpξq

˘
“ ˘E

ż 1

0

”
BµF

´
L
`
ξ ˘ λY

˘¯`
ξ ˘ λY

˘
¨ Y

ı
dλ,

and then

F
`
Lpξ ` Y q

˘
` F

`
Lpξ ´ Y q

˘
´ 2F

`
Lpξq

˘

“ E

ż 1

0

„ˆ
BµF

´
L
`
ξ ` λY

˘¯`
ξ ` λY

˘
´ BµF

´
L
`
ξ ´ λY

˘¯`
ξ ´ λY

˘˙
¨ Y


dλ.

Recalling that BµF “ Bxf is Lipschitz continuous on Td ˆ PpTdq, we complete the proof. �

Proposition 2.5. Under the standing assumption, the value function V : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Ñ R

is Lipschitz continuous in space with respect to dW1
and displacement semi-concave, uniformly

in time, in the sense that there exists a constant C0 such that, for any t P r0, T s and any two
G-measurable random variables X and Y ,

V
`
t,Lpξ ` Y q

˘
` V

`
t,Lpξ ´ Y q

˘
´ 2V

`
t,Lpξq

˘
ď C0E

“
|Y |2

‰
. (20)

Proof. The first step in the proof is to notice that the Lagrangian L in (7) has bounded first
and second order derivatives in x. This is a mere consequence of the uniform strict convexity
of H in p and of the bounds for BxH and B2

xxH, see for instance [26, Lemma 5.44]. Then, the
Lipschitz property of V in space is almost immediate. Fix t and take m, m̃ P PpTdq and two
random variables ξ, ξ̃ such that dW1

pm, m̃q “ ErdTdpξ, ξ̃qs. Fixing an optimal open-loop control
π for pt,mq, the Lipschitz property of F and G in m and the Lipschitz property of L in x give

V pt, m̃q ´ V pt,mq ď Jstopt, m̃, πq ´ Jstopt,m, πq ď CE
“
dTdpξ, ξ̃q

‰
,

which provides the Lipschitz-continuity of V . To show the semi-concavity, let again π P Πt

be optimal for pt,mq and ξ such that Lpξq “ m. Denote the processes in (14) corresponding
to the control π and the initial conditions ξ and ξ ˘ Y at time t by (respectively) pXs :“
ξ `

şs

t
πrdr `Bs ´BtqtďsďT and pX˘

s :“ ξ ˘ Y `
şs

t
πrdr `Bs ´BtqtďsďT . Then,

V
`
t,Lpξ ` Y q

˘
` V

`
t,Lpξ ´ Y q

˘
´ 2V

`
t,Lpξq

˘

ď Jsto

`
t,Lpξ ` Y q, π

˘
` Jsto

`
t,Lpξ ´ Y q, π

˘
´ 2Jsto

`
t,Lpξ ` Y q, π

˘
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“ G
`
LpX`

T q
˘

`G
`
LpX´

T q
˘

´ 2G
`
LpXT q

˘
`
ż T

t

”
F
`
LpX`

s q
˘

` F
`
LpX´

s q
˘

´ 2F
`
LpXsq

˘ı
ds

`
ż T

t

”
L
`
X`

s , πs

˘
` L

`
X´

s , πs

˘
´ 2L

`
Xs, πs

˘ı
ds

ď CE|Y |2,
the last line following from Definition-Proposition 2.4 and from the identity X˘

s “ Xs ˘ Y , for
s P rt, T s. �

An important tool to study control problems is the dynamic programmin principle. We make
use of it only for the deterministic formulation of the MFCP for which its proof is straightfor-
ward: we have, for any 0 ď t ď τ ď T ,

V pt,mq “ inf
αPAt

"
V pτ,mτ q `

ż τ

t

ˆ
F pmsq `

ż

Td

L
`
x, αspxq

˘
dmspxq

˙
ds

*
. (21)

We refer to [7] and [36] for the statement and proof of the dynamic programming principle for
the stochastic formulation of the MFCP, in a much more general framework. We refer to [57, 64]
for results directly formulated with controls in feedback form.

Formally, if V is smooth, then, by the dynamic programming principle, it solves the HJB
equation

BtV pt,mq ´
ż

Td

H
`
y, BµV pt,mqpyq

˘
dmpyq ` 1

2

ż

Td

Tr
”
ByBµV pt,m, yq

ı
dmpyq ` F pmq “ 0,

V pT,mq “ Gpmq,
(22)

see for instance [18, Section 3.7].
In Section 4, we define a notion of generalized solution to the HJB equation and we prove

an existence and uniqueness result for it, see Theorem 4.12, which is one of the main results of
this paper.

2.3. Connection with the MFG system. The analysis of the HJB equation (22) plays a
key role in the derivation of existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to the master equation
(12). Before we clarify the precise form of the master equation that we study next, we first
recall the connection between the MFCP and the potential MFG introduced in Subsection 2.1.
The following key result is taken from [14, Proposition 3.1]:

Proposition 2.6. For any initial condition m0 P PpTdq and for any optimal feedback function α
(whose existence is already guaranteed by Proposition 2.2) with corresponding optimal trajectory
m, there exists u P C2`γpr0, T s ˆ Tdq such that pm,uq is a classical solution to the MFG sytem
(5) and αtpxq “ ´∇utpxq for any 0 ă t ď T and any x P Td.

As a consequence, the infimum in the definition of the value function (17) can be equiva-
lently taken over feedback functions that are bounded (by M in Proposition 2.2 ) and Lipschitz
continuous in x (with a fixed Lipschitz constant determined by the data only).

Below, we say (abusively) that pmt, utq0ďtďT in Proposition 2.6 is an MFG solution that
minimizes the cost functional Jdet. As we already noticed in Remark 2.3, the optimization
problem is in fact defined in [14] over a wider class of controls, namely over measures of the
form αpt, xqmpt, dxq. Obviously, this does not change the validity of Proposition 2.2. We also
stress the following point: In [14], f and g are satisfied to require fpx,mq “ rδF {δmspmqpxq
and gpx,mq “ rδG{δmspmqpxq, which is in fact stronger than the condition stated in (6) as it
forces

ş
Td fpx,mqdx and

ş
Td gpx,mqdx to be equal to 0, see (2). However, as remarked in [14],

there is in fact no need to require f and g to be centered with respect to m since, in the end,
f and g are always integrated against a difference of two probability measures.

Importantly, let us finally observe that, formally, if V is C2 in the measure argument, then,
by applying the Schwarz identity (see [18, §2.2.2], but with a different centering condition)

δ2V

δm2
pt,mqpx, yq “ δ2V

δm2
pt,mqpy, xq,
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its derivative

Ũpt, x,mq :“ δV

δm
pt,mqpxq, pt, x,mq P r0, T s ˆ Td,

satisfies the following two equations:

BtŨpt, x,mq (23)

` δ

δm

"
´
ż

Td

H
`
y,∇yŨpt, y,mq

˘
dmpyq ` 1

2

ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

yŨpt, y,mq
ı
dmpyq ` F pmq

*
pxq “ 0,

ŨpT,mq “ δG

δm
pmqpxq,

together with

BtŨpt, x,mq ` 1

2
∆xŨpt, x,mq ´H

`
x,∇xŨpt, x,mq

˘
` fpx,mq

´
ż

Td

BpH
`
y,∇yŨpt, y,mq

˘
¨ BµŨpt, x,mqpyqmpdyq ` 1

2

ż

Td

Tr
“
ByBµŨpt, x,mqpyq

‰
mpdyq

´ Ctpmq “ 0, (24)

ŨpT, x,mq “ gpx,mq ´
ż

Td

gpy,mqdmpyq,

where Ctpmq is a penalization term that makes the above equation consistent with the conditionş
Td Ũpt, x,mqdx “ 0. Equivalently, (24) says that the gradient ∇xŨ solves the derivative of

the master equation (12). The fact that (24) only coincides with (12) up to the additional
remainder Ctpmq was already reported in [28] for games on a finite set. In fact, the key point in
this formulation is that it allows to identify (at least formally) ∇xŨ in (24) with ∇xU in (12):
this is crucial since ∇xŨ is precisely the term inside the nonlinearity; once the nonlinear term
in (12) has been solved, the equation becomes easier to handle.

The fact that Ũ solves both (23) and (24) prompts us to call Equation (23) ‘the conservative
form of the master equation’. This is precisely this version for which we prove an existence and
uniqueness result in Theorem 5.4: in short, the unique solution is shown to be the derivative of
the value function V , the notion of derivative being understood in a relaxed sense.

In order to check the accuracy of our result, we prove that the centered version of any smooth
solution to the master equation (12) is in fact a solution of the conservative form of the equation,
see Proposition 5.9. As a by-product, the proof clarifies the form of the penalization term Ctpmq
in (24).

2.4. Summary of the main results. We here provide a short summary of the mains results
that are established in the paper. We draw reader’s attention to the fact that these are only
meta-statements: proper versions can only be given next, once the required tools have been
carefully introduced. We start with the MFCP:

Meta-Theorem 2.7. There exists a notion of generalized solution to the HJB equation (22),
under which a solution must satisfy almost everywhere finite-dimensional approximations of (22)
and for which existence and uniqueness hold true. The unique solution is the value function V

defined in (17).
Moreover, there exists a probability measure P on PpTdq, with full support, such that, for

any t P r0, T s and P almost every m P PpTdq, the MFCP (17) issued from pt,mq has a unique
optimal trajectory. In fact, we also have that, for any t P r0, T s and P almost every m P PpTdq,
V pt, ¨q has directional derivatives at m along µ´m “ cosp2πk¨q and µ´m “ sinp2πk¨q, for any
k P Zdzt0u, in the sense specified in (1).

This meta-statement is addressed in Section 4. The notion of generalized solution is defined
in Definition 4.1. The mains rigorous results encompassing Meta-Theorem 2.7 are Theorems
4.4 and 4.12. The definition and the properties of the measure PpTdq are given in Theorem
3.5. The existence of directional derivatives to V are guaranteed by a tailor-made version of
Rademacher’s theorem on pPpTdq,Pq, which is rigorously stated in Theorem 3.10.
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As for the MFG, we have:

Meta-Theorem 2.8. There exists a notion of weak solution to the conservative master equation
(23) for which existence and uniqueness hold true, uniqueness being understood everywhere in
time, P almost everywhere in the measure argument and everywhere in the space argument, for
the same P as in the statement of Meta-Theorem 2.7. The hence unique solution coincides with
the derivative of the value function V with respect to the measure argument, which is known to
exist in a directional sense from Meta-Theorem 2.7, everywhere in time and P almost everywhere
in the measure argument.

Moreover, any classical solution to the master equation (12) is, after centering, a solution of
the conservative form of the equation.

The definition of a weak solution is given in Definition 5.1 and the main unique solvability
result is stated in Theorem 5.4. The last part of the statement is shown in Proposition 5.9.

3. Elements of Fourier Analysis

We provide some elements of Fourier analysis that are needed in the rest of the work. The
very basic idea of our approach is to regard a function φ : PpTdq Ñ R as a function of the
Fourier coefficients ppmkqkPZd , defined by

pmk :“
ż

Td

ei2πk¨ydmpyq,

with i2 “ ´1. For simplicity, we write ek for ekpxq “ ei2πk¨x. From time to time, we also write
ekp¨q instead of ek in order to emphasize the fact that ek is a function (on the torus).

3.1. Probability measures with finitely many non-zero Fourier coefficients.

3.1.1. Bochner’s theorem. We recall Bochner’s theorem: A complex-valued sequence ppmkqkPZd

is the sequence of Fourier coefficients of a probability measure if and only if

piq pm0 “ 1, pm´k “ pmk for k P Zdzt0u,

piiq for any N ě 1, any pzkqkPt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud P C|N |d,
ÿ

k,k1Pt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud

pmk´k1
zkzk1 ě 0.

Obviously, for k, k1 P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nud, k ´ k1 belongs to FN :“ t´N ` 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N ´ 1ud. Next, we
introduce a few more notations in order to reformulate the above condition. For an element
k P Ndzt0u, we define 7pkq :“ inftj P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du : kj “ 0u (i.e., 7pkq is the first-non zero
coordinate in k). For j P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du, we call

F
`,j
N :“

 
k P FN : 7pkq “ j and kj ą 0u,

which allows us to let F`
N :“ Ťd

j“1 F
`,j
N “ tk P FN zt0u : k7pkq ą 0u. This notation is very

convenient to eliminate the conjugaison constraints in piq. Indeed, we can rewrite
ÿ

k,k1Pt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud

pmk´k1
zkzk1 “

ÿ

kPt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud

|zk|2 `
ÿ

k,k1Pt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud:k´k1PF `
N

`
pmk´k1

zkzk1 ` pmk´k1
zkzk1

˘
.

And then, we let

ON :“
"`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N

: infř
kPpNzt0uqd |zk|2ď1

2ℜ

„ ÿ

k,k1PpNzt0uqd :k´k1PF `
N

pmk´k1
zkzk1


ą ´1

*
.

It must be stressed that in the above definition, the infimum is taken over all sequences
pzkqkPpNzt0uqd such that

ř
kPpNzt0uqd |zk|2 ď 1. In particular, if we are given ppmkq

kPF `
N

P ON ,

we can complete the collection into a wider collection ppmkqkPZd by letting

pm0 “ 1 ; pm´k “ pmk if k P F`
N ; pmk “ 0 if k R FN . (25)

By Bochner’s theorem, the extended collection ppmkqkPZd hence defines a probability measure,
which we may denote by IN pppmkq

kPF `
N

q. Below, we thus say that a probability measure m P
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PpTdq belongs to PN if ppmkqkPF `
N

P ON and pmk “ 0 if k R FN . In this sense, ON and PN are

one-to-one (through the mapping IN ).
Equivalently, elements of PN can be identified with strictly positive density measures on Td

whose Fourier coefficients above N are equal to 0. Indeed, if m P PN , then we can find c ą 1
such that

infř
kPpNzt0uqd |zk|2ď1

2ℜ

„ ÿ

k,k1PpNzt0uqd :k´k1PF `
N

pmk´k1
zkzk1


ą ´1{c,

which, in turn, yields from Bochner’s theorem that 1`cpm´1q is a probability measure, namely
m ě 1 ´ 1{c. In the end, ON can be reformulated as

ON “
"`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N

: inf
xPTd

„
1 ` 2ℜ

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

pmke´kpxq
˙

ą 0

*
. (26)

Next, we clearly have

Proposition 3.1. When complex numbers are identified with two-dimensional real vectors, ON

is an open subset of real dimension DN :“ 2|F`
N | “ 2

řd
j“1 |F`,j

N |. The dimension DN is less

than 2p2N ´ 1qd.

Proof. The proof for the upper bound of DN is as follows. We observe that F`
N Ă FN and

|FN | ď p2N ´ 1qd. Therefore, there are at most p2N ´ 1qd complex-valued entries in elements
of ON and, therefore, at most 2p2N ´ 1qd real-valued entries. �

3.1.2. Bochner-Herglotz’ Theorem. In fact, there is a systematic construction of elements of PN .
This is based on Bochner-Herglotz’ theorem, which we recall now. The function

fN : θ P Td ÞÑ 1

Nd

ÿ

k,k1Pt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud

exp
`
i2πpk ´ k1q ¨ θ

˘
“ 1

Nd

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÿ

kPt1,¨¨¨ ,Nud

exp
`
i2πk ¨ θ

˘ˇ̌ˇ̌
2

is a density on Td. Its Fourier coefficients are given by

piq pfk
N “

dź

j“1

`
1 ´ |kj |

N

˘
, k P FN ,

piiq pfk
N “ 0, k R FN .

If m P PpTdq, then the convolution m ˚ fN is (obviously) a probability measure and its Fourier
coefficients are given by

piq {m ˚ fN

k “
dź

j“1

`
1 ´ |kj |

N

˘
pmk, if k P FN ; piiq {m ˚ fN

k “ 0, if k R FN .

Obviously, by (26), we have

Proposition 3.2. Let m P PpTdq. Then, m ˚ fN P PN if and only if infxPTdpm ˚ fNqpxq ą 0.

3.1.3. Weak convergence of pfN qNě1. Clearly, pfN qNě1 converges in the weak sense to δ0. The
following result is completely standard. Since we will use it many times, we feel it more conve-
nient to have it in the form of a lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let K be a compact subset of CpTdq. Then

lim
NÑ8

sup
hPK

sup
xPTd

ˇ̌`
h ˚ fN

˘
pxq ´ hpxq

ˇ̌
“ 0.
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3.2. From probability measures on ON to a probability measure on PpTdq. In Subsec-
tion 6.1, we construct a probability measure on PpTdq that satisfies Theorem 3.5 below. Before
we make the statement clear, we recall that, except when explicitly mentioned, the space PpTdq
is equipped with the 1-Wasserstein distance. The Borel σ-algebra on PpTdq is the σ-algebra
generated by the mappings m P PpTdq ÞÑ

ş
Td hpxqdmpxq, for h in CpTdq. Quite often, we use

the following characterization of the Borel σ-algebra:

Lemma 3.4. The Borel σ-algebra BpPpTdqq is generated by the mappings m P PpTdq ÞÑ pmk,
for k P Nd.

Proof. It suffices to observe that, for any h P CpTdq and any m P PpTdq,
ż

Td

hpxqdmpxq “ lim
NÑ8

ż

Td

hpxqd
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pxq “ lim

NÑ8

ÿ

kPFN

pmk pfk
N
ph´k.

�

In brief, the probability measure provided by Theorem 3.5 below is obtained by means of
a limiting argument, which relies on the following notations. For any N ě 1, we equip ON

with the (truncated) Gaussian density (in the definition below, pmk is implicitly regarded as a
two-dimensional vector, namely pℜppmkq,ℑppmkqq):

ΓN

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

¯
:“ 1

ZN
1ON

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

¯
exp

´
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
¯
, (27)

for a real p ě 5 that is fixed throughout the paper, and define on PpTdq PN :“ ΓN ˝I
´1
N , where

we recall that

IN :
`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

P ON ÞÑ m “ 1 ` 2
ÿ

kPF `
N

ℜ
“
pmke´kp¨q

‰
“

ÿ

kPFN

pmke´kp¨q P PpTdq, (28)

with the convention that pm0 “ 1 and pm´k “ pmk for k P FN zt0u. (Since IN is obviously
continuous, PN is well-defined.) Since PpTdq is compact, the sequence pPN qNě1 has weak
limits. These weak limits are the measures on PpTdq that we are interested in.

Here is now our main statement in this subsection:

Theorem 3.5. The sequence pPN qNě1 is weakly converging to a probability measure P on the
Borel space PpTdq equipped with the 1-Wasserstein measure. The latter satisfies the following
items:

piq P has full support and, for P almost every m P PpTdq, m has a continuously differentiable
strictly positive density.

piiq For any N ě 1, the image of P by the projection mapping

π
p1q
N : m P PpTdq ÞÑ

`
pmk pfk

N

˘
kPF `

N

P ON

is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure (on ON ). Similarly, the image of
the subprobability measure 1PN

pmq ¨ P by the projection mapping

π
p2q
N : m P PpTdq ÞÑ

`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

P R2|F `
N

|

is supported by ON and is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure (on ON ).

piiiq

lim
NÑ8

sup
φ:RDN Ñr´1,1s

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
φ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N

¯
d
`
P ´ PN

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0,

where, for any N ě 1, φ in the argument of the supremum is required to be measurable.
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Items piq and piiiq will be used next, when addressing generalized and weak solutions to the
HJB equation of the MFCP and the master equation of the MFG. In the rest of this section,
we just make use of item piiq. It serves us as a way to pass from properties that are almost
everywhere satisfied on ON (under the finite-dimensional Lebesgue measure) to properties that
are almost everywhere satisfied on PpTdq under P (or under 1PN

¨ P). In this regard, it is
worth observing that the need for considering the subprobability measure 1PN

¨ P instead of
the measure P itself in item piiq comes from the fact that, for m P PpTdqzPN , the collection
ppmkqkPF `

N
may not be in ON .

A useful tool to pass from Lebesgue almost everywhere properties on pON qNě1 to P almost
sure properties on PpTdq is the following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. Let P be as in the statement of Theorem 3.5. In addition, let, for any N ě 1,
AN be a full Borel subset of ON .

Then, we can find an event A8 P BpTdq such that PpA8q “ 1 and π
p1q
N pA8q Ă AN for any

N ě 1.

Proof. The measurability of the mapping π
p1q
N is absolutely obvious since it is continuous. Then,

we notice that

P

´ 
m P PpTdq : π

p1q
N pmq P AA

N

(¯
“ P ˝

`
π

p1q
N

˘´1`
AA

N

˘
“ 0,

since P ˝ pπp1q
N q´1 is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on ON . Then,

it suffices to let

A8 :“
č

Ně1

!
m P PpTdq : π

p1q
N pmq P AN

)
.

�

3.3. Restriction of a function defined on PpTdq. Throughout this subsection, we take a
function φ : PpTdq Ñ R, which we regard as a function of ppmkqkPZd . Under the assumption that
φ has a linear functional derivative, we are interested in the shape of the derivatives of φ, when
computed with respect to the Fourier coefficients.

3.3.1. Connection between flat derivatives and derivatives w.r.t. Fourier coefficients. We start
with

Proposition 3.7. Assume that φ has a linear functional derivative at m P PN . Then, for

pr̂kq
kPF `

N
P R2|F `

N
|, denote by r the function

rp¨q :“ 2
ÿ

kPF `
N

ℜ
“
prke´kp¨q

‰
“

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

prke´kp¨q,

with the convention that, in the above sum, pr´k “ prk if k P F`
N . Then, for ε small enough,

m` εr P PN and

d

dε |ε“0
φ
´
m` εr

¯

“
ÿ

kPFN

prk

ż

Td

δφ

δm
pmqpyqe´kpyqdy

“
ÿ

kPFN zt0u

prk δφ

δm
pmqp¨q
Ź´k

“ 2
ÿ

kPF `
N

´
ℜ
“
prk
‰
ℜ

” δφ
δm

pmqp¨q
Źkı

` ℑ
“
prk
‰
ℑ

” δφ
δm

pmqp¨q
Źkı¯

.

The proof is quite straightforward. Below, we will write

Bℜr pmksφpmq :“ 2ℜ

„
δφ

δm
pmqp¨q
Źk

, Bℑr pmksφpmq :“ 2ℑ

„
δφ

δm
pmqp¨q
Źk

, (29)
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which is rather abusive as it means that the function φ is implicitly regarded as a function of
the Fourier coefficients. Accordingly, we let, for k P F`

N ,

B pmkφpmq :“ 1

2
Bℜr pmksφpmq ´ i

2
Bℑr pmksφpmq “ δφ

δm
pmqp¨q
Ź´k

, (30)

so that

B pmkφpmqprk ` B pmkφpmqprk “ Bℜr pmksφpmqℜrprks ` Bℑr pmksφpmqℑrprks. (31)

When ´k P F`
N , we let B pmkφpmq “ B pm´kφpmq. However, the symbol B pmk is by no means an

holomorphic derivative in the complex plain. This is just a shorten notation that refers to (real)
differentiability with respect to pℜppmkq,ℑppmkqq. This notation is fully legitimated by the fact
that, each time this term appears, its complex conjugate also appears (in a common sum).

3.3.2. Almost everywhere differentiability of restrictions of Lipschitz functions. A function φ

defined on PpTdq can be restricted to PN . This induces a function, denoted by rφN and defined
by

rφN :
`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

P ON ÞÑ φ ˝ IN

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

¯
“ φ

ˆ ÿ

kPFN

pmke´k

˙
, (32)

with ppmkqkPFN
as in (25) and IN as in (28). When m P PN , φpmq and rφN pppmkq

kPF `
N

q (with

ppmkq
kPF `

N
being here regarded as the Fourier coefficients of m) coincide. For this reason, we

sometimes merely write rφN pppmkq
kPF `

N
q as φpppmkq

kPF `
N

q, even though the notation is rather

abusive. Moreover, it is quite straightforward to see from the formula stated in Proposition 3.7

that the restriction of φ to PN is differentiable at m P PN if and only if rφN is differentiable (in
the real sense) at ppmkqkPF `

N
.

The following statement is straightforward, but very useful:

Proposition 3.8. Let φ be a Lipschitz function with respect to the total variation distance.

Then, for any N ě 1, the function rφN is almost everywhere differentiable on ON , when the
latter is equipped with the Lebesgue measure on ON .

In particular, the restriction of the function φ to PN is almost everywhere differentiable on
PN , when the latter is equipped with the image of the Lebesgue measure on ON by the canonical
embedding IN : ppmkqkPF `

N
ÞÑ

ř
kPFN

pmke´k, with ppmkqkPFN
being as in (25).

Notice that φ is assumed to be Lipschitz continuous with respect to the total variation
distance. This includes the case when φ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the 1-Wasserstein
distance.

Proof. It suffices to notice that, for two probability measures m1 and m2 in PN ,

ˇ̌
φpm1q ´ φpm2q

ˇ̌
ď CdTVpm1,m2q ď C

ˆ ÿ

kPFN

|pmk
1 ´ pmk

2 |2
˙1{2

,

where C is the Lipschitz constant of the function φ. We then apply standard (finite-dimensional)
Rademacher’s theorem. It says that φ, when regarded as a function on ON , is almost everywhere
differentiable. �

By Lemma 3.6, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.9. Let P be as in the statement of Theorem 3.5 and φ be a Lipschitz function with
respect to the total variation distance. Then, for P-almost every m P PpTdq, for any N ě 1, the
restriction of the function φ to PN is differentiable at m ˚ fN .

In fact, we have the following version of Rademacher’s theorem on the entire PpTdq:
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Theorem 3.10. Let P be as in the statement of Theorem 3.5 and φ be a Lipschitz function with
respect to the total variation distance. Then, for P-almost every m P PpTdq, φ is differentiable
at m in the directions ℜreks and ℑreks (or equivalently with respect to ℜrpmks and ℑrpmks) for
any k P Zdzt0u.

Moreover, the following convergences hold true (as N tends to 8) for the weak-star topology
σ˚ppL8pPpTdq,Pq; pL1pPpTdq,Pqq:

@k P Zdzt0u, B pmkφ
`
m ˚ fN q á

NÑ8
B pmkφpmq, (33)

where the derivative in the left-hand side is understood as the Lebesgue almost everywhere de-
rivative of the restriction of φ to PN whilst the derivative in the right-hand side is understood
as the P almost everywhere derivative of φ (as given by the hence stated form of Rademacher’s
theorem on PpTdq).

Theorem 3.10 is proved in Subsection 6.2. The identification of the P almost everywhere
derivative as the limit of finite dimensional derivatives, as stated in (33), plays a key role in the
identification of the solution of the weak formulation to the master equation given below.

3.4. Projection of a function defined on PpTdq.

Proposition 3.11. Let m P PpTdq and φ : PpTdq Ñ R be such that the restriction of φ to PN

is differentiable at m ˚ fN , then the function

φ ‹ fN p¨q :“ φ
`
fN ˚ ¨

˘
,

is differentiable in any direction at m and, for any r P PpTdq,
d

dε |ε“0
φ ‹ fN

`
p1 ´ εqm` εr

˘
“
ż

Td

ˆż

Td

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pB pmkφqpm ˚ fNqekpyqfN px´ yqdy
˙
d
`
r´m

˘
pxq.

In words, the above statement allows to identify δ
δm

rφ ‹ fNpmqs as

δ

δm
φ ‹ fN pmqp¨q “

´ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pB pmkφqpm ˚ fN qek

¯
˚ fN p¨q.

Proof. It suffices to observe from Proposition 3.7 and (30) that

d

dε |ε“0
φ ‹ fN

`
p1 ´ εqm ` εr

˘
“

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkφpm ˚ fNq
`
prk ´ pmk

˘ pfk
N

“
ż

Td

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkφpm ˚ fNq pfk
Nekpxqd

`
r ´m

˘
pxq,

and the identity easily follows. �

3.5. Mollification. In line with the material that we have introduced so far, we introduce a
mollification procedure of real-valued functions on PpTdq based on the Fourier coefficients of
the measure.

Definition 3.12. For ε P p0, 1q and N P N, we call δN,ε given by

δN,ε :“ ε

dN2|FN |
the regularization threshold.

The regularization threshold plays a key role in the whole paper. In particular, it manifests
in the following definition:
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Definition 3.13. Let ρ be a smooth density on R2 with a support included in the ball of center
0 and radius δN,ε, for ε and N as in Definition 3.12. Then, for a real-valued function φ defined

on PpTdq, we call mollification φN,ε,ρ of φ the function

φN,ε,ρpmq :“
ż

R
2|F `

N
|
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜrprjs,ℑrprjs

˘ â

jPF `
N

d
`
ℜrprjs,ℑrprjs

˘
,

with the notation

mN,εprq :“ εLebd ` p1 ´ εq
´
m` 2

ÿ

jPF `
N

ℜ
“
prje´j

‰¯
“ εLebd ` p1 ´ εq

´
m`

ÿ

jPFN zt0u

prje´j

¯
,

and with the convention that pr´j “ prj.

For the sake of convenience, we often write

φN,ε,ρpmq “
ż

R
2|F `

N
|
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj,

but again the notation is abusive.
Of course, it should be stressed that, in the above proposition, the Fourier coefficients that

belong to the support of ρ satisfy the inequality
ˇ̌
ˇ

ÿ

jPFN zt0u

prje´jpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ ă δN,ε|FN | ă ε,

which guarantess that mN,εprq is a positive density.
The key fact is that φN,ε,ρ only depends on m through the Fourier coefficients ppmkqkPFN

.
Obviously, it is a smooth function of the latter, which proves that φN,ε,ρ is differentiable with
respect to m. We have:

Proposition 3.14. For an integer N , a real ε P p0, 1q and a smooth density ρ with a support
of radius less than δN,ε, and for a bounded measurable real-valued function φ on PpTdq, the

function φN,ε,ρ is continuously differentiable with respect to m, with the following writing for
the derivative:

δφN,ε,ρ

δm
pmqpxq “ ´

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

”´
φ
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ek

¯
˚ fN

ı
pxqBprk

„ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj,

for x P Td. Moreover, if φ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to dTV, then the following
formula also holds true:

δφN,ε,ρ

δm
pmqpxq

“ p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

”´
B pmk

φ
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ek

¯
˚ fN

ı
pxq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj,

for x P Td.

Proof. The proof of a very similar result is already exposed in the appendix of [34]. Briefly, the
first identity in the statement can be proved in two steps. The first step is to write φpmN,εprq ˚
fN q in the definition of φN,ε,ρpmq as a function of ppmk ` prkq

kPF `
N

and then to make a change

a variable (with respect to pprkqkPF `
N

) in order to pass the dependence upon ppmkqkPF `
N

into the

function ρ. We hence get that φN,ε,ρ is smooth with respect to ppmkqkPF `
N

. The second step is

then to check, very much in the spirit of Proposition 3.11, that the differentiability of φN,ε,ρ

with respect to ppmkq
kPF `

N
implies the existence of δφN,ε,ρ{δm. Once the first identity has been

proved, the second one easily follows by a standard integration by parts, using the fact that the
derivatives of φ with respect to ppmkq

kPF `
N

exist almost everywhere. �
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As for the convergence of φN,ε,ρ to φ, it is ensured under a standard continuity property:

Lemma 3.15. Assume that the function φ in Definition 3.13 is continuous for dW 1 at some
m P PpTdq. Then, φN,ε,ρpmq converges to φpmq when pN, εq tends to p8, 0q (it being understood
that ρ varies along the prescription of Definition 3.13).

Proof. We first compute dTVpmN,εprq,mN,εp0qq, for r in the support of ρ:

dTV

´
mN,εprq,mN,εp0q

¯
“ p1 ´ εq sup

}h}8ď1

ÿ

jPFN zt0u

ż

Td

hpxqprje´jpxqdx ď δN,ε|FN | ď ε.

Next we have, in a similar way, dTVpmN,εp0q,mq ď 2ε, which gives dTVpmN,εprq,mq ď 3ε, and
then dTVpmN,εprq ˚ fN ,m ˚ fN q ď 3ε. It remains to recall from Lemma 3.3 that dW1

pm ˚ fN ,mq
tends to 0 as N tends to 8. Using the fact that dW1

ď c0dTV (with c0 as in the notation
introduced in Section 1), dW1

pmN,εprq ˚ fN ,mq (with r in the support of ρ) tends to 0 as pN, εq
tends to p8, 0q. This completes the proof. �

Below, we apply Proposition 3.14 to time-space dependent functions ϕ : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Ñ R.
Following Definition 3.13, we let:

ϕN,ε,ρpt,mq :“
ż

R
2|F `

N
|
ϕ
´
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜrprjs,ℑrprjs

˘ â

jPF `
N

d
`
ℜrprjs,ℑrprjs

˘
,

for pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PpTdq. We then have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.16. For an integer N , an ε P p0, 1q and a smooth density ρ with a support of radius
less than δN,ε, and for a continuous real-valued function ϕ on r0, T sˆPpTdq, the function ϕN,ε,ρ

is differentiable with respect to m and the derivative δϕN,ε,ρ{δm is continuous on r0, T sˆPpTdq.
Moreover, for any t P r0, T s, the following formula holds true, for any m P PpTdq and any
x P Td:

δϕN,ε,ρ

δm
pt,mqpxq

“ p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

„ˆ
B pmk

ϕ
´
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯
ek

˙
˚ fN


pxq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj .

Lastly, if the function ϕ is also Lipschitz continuous in t, uniformly in m, then, for almost every
t P r0, T s, for any m P PpTdq, the function ϕN,ε,ρ is differentiable at pt,mq and BtrϕN,ε,ρspt,mq “
rBtϕpt, ¨qsN,ε,ρpmq.
3.6. Weak formulation of semi-concavity. This step is crucial in our analysis. We provide
a reformulation of the semi-concavity property through the Fourier coefficients. We start with
the following reformulation of (displacement) semi-concavity (the proof may be skipped ahead
on a first reading):

Proposition 3.17. If φ : PpTdq Ñ R is displacement semi-convave and φ is Lipschitz contin-
uous with respect to the measure d´2 on PpTdq defined by

d´2pµ, νq :“ sup
hPC2:}∇2h}8ď1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

hpxqd
`
µ´ ν

˘
pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌,

then, for any constant c ą 1, there exists a constant C depending on c and on φ through
its Lipschitz constant only such that, for any probability measure m with a density such that
m ě 1{c, any smooth vector field b : Td Ñ Rd, any integer N and any real ε P p0, 1q such
that ε{pdN2q ă 1{p2cq, and any smooth density ρ with a support of radius δ less than δN,ε in
Definition 3.12,

d2

dt2 |t“0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ˆ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj ` tydivb

j˘˙ â

jPF `
N

dprj ď C}b}2
8.
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Proof. First Step. For a smooth vector field b : Td Ñ Rd and for an initial measure m0 P PpTdq
that is smooth and positive, we consider the stochastic process

X˘
t :“ X0 ˘ t

b

m0

pX0q, t ě 0,

with X0 a random variable of law m0. Then, we let m˘
t :“ LpX˘

t q, t ě 0. For t small enough,
m0 ˘ tdivxpbq is a probability measure (using the fact that m0 ą 0 and b is smooth). Since the
function φ in the statement is d´2-Lipschitz, we have

ˇ̌
ˇφ
`
m`

t

˘
´ φ

´
m0 ´ tdivxpbq

¯ˇ̌
ˇ

ď C sup
}∇2h}8ď1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

!”
h
´
x` t

b

m0

pxq
¯

´ hpxq
ı
m0pxq ` thpxqdivxpbqpxq

)
dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“ C sup
}∇2h}8ď1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

!”
h
´
x` t

b

m0

pxq
¯

´ hpxq
ı
m0pxq ´ t∇hpxq ¨ bpxq

)
dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď C}b}2
8t

2,

where C only depends on the Lipschitz constant of φ and on c such that m0 ě 1{c.
Proceeding similarly with m´

t (and allowing the constant C to vary from line to line), we get

φ
´
m0 ` tdivxpbq

¯
` φ

´
m0 ´ tdivxpbq

¯
´ 2φpm0q ď φ

`
m´

t

˘
` φ

`
m`

t

˘
´ 2φpm0q ď C}b}2

8t
2.

Second Step. We now want to replace m0 by mN,εprq ˚ fN , for N ě 1, ε P p0, 1q, m as in the

statement and r P C|F `
N

| such that ppr´k “ prkq
kPF `

N
and

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

ˇ̌
prk
ˇ̌

ď 1

2c
.

For such an r, we have mN,εprq ě 1{p2cq and mN,εprq ˚ fN ě 1{p2cq. Modifying b into b ˚ fN ,

we get (using the same notation as in (32) for rφN , which is a real-valued function on ON )

rφN

ˆ!
mN,εprq ˚ fN

Źk

` tdivpb ˚ fN q
Źk

)
kPF `

N

˙
` rφN

ˆ!
mN,εprq ˚ fN

Źk

´ tdivpb ˚ fN q
Źk

)
kPF `

N

˙

´ 2rφN

ˆ!
mN,εprq ˚ fN

Źk)
kPF `

N

˙

ď C}b}2
8t

2,

for a constant C, only depending on the Lipschitz constant of φ and on c such that m ě 1{c.
Then, replacing mN,εprq by its definition, we get

rφN

ˆ!´
εδk,0 ` p1 ´ εq

`
pmk ` prk

˘
` tydivb

k
¯
pfk
N

)
kPF `

N

˙

` rφN

ˆ!´
εδk,0 ` p1 ´ εq

`
pmk ` prk

˘
´ tydivb

k
¯
pfk
N

)
kPF `

N

˙

´ 2rφN

ˆ!´
εδk,0 ` p1 ´ εq

`
pmk ` prk

˘¯ pfk
N

)
kPF `

N

˙
ď C}b}2

8t
2.
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Integrating with respect to ρ as in Definition 3.13, with the radius δ of the support of ρ satisfying
ρ ă 1{p2c|FN |q, which is indeed the case if ε{pdN2q ă 1{p2cq,

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

rφN

ˆ!´
εδk,0 ` p1 ´ εq

`
pmk ` prk

˘
` tydivb

k
¯
f̂k

N

)
kPF `

N

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

`
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

rφN

ˆ!´
εδk,0 ` p1 ´ εq

`
pmk ` prk

˘
´ tydivb

k
¯
f̂k

N

)
kPF `

N

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

´ 2

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

rφN

ˆ!´
εδk,0 ` p1 ´ εq

`
pmk ` prk

˘¯
f̂k

N

)
kPF `

N

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj ď C}b}2
8t

2,

which yields to (implicitly replacing b by p1 ´ εqb)
d2

dt2 |t“0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj ` tydivb

j˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj ď C}b}2
8.

This completes the proof. �

We have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.18. In the framework of Proposition 3.17, it holds for any collection of complex
numbers pzkq

kPF `
N

and for any non-negative symmetric matrix S of dimension d,

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ dÿ

i“1

Trace

"ˆ
kizk b

“
Sℓ

‰
i
zℓ

˙J

B2
prk ,prℓ

„ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘* â

jPF `
N

dprj

ď C|S|
dÿ

q“1

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

,

with C depending on c such that m ě 1{c.
In the above formula, we used the following notation (very much in the spirit of (30) and

(31)): for a smooth function φ, B2
prk,prℓφ denotes the 2 ˆ 2 matrix

B2
prk ,prℓφ “ 1

4

˜
B2

ℜrprks,ℜrprℓs
φ ´B2

ℜrprks,ℑrprℓs
φ

´B2
ℑrprks,ℜrprℓs

φ B2
ℑrprks,ℑrprℓs

φ

¸
.

Moreover, kiz
k b ℓiz

ℓ denotes the 2 ˆ 2 matrix

kiz
k b ℓiz

ℓ “
ˆ

ℜrkiz
ksℜrℓizℓs ℜrkiz

ksℑrℓizℓs
ℑrkiz

ksℜrℓizℓs ℑrkiz
ksℑrℓizℓs

˙
,

and similarly for kizk b rSℓsizℓ. In particular, using P as a generic notation for ℜ,ℑ, the main
inequality in the statement of Corollary 3.18 can be rewritten as (with the dot product in the
second line below being an inner product)

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯

ˆ
ÿ

P,rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

„´
P
“
zk
‰
k
¯

¨
´
rP
“
zℓ
‰
Sℓ

¯
B2

Prprks,rPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯*

â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
dÿ

q“1

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

.

(34)
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Proof. Given the same non-negative symmetric matrix S as in the statement, we call S1{2 a
symmetric (non-negative) square root of S. We then apply Proposition 3.17 with the following
vector field

bq1pxq “
“
S1{2

‰
q,q1

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

zke´kpxq, q1 “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d,

with z´k “ zk, where q is a frozen integer in t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du and rS1{2sq,q1 the element pq, q1q of the

matrix S1{2. Then, we have

divpbqpxq “ ´i2π
ÿ

kPFN zt0u

ˆ dÿ

q1“1

“
S1{2

‰
q,q1kq1

˙
zke´kpxq “ ´i2π

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

`
S1{2k

˘
q
zke´kpxq.

In turn,

{divpbq
k

“ ´i2π
`
S1{2k

˘
q
zk.

We now apply Proposition 3.17, from which we get
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯

ˆ
ÿ

P,rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

„´
P
“{divpbq

k‰¯´rP
“{divpbq

ℓ‰¯
B2

Prprks,rPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯*

â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

,

and then,
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"
φ
´
mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯

ˆ
ÿ

P,rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

P
“
izk

‰rP
“
izℓ

‰´
S1{2k

¯
q

´
S1{2ℓ

¯
q
B2

Prprks,rPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯*

â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

.

By summing over q P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du and by changing pzkqkPF `
N

into p´izkqkPF `
N

, we easily complete

the proof. �

4. Generalized solutions to the HJB equation

The purpose of this section is to clarify and to prove Meta-Theorem 2.7. .

4.1. Interpretation of the spatial derivatives. We start with an informal discussion to
explain our ideas.

Basically, the purpose is to reformulate the equation at points m P PN at which the restriction
at level N (see (32)) of a candidate W for solving (22) is differentiable. Here we use W (and not
V ) as a notation for a generic candidate since, at this stage, W may not be the value function
of the MFCP (17). To ease the exposition, we do throughout this informal subsection as if W
were smooth (even though it is obviously not true).
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Crossed derivatives. We here address the term

T rm,W s :“ 1

2

ż

Td

Tr
”
ByBµW pt,mqpyq

ı
dmpyq

in (22). If m P PN , then we can identify the measure and its density and write (using an obvious
integration by parts)

T rm,W s “ 1

2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
W pt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy “ ´

ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2 pmk δ

δm
W pt,mq
Ź´k

.

Recall from Proposition 3.7 the formula

B pmkW pt,mq “ δW

δm
pt,mq
Ź´k

, k P F`
N ,

from which we get

T rm,W s “ 1

2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
W pt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy “ ´

ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW pt,mqpmk.

We feel useful to stress the interest of the above formula: the quantity T rm,W s can be reformu-
lated in terms of the sole derivatives of W with respect to pmk, for k P FN . This property may
be recast in another way: the differential operator that maps a real-valued smooth function φ

on PpTdq onto the function

m P PpTdq ÞÑ 1

2

ż

Td

Trace
”
ByBµφpmqpyq

ı
dmpyq

has the heat equation as characteristics, that is

d

dt
φpmtq “ 1

2

ż

Td

Trace
”
ByBµφ

`
mt

˘
pyq

ı
dmtpyq, for Btmtpyq ´ 1

2
∆ymtpyq “ 0,

where t ě 0 and m0 P PpTdq. Since the heat equation keeps the space PN invariant, this
strongly advocates for expanding probability measures in Fourier series.

Quadratic term. We now address the term

Srm,W s :“
ż

Td

H
`
y, BµW pt,mqpyq

˘
dmpyq

in (22). The big difficulty with this term is that it contains all the Fourier modes of δW {δm:
differently from T rm,W s, Srm,W s cannot be expressed in terms of the sole derivatives of W
with respect to pmk, for k P FN . This is one of the main difficulty in our analysis. Anyway, it
makes perfect sense in our context to assume that, whenever it exists, BµW pt,mqpyq is Hölder
continuous in y: the reason is that the function BµW is expected to benefit from the presence of
the heat operator in the direction y (this point is clarified in Proposition 4.10 below). In turn,
we can assume that the d components of y ÞÑ BµW pt,mqpyq are in a compact set of L2pTdq. We

then recall that, for any compact subset K of L2pTdq,
lim

NÑ8
sup
fPK

ÿ

kRFN

| pfk|2 “ 0. (35)

In that case, we can write

Srm,W s “
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y,´i2π

ˆ ÿ

kPFN

k
δW

δm
pt,mq
Źk

e´kpyq `
ÿ

kRFN

k
δW

δm
pt,mq
Źk

e´kpyq
˙˙

dmpyq.

Therefore, by expanding the Hamiltonian, we can reasonably postulate

Srm,W s “
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y,´i2π

ÿ

kPFN

k
δW

δm
pt,mq
Źk

e´kpyq
˙
dmpyq `OpηN q,
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where ηN tends to 0 as N Ñ 8, uniformly on measures m whose density is bounded by the
same constant. Finally, by (30),

Srm,W s “
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW pt,mqekpyq
˙
dmpyq `OpηN q,

Beware that this is not a proof. This is just a hint that motivates the definition right below.

4.2. Definition of a generalized solution.

Definition 4.1. For a constant c ą 1, let AN pcq :“ r0, T sˆBN pcq with BN pcq :“ PN XBpcq and
Bpcq :“ tm : supxPTd |∇mpxq| ď c, infxPTd mpxq ě 1{cu. Then, we call a generalized solution
to the HJB equation (22) a function W : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Ñ R that is time-space Lipschitz
continuous when PpTdq is equipped with dTV and that satisfies the following property: For any
c ą 1, there exists a sequence pηN pcqqNě1 converging to 0, such that, for any N ě 1, Leb1 bPN

almost everywhere on AN pcq, the following bound holds true:
ˇ̌
ˇ̌BtW pt,mq ´

ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW pt,mqekpyq
˙
dmpyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW pt,mqpmk ` F pmq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN pcq.

(36)

Of course, in this definition, the ‘Leb1 bPN almost everywhere’ should be equivalently under-
stood as ‘almost everywhere’ for the product of the Lebesgue measure on r0, T s and of the image
of the Lebesgue measure on ON by the canonical embedding IN in (28). In this regard, the
need for W to be Lipschitz continuous is clear: this is a way to guarantee the existence of the
derivatives, almost everywhere (see Proposition 3.8). In fact, the interest of this formulation is
twofold: Not only does it permit to use directly the standard finite-dimensional Rademacher’s
theorem (even though Proposition 3.10 provides an infinite-dimensional version in our con-
text), but it also allows us to implement next the finite-dimensional regularization procedure
introduced in Definition 3.13. The latter is a key ingredient in the proof of uniqueness, see in
particular the forthcoming Proposition 4.11.

Very interestingly, by means of Theorem 3.5, the ‘almost-everywhere’ that is here understood
for each N ě 1 can be ‘factorized’ into a single ‘almost-everywhere’ (below, P denotes the same
probability measure as in the statement of Theorem 3.5):

Proposition 4.2. Assume that W is a generalized solution to (22). Then, for any ε P p0, 1q,
there exist a Borel subset Dε of r0, T s ˆ PpTdq, such that rLeb1 b PspDA

εq ď ε, and a sequence
pηN pεqqNě1 converging to 0 such that, for any pt,mq P Dε and any N ě 1,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌BtW pt,m ˚ fN q ´

ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW pt,m ˚ fN qekpyq
˙
dpm ˚ fN qpyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW pt,m ˚ fNqpmk pfk
N ` F pm ˚ fN q

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN pεq.

(37)

In other words, the combination of Theorem 3.5 and of the mollification procedure reported
in §3.1.2 makes it possible to have a definition that holds at ‘almost every’ point of the state
space. Of course, what makes this definition interesting in this regard is that the measure P

has a full support.

Proof. We call E the set of points m P PpTdq such that m has a (strictly) positive contin-
uously differentiable density. Theorem 3.5 says that PpEq “ 1. For any m P E, we have
infNě1 infxPTd m ˚ fN pxq ą 0 and supNě1 supxPTd |∇m ˚ fN pxq| ă 8. In particular,

lim
cÑ8

P

ˆ!
inf

Ně1
inf

xPTd
m ˚ fN pxq ě 1{c

)
X
!

sup
Ně1

sup
xPTd

|∇m ˚ fN pxq| ď c
)˙

“ 1.
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Hence, for any ε P p0, 1q, we can find cε ą 1 such that PpEεq ě 1 ´ ε, with

Eε :“
!

inf
Ně1

inf
xPTd

m ˚ fN pxq ě 1{cε

)
X
!

sup
Ně1

sup
xPTd

|∇m ˚ fNpxq| ď cε

)
.

Now, for any c ě 1 and any N ě 1, we call rAN pcq the collection of points pt,mq P AN pcq (see

Definition 4.1 for the notation) at which (36) does not hold. Clearly Leb1 b PN p rAN pcqq “ 0.
We then make use of item piiq in the statement of Theorem 3.5. By combining with an obvious
adaptation of Lemma 3.6, we deduce that there exists a full subset D of r0, T s ˆ PpTdq such

that, for any pt,mq P D and for any N ě 1, the point pt, πp1q
N pmqq belongs to XcPNzt0up rAN pcqqA.

We thus let

Dε :“
`
r0, T s ˆ Eε

˘
XD.

Clearly,

rLeb1 b PspDA
εq ď Tε.

If pt,mq P Dε, then pt,m˚fN q P AN pcεq X p rAN pcεqqA. In particular, (36) holds true with respect
to the sequence pηN pcεqqNě1, which we simply denote by pηN pεqqNě1 in the statement. �

Remark 4.3. A natural question is to determine whether we can pass to the limit over N in
(37) and then get that (22) is satisfied Leb1 b P almost everywhere.

The answer is twofold. On the one hand, it seems that we cannot do so a priori. The reason
is that the passage from the derivative B pmkW pt,m ˚ fN q to the derivative B pmkW pt,mq (with the
existence of the latter following from our own version of Rademacher’s theorem, see Theorem
3.10) is just known to hold in the weak sense, see again the statement of Theorem 3.10. In
particular, it seems impossible to address (at least in the current framework) the limit of the
gradients inside the Hamiltonian H driving the HJB equation. On the other hand, it seems that
the same passage to the limit can be in fact achieved a posteriori, once the generalized solutions
are known to coincide with the value function V , which identification follows from Theorem 4.12
if we restrict ourselves to generalized solutions with sufficient regularity properties. The proof
would follow from a combination of Theorem 4.4, Lemma 4.6 and Remark 4.7 right below. In
short, the former statement says that, for Leb1 bP almost every initial condition, the MFCP has
a unique solution. In turn, we conjecture that, for Leb1 bP almost every pt,mq P r0, T sˆPpTdq,
any sequence of optimal trajectories issued from ppt,m ˚ fN qqNě1 should converge in a suitable
sense to the optimal trajectory issued from pt,mq. However, since optimal trajectories satisfy
the MFG system (5), this convergence property can be certainly reformulated as a convergence
property on any sequence of solutions to (5) that start from ppt,m ˚ fN qqNě1 and that minimize
Jdet. It then remains to observe that Lemma 4.6 and Remark 4.7 below permit to identify
B pmkV pt,m ˚ fNq and B pmkV pt,mq with solutions of the backward equation in the MFG system
(5) when initialized from pt,m ˚ fNq and pt,mq respectively. Combined with the convergence
property of the MFG system, this should imply in the end that B pmkV pt,m ˚ fN q converges to
B pmkV pt,mq Leb1 bP almost everywhere, which is almost what we need to pass to the limit in the
Hamiltonian. Indeed, once the convergence of the derivatives with respect to any pmk has been
shown, the convergence of the Fourier series encoding the derivatives with respect to m is quite
easy to address, see for instance Proposition 4.10 which provides strong bounds on the decay of
B pmkV pt,mq.

Of course, this result should be formalized in the form of a more rigorous statement. However,
we feel useless to address the details here since the real benefit for our analysis would be small
in the end. Indeed, the result would come only in the end, once uniqueness of the generalized
solution has been proven. Moreover, our feeling is precisely that (at least at this stage of our
understanding) it is in fact much easier to work with finite dimensional formulations of the HJB
equation.

4.3. The value function as a generalized solution. We have the following main statement:

Theorem 4.4. The value function V , as defined in (17), is a generalized solution of the HJB
equation. It is Lipschitz continuous in time and space when the space PpTdq is equipped with
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respect to d´2 (see the definition in Proposition 3.17) and it is semi-concave (see Proposition
2.5).

Moreover, if, for some pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PpTdq, V pt, ¨q has directional derivatives at m along
ℜreks and ℑreks, for any k P Zd, then the MFCP introduced in Subsection 2.2 has a unique
optimizer when the trajectories (16) are initialized from m at time t. In particular, uniqueness
holds for Leb1bP-almost every point pt,mq P r0, T sˆPpTdq, with P denoting the same probability
measure as in the statement of Theorem 3.5.

Remark 4.5. The reader may compare the almost everywhere uniqueness result stated right
above with the counter-example to uniqueness provided in [14, Subsection 3.2]. In the latter
reference, non-unique solutions are constructed at probability measures m whose density is sym-
metric with respect to the first coordinate x1 of x P Td. In turn, this says that those measures
satisfy ℑrpmks “ 0 when k “ p1, 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ q. Obviously, the collection of such probability measures
has zero mass under PN , when N ě 2, and also under P by piiiq in the statement of Theorem
3.5.

In preparation for the proof, we state the following three lemmas (the proofs of which are
given in the next subsection):

Lemma 4.6. For N ě 1, take a point m P PN such that the restriction rVN p0, ¨q of V p0, ¨q to
ON is differentiable at ppmkqkPF `

N
. Then, whatever the solution pmt, utq0ďtďT to the MFG system

(5) (see Proposition 2.1, with m0 “ m) that minimizes Jdet (see Proposition 2.6), it holds that

B pmkV p0,mq “ pu´k
0 , k P FN zt0u.

Remark 4.7. In fact, a similar statement holds when V p0, ¨q has a directional derivative along
ℜreks and ℑreks, for any k P Zdzt0u, at a point m P PpTdq. The same proof shows that, in that
case,

B pmkV p0,mq “ pu´k
0 , k P Zdzt0u.

We will use this extension in order to prove uniqueness of the optimal trajectories for almost
every starting point, as described in the second part of the statement of Theorem 4.4.

Lemma 4.8. For any constant c ą 0, there exist two positive-valued sequences pǫN qNě1 and
pηN qNě1, with pηN qNě1 converging to 0 and with both satisfying the following property. If,
for an initial condition m0 such that }∇m0}8 ď c and pmk

0 “ 0 when k R FN , for a control
α : r0, T sˆPpTdq Ñ Rd with suptPr0,T s }∇αt}8 ď c, and for pmtq0ďtďT the α-controlled trajectory

defined in (16), we let pµtq0ďtďT be the function-valued trajectory defined by

pµk
t :“

"
pmk

t if k P FN ,

0 otherwise,
(38)

then, for any t P r0, ǫN s, µt P PpTdq and dW1
pmt, µtq ď ηN t.

Lemma 4.9. The value function is time and space Lipschitz continuous, when the space of
probability measures is equipped with d´2 (see Proposition 3.17 for the definition of the latter).

For the time being, we switch to the proof of our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. By Proposition 2.5, the value function is Lipschitz in space, when PpTdq
is equipped with dW 1 . In fact, Lipschitz property in time and space, with PpTdq being equipped
with d´2, is a consequence of Lemma 4.9, whose proof is independent. Obviously, Lemma 4.9
subsumes Proposition 2.5.

First step. We consider a probability measure m at which the restriction of V to r0, T s ˆ PN

is time-space differentiable at p0,m ˚ fN q (i.e., using the notation of (32), the function rVN is

time-space differentiable at p0, ppmk pfk
N qkPF `

N
q.

For simplicity, we let m0 “ m ˚ fN . We fix c ą 0 such that }∇m0}8 ď c and we choose
a control α : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Ñ Rd with suptPr0,T s }∇αt}8 ď c. Then, for pmtq0ďtďT the
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corresponding α-controlled trajectory and for pµtq0ďtďT being defined as in the statement of
Lemma 4.8, µt is a probability measure for t P r0, ǫN s and

dW1
pmt, µtq ď ηN t, t P r0, ǫN s,

where, throughout the proof, pǫN qNě1 and pηN qNě1 denote generic positive-valued sequences
that tend to 0 and whose choices only depend on the value of c. Since V is time-space Lipschitz
continuous (when PpTdq is equipped with dW1

), we obtain

|V pt,mtq ´ V pt, µtq| ď CηN t. (39)

Using the fact that the restriction of V is differentiable at p0,m0q together with the fact that
pµtq0ďtďǫN

takes values in PN , we get, for t P r0, ǫN s,
V pt, µtq “ V p0,m0q ` tBtV p0,m0q `

ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q
`
pµk

t ´ pmk
0

˘
` oN ptq,

“ V p0,m0q ` tBtV p0,m0q `
ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q
`
pmk

t ´ pmk
0

˘
` oN ptq,

(40)

where we used (38) to pass from the first to the second line. In the above notation, the bound
in the Landau symbol oN p¨q may depend on N (as the differentiation is performed in finite-
dimension). Next, we notice that, for k P FN ,

d

dt
pmk

t “ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
t ` i2π

ż

Td

k ¨ αtpxqekpxqdmtpxq

“ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
0 ` i2π

ż

Td

k ¨ αtpxqekpxqm0pxqdx `ON pt1{2q,
(41)

where we used in the second line the obvious fact that }mt ´ m0}2 ď C
?
t. The latter follows

from the reformulation of the Fokker-Planck equation (16) in a non-divergence form, namely

Btmtpxq ` αtpxq ¨ ∇xmtpxq ´ 1

2
∆xmtpxq ` divx

`
αt

˘
pxqmtpxq “ 0, t P r0, T s, x P Td.

Since suptPr0,T s }∇αt}8 ď c and }∇m0}8 ď c, standard Schauder’s estimates guarantee that

the solution to the above equation is Lipschitz continuous in space and 1{2-Hölder continuous
in time, which proves the announced estimate for }mt ´m0}2.

Therefore, inserting (41) into (40), we obtain

V pt, µtq “ V p0,m0q ` tBtV p0,m0q ´ t2π2
ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q|k|2 pmk
0

` i2π

ż t

0

ż

Td

´ ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkV p0,m0qekpxq
¯

¨ αspxqm0pxqdxds ` oN ptq.

Let now
vN pxq :“ i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkV p0,m0qekpxq P Rd. (42)

Then, combining with (39), we obtain, for t P r0, ǫN s,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌V pt,mtq ´

ˆ
V p0,m0q ` tBtV p0,m0q ´ t2π2

ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q|k|2 pmk
0

`
ż t

0

ż

Td

vN pxq ¨ αspxqm0pxqdxds
˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď CηN t` oN ptq.

(43)

Importantly, we recall from Lemma 4.6 that vN pxq “ i2π
ř

kPFN
kpu´k

0 ekpxq, where u0 is the

initial value of the backward component of any solution to the MFG system (5) that mini-
mizes Jdet (with m0 as initial condition). Proposition 2.1 says that there exists a constant C,
independent of N , such that }vN }2 ď C. As a consequence, if we let

αN
t pxq :“

ÿ

kPFN

pαk
t e´kpxq, (44)
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then we can easily replace αt by αN
t in (43). Indeed, from the assumption }∇xαt}8 ď c, we

deduce (see for instance (35)) that the sequence p|pαk
t |qkPZd is square-integrable, uniformly in αt

satisfying }∇xαt}8 ď c.

Second Step. Using the same notation as in the first step, we now consider the cost

J
0,t
detpαq :“

ż t

0

ˆ
F pmsq `

ż

Td

L
`
x, αspxq

˘
mspdxq

˙
ds` V pt,mtq.

By recalling (43) together with the fact that }mt ´ m0}2 ď Ct1{2 and by using the quadratic
growth of L, we obtainˇ̌

ˇ̌J 0,t
detpαq ´

ˆ
V p0,m0q ` tF pm0q ` tBtV p0,m0q ´ t2π2

ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q|k|2 pmk
0

`
ż t

0

„ż

Td

vN pxq ¨ αN
s pxqm0pxqdx `

ż

Td

L
`
x, αspxq

˘
m0pxqdx


ds

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď CηN t` oN ptq.

We now use the local Lipschitz property of L with respect to the control parameter. And,
once again, we use the fact that the sequence p|pαk

t |qkPZd is square-integrable, uniformly in αt

satisfying }∇xαt}8 ď c. We get
ˇ̌
ˇ̌J 0,t

detpαq ´
ˆ
V p0,m0q ` tF pm0q ` tBtV p0,m0q ´ t2π2

ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q|k|2 pmk
0

`
ż t

0

„ż

Td

vN pxq ¨ αN
s pxqm0pxqdx `

ż

Td

L
`
x, αN

s pxq
˘
m0pxqdx


ds

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď CηN t` oN ptq.

Third step. We now make use of the dynamic programming principle (21), which says that

V p0,m0q “ J
0,t
detpαq,

if α is an optimal strategy of the MFCP. We thus consider a solution to the MFG system (5)
that minimizes the MFCP (see Proposition 2.6). We call it pmt, utq0ďtďT (with m0 as initial
condition) and we choose αtpxq “ ´BpHpx,∇xutpxqq. By Proposition 2.1, suptPr0,T s }∇αt}8 ď c1

for a constant c1 only depending on the various data in the assumption stated in Subsection
2.1. Invoking Lemma 4.6 again, using the same notations as in (42) and (44), using the Lips-
chitz property of BpH with respect to the variable p and the bound for }∇2

xu0}8 provided by
Proposition 2.1, we then have

ˆż

Td

ˇ̌
αN

0 pxq ` BpH
`
x, vN pxq

˘ˇ̌2
dx

˙1{2

ď
ˆż

Td

ˇ̌
αN

0 pxq ´ α0pxq
ˇ̌2
dx

˙1{2

`
ˆż

Td

ˇ̌
ˇBpH

`
x,∇xu0pxq

˘
´ BpH

`
x, vN pxq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dx

˙1{2

ď
ˆż

Td

ˇ̌
αN

0 pxq ´ α0pxq
ˇ̌2
dx

˙1{2

` C

ˆż

Td

ˇ̌
∇xu0pxq ´ vN pxq

ˇ̌2
dx

˙1{2

ď CηN .

Using time-continuity of ∇xut (see again Proposition 2.1), invoking once again the local-
Lipschitz property of L and inserting (9) into the conclusion of the second step, we obtain

ˇ̌
ˇ̌tF pm0q ` tBtV p0,m0q ´ t2π2

ÿ

kPFN

B pmkV p0,m0q|k|2 pmk
0 ´

ż t

0

ż

Td

H
`
x, vN pxq

˘
m0pxqdxds

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď CηN t` oN ptq,
which yields, by dividing by t, (36) at point p0,m0q. Obviously, we can proceed in a similar
manner when the initial time is some t P p0, T s (it is easily checked that the sequences pǫN qNě1

and pηN qNě1 do not depend on the choice of the initial condition, as we prescribed in the first
step of the proof).
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Fourth Step. We now prove the second part of the statement. The proof relies on Remark
4.7. Combined with Theorem 3.10, it says that, for any t P r0, T s (replacing 0 by t in Remark
4.7) and, for almost every m P PpTdq, the optimal trajectories issued from pt,mq satisfy the
MFG system (5) with a prescribed initial value for the backward equation (since the Fourier
coefficients are uniquely determined). By [14, Proposition 2.1], uniqueness follows at such points
pt,mq. �

4.4. Proof of the auxiliary lemmas.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Following the statement, we fix N ě 1 and we take a point m P PN

such that the restriction of V p0, ¨q to ON is differentiable at ppmkq
kPF `

N
. Moreover, we call

pmt, utq0ďtďT a solution to the MFG system that minimizes Jdet.
The proof then relies on the principle of super-jets. We know that for another point m1 P PN ,

V p0,m1q ď
ż T

0

´
F pm1

tq `
ż

Rd

L
´
x,´BpH

`
x,∇xutpxq

˘¯
dm1

tpxq
¯
dt`Gpm1

T q,

for pm1
tq0ďtďT the solution of the Fokker-Planck equation

Btm
1
tpxq ´ div

´
BpH

`
x,∇xutpxq

˘
m1

tpxq
¯

´ 1

2
∆m1

tpxq “ 0, (45)

with m1
0 “ m1 as initial condition.

In turn,

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq ď
ż T

0

´
F pm1

tq ´ F pmtq `
ż

Rd

L
´
x,´BpH

`
x,∇xutpxq

˘¯
dpm1

t ´mtqpxq
¯
dt

`Gpm1
T q ´GpmT q,

And then, thanks to the fact that F and G have Lipschitz continuous derivatives,

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq

ď
ż T

0

"ż

Td

δF

δm
pmtqpyqdpm1

t ´mtqpyq `
ż

Rd

L
´
x,´BpH

`
x,∇utpxq

˘¯
dpm1

t ´mtqpxq
*
dt

`
ż T

0

δG

δm
pmT qpyqd

`
m1

T ´mT

˘
pyq ` C sup

0ďtďT

ż

Td

|m1
tpyq ´mtpyq|2dy.

Using the stability properties of the linear equation (45), the last term is less than C
ş
Td |m1pyq´

mpyq|2dy (for a new value of C), where we notice that m and m1 have a finite number of non-zero
Fourier coefficients and thus have a smooth density.

We now replace rδG{δmspmT qpyq by gpy,mT q “ uT pyq and rδF {δmspmtqpyq by fpy,mtq and
we use the MFG system (5) and the probabilistic representation (10). We get

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq ď
ż

Td

u0pyqd
`
m1 ´m

˘
pyq ` C

ż

Td

|m1
0pyq ´m0pyq|2dy. (46)

We deduce that for pr̂kq
kPF `

N
P C|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmk
V pmqprk ď

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pu´k
0 prk.

(Above, it is implicitly understood that prk “ ´prk.) And we should have equality by changing
r into ´r. This is sufficient to identify the real and imaginary parts of B pmk

V pmq and pr´k

(consistently with the definition (30)). This completes the proof. �

Proof of Lemma 4.8. We observe that pµ0
t “ 1, hence µt has mass 1 for any t P r0, T s. However,

µt may become negative valued for t away from 0. In order to prove that µt stays positive for t
close to 0, recall the equation (16) satisfied by pmtq0ďtďT . Since the initial condition is Lipschitz
continuous and bounded (as it is a density) and since the drift α therein is also Lipschitz
continuous in space, we can invoke standard estimates for parabolic equations to deduce that
the function pt, xq ÞÑ mtpxq is 1{2-Hölder continuous in time and Lipschitz continuous in space
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on r0, T s ˆ Td, for some Hölder and Lipschitz constants only depending on c. In particular, we
can find ǫN pcq ą 0 only depending on c and N , such that

ÿ

kPFN

ˇ̌
pmk

t ´ pmk
0

ˇ̌
ď c

2
,

if t P r0, ǫN pcqs. And then, replacing pmk
t by pµk

t and recalling that pmk
0 “ 0 if k R FN ,

sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
µtpxq ´m0pxq

ˇ̌
ď c

2
,

which shows that µt is positive (and thus is a probability measure) if t P r0, ǫN pcqs (since m0 is
lower bounded by c).

Next, we consider a test function h that is 1-Lipschitz continuous. Then, for t P r0, ǫN pcqs,
ż

Td

hpxqd
`
mt ´ µt

˘
pxq “

ż

Td

`
hpxq ´ h ˚ fN pxq

˘
d
`
mt ´ µt

˘
pxq,

where we used the fact that {h ˚ fN

k “ 0 if k R FN and pmk
t “ pµk

t if k P FN . Now, since h is
1-Lipschitz, there exists a sequence pηN qNě1 converging to 0 (and independent of h in the class
of 1-Lipschitz continuous functions) such that }h´ h ˚ fN }8 ď ηN . We deduce that

dW1

`
mt, µt

˘
ď ηN

ˆż

Td

ˇ̌
mtpxq ´ µtpxq

ˇ̌2
dx

˙1{2

“ ηN

ˆ ÿ

kRFN

ˇ̌
pmk

t

ˇ̌2
˙1{2

. (47)

Now, we compute the dynamics of pmk
t for k R FN . By integrating (16) with respect to ek, we

get

d

dt
pmk

t “ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
t ´ {div

`
αtmt

˘k

.

Letting for simplicity βt “ div
`
αtmt

˘
, we obtain, for k R FN (using the fact that pmk

0 “ 0),

|pmk
t | ď

ż t

0

|pβk
s |ds.

Recalling that αt and mt are Lipschitz continuous in space (uniformly in t), we deduce that
there exists a constant Cpcq such that

ÿ

kPZd

|pβk
t |2 ď Cpcq.

Inserting in (47), we get tηN

a
Cpcq as upper bound for dW1

pmt, µtq. �

Proof of Lemma 4.9. We first prove that V is Lipschitz in space with respect to d´2. Without
any loss of generality, we can prove the Lipschitz property at time t “ 0.

By (46) in the proof of Lemma 4.6, we know that, for any two m,m1 P PN , for some N ě 1,

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq ď
ż

Td

u0pyqd
`
m1 ´m

˘
pyq ` C

ż

Td

|m1pyq ´mpyq|2dy,

where pmt, utq0ďtďT is a solution of the MFG system (5) that minimizes Jdet. By Proposition
2.6, the function u0 is C2 and we have a bound for }∇2u0}8 that only depends on the data in
the assumption stated in Subsection 2.1. Therefore,

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq ď Cd´2pm1,mq ` C

ż

Td

|m1pyq ´mpyq|2dy,

with C being independent of m and m1.
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By choosing iteratively pm,m1q as pmi,mi`1q with mi “ p1 ´ i{n
˘
m ` pi{nqm1, for i P

t0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n´ 1u and for an integer n ě 1, we get

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq ď
nÿ

i“1

“
V p0,mi`1q ´ V p0,miq

‰

ď
nÿ

i“1

Cd´2pmi`1,miq ` C

nÿ

i“1

ż

Td

|mi`1pyq ´mipyq|2dy

“ Cd´2pm1,mq ` C

n

ż

Td

|m1pyq ´mpyq|2dy.

Letting n tend to 8, we get

V p0,m1q ´ V p0,mq ď Cd´2pm1,mq.
The above is true when m and m1 are in PN . For any two general m and m1, we can apply the
above to m ˚ fN and m1 ˚ fN . We then observe that

d´2

`
m1 ˚ fN ,m ˚ fN

˘
“ sup

φPC2:}∇2φ}8ď1

ż

Td

φpxq
`
m1 ˚ fN ´m ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx

“ sup
φPC2:}∇2φ}8ď1

ż

Td

`
φ ˚ fN

˘
pxqd

`
m1 ´m

˘
pxq

ď d´2pm1,mq.
In the end, we have

V p0,m1 ˚ fNq ´ V p0,m ˚ fN q ď Cd´2pm1,mq.
By Proposition 2.5, V is continuous for the 1-Wasserstein distance. We can easily pass to the
limit in the left-hand side and then get that V p0, ¨q is C-Lipschitz continuous for d´2. The same
argument can be applied at any time t P p0, T s.

It now remains to prove that V is Lipschitz continuous in time. In order to do so, we use the
dynamic programming principle as follows. Using the d´2-Lipschitz property in space, we know
that, for any t P p0, T s and an optimal control pαsq0ďsďt (regarded as a bounded time-space
feedback function), ˇ̌

V pt,mtq ´ V pt,m0q| ď Cd´2pmt,m0q
where pmsq0ďsďt solves (16) with m0 as initial condition.

Now, using the form of the Fokker-Planck equation, we get

d´2pmt,m0q “ sup
φPC2:}∇2φ}8ď1

ż

Td

φpxqd
`
mt ´m0

˘
pxq ď Ct,

for a constant C that depends on }α}8, but, by Proposition 2.6, the latter can be assumed to
be bounded independently of the initial condition m0.

It then remains to see from the dynamic programming principle that (for a possibly new
value of C) ˇ̌

V pt,mtq ´ V p0,m0q
ˇ̌

ď Ct.

This completes the proof. �

4.5. Mollification of d´2-Lipschitz continuous and semi-concave generalized solu-
tions. The aim of this subsection is to show that, provided that they are d´2-Lipschitz con-
tinuous and semi-concave (in space), generalized solutions can be mollified into functions that
‘nearly’ solve the original HJB equation on the whole space (and not only almost everywhere).
This is a key result to obtain uniqueness of d´2-Lipschitz continuous and semi-concave gener-
alized solutions.

For W a generalized solution of the HJB equation and for the same parameters N , ε and ρ

as in Definition 3.13, we call the corresponding mollification WN,ε,ρ (which implicitly depends
on ρ, as emphasized in Definition 3.13). We start with the following observation:
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Proposition 4.10. If W : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Ñ R is d´2-Lipschitz continuous in space, uniformly
in time, then there exists a constant C such that, for any N ě 1,

sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Bx

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C,

sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇ̌B2

xx

„ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqek

˙
˚ fN


pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C,

at any point pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PN at which the restriction ĂWN pt, ¨q of W pt, ¨q to ON is differen-
tiable. Moreover, at those points,

ÿ

kPFN

|k|4|B pmkW pt,mq|2 ď C.

Proof. We recall that ON is an open subset of R2|F `
N

|. Therefore, for a point pt,mq P r0, T sˆPN

of differentiability of ĂWN , we can choose ε P p0, 1q small enough such that, for any pprkqkPFN zt0u

with pr´k “ prk and
ř

kPFN zt0u |prk|2 ď 1, ppmk ` εprkqkPFN zt0u P PN . By the d´2-Lipschitz property

of W , we obtain

d

dε |ε“0

ĂWN

´
t,
`
pmk ` εprk

˘
kPFN zt0u

¯
ď C sup

}∇2φ}8ď1

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

prk pφ´k.

for a constant C only depending on the d´2-Lipschitz constant of W in space and whose value
is allowed to vary from line to line. And then,

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

prkB pmkW pt,mq ď C sup
}∇2φ}8ď1

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

prk pφ´k.

Obviously, we can relax the condition
ř

kPFN zt0u |prk|2 ď 1 in the above inequality (as it is linear).

In other words, the above holds true for any pprkqkPFN zt0u with pr´k “ prk for k P FN zt0u. In

particular, we can replace pprkqkPFN zt0u by pkqkq1prkqkPFN zt0u, for some q, q1 P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du, from
which we get

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

kqkq1prkB pmkW pt,mq ď C sup
}∇2φ}8ď1

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

prk
`
kqkq1 pφ´k

˘
. (48)

The argument appearing in the supremum in the right-hand side can be rewritten (up to a
multiplicative constant)

ş
Td rpxqB2

xqxq1
φpxqdx with rpxq “ ř

kPFN zt0u prke´kpxq. Since the test

function φ satisfies }∇2φ}8 ď 1, we get in the end

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

kqkq1prkB pmkW pt,mq ď C

ż

Td

|rpxq|dx. (49)

This yields ż

Td

rpxqB2
xqxq1

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙
dx ď C

ż

Td

|rpxq|dx. (50)

We now use (50) in order to derive the last two claims in the statement. In order to prove
the second claim, we choose rpxq “ ps ˚ fN qpxq in (50), for an arbitrary function s : Td Ñ R

satisfying
ş
Td |spxq|dx ă 8. Since fN is even, we get

ż

Td

spxqB2
xqxq1

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqek ˚ fN pxq
˙
dx

“
ż

Td

rpxqB2
xqxq1

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙
dx ď C

ż

Td

|rpxq|dx ď C

ż

Td

|spxq|dx,

which is exactly the second claim.
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As for the last claim in the statement, it also follows from (50), by choosing therein rpxq “
B2

xqxq1
přkPFN zt0u B pmkW pt,mqekpxqq.

It then remains to derive the first claim in the statement. To do so, we rewrite (48)–(49) in
the following manner. Instead of using pkqkq1prkqkPFN zt0u in (48), we just use pkqprkqkPFN zt0u, for

some q P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du. Then, for rpxq “ ř
kPFN zt0u prke´kpxq, we reformulate (49) as

ż

Td

rpxqBxq

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙
dx ď C sup

}∇2φ}8ď1

ż

Td

rpxqBxqφpxqdx.

If we now take a square integrable function s : Td Ñ R and apply the above inequality to
rpxq “ sN pxq, with sN pxq “

ř
kPFN

pske´kpxq being the (cubic) Fourier sum of order N at x,
thenż

Td

spxqBxq

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙
dx “

ż

Td

sN pxqBxq

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙
dx

ď C sup
}∇2φ}8ď1

ż

Td

sN pxqBxqφpxqdx

“ sup
}∇2φ}8ď1

ż

Td

spxq
”
Bxqφ

‰
N

pxqdx,

with rBxqφsN pxq “ ř
kPFN

zBxqφ
k
e´kpxq. Here, a d-dimensional version of Dini theorem (see [42,

Section 3], [67, Corollary 2.1.2] or [2, Chapter 1, &2.2]) asserts that }rBxqφsN ´Bxqφ}8 converges

to 0 as N tends to 8, uniformly in φ satisfying }∇2φ}8 ď 1. As a result, we write the above
bound as ż

Td

spxqBxq

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkW pt,mqekpxq
˙
dx ď C

ż

Td

|spxq|dx.

By an obvious density argument, we can easily pass from s P L2pTdq to s P L1pTdq in this
inequality. This proves the first claim in the statement. �

We then have our main mollification result:

Proposition 4.11. Let W be a generalized solution of the HJB equation that is d´2-Lipschitz
continuous and semi-concave in space, uniformly in time. For any c ą 1, there exist two
families pηN,εqN,ε (of positive reals) and pRN,ε,ρqN,ε,ρ (of compactly supported bounded functions

from r0, T s ˆC|F `
N

| into R, with the support and the bound depending on N and ε and not on ρ

and t) such that, for almost every t P r0, T s, for any m P PpTdq with }∇m}8 ď c and m ě 1{c,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌BtW

N,ε,ρpt,mq ´
ż

Td

H
`
x, BµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpxq
˘
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pxq

` 1

2

ż

Td

Trace
”
BxBµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpxq
ı
dmpxq ` FN,ε,ρpmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN,ε `RN,ε,ρ

´
t, ppmkqkPF `

N

¯
,

with limpN,εqÑp8,0q ηN,ε “ 0, and, for any t,N, ε fixed,

lim
ρÑδ0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇRN,ε,ρ

´
t, ppmkqkPF `

N

¯ˇ̌
ˇ
â

kPF `
N

d
´

ℜrpmks,ℑrpmks
¯

“ 0.

Above, the convergence ρ Ñ δ0 is understood as the weak convergence of ρ to δ0, the Dirac point
mass at 0 (in R2).

The reader will notice the difference between Definition 4.1 and Proposition 4.11: not only
the main inequality in Proposition 4.11 is stated everywhere in space, but also the derivatives
are derivatives on the space of probability measures (as opposed to the derivatives in Definition
4.1, which are just finite dimensional). This is more consistent with the original formulation of
the HJB equation, see (22). See also Remark 4.3 for a related comment.
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Proof. Throughout the proof, the constant c ą 1 is kept fixed. We recall the following notation
from Definition 4.1: AN pcq “ r0, T s ˆ BN pcq with BN pcq :“ PN X Bpcq and Bpcq :“ tm :
supxPTd |∇mpxq| ď c, infxPTd mpxq ě 1{cu.

First Step. From the Definition 4.1 of a generalized solution, there exists a full subset rAN pcq
of AN pcq (for the image of the Lebesgue measure by the mapping pt, ppmkqkPFN

q P r0, T sˆON ÞÑ
pt,IN pppmkqkPFN

qq, see Proposition 3.8) such that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌BtW pt,m ˚ fN q ´

ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW pt,m ˚ fN qekpyq
˙
dpm ˚ fN qpyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW pt,m ˚ fNqpmk xfN

k ` F pm ˚ fNq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN pcq,

when pt,m ˚ fN q P rAN pcq. Above, we specified the dependence of the sequence pηN qNě1 upon
the constant c by writing pηN pcqqNě1.

Fix now m P Bpcq, that is m P PpTdq with }∇m}8 ď c and m ě 1{c. Fix also t P r0, T s such

that tm1 : pt,m1q P rAN p2cqu is a full subset of pPN Xtm1 : supxPTd |∇m1pxq| ď 2c, infxPTd m1pxq ě
1{p2cquq: by Fubini’s theorem, the set of such t’s is a full subset of r0, T s. By definition of δN,ε

(which we merely denote by δ in the rest of the proof) in Definition 3.12, we observe that, for
r “ pprkqkPF `

N
such that |prk| ď δ, the probability measure mN,εprq (as given by Definition 3.13)

satisfies }∇mN,εprq}8 ď 2c and mN,εprq ě 1{p2cq for ε small enough (independently of N).
Therefore, pt,mN,εprq ˚ fN q belongs to AN p2cq. Since the image of the Lebesgue measure by
the mapping pprkqkPF `

N
ÞÑ mN,εprq ˚ fN P PN is obviously absolutely-continuous, we deduce that

pt,mN,εprq ˚ fN q P rAN p2cq, for almost every pprkq
kPF `

N
satisfying |prk| ď δ for all k P F`

N . Hence,

we get, for almost every pprkqkPF `
N

,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌BtW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
´
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙
d
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
pyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ {mN,εprq
kxfN

k ` F
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ˇ̌ˇ̌ ď ηN p2cq. (51)

Second Step. The conclusion (51) of the first step right above holds true for almost every
t P r0, T s, for any m P Bpcq, and for almost every pprkqkPF `

N
satisfying |prk| ď δ for all k P F`

N .

Therefore, integrating (51) over pℜrprks,ℑrprksqkPF `
N

with respect to bkPF `
N
ρ and recalling

Corollary 3.16 (for the existence of the time-derivative below), we obtain, for almost every
t P r0, T s and for any m P Bpcq,

ˇ̌
ˇBtW

N,ε,ρpt,mq ` FN,ε,ρpmq ´ T
N,ε,ρ
1 pt,mq ´ T

N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mq

ˇ̌
ˇ ď ηN p2cq, (52)

with

T
N,ε,ρ
1 pt,mq

:“
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙
d
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
pyq

*

ˆ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj,

and

T
N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mq :“

ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2
ˆż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ {mN,εprq
k ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙
pfk
N .
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We recall from Proposition 3.14 (see also Corollary 3.16) that, for any pt,mq P r0, T s ˆBN pcq,

δWN,ε,ρ

δm
pt,mqpxq

“ p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

”´
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ek

¯
˚ fN

ı
pxq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

“ p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

”
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
f̂k

Nekpxq
ı ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj,

(53)

where we used on the last line the fact that ek ˚ fN pxq “ ekpxq pf´k
N “ ekpxq pfk

N . We deduce that

"
δWN,ε,ρ

δm
pt,mq

*Ź´k

“ p1 ´ εqf̂k
N

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
Bm̂kW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj , (54)

for k P FN .

Third Step. The main difficulty of the proof is to handle TN,ε,ρ
1 pt,mq. The goal is to identify

it with the second term in the main inequality of the statement. In order to do so, we first
observe that this latter term can be rewritten as

ż

Td

H
´
y, BµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpyq
¯
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

“
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y,´i2π

ÿ

kPFN

k

"
δWN,ε,ρ

δm
pt,mq

*Źk

e´kpyq
˙
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq (55)

“
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2πp1 ´ εq

ÿ

kPFN

pfk
Nk

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq,

which prompts us to let

T
N,ε,ρ
3 pt,mq :“

ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

k

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq.

(Pay attention that there is no 1 ´ ε and no pfk
N inside H in the above right-hand side.) By the

local Lipschitz property of H, we can find a constant C, only depending on the parameters in
the assumptions, such that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

H
´
y, BµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpyq
¯
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq ´ T

N,ε,ρ
3 pt,mq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď C

„ż

Td

"ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÿ

kPFN

pfk
Nk

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÿ

kPFN

k

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
*2

d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

1{2

ˆ
„ż

Td

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÿ

kPFN

`
p1 ´ εq pfk

N ´ 1
˘
k

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

ˆ d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

1{2

.
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We now show that the term on the last two lines above tends to 0 as pN, εq tends to 0. The
same strategy would permit to show that the term on the first two lines of the right-hand side is
bounded by a constant Cpcq depending on the parameters in the assumptions and on the value
of c. In order to proceed, we observe that m and m ˚ fN are bounded by c` 1 since m P BN pcq.
Therefore, allowing the constant C to depend on c and thus writing Cpcq instead of C, we get

ż

Td

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÿ

kPFN

`
p1 ´ εq pfk

N ´ 1
˘
k

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

ˆ d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

ď Cpcq
ÿ

kPFN

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ż

Td

|k|2
ˇ̌
p1 ´ εq pfk

N ´ 1
ˇ̌2 ˇ̌ˇB pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
2 ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprjdy.

We now use the following three facts: First, | pfk
N | ď 1; Second, pfk

N tends to 1 when N tends to 8
and k is fixed; Third, Proposition 4.10 gives a bound for the series

ř
kPZd |k|4|B pmkW pt,mN,εprq˚

fN q|2 (at points where the derivatives exist). Then, for a fixed integer N0, we can separate the
sum in the above right-hand side depending whether |k| ď N0 or |k| ą N0. For |k| ď N0, we

can easily use the fact that p1 ´ εq pfk
N tends to 1 as pN, εq tends to p8, 0q. For |k| ě N0, we can

easily bound |k|2 by |k|4{N2
0 . All in all, this proves that the right-hand side tends to 0 as pN, εq

tends to p8, 0q. We finally have
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

H
´
y, BµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpyq
¯
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq ´ T

N,ε,ρ
3 pt,mq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN,εpcq, (56)

where ηN,εpcq is a generic notation for a sequence that may depend on c (but not on pt,mq) and
that tends to 0 as pN, εq tends to p8, 0q.

Fourth Step. We now let

ψN,ε,ρpt,mq

:“
ż

Td

"ż

R
2|F `

N
|
H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj (57)

´H

ˆ
y, i2π

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙*
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq.

Using the notation introduced in the third step, this is also equal to

ψN,ε,ρpt,mq :“
ż

Td

"ż

R
2|F `

N
|
H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

*

ˆ d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

´ T
N,ε,ρ
3 pt,mq.

By convexity of the Hamiltonian, ψN,ε,ρpt,mq is obviously non-negative. Moreover, in (57), we
can regard each B pmkW pt,mN,εp0q˚fN q as a (almost-everywhere well-defined) function of vectors

ppmkq
kPF `

N
P C|F `

N
| » R2|F `

N
| such that ppmk pfk

N q
kPF `

N
P ON : in order to clarify the notation, we

write it in the form rβN,ε,kpt, ppmjq
jPF `

N
q, with rβN,ε,kpt, ¨q being seen as an element of L8pR2|F `

N
|q

that is equal to 0 at vectors ppmkq
kPF `

N
such that ppmk pfk

N q
kPF `

N
R ON . Then, we rewrite (57) in

the form

ψN,ε,ρpt,mq (58)

“
ÿ

ℓPFN zt0u

ż

Td

"ż

R
2|F `

N
|
H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

krβN,ε,k
´
t,
`
pmj ` prj

˘
jPF `

N

¯
ekpyq

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj
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´H

ˆ
y, i2π

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

kPFN

krβN,ε,k
´
t,
`
pmj ` prj

˘
jPF `

N

¯
ekpyq

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙*
pmℓ pf ℓ

Ne´ℓpyqdy.

Notice that we expanded the convolution product m ˚ fN in Fourier coefficients. This is a
way to emphasize the fact that ψN,ε,ρpt, ¨q can be here regarded as a real-valued function

on R2|F `
N

|. To make the identification clear, we can denote the right-hand side in the above

equality by rψN,ε,ρpt, ppmjqjPF `
N

q, with rψN,ε,ρpt, ¨q : R2|F `
N

| Ñ R. We then have ψN,ε,ρpt,mq “
rψN,ε,ρpt, ppmjqjPF `

N
q. We now make the following observation. If ρpprjqdprj were formally set equal

to δ0pdprjq and if βN,ε,k were continuous in the second argument, the term on the right-hand
side would be equal to 0, hence leaving us with

rψN,ε,δ0

`
t, ppmjq

jPF `
N

˘
“ 0, ppmjq

jPF `
N

P R2|F `
N

|,

where the symbol δ0 in the left-hand side is for the Dirac mass at 0 and is to indicate that ρ ” δ0.

In turn, if rβN,ε,k were continuous in the second argument, the right-hand side in (58) would

converge to 0 as ρ tends to δ0. Obviously, rβN,ε,k is not continuous in our setting. However, by
standard mollification results in finite dimension, we can approximate (for any t) the functions

prβN,ε,kpt, ¨qqkPF `
N

by continuous functions in L1pR2|F `
N

|q. For pN, ε, kq and t fixed, we can indeed

find a collection of real-valued continuous functions pβ̌N,ε,k,nqnPN on R2|F `
N

| such that

lim
nÑ8

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ rβN,ε,k

´
t,
`
pmj

˘
jPF `

N

¯
´ β̌N,ε,k,n

´`
pmj

˘
jPF `

N

¯ˇ̌
ˇ
â

jPF `
N

dpmj “ 0.

Since each rβN,ε,kpt, ¨q is bounded and zero outside tppmjqjPF `
N

P C|F `
N

| » R2|F `
N

| : ppmj pf j
N qjPF `

N
P

ON u, we can assume that the functions pβ̌N,ε,k,nqnPN are uniformly bounded and are zero outside

a common bounded subset of R2|F `
N

|. Denoting by ψ̌N,ε,ρ,npppmjq
jPF `

N
q the right-hand side in (58)

when rβN,ε,k therein is replaced by β̌N,ε,k,n and using the local Lipschitz property ofH, we deduce
that

lim
nÑ8

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ rψN,ε,ρ

´
t,
`
pmj

˘
jPF `

N

¯
´ ψ̌N,ε,ρ,n

´`
pmj

˘
jPF `

N

¯ˇ̌
ˇ̌ â

jPF `
N

dpmj “ 0,

the convergence being uniform with respect to ρ satisfying the prescription of Definitions 3.12
and 3.13. Using the fact that, for each fixed n, ψ̌N,ε,ρ,n converges to 0 in sup norm as ρ tends
to δ0, we deduce that

lim
ρÑδ0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ rψN,ε,ρ

´
t,
`
pmj

˘
jPF `

N

¯ˇ̌
ˇ
â

jPF `
N

dpmj “ 0. (59)

Of course, the rate in the above convergence depends on N and ε. Importantly, for N and ε

fixed, the function ψN,ε,ρpt, ¨q is bounded uniformly in ρ and t: this follows from Proposition
4.10. In short, this provides the function RN,ε,ρ in the statement.

Fifth Step. By combining the third and fourth steps, we now rewrite (56) in the following
form:ˇ̌

ˇ̌
ż

Td

H
´
y, BµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpyq
¯
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq ` ψN,ε,ρpt,mq

´
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

*

ˆ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď ηN,εpcq.

(60)
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Back to the second step, we can compare the term on the second line with TN,ε,ρ
1 introduced in

the second step. The main difference between the two comes from the measure that is used for

integrating in y. Here, it is m ˚ fN , while it is mN,εprq ˚ fN in TN,ε,ρ
1 . In order to pass from one

term to the other, we recall from the choice of δ in Definition 3.12 that
››m´mN,εprq

››
8

ď Cpcqε,

when r “ pprkq
kPF `

N
is in the support of

Â
kPF `

N
ρ and for Cpcq depending on c. Therefore,

››m ˚ fN ´mN,εprq ˚ fN

››
8

ď Cpcqε. (61)

By using once again Proposition 4.10 in order to bound the L8-norm of the function y ÞÑ
i2π

ř
kPFN

kB pmkW pt,mN,εprq ˚ fNqekpyq and by invoking the local Lipschitz property of H, we
have

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙
d
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pyq

*

ˆ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

´
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
ekpyq

˙
d
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
pyq

*

ˆ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď Cpcqε.

As we already mentioned, the second term in the left-hand side is nothing but TN,ε,ρ
1 pt,mq.

Therefore, (60) yields
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Td

H
´
y, BµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpyq
¯
d
`
mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
pyq ` ψN,ε,ρpt,mq ´ T

N,ε,ρ
1 pt,mq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN,εpcq. (62)

Sixth Step. We now address the term T
N,ε,ρ
2 defined in the second step. We recall

T
N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mq “

ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2 pfk
N

ˆż

R
2|F `

N
|
B pmkW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ {mN,εprq
k ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙
.

Back to the analysis of T rm,W s in Subsection 4.1, we have

1

2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
WN,ε,ρpt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy “ ´

ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkWN,ε,ρpt,mqpmk.

Using Equation (53), we get

1

2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
WN,ε,ρpt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy

“ ´p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˆ ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2Bm̂k
W

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
f̂k

N pmk

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj .

We then proceed as in the second step in order to remove the product p1 ´ εq pfk
N from the

summand in the right-hand side. In short, we observe that the family of Fourier coefficients
ppmkqk is square-integrable, uniformly in m P Bpcq (see (35)). Moreover, by Proposition 4.10,
the sum

ř
kPFN

|k|4|Bm̂kW pt,mN,εprq ˚ fNq|2 is finite, uniformly in N , ε, m and r. Therefore,
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we deduce that (as before, for any t P r0, T s and any m P Bpcq)
ˇ̌
ˇ̌1
2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
WN,ε,ρpt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy

` p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˆ ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
pmk

˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN,εpcq,

which gives
ˇ̌
ˇ̌1
2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
WN,ε,ρpt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy

`
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˆ ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ {mN,εp0q
k
˙ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN,εpcq.

Recall now that, from our choice of δN,ε in Definition 3.12,

ÿ

kP|FN |

|k|2
ˇ̌ {mN,εp0q

k
´ {mN,εprq

k ˇ̌
ď ε,

when pprkq
kPF `

N
is in the support of

Â
kPF `

N
ρ. We deduce that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌1
2

ż

Td

Trace
”
ByBµW

N,ε,ρpt,mqpyq
ı
mpyqdy ` T

N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌1
2

ż

Td

” δ

δm
WN,ε,ρpt,mqpyq

ı
∆mpyqdy ` T

N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN,εpcq.

Together with (52), (59) and (60), this completes the proof. �

4.6. Uniqueness of Lipschitz, semi-concave admissible generalized solutions. Here is
now the main statement of this section:

Theorem 4.12. There is a unique generalized solution to the HJB equation (22) that is d´2-
Lipschitz and semi-concave in space uniformly in time.

Proof. Main lines. We use the notation from Definition 4.1, namely AN pcq “ r0, T s ˆ BN pcq
with BN pcq “ PN XBpcq and Bpcq :“ tm : supxPTd |∇mpxq| ď c, infxPTd mpxq ě 1{cu, for c ě 1.

Given two solutions V1 and V2 of (22) that are d´2-Lipschitz and semi-concave in space,
uniformly in time, we let

DH
N,ε,ρ
λ pt,mqpxq :“ BpH

´
x, λBµV

N,ε,ρ
1 pt,mqpxq ` p1 ´ λqBµV

N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mqpxq

¯
,

DHN,ε,ρpt,mqpxq :“
ż 1

0

DH
N,ε,ρ
λ pt,mqpxqdλ.

(63)

For any c ě 1, there exist two families pηN,εqN,ε and pRN,ε,ρqN,ε,ρ as in Proposition 4.11 such
that, for almost every t P r0, T s, for any m P Bpcq,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Bt

`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘
pt,mq ` 1

2

ż

Td

Trace
”
BxBµ

`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘
pt,mqpxq

ı
dmpxq

´
ż

Td

DHN,ε,ρpt,mqpxq ¨ Bµ

`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘
pt,mqpxqd

`
m ˚ fN

˘
pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ (64)

ď ηN,ε `RN,ε,ρ
´
t,
`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

¯
.

The very idea of the proof is to consider the characteristics associated with the differential
operator appearing in the left-hand side. Strictly speaking, this should be a (non-linear) Fokker-
Planck equation driven by the field pt,m, xq ÞÑ DHN,ε,ρpt,mqpxq. However, this is not what we
use next. Because of our definition of a generalized solution, which is based on a truncation of
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the Fourier expansion of the measure argument m, we switch to ‘approximate characteristics’,
given by the Fokker-Planck equation:

Btmtpxq ´ div
´
DHN,ε,ρpt,mtqpxq

`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxq

¯
´ 1

2
∆mtpxq “ 0, (65)

with an initial condition m0 such that pmk
0 “ 0 for |k| ě N , for some integer N , and m0 ě 1{c

for some c ě 1. Importantly, the Fokker-Planck equation has a solution that is a probability
measure for N large enough (whilst the total mass is obviously preserved by the dynamics, the
sign may not be). Even more, we can find a constant c1 ě 1 (depending on c) such that, for
N large enough, the solution pmtq0ďtďT is lower bounded by 1{c1 and its gradient (in space)
is bounded by c1, see Theorem 6.15. The thrust of (65) is that the equation satisfied by the
Fourier coefficients ppmk

t q
kPF `

N
is closed (meaning that it does not depend on the higher Fourier

modes ppmk
t qkRF `

N
): intuitively, equation (65) is ‘almost’ a finite dimensional dimensional ordinary

differential equation.

Once (65) has been solved, we want to plug pmtq0ďtďT into (64) and then expand ppV N,ε,ρ
1 ´

V
N,ε,ρ

2 qpt,mtqq0ďtďT . The very main point of the proof is then to show that, whenever N and
ε are fixed, the remainder ´

RN,ε,ρ
`
t, ppmj

t qjPF `
N

˘¯
0ďtďT

(66)

tends to 0 when ρ tends to the Dirac mass δ0 (compare if needed with the statement of Propo-
sition 4.11). This is however a challenging fact because pmtq0ďtďT itself depends on ρ (although
the notation does not make it clear). And, even more, the reader must recall that, although
RN,ε,ρ is known to tend to 0 as ρ tends to δ0 (when N and ε are fixed), the convergence just
holds true in L1 (once again, we refer to the statement of Proposition 4.11). Some work is thus
needed to adapt the result of Proposition 4.11 to (66).

Roughly speaking, the idea is to prove that the flow generated by the Fokker-Planck equation
(65) cannot accumulate mass: If, instead of m0, the initial condition of (65) is taken as a small
random perturbation of m0 in BN pcq, with the perturbation having a bounded density with

respect to the Lebesgue measure on R2|F `
N

|, then the law of ppmk
t qkPF `

N
with respect to the

Lebesgue measure on R2|F `
N

| also has a bounded density, the bound depending on N and ε, but
not on t and ρ. This claim is stated in the form of Lemma 4.13 below, which we use in the rest
of this proof and which we prove separately.

Application. Following our plan, we take an initial condition m0 P BN pcq. For pprkq
kPF `

N
P

R2|F `
N

|, we let m0prq be the element of PN defined by:

{m0prq
k

:“
"

pmk
0 ` prk, k P FN zt0u,

0, k R FN ,

with the usual convention that pr´k “ prk. If we choose pprkqkPFN zt0u such that

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

|k||prk| ă 1

2c
, (67)

then m0prq P BN p2cq and we can still solve the Fokker-Planck equation (65) with m0prq as
initial condition provided that N ě Nc for some threshold Nc only depending on c, on the
regularity properties of H in the variables x and p and on the d´2-Lipschitz constant of V1 and
V2, see Theorem 6.15 in the appendix. We call the solution pmtprqq0ďtďT : Theorem 6.15 asserts
that pmtprqq0ďtďT forms a flow of probability measures. Even more, Theorem 6.15 also says
that there exists c1 ě 1, independent of N , ε and ρ (but depending on c), such that each mtprq
belongs to Bpc1q.

We now expand ppV N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2 qpt,mtprqqq0ďtďT by means of the chain rule for real-valued

functions defined on r0, T sˆPpTdq. Although this chain rule is well documented (see for instance

[25, Chapter 5]), it here requires a modicum of care since the time derivative of pV N,ε,ρ
1 ´V

N,ε,ρ
2 q
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is just known to exist for almost every t, for all m, see Corollary 3.16. The proof is as follows.

If pV N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2 q were smooth, then [25, Chapter 5] would yield

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
T,mT prq

˘
“

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
0,m0prq

˘

`
ż T

0

"
Bt

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
t,mtprq

˘

´
ż

Td

DHN,ε,ρ
`
t,mtprq

˘
pxq ¨ Bµ

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
t,mtprq

˘
pxqd

“
mtprq

‰
pxq

` 1

2

ż

Td

Trace
”
BxBµ

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
t,mtprq

˘
pxq

ı
drmtprqspxq

*
dt.

(68)

Under our assumption, we can apply the above chain rule to a mollified version of pV N,ε,ρ
1 ´

V
N,ε,ρ

2 q, for instance
ş
R

rV N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2 spt ´ s,mqςpsqds, for a smooth compactly supported

density ς on R. The most difficult term to handle in the resulting form of (68) is

ż T

0

ż

R

Bt

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
t´ s,mtprq

˘
ςpsqdsdt.

By Corollary 3.16, for almost every t P r0, T s, the function pt,mq ÞÑ BtrV N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2 spt,mq

is continuous in m, with a modulus of continuity independent of t. Therefore we can easily
approximate the argument mtprq appearing in the integrand by

řN
i“1 1rti´1,tiqptqmti

prq for a
finite subdivision t0 “ 0 ă t1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tn “ T of r0, T s with an arbitrarily small step. Using this
approximation, it is pretty easy to prove that

ż T

0

ż

R

Bt

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
t´ s,mtprq

˘
ςpsqdsdt Ñ

ż T

0

Bt

“
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

‰`
t,mtprq

˘
ςpsqdt,

as ς tends to δ0 in the weak sense. As a corollary, we deduce that (68) holds true under the

standing assumption. Since V N,ε,ρ
1 and V N,ε,ρ

2 coincide at time T , we deduce from (64) that

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘`
0,m0prq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ ď ηN,ε `

ż T

0

RN,ε,ρ
´
t,
` 
mtprq

(Źk˘
kPF `

N

¯
dt.

For ρ0 a kernel similar to ρ, with a radius (compare if needed with Definition 3.12, the choice

of the radius being here adapted to the constraint (67)) less than 1{p2c
?
dN |FN |q, we obtain

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘`
0,m0prq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ0

`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ď ηN,ε `
ż T

0

„ż

R
2|F `

N
|
RN,ε,ρ

´
t,
` 
mtprq

(Źk˘
kPF `

N

¯ ź

jPF `
N

ρ0

`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj


dt.

Here is now the place where we invoke Lemma 4.13 (whose statement is given next): For any

t P r0, T s, we perform the change of variable y “ mtprq, i.e. pyk “ {mtprq
k
, for k P F`

N . As a
corollary of Lemma 4.13, we deduce that there exists a constant CN,ρ0

, depending on N and
ρ0, but independent of ε and ρ, such that

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘`
0,m0prq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ0

`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ď ηN,ε ` CN,ρ0

ż T

0

„ż

R
2|F `

N
|
RN,ε,ρ

`
t, ppykq

kPF `
N

˘ â

jPF `
N

dpyj


dt.

(69)

From the standing assumption, we know that V1 and V2 are Lipschitz continuous with respect
to d´2 and thus with respect to dW1

. Therefore, by a straightforward adaptation of the proof
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of Lemma 3.15, V N,ε,ρ
1 p0, ¨q (resp. V N,ε,ρ

2 p0, ¨q) converges uniformly to V1p0, ¨q (resp. V2p0, ¨q) as
pN, εq tends to p8, 0q. Hence,

lim
pN,εqÑp8,0q

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V

N,ε,ρ
1 ´ V

N,ε,ρ
2

˘`
0,m0prq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ0pprjq b
jPF `

N
dprj

´
ż

R
2|F `

N
|
|pV1 ´ V2qp0,m0prqq|

ź

jPF `
N

ρ0pprjq b
jPF `

N
dprj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0.

Therefore, (69) can be rewritten in the following form:ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V1 ´ V2

˘`
0,m0prq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ0

`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ď ηN,ε ` CN,ρ0

ż T

0

„ż

R
2|F `

N
|
RN,ε,ρ

`
t, ppykqkPF `

N

˘ â

jPF `
N

dpyj


dt,

for a possibly new value of the family pηN,εqN,ε, which still satisfies limpN,εqÑp8,0q ηN,ε “ 0, and
then, using the form of ρ0 and following the proof of Lemma 3.15,

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V1 ´ V2

˘`
0,m0

˘ˇ̌
ˇ ď ηN,ε ` CN,ρ0

ż T

0

„ż

R
2|F `

N
|
RN,ε,ρ

`
t, ppykqkPF `

N

˘ â

jPF `
N

dpyj


dt. (70)

We recall that (70) holds true for m0 P BN pcq. Next, we can take m0 P BN0
pcq, for some

fixed N0 and then choose N ě N0, in which case we indeed have m0 P BN pcq. Now, for a
given threshold ǫ ą 0 (the reader should distinguish from ε), we can choose N and ε such that
ηN,ε ă ǫ{2 and then, by the second identity in Proposition 4.11, δ (encoding the support of ρ)
small enough such that the second term in the right-hand side is also less than ǫ{2. Therefore,
the left-hand side of (70) can be made smaller than ǫ. Since ǫ is arbitrary, we easily deduce
that V1p0,m0q and V2p0,m0q must coincide. This holds for any m0 P BN0

pcq. By an obvious
density argument, we obtain uniqueness. �

Lemma 4.13. For a real c ě 1, recall the notation BN pcq “ PN X tm : supxPTd |∇mpxq| ď
c, infxPTd mpxq ě 1{cu and let CN pcq :“ tppzkqkPF `

N
P R2|F `

N
| :

ř
kPFN zt0u |k||pzk| ă 1{p2cqu, with

the usual convention that pz´k “ pzk.
For an element m0 P BN pcq and for r “ pprkqkPF `

N
P CN pcq, define m0prq the element of

BN p2cq by

{m0prq
k

:“
"

pmk
0 ` prk, k P FN zt0u,

0, k R FN ,

and call pmtprqq0ďtďT the solution of the non-linear Fokker-Planck equation (65) with m0prq as
initial condition, for the same parameters N , ε and ρ as therein.

Then, we can find a constant Nc, only depending on c, on the strict convexity property of H
in the variable p and on the d´2-Lipschitz and semi-concave properties of V1 and V2 in (65),
and a constant K, independent of ε and ρ such that, if N ě Nc, for any t P r0, T s, the law of
the mapping

r “
`
prk
˘

kPF `
N

P CN pcq ÞÑ
´
{mtprq

k
¯

kPF `
N

P R2|F `
N

|

has a density, bounded by K.

Proof. The strategy of proof is quite clear but the implementation is demanding: The whole
point is to address the system of Fourier coefficients satisfied by the solution of the Fokker-
Planck equation (65) and to regard it as (a finite-dimensional) system of ODEs. The solutions
generates a flow of diffeomorphisms and the key step is to provide a lower bound for the Jacobian
that is independent of t, ρ and ε. This is the point where semi-concavity comes in explicitly.

Throughout the proof, we use the notation V
N,ε,ρ

2´λ :“ λV
N,ε,ρ

1 ` p1 ´ λqV N,ε,ρ
2 , and similarly

without the superscript N, ε, ρ.



WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE MASTER EQUATION OF POTENTIAL MEAN FIELD GAMES 47

First Step. For an initial condition m0 P BN pcq and for k P FN zt0u, we have

d

dt
pmk

t “ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
t ´ i2π

ż

Td

k ¨DHN,ε,ρ
`
t,mt

˘
pxqekpxq

`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx. (71)

From Proposition 3.14, we now recall that, for every t P r0, T s, for any x P Td, any m P PpTdq
and any λ P r0, 1s,

δ

δm
V

N,ε,ρ
2´λ pt,mqpxq

“ p1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

" ÿ

kPFN zt0u

”
B pmkV2´λ

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ pfk
Nekpxq

ı* ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj .

Therefore,

BµV
N,ε,ρ

2´λ pt,mqpxq

“ i2πp1 ´ εq
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

" ÿ

kPFN zt0u

k
”
B pmkV2´λ

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ pfk
Nekpxq

ı* ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj .

In turn, recalling the notation (63), the last term in (71) becomes:

i2π

ż

Td

k ¨ DHN,ε,ρpt,mqpxqekpxq
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx

“ i2π

ż 1

0

ż

Td

k ¨ BpH

ˆ
x, i2πp1 ´ εq

ˆ
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

ℓPFN zt0u

ℓ
”
B pmℓV2´λ

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘ pf ℓ
Neℓpxq

ı ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ ekpxq
`
m ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx dλ.

We recall that we can interpret B pmℓW pt,mN,εprq ˚ fN q as the complex number (see (30)):

B pmℓW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
“ 1

2
Bℜr pmℓsW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
´ i

2
Bℑr pmℓsW

`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘

“ B pm´ℓW
`
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

˘
.

Recalling that pf ℓ
N is real, this allows us to rewrite (71) in the form:

d

dt
pmk

t “ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
t

´ i2π

ż 1

0

ż

Td

k ¨ BpH

ˆ
x,´4πp1 ´ εq

ˆ
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ÿ

ℓPF `
N

ℓℑ
”
B pmℓV2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘
eℓpxq

ı
pf ℓ
N

ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ ekpxq
`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxq dx dλ.

(72)

By integration by parts, this can be reformulated as

d

dt
pmk

t “ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
t

´ i2π

ż 1

0

ż

Td

k ¨ BpH

ˆ
x, 2π

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
V2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘

ˆ
ÿ

ℓPF `
N

"
ℓ
”
ℑ
“
eℓpxq

‰
Bℜrprℓsρ

`
prℓ
˘

´ ℜ
“
eℓpxq

‰
Bℑrprℓsρ

`
prℓ
˘‰ı ź

jPF `
N

:j “ℓ

ρ
`
prj
˘* â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ ekpxq
`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxq dx dλ. (73)

“ ´2π2|k|2 pmk
t
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´ 2π

ż 1

0

ż

Td

k ¨ BpH

ˆ
x,´2π

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
V2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘

ˆ
ÿ

ℓPF `
N

"
ℓ
”´

ℜ
“
ieℓpxq

‰
,ℑ

“
ieℓpxq

‰¯
¨ ∇ℜrprℓs,ℑrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ı* â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ iekpxq
`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxq dx dλ.

Notice that we passed the i in front of the second line to iekpxq inside the integral on the
penultimate line. Also, the symbol ¨ on the same penultimate line is used to denote the inner
product in R2.

Second Step. We now compute the derivative of the flow with respect to the real and imag-
inary parts of the Fourier coefficients of the initial condition. In order to avoid to repeat the
computations twice, once for the derivative with respect to the real part and once for the deriv-
ative with respect to the imaginary part, we introduce the generic notation Przs for a complex
number z, which may stand for ℜrzs or ℑrzs.

Now, it makes sense to compute the derivative of the flow B
Pr pmk1

0
s
pmk

t , for k, k1 P F`
N and

P “ ℜ,ℑ. By representing m ˚ fN in the last line of (73) in the form

m ˚ fN pxq “ 1 ` 2
ÿ

ℓ1PF `
N

ℜ

”
pmℓ1 pf ℓ1

Ne´ℓ1 pxq
ı
,

we get, using both (71) and (73),

d

dt

´
B
Pr pmk1

0
s
pmk

t

¯
“ ´2π2|k|2B

Pr pmk1
0

s
pmk

t

` 4π2p1 ´ εq
ż 1

0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
dλ

ˆ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ
„ ÿ

ℓ,ℓ1PF `
N

k ¨
`
B2

ppHpλ, tqℓ
˘

BPr pmℓ1 sV2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘
f̂ ℓ1

N B
Pr pmk1

0
s pm

ℓ1

t

ˆ
ż

Td

”´
ℜ
“
ieℓpxq

‰
,ℑ

“
ieℓpxq

‰¯
¨ ∇ℜrprℓs,ℑrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ı

iekpxq
`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx



´ 4π

ż

Td

k ¨ DHN,ε,ρpt,mtqpxqiekpxq
ÿ

ℓ1PF `
N

ℜ

”
B
Pr pmk1

0
s
pmℓ1

t
pf ℓ1

Ne´ℓ1 pxq
ı
dx,

with

B2
ppHpλ, tq “ B2

ppH

ˆ
x,´2π

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
V2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘

ˆ
ÿ

ℓPF `
N

"
ℓ
”´

ℜ
“
ieℓpxq

‰
,ℑ

“
ieℓpxq

‰¯
¨ ∇ℜrprℓs,ℑrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ı* â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙
.

Expanding B
Pr pmk1

0
s
pmk

t as pB
Pr pmk1

0
s
ℜrpmk

t s, B
Pr pmk1

0
s
ℑrpmk

t sq, we get a linear system of the form

d

dt

´
B
Pr pmk1

0
s
rPrpmk

t s
¯

“ ´2π2|k|2B
Pr pmk1

0
s
rP
“
pmk

t

‰

`
ÿ

ℓPF `
N

”
A

rP,ℜ
k,ℓ ptqB

Pr pmk1
0

sℜrpmℓ
ts `A

rP,ℑ
k,ℓ ptqB

Pr pmk1
0

sℑrpmℓ
ts
ı

`
ÿ

ℓPF `
N

”
B

rP,ℜ
k,ℓ ptqB

Pr pmk1
0

s
ℜrpmℓ

ts `B
rP,ℑ
k,ℓ ptqB

Pr pmk1
0

s
ℑrpmℓ

ts
ı
,
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with

A
rP,P
k,ℓ ptq “ ǫrP,P

4π2p1 ´ εq
ż 1

0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
dλ

ˆ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ
„ ÿ

ℓ1PF `
N

k ¨
`
B2

ppHpλ, tqℓ1
˘

BPr pmℓsV2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘
f̂ ℓ

N

ˆ
ż

Td

”´
ℜ
“
ieℓ1 pxq

‰
,ℑ

“
ieℓ1 pxq

‰¯
¨ ∇

ℜrprℓ1s,ℑrprℓ1 s

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ırP

“
iekpxq

‰`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx


,

where ǫrP,P
“ 1 except if prP,Pq “ pℜ,ℑq in which case ǫℜ,ℑ “ ´1 (those choices following from

the standard relationships ℜrzz1s “ ℜrzsℜrz1s ´ ℑrzsℑrz1s and ℑrzz1s “ ℜrzsℑrz1s ` ℑrzsℜrz1s,
for z, z1 P C, which explains why only ǫℜ,ℑ is here equal to ´1), and with

B
rP,P
k,ℓ ptq “ ´ǫP4π

ż

Td

k ¨DHN,ε,ρpt,mtqpxqrP
“
iekpxq

‰
P
”
pf ℓ1

Ne´ℓ1 pxq
ı
dx,

where ǫP “ 1 if P “ ℜ and ´1 if P “ ℑ.
We now recall the following standard fact from the theory of ODEs. If we let

Jt “ det

ˆ´
B
Pr pmk1

0
s
rPrpmk

t s
¯

k,k1PF `
N

,P,rP“ℜ,ℑ

˙
,

then
d

dt
Jt “ Jt

ÿ

kPF `
N

´
´4π|k|2 `A

ℜ,ℜ
k,k ptq `A

ℑ,ℑ
k,k ptq `B

ℜ,ℜ
k,k ptq `B

ℑ,ℑ
k,k ptq

¯
. (74)

Third Step. The goal is now to prove that the sum in the right-hand side of (74) is lower
bounded, by a constant that is independent of ε and ρ. The easiest term to handle is the

sum
ř

kPF `
N

rBℜ,ℜ
k,k ptq `B

ℑ,ℑ
k,k ptqs. Indeed, in the definition of B

rP,P
k,ℓ ptq, DHN,ε,ρ is bounded inde-

pendently of pN, ε, ρq, since V1 and V2 are d´2-Lipschitz continuous, see (63) and Proposition
4.10.

The term
ř

kPF `
N

rAℜ,ℜ
k,k ptq `A

ℑ,ℑ
k,k ptqs is much more difficult to handle. We get

A
P,P
k,k ptq “ 4π2p1 ´ εq

ż 1

0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
dλ

ˆ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ
„ ÿ

ℓ1PF `
N

k ¨
`
B2

ppHpλ, tqℓ1
˘

BPr pmksV2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘
f̂k

N

ˆ
ż

Td

”´
ℜ
“
ieℓ1 pxq

‰
,ℑ

“
ieℓ1 pxq

‰¯
¨ ∇

ℜrprℓ1s,ℑrprℓ1 s

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ı

P
“
iekpxq

‰`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx


,

which, by integration by parts, can be rewritten as

A
P,P
k,k ptq “ ´4π2

ż 1

0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
dλ

ˆ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙

ˆ
„ ÿ

ℓ1PF `
N

k ¨
`
B2

ppHpλ, tqℓ1
˘
V2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘

ˆ
ż

Td

ÿ

rP“ℜ,ℑ

”
P
“
iekpxq

‰rP
“
ieℓ1 pxq

‰
B2

Prprks,rPrprℓ1 s

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ı`

mt ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx


,
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and then,

ÿ

kPF `
N

,P“ℜ,ℑ

A
P,P
k,k ptq “ ´4π2

ż 1

0

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
dλ

ˆ â

jPF `
N

dprj

˙„
V2´λ

`
t,m

N,ε
t prq ˚ fN

˘

ˆ
ż

Td

ÿ

rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

”´
P
“
iekpxq

‰
k
¯

¨
´
rP
“
ieℓpxq

‰
B2

ppHpλ, tqℓ
¯

B2

Prprks,rPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘¯ı

ˆ
`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxqdx


.

We can now apply Corollary 3.18 since V2´λ is displacement semi-concave. Using the fact that
H is convex with respect to p, we deduce that

ÿ

kPF `
N

,P“ℜ,ℑ

A
P,P
k,k ptq ě ´CN , t P r0, T s,

for a constant CN depending on N , but independent of ρ and ε, from which we deduce that
Jt ě ´CN , for any t P r0, T s. The result follows from a mere change of variable at any time t,
using the lower bound for the Jacobian Jt. �

5. Application to Mean Field Games

Following our agenda, we now address weak solutions to the conservative form of the master
equation (23).

5.1. Notion of weak solution. We start with the following definition:

Definition 5.1. We call a weak solution to the master equation a bounded measurable function
Z : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq ˆ Td Ñ R, such that the system of Fourier coefficients

pZk : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Q pt,mq ÞÑ
!

Zpt,m, ¨q
)Ź´k

, k P Zd, (75)

satisfies pZ0 ” 0 together with the following two properties:
piq There exists a sequence of functions pζN : r0, T sˆPN Ñ RqNě1, such that, for any N ě 1,

for P “ ℜ,ℑ, the following equation holds true in the distributional sense on r0, T s ˆ PN :

ǫPBtP
“ pZkpt,mq

‰
´ 1

2
BPr pmks

"ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

jPFN

j pZjpt,mqejpyq
˙
dmpyq

*

´ 1

2

ÿ

jPFN

2π2|j|2BPr pmks

´
pZjpt,mqpmj

¯
` P

„
δF

δm
pmqp¨q
Źk

` BPr pmks

`
ζN pt,mq

˘
“ 0,

(76)

for any k P F`
N , where ǫℜ “ 1 and ǫℑ “ ´1, and the following limit holds true for any c ą 1:

lim
NÑ8

sup
tPr0,T s

sup
mPBN pcq

ˇ̌
ζN pt,mq

ˇ̌
“ 0, (77)

with the same notation as in Definition 4.1 for BN pcq, i.e. BN pcq “ PN Xtm : supxPTd |∇mpxq| ď
c, infxPTd mpxq ě 1{cu.

piiq For any N ě 1 and k P F`
N , for any smooth and compactly supported function ϕ : ON Ñ

R, the function

t P r0, T s ÞÑ
ż

ON

pZkpt,mqϕ
´

ppmjq
jPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯

is continuous and matches, at t “ T ,

ż

ON

BG
Bmpmqp¨q
Ź´k

ϕ
´

ppmjq
jPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯
,
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where m in the latter two integrands is implicitly understood as IN pppmjqjPF `
N

q with IN as in

(28).

The reader will find a clear explanation of the choice pZ0 ” 0 in Proposition 5.2. In brief,

when Z is the m-derivative of a potential Z : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Ñ R, the condition pZ0 ” 0 is
consistent with the centering condition (3).

Following (29)–(30)–(31), (76) can be rewritten in the following compact form:

Bt
pZkpt,mq ´ B pmk

"ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

jPFN

j pZjpt,mqejpyq
˙
dmpyq

*

´
ÿ

jPFN

2π2|j|2B pmk

´
pZjpt,mqpmj

¯
` δF

δm
pmqp¨q
Ź´k

` 2B pmk

`
ζN pt,mq

˘
“ 0,

(78)

for any k P FN zt0u. It indeed suffices to take the operator ǫPPr¨s in the above equation and to

recall that ǫPPrB pmk s “ 1
2
BPr pmks.

We then have:

Proposition 5.2. The value function V , as defined in (17), induces a weak solution to the
master equation, in the sense that there exists a bounded measurable function V : r0, T s ˆ
PpTdq ˆ Td Ñ R satisfying Definition 5.1 together with the following two items:

(1) for any integer N ě 1, the Fourier coefficients ppVkqkPFN
of V, seen as complex-valued

functions defined on r0, T s ˆ PpTdq with the same form as in (75), coincide everywhere
in time and PN almost everywhere in space with the Fourier coefficients of the (space)-
derivatives of V on r0, T s ˆ PN , namely

pVkpt,mq “ δV

δm
pt,mqp¨q
Ź´kˆ

“ B pmkV pt,mq
˙
, k P FN zt0u,

pV0pt,mq “ δV

δm
pt,mqp¨q
Ź0

“ 0,

(79)

for any t P r0, T s and for PN almost every m P PN (or, equivalently, for almost every
m P PN when PN is equipped with the image of the Lebesgue measure on ON by the
canonical mapping IN in (28));

(2) the coefficients ppVkqkPZd of V coincide everywhere in t and P almost everywhere in m

with the Fourier coefficients of the (space)-derivatives of V on r0, T sˆPpTdq, as defined
by Theorem 3.10, namely (79) holds for every t P r0, T s , for P almost every m P PpTdq
(with P the probability measure defined in the statement of Theorem 3.5) and for any
k P Zdzt0u;

(3) for any k P Zd, for any t P r0, T s, for any integer N0 ě 1 and for any bounded (measur-
able) function ϕ defined on ON0

,

lim
NÑ8

ż

PpTdq

pVkpt,m ˚ fN qϕ
´

ppmjqjPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq “

ż

PpTdq

pVkpt,mqϕ
´

ppmjqjPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq.

In fact, the reader will notice from Theorem 3.10 that items (2) and (3) are redundant, as
the combination of (1) and (3) implies (2).

Proof. The proof relies on the following main observation: for a given integer N0 ě 1, PN0
is of

zero measure under PN (or equivalently when it is regarded as a subset of PN equipped with the
image of the Lebesgue measure on ON by the canonical mapping IN in (28)); this follows from
the fact that the elements of PN0

are required to have zero Fourier coefficients of modes k with
|k| ě N0. Therefore, we can define V inductively, by first assigning values on r0, T s ˆ P1 ˆ Td,
and then on r0, T s ˆ pP2zP1q ˆ Td, so on and so forth... To make it clear, there is no difficulty
for defining V such that, for every N ě 1, for every t P r0, T s, for almost every m in PN and for
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any x P Td,

Vpt,m, xq “
ÿ

kPFN zt0u

"
δV

δm
pt,mqp¨q
Źk

e´kpxq
*

“
ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkV pt,mqekpxq. (80)

We then let pVkpt,mq :“ Vpt,mqp¨q
Ź´k

p“ B pmkV pt,mqq and then

2ζN pt,mq :“ BtV pt,mq ´
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kpVkpt,mqekpyq
˙
dmpyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2pVkpt,mqpmk ` F pmq

“ BtV pt,mq ´
ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmkV pt,mqekpyq
˙
dmpyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkV pt,mqpmk ` F pmq,

which satisfies (77) thanks to (36).
Multiplying, for each value of k P F`

N , both sides of the definition of ζN pt,mq above by
p1{2qBPr pmk sϕpt, ppmjqjPF `

N
q for an arbitrary smooth test function on r0, T s ˆ ON with a support

included in p0, T q ˆ ON , we easily get (76) (in a distributional sense). Indeed, it suffices to
observe that

1

2

ż T

0

ż

ON

BtV
`
t,m

˘
BPr pmksϕ

´
t, ppmjqjPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯

“ 1

2

ż T

0

ż

ON

BPr pmksV
`
t,m

˘
Btϕ

´
t, ppmjqjPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯

“ ǫP

ż T

0

ż

ON

P
”
Vk

`
t,m

˘ı
Btϕ

´
t, ppmjqjPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯
,

with m in the above three lines being understood as m “ IN pppmjqjPF `
N

q and with the last line

following from (30). Similarly,

1

2

ż T

0

ż

ON

F
´

ppmjqjPF `
N

¯
BPr pmksϕ

´
t, ppmjqjPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯

“ ´1

2

ż T

0

ż

ON

BPr pmksF
´

ppmjqjPF `
N

¯
ϕ
´
t, ppmjqjPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯

“ ´
ż T

0

ż

ON

P

„
δF

δm
pm, ¨q
Źk

ϕ
´
t, ppmjqjPF `

N

¯ â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
pmj

‰
,ℑ

“
pmj

‰¯
.

This proves piq in Definition 5.1. As for piiq in the same definition, it follows from an obvious
integration by parts.

We prove that the values of V that are hence defined are bounded by a common constant.
In order to do so, we use the fact that V is Lipschitz continuous (in space) for the d´2-distance
and thus for the dTV-distance. Indeed, Proposition 4.10 says that there exists a constant C
such that, for any N ě 1,

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN
sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Bx

ˆ ÿ

kPFN zt0u

B pmkV pt,mqekpxq
˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď C.
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By (80), this proves that

sup
Ně1

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN
essupxPTd

ˇ̌
BxVpt,m, xq

ˇ̌
ď C. (81)

Since Vpt,m, ¨q has zero mean, this yields

sup
Ně1

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN
essupxPTd

ˇ̌
Vpt,m, xq

ˇ̌
ď C. (82)

It then remains to extend V to the whole r0, T sˆPpTdqˆTd by taking a weak-star limit, in the
σ˚pL8;L1q sense, of the bounded sequence pr0, T sˆPpTdqˆTd Q pt,m, xq ÞÑ Vpt,m˚fN , xqqNě1.
Weak limits are defined almost everywhere under Leb1 b P b Lebd. Since YNě1PN is of zero
measure under P (the argument is given next), we can easily modify any weak limit such that it
coincides with V itself on r0, T sˆpYNě1PN qˆTd: the weak limit then provides an extension of V

to the whole r0, T sˆPpTdqˆTd, which shows (1). The main difficulty is to prove that there is in
fact only one limit point. In order to do so, we proceed as follows. For any subsequence pNnqně1

for which the sequence pr0, T s ˆ PpTdq ˆ Td Q pt,m, xq ÞÑ Vpt,m ˚ fNn , xqqně1 is converging in
the weak sense, we can apply Lemma 5.7 below with Wpm ˚ fN , xq “ Vpt,m ˚ fN , xq and

W pNqpmq “ V pt,mq and then invoke Lemma 5.8 with W1 and W2 being two possible limiting
points of pPpTdq ˆTd Q pt,m, xq ÞÑ Vpt,m ˚ fN , xqqNě1 and with W1 “ W2 “ V . The key point
in this respect is that the sequence pr0, T s ˆ PpTdq Q pt,mq ÞÑ V pt,m ˚ fNqqNě1 converges to
the function r0, T s ˆ PpTdq Q pt,mq ÞÑ V pt,mq. Therefore, Lemma 5.8 says that the sequence
pr0, T s ˆ PpTdq ˆ Td Q pt,m, xq ÞÑ Vpt,m ˚ fN , xqqNě1 has a unique limit point (in the weak
sense) and is thus convergent (in the weak sense). This proves (2) in the statement.

It then remains to prove that each PN is of zero measure under P. It suffices to recall from
Theorem 3.5 that, for N 1 ą N ,

P
`
PN

˘
“

`
1PN1 ¨ P

˘´
PN

¯
“
`
1PN1 ¨ P

˘´ č

kPF `
N1 zF `

N

 
m : rπp2q

N 1 pmqsk “ 0
(¯

“ 0.

This completes the proof. �

Importantly, we stress (once again) the fact that the function V defined in the above statement
inherits the d´2-Lipschitz property and the semi-concavity of V . By Proposition 4.10 and by
(80), we have (see (81) for the first line below)

sup
Ně1

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN
sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
BxVpt,m, xq

ˇ̌
ă 8,

sup
Ně1

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN

ÿ

kPFN

|k|4|pVkpt,mq|2 ă 8.

Moreover, we recall from Corollary 3.18 (see in particular (34)) that, with ρ as in Definition
3.13, for any N ě 1, for any pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PpTdq with m having a strictly positive density,
for any collection of complex numbers pzkqkPF `

N
and any non-negative symmetric matrix S,

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"
V
´
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯

ˆ
ÿ

rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

„´
P
“
zk
‰
k
¯

¨
´
rP
“
zℓ
‰
Sℓ

¯
B2

Prprks,rPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯*

â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
dÿ

q“1

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

.

(83)
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with C depending on c such that m ě 1{c. By integration by parts, this can be rewritten

´
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

" ÿ

rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

„
BPrprksV

´
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯
pfk
N

ˆ
„´

P
“
zk
‰
k
¯

¨
´
rP
“
zℓ
‰
Sℓ

¯
BrPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯* â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
dÿ

q“1

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

,

(84)

and then

´
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

" ÿ

rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

„
P
”
pVk

´
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ı
pfk
N

ˆ
„´

P
“
zk
‰
k
¯

¨
´
rP
“
zℓ
‰
Sℓ

¯
BrPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯* â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
dÿ

q“1

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

,

(85)

which prompts us to introduce the following definition:

Definition 5.3. A bounded measurable function Z : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq ˆTd Ñ R is said to be one-
sided Lipschitz in the weak sense if, for any c ą 1, there exists a constant C such that, for any
N ě 1, any ε P p0, 1q and any ρ as in Definition 3.13, it holds, for any pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PpTdq
with m having a density lower bounded by 1{c, and for any collection of complex numbers
pzkqkPF `

N
and any symmetric matrix S,

´
ż

R
2|F `

N
|

" ÿ

rP“ℜ,ℑ

ÿ

k,ℓPF `
N

„
P
”
pZk
´
t,mN,εprq ˚ fN

¯ı
pfk
N

ˆ
„´

P
“
zk
‰
k
¯

¨
´
rP
“
zℓ
‰
Sℓ

¯
BrPrprℓs

´ ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰˘¯* â

jPF `
N

d
´

ℜ
“
prj
‰
,ℑ

“
prj
‰¯

ď C|S|
dÿ

q“1

ˆ ÿ

kPF `
N

|kq| |zk|
˙2

,

with pZkpt,mq “ Zpt,m, ¨q
Ź´k

.

5.2. Uniqueness of weak solutions. Here is now the main theorem:

Theorem 5.4. Let P be the probability measure on PpTdq introduced in the statement of The-
orem 3.5. Then, uniqueness holds everywhere on r0, T s, P-almost everywhere on PpTdq and
everywhere on Td within the class of bounded measurable functions

Z : r0, T s ˆ PpTdq ˆ Td Ñ R,

satisfying (with the same notation as in (75))

(1) sup
Ně1

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN

„
sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

kPFN

k pZkpt,mqekpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ `

ÿ

kPFN

|k|4| pZkpt,mq|2


ă 8;

(2) Z is one-sided Lipschitz in the weak sense, see Definition 5.3;
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(3) for any k P Zd, for any t P r0, T s, for any bounded (measurable) function ϕ defined on
ON0

, for some N0 ě 1,

lim
NÑ8

ż

PpTdq

pZkpt,m ˚ fNqϕ
`
ppmjq

jPF `
N0

˘
dPpmq “

ż

PpTdq

pZkpt,mqϕ
`
ppmjq

jPF `
N0

˘
dPpmq.

In particular, for every t P r0, T s, for P almost every m P PpTdq and for every x P Td, Zpt, x,mq
is equal to Vpt, x,mq, with V being as in the statement of Proposition 5.2.

The following remarks are in order.

Remark 5.5. Item (1) in the statement of Theorem 5.4 says that

sup
Ně1

essuppt,mqPr0,T sˆPN
sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇBx

´ ÿ

kPFN

pZkpt,mqekpxq
¯ˇ̌
ˇ ă 8.

Thus, for any N ě 1 and for almost every pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PN , the function x P Td ÞÑř
kPFN

Zkpt,mqekpxq is Lipschitz continuous, with a Lipschitz constant that is independent of
N , t and m.

Remark 5.6. It is worth noticing that the formulation of uniqueness depends on the choice of
the measure P in the statement of Theorem 3.5. This is an intriguing observation since our
choice for the measure P is somewhat arbitrary, recall the definition (27) of the approximating
measure PN . Alternatively, in order to formulate uniqueness without imposing a specific choice

for P, we could also wonder about identifying pZkpt,mq for m P PN , for a fixed N , but this looks
rather challenging. In fact, with our approach and with item piiiq in Theorem 3.5, we identify

ż

PpTdq

pZkpt,m ˚ fN qϕ
`
ppmjqjPF `

N0

˘
dPN pmq

up to a remainder that tends to 0 as N tends to 8. This remainder depends on ϕ but can be
made uniform when ϕ is taken in a compact family of continuous functions. Interestingly, the
above integral can be reformulated as an integral on ON equipped with the Lebesgue measure,
which makes the interpretation easier.

Proof. First Step. We start with an arbitrary weak solution, as given in Definition 5.1. We

observe from (76) that, for any N ě 1, the functions pℜr pZks,ℑr pZksq
kPF `

N
satisfy a system of

hyperbolic equations of the form

ǫPBtP
”
pZkpt,mq

ı
` BPr pmksHN

´
t,m,

´
ℜ
“ pZjpt,mq

‰
,ℑ

“ pZjpt,mq
‰¯

jPF `
N

¯
“ 0,

for P P tℜ,ℑu, k P F`
N and pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PN , with PN being identified with ON and with

ǫℜ “ 1 and ǫℑ “ ´1.
Following the proof of Theorem 6.6 in [28] (which is itself adapted from [51]), we deduce

that, for almost every t P r0, T s, we can find a function U pNqpt, ¨q : PN Ñ R such that, almost
everywhere on PN ,

ǫPP
”
pZkpt,mq

ı
“ BPr pmksU

pNqpt,mq, k P F`
N ,

which can be easily reformulated by means of (30) as

!
Zpt,m, ¨q

)Ź´k

“ pZkpt,mq “ B pmkU pNqpt,mq.

Then, the function UN can be easily assumed to measurable in time (assuming for instance that
t ÞÑ UN pt,m0q is measurable for a fixed m0 P ON ). Following the same mollification procedure
as in the second and third steps of the proof of [28, Theorem 6.6] and expanding the form of

HN , we can even assume that U pNq is Lipschitz in time and space on r0, T s ˆ PN and satisfies,
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almost everywhere, the following equation

BtU
pNqpt,mq ´

ż

Td

H

ˆ
y, i2π

ÿ

kPFN

kB pmk
U pNqpt,mqekpyq

˙
dmpyq

´
ÿ

kPFN

2π2|k|2B pmkU pNqpt,mqpmk ` F pmq ` 2ζN pt,mq “ 0,

with U pNqpT,mq “ Gpmq as boundary condition. Intuitively, the above equation is obtained by
taking the anti-derivative in (78).

Second Step. For the same value of N , and for ε and ρ and with the same notation as in
Definition 3.13, we now consider the function

rU pN,ε,ρq : m P PN ÞÑ
ż

R
2|F `

N
|
U pNq

`
t,mN,εprq

˘ ź

kPF `
N

ρ
`
prk
˘ â

kPF `
N

dprk.

Pay attention that rU pN,ε,ρq is not the same as pU pNqqN,ε,ρ in Definition 3.13 and in Corollary

3.16, since the measure argument in U pNq is not convoluted by fN .

For a given t P r0, T s, rU pN,ε,ρq is continuously differentiable with respect to ppmkq
kPF `

N
P ON .

Moreover, for almost every t P r0, T s, for any two m1,m2 P PN , we have

U pN,ε,ρq
`
t,m2

˘
´ U pN,ε,ρq

`
t,m1

˘

“
ż 1

0

„ ÿ

kPFN

B pmkU pN,ε,ρq
`
t, λm2 ` p1 ´ λqm1

˘`
pmk

2 ´ pmk
1

˘
dλ

“ p1 ´ εq
ż 1

0

"ż

R
2|F `

N
|

„ ÿ

kPFN

B pmkU pNq
´
t, λm

N,ε
2 prq ` p1 ´ λqmN,ε

1 prq
¯`

pmk
2 ´ pmk

1

˘

ˆ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

*
dλ

“ p1 ´ εq
ż 1

0

"ż

R
2|F `

N
|

„ż

Td

” ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pZk
´
t, λm

N,ε
2 prq ` p1 ´ λqmN,ε

1 prq
¯
ekpxq

ı
d
`
m2 ´m1

˘
pxq



ˆ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ
`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

*
dλ.

By means of Remark 5.5, we know that, for almost every pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PN , the function

x P Td ÞÑ ř
kPFN zt0u

pZkpt,mqekpxq is Lipschitz continuous (in x), uniformly in pt,mq and in

N ě 1. This shows that the Lipschitz constant of rU pN,ε,ρqpt, ¨q in m P PN with respect to the
distance dW1

is uniform with respect to N ě 1 and almost every t P r0, T s. Letting ρ converge to

the Dirac mass δ0 and then ε tend to 0, we deduce that the same is true for U pNq: its Lipschitz
constant in m P PN with respect to dW1

is uniform in N ě 1 and t P r0, T s (since U pNq is
already known to be continuous, it is quite straightforward to pass from almost every t P r0, T s
to any t P r0, T s).

Moreover, by using the growth properties of the Hamiltonian and by using item (1) in the
statement of Theorem 5.4 together with (77), we deduce that the essential supremum norm
of BtU

pNq is bounded, uniformly with respect to t and N , on any subset of PN of the form
tm P PN : }m}8 ď cu, for any c ą 1. In particular, using the fact that U pNqpT, ¨q “ Gp¨q, we
deduce that, for any c ą 1,

sup
tPr0,T s

ż

PpTdq

ˇ̌
U pNqpt,mq

ˇ̌
1tmPPN :}m}8ďcudPN pmq

is bounded by a constant independent of N . For c ą 1, the subset tm P PN : }m}8 ď cu is
of positive measure under PN (as it contains a neighborhood of the Lebesgue measure), from
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which we deduce that

sup
Ně1

sup
tPr0,T s

inf
mPPN

ˇ̌
U pNqpt,mq

ˇ̌
ă 8.

Using the Lipschitz property of U pNq in space, we get

sup
Ně1

sup
tPr0,T s

sup
mPPN

ˇ̌
U pNqpt,mq

ˇ̌
ă 8. (86)

Third Step. By assumption (1) in the statement, we observe that U pNq satisfies the two main
conclusions of Proposition 4.10, for a fixed value of N therein and for almost every pt,mq P
r0, T s ˆ PN . Similarly, using the weak one-sided Lipschitz property of Z in Definition 5.3

and reverting the computations in (83)–(84)–(85), we can easily deduce that U pNq satisfies the
conclusions of Corollary 3.18, say in the form of (34), again for a fixed value of N . Importantly,
this suffices to repeat the arguments underpinning the proof of Theorem 4.12. Notice indeed
that, for a given value of N , the fact that U pNq is defined on r0, T sˆPN suffices to give a meaning

to pU pNqqN,ε,ρ in Definition 3.13 and then to follow the computations of Proposition 4.11 and
Theorem 4.12 when N therein is fixed. The key fact is that, by combining the assumption
(77) with Theorem 6.15 (which permit to handle the remainder ζN along the characteristics
(65)), we still have (70), namely for an initial m0 P BN pcq “ PN X tm : supxPTd |∇mpxq| ď
c, infxPTd mpxq ě 1{cu for a constant c ą 1,

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

ˇ̌
ˇ
`
V N,ε,ρ ´ pU pNqqN,ε,ρ

˘`
0,m0prq

˘ˇ̌
ˇ
ź

jPF `
N

ρ0

`
prj
˘ â

jPF `
N

dprj

ď ηN,ε ` CN,ρ0

ż T

0

„ż

R
2|F `

N
|
RN,ε,ρ

`
t, ppykqkPF `

N

˘
1tyPPN u

â

jPF `
N

dpyj


dt,

with limpN,εqÑp8,0q ηN,ε “ 0, with CN,ρ0
depending on N , ρ0 and c, but independent of ε and

ρ, and with the remainder RN,ε,ρ being as in the statement of Proposition 4.11.
Letting ρ tend to the Dirac mass at 0 for a fixed value of N and invoking Proposition 4.11,

we can get rid of the term containing RN,ε,ρ in the above inequality. Using the regularity of
V and U pNq with respect to dW1

, we deduce that there exists a sequence pη1
N qNě1, converging

to 0, such that |V p0,m0q ´ U pNqp0,m0q| ď η1
N when m0 P BN pcq. Replacing m0 by m ˚ fN ,

we deduce that pV p0,m ˚ fN q ´ U pNqp0,m ˚ fN qqNě1 tends to 0 for any m P PpTdq with a
continuously differentiable strictly positive density. Recalling from piq in Theorem 3.5 that, for
P almost every m, m has a continuously differentiable strictly positive density, we deduce that,
for P almost every m, pV p0,m ˚ fN q ´ U pNqp0,m ˚ fN qqNě1 tends to 0. Obviously, the same
holds true for any initial time t P r0, T s instead of 0.

We eventually deduce that, for any t P r0, T s, the sequence pm P PpTdq ÞÑ U pNqpt,m˚fN qqNě1

converges to V pt, ¨q for the weak-star topology σ˚pL8pPpTdq,Pq;L1pPpTdq,Pqq. The next step
is to apply Lemma 5.8 below to pW1,W1q “ pZ, V q and pW2,W2q “ pV, V q, from which we
deduce that Z and V are equal. The key point is indeed to observe from assumption (3) in the

statement that, for any t P r0, T s, for any k P Zdzt0u, the sequence pm ÞÑ pZkpt,m ˚ fN qqNě1

converges to m ÞÑ pZkpt,mq for the weak-star topology σ˚pL8pPpTdq,Pq;L1pPpTdq,Pqq. In this
respect, the form of assumption (3) is sufficient to identify uniquely any weak limit: this follows
from the description of the Borel σ-algebra on PpTdq provided by Lemma 3.4 together with a
monotone class argument. We deduce that, for any t P r0, T s, for P almost every m P PpTdq,
the two functions Vpt,m, ¨q and Zpt,m, ¨q coincide. �

5.3. Auxiliary lemmas. We now provide two important auxiliary lemmas that we invoked in
the proofs of Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 5.4.

Lemma 5.7. Let W : PpTdq ˆ Td Ñ R and W : PpTdq Ñ R be bounded measurable functions

such that for a collection of bounded functions pW pNq : PN Ñ RqNě1, with each W pNq being
Lipschitz continuous, the following three assumptions hold true:



58 ALEKOS CECCHIN AND FRANÇOIS DELARUE

piq For any N ě 1, any k P F`
N and almost every m P PN , xWkpmq “ B pmk

W pNqpmq, with

xWkpmq :“ Wpm, ¨q
Ź´k

;

piiq Up to a common subsequence, the functions pm ÞÑ xWkpm ˚ fN qqNě1 converge, for each

k P Zdzt0u, to xWk for the weak-star topology σ˚pL8pPpTdq,Pq;L1pPpTdq,Pqq;
piiiq Up to the same subsequence as in piiq, the functions pm ÞÑ W pNqpm ˚ fN qqNě1 converge

to W for the same weak-star topology σ˚pL8pPpTdq,Pq;L1pPpTdq,Pqq.
Then, for any δ ą 0 and c ą 1, there exists an integer Nc,δ such that, for any N0 ě Nc,δ,

any k0 P F`
N0

, any smooth function ϕ : R
2|F `

N0
| Ñ R whose support is included in tppmjq

jPF `
N0

P

C
|F `

N0
| » R

2|F `
N0

|
: 1 ` 2 infxPTd

ř
jPF `

N0

ℜrpmje´jpxqs ě 1{cu,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
W pmqB pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

`
ż

PpTdq

"
xWk0pmq ´ 2W pmq|k0|2pd pmk0

*
ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď Cδ,

for a constant C independent of N0 and depending on ϕ only through }ϕ}8 and }B pmk0
ϕ}8.

Notice that the role of N0 in the statement is to adjust the size of the support of the test
function ϕ.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we fix δ ą 0 and c ą 1 and then choose N0 ě 1, ϑ : r0, T s Ñ R

and ϕ : R
2|F `

N0
| Ñ R as in the statement. Without any loss of generality, we also do as if the

subsequences in assumptions piiq and piiiq were the full sequence pNqNě1 itself.
By item piiiq in the statement, we get

lim
NÑ8

ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq “

ż

PpTdq
W pmqϕ

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯
dPpmq.

Using the fact that the functions pW pNqqNě1 are uniformly bounded to get the first equality
and invoking piiiq in the statement of Theorem 3.5, the above limit can be reformulated as

lim
NÑ8

ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq “

ż

PpTdq
W pmqϕ

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯
dPpmq. (87)

Here, we can easily replace ϕ by its partial derivative B pmk0
ϕ, for a given k0 P F`

N0
,

lim
NÑ8

ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

“
ż

PpTdq
W pmqB pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq.

We now recall the form of PN in (27)–(28) in order to study the left-hand side. We have
ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

“ 1

ZN

ż

ON

W pNq
`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

´
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
¯ â

kPF `
N

dpmk,

with p ě 5 fixed (see (27) for the original occurrence of p) and with m in the second line being
obviously identified with INpppmkqkPF `

N
q.

Fix now N ě 1. By Lemmas 6.3 and 6.5 in the appendix, we can choose N0 large enough such
that, if N ě N0 and the support of ϕ is included in I

´1
N pAN0

q (with AN0
as in the statement
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of Lemma 6.3), then

PN

ˆ!
ppmkqkPF `

N0

P supportpϕq
)

X
" ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|pmk| ě a0

|k|5d{2

*˙
ď δ, (88)

for a0 fixed as in the statement of Lemma 6.3 (in particular, a0 only depends on the dimension).
By the same statement, the simple fact that

IN0
pppmkqkPF `

N0

q P AN0
and

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|pmk| ă a0

|k|5d{2

implies that ppmkq
kPF `

N
P ON . For such a choice, we get that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

´ 1

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N
|
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯

ˆ 1t
ř

kPF
`
N

zF
`
N0

| pmk |ăa0{|k|5d{2u exp
´

´
ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
¯ â

kPF `
N

dpmk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď Cδ,

with C depending on ϕ through }B pmk0
ϕ}8, but being independent of N .

Then, we can make an integration by parts in the second term in the left-hand side. This

leads to two terms: paq one derivative is acting on W pNq and leads to xWk0 (using item piq in
the statement); pbq the other derivative is acting on the density. Therefore, we obtain

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

` 1

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

"
B pmk0

W pNq
`
m ˚ fN

˘ pfk0

N ´ 2W pNq
`
m ˚ fN

˘
|k0|2pd pmk0

*

ˆ 1t
ř

kPF
`
N

zF
`
N0

| pmk|ăa0{|k|5d{2uϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

´
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
¯ â

kPF `
N

dpmk

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď Cδ,

and then, using once again (88) together with the bound supNě1 essupmPPN
|B pmk0

W pNqpmq| “
supNě1 essupmPPN

|xWk0pmq| ă 8,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
W pNq

`
m ˚ fN

˘
B pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

`
ż

PpTdq

"
B pmk0

W pNq
´
m ˚ fN

¯
pfk0

N ´ 2W pNq
`
m ˚ fN

˘
|k0|2pd pmk0

*
ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď Cδ,

with C now depending on ϕ through }ϕ}8 and }B pmk0
ϕ}8. Recalling again that B pmk0

W pNqpm ˚
fN q “ xWk0pm ˚ fNq almost everywhere, we can use assumption piiq in the statement in order
to pass to the limit in the term B pmk0

W pNqpm ˚ fN q. Recalling (87) and letting N tend to 8, we
eventually get

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
W pmqB pmk0

ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

`
ż

PpTdq

"
xWk0pmq ´ 2W pmq|k0|2pd pmk0

*
ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď Cδ,

which completes the proof. �
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Lemma 5.8. Let pW1,W1q and pW2,W2q be two pairs of functions satisfying the assumptions
of Lemma 5.7. If W1 and W2 are equal almost everywhere under P, then W1 and W2 are also
equal almost everywhere under P.

Proof. We apply Lemma 5.7 to pWi,Wiq, for i “ 1, 2, and then use the fact that W1 “ W2.
We deduce that, for δ ą 0 and c ą 1, there exists an integer Nc,δ such that, for N0 ě Nc,δ,

for any k0 P F`
N0

and any smooth function ϕ : R
2|F `

N0
| Ñ R whose support is included in

tppmjqjPF `
N0

P C
|F `

N0
| » R

2|F `
N0

|
: 1 ` 2 infxPTd

ř
jPF `

N0

ℜrpmje´jpxqs ě 1{cu,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
xWk0

1 pmq ´ xWk0

2 pmq
¯
ϕ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď Cδ, (89)

for a constant C only depending on ϕ through }ϕ}8 and }B pmk0
ϕ}8. By an obvious regularization

procedure, the same holds if ϕ is merely bounded and Lipschitz continuous, in which case the
constant C depends on ϕ through the bound and the Lipschitz constant of ϕ.

For ϑ : R Ñ r0, 1s, a c-Lipschitz function that is equal to 0 on s ´ 8, 1{cr, let

Θ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
“ ϑ

´
1 ` 2 inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜ
“
pmke´kpxq

‰¯
,

`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

P C
|F `

N0
| » R

2|F `
N0

|
.

Observe that the support of Θ is included in ON0
. Moreover, for ppmkq

kPF `
N0

P C
|F `

N0
| » R

2|F `
N0

|

and prk0 P C, with k0 P F`
N0

, we have
ˇ̌
ˇΘ

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

` 1tk“k0uprk0

¯
´ Θ

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯ˇ̌
ˇ

ď 2c sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ÿ

kPF `
N0

pmke´kpxq ´
ÿ

kPF `
N0

`
pmk ` 1tk“k0uprk0

˘
e´kpxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 2c

ˇ̌
prk0

ˇ̌
,

hence proving that Θ is 2c-Lipschitz with respect to pmk0. In particular, for a continuously
differentiable test function φ on PpTdq, we deduce from (89) that, for N0 large enough,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
xWk0

1 pmq ´ xWk0

2 pmq
¯
φ
`
m ˚ fN0

˘
ϑ
´

1 ` 2 inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜ
“
pmke´kpxq

‰¯
dPpmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď Cpcqδ,

with Cpcq depending on c, but being independent of N0 and δ. Above, φpm ˚ fN0
q is regarded

as a smooth function on ON0
.

As before, m ˚ fN0
converges to m for the Wasserstein distance as N0 tends to 8. Moreover,

Lemma 6.13 below says that, P-almost everywhere, the series
ř

kPZd |pmk| is absolutely convergent

hence proving that 1 ` infxPTd 2
ř

kPF `
N0

ℜrpmke´kpxqs converges to infxPTd mpxq with m being

identified with its density. Therefore, we can let N0 tend to 8. We thus get
ż

PpTdq

´
xWk0

1 pmq ´ xWk0

2 pmq
¯
φpmqϑ

´
inf

xPTd
mpxq

¯
dPpmq “ 0.

There is no difficulty for sending c to `8 in the definition of ϑ since P almost every m P PpTdq
has a (strictly) positive density. We obtain

ż

PpTdq

´
xWk0

1 pmq ´ xWk0

2 pmq
¯
φpmqdPpmq “ 0,

for any continuously differentiable test function φ on PpTdq. By the approximation procedure
defined in Proposition 3.14, the same holds true if φ is merely continuous on PpTdq. And, then
the same is true if φ is bounded and measurable on PpTdq, see [65]. This suffices to identify
xWk0

1 and xWk0

2 . �
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5.4. Classical solutions to the master equation as weak solutions. We now prove the
following result, which legitimates Definition 5.1:

Proposition 5.9. If U is a classical solution to the master equation, with BtU , BxU , B2
xxU , BµU ,

ByBµU being continuous (with y denoting the last argument in the derivative BµUpt, x,mqpyq),
then the centered version

Ũpt, x,mq :“ Upt, x,mq ´
ż

Td

Upt, y,mqdy, t P r0, T s, x P Td, m P PpTdq,

satisfies the conservative version (24) of the master equation. In particular, Ũ is a weak solution
to the master equation, in the sense of Definition 5.1.

Proof. For any starting point pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PpTdq, we can construct a solution to the system
(5) by solving the Fokker-Planck equation

Btmtpxq ´ divx

´
BpH

`
x,∇xUpt, x,mtq

˘
mtpxq

¯
´ 1

2
∆xmtpxq “ 0,

and then, by letting, utpxq “ Upt, x,mtq. In fact, this solution can be proven to be unique, see
for instance [25, Proposition 5.106].

By Proposition 2.6, the forward component of this unique solution, i.e. pmtq0ďtďT , must
coincide with the (hence unique) optimal path of the MFCP, when initialized from pt,mq. In
turn, Lemma 4.6 implies, for any N ě 1,

B pmkV pt,mq “
ż

Td

Upt, x,mqe´2iπk¨xdx, k P FN zt0u,

for almost every pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PN under the probability measure Leb1 b PN . By continuity
of U in the right-hand side, we deduce that V is differentiable with respect to pmk on the entire
r0, T s ˆ PN . We deduce from Schwarz’ theorem that, for every pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PN and for any
k, ℓ P FN zt0u,

ż

Td

B pmℓUpt, x,mqe´2iπk¨xdx “
ż

Td

B pmkUpt, x,mqe´2iπℓ¨xdx, k, ℓ P FN zt0u,

which rewritesż

Td

ż

Td

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyqe´2iπk¨xe´2iπℓ¨ydxdy “

ż

Td

ż

Td

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyqe´2iπk¨ye´2iπℓ¨xdx,

for k, ℓ P FN zt0u. By invoking the continuity of U and by approximating any measurem P PpTdq
by the sequence pm ˚ fN qNě1, the above holds true for any pt,mq P r0, T s ˆ PpTdq and any
k, ℓ P Zdzt0u. This shows

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyq ´ δU

δm
pt, y,mqpxq “ ψpyq ´ φpxq, x, y P Td,

for two real-valued functions φ and ψ defined on Td (both depending on m). Integrating the
above identity in y and then in x with respect to the Lebesgue measure on Td, we get from (3):

ż

Td

δU

δm
pt, y,mqpxqdy “ φpxq ´

ż

Td

ψpyqdy,
ż

Td

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyqdx “ ψpyq ´

ż

Td

φpxqdx,

for x, y P Td. Integrating again in x the first line, we get
ż

Td

ψpyqdy “
ż

Td

φpxqdx,

and then

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyq ´ δU

δm
pt, y,mqpxq “

ż

Td

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyqdx ´

ż

Td

δU

δm
pt, y,mqpxqdy,
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for x, y P Td. We then have

δ

δm

"ż

Td

H
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
dmpyq

*
pxq

“ H
`
x,∇yUpt, x,mq

˘
´
ż

Td

H
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
dy

`
ż

Td

BpH
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
¨ By

δU

δm
pt, y,mqpxqdmpyq

“ H
`
x,∇yUpt, x,mq

˘
´
ż

Td

H
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
dy

`
ż

Td

BpH
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
¨ By

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyqdmpyq

´
ż

Td

ż

Td

BpH
`
y,∇yUpt, y,mq

˘
¨ By

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyqdx dmpyq,

and similarly,

δ

δm

"ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

yUpt, y,mq
ı
dmpyq

*
pxq

“ Tr
”
B2

xUpt, x,mq
ı

´
ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

yUpt, y,mq
ı
dy

`
ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

y

δU

δm
pt, y,mqpxq

ı
dmpyq

“ Tr
”
B2

xUpt, x,mq
ı

´
ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

yUpt, y,mq
ı
dy

`
ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

y

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyq

ı
dmpyq ´

ż

Td

ż

Td

Tr
”
B2

y

δU

δm
pt, x,mqpyq

ı
dx dmpyq.

The conclusion easily follows: it suffices to integrate the equation (12) in x with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, to make the difference between (12) and the hence integrated version of (12)
and then to insert the latter two identities, noticing that ∇xU “ ∇xŨ .

The last claim then follows since Ũ solves (76) in the classical sense. Indeed, we can argue as
in Subsection 4.1, the computations being here legitimate because the solution is smooth. �

6. appendix

6.1. Construction of a probability measure on PpTdq satisfying Theorem 3.5. This
(long) subsection is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 3.5. This comes as a by-product of a
generic construction, which makes use (in a quite systematic manner) of the notations introduced
in Subsection 3.2 (we invite the reader to have a new look at them before she/he enters the
details of the proof below). In particular, we recall (27), (28) and the subsequent notation
PN “ ΓN ˝ I

´1
N . Quite often in the analysis, we also make use of the normalization constant

cN :“
ż

R
2|F `

N
|
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

dpmj . (90)

(Notice that cN is different from ZN in (27).) Moreover, we also introduce a sequence pξkqkPNdzt0u

of independent two-dimensional Gaussian random variables on an auxiliary probability space
with P as probability measure, such that each ξk has I2 as covariance matrix (with I2 being
the identity matrix of dimension 2).

6.1.1. Properties of the sequence pPN qNě1. In this paragraph, we obtain a series of lemmas on
the properties of the measures pPN qNě1. We start with the following lemma:
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Lemma 6.1. For any two integers N0 ď N and for any r0, 1s-valued measurable function ϕ

defined on R
2|F `

N0
|

that is equal to zero outside ON0
,

ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

ď cN

cN0

1

ZN

ż

ON0

ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj .

Moreover, for any ε P p0, 1q, if ϕ is null outside the points ppmkqkPF `
N0

such that

1 ` 2 inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPF `
N0

2ℜ
“
pmke´kpxq

‰
ě ε, (91)

then
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

ě cN

cN0

cpε,N0q
ZN

ż

ON0

ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ,

with

cpε,N0q :“ 1 ´ Cppq
εN

pp´5{2qd
0

, (92)

for Cppq a constant only depending on p and d.

Proof. First Step. Using the same notations as in the statement and recalling that ϕ is zero
outside ON0

, we have
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

“ 1

ZN

ż

ON

ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

kPF `
N

dpmk

“ 1

ZN

ż

ON0

ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙

(93)

ˆ
ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q

„
1ON

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj

 â

jPF `
N0

dpmj .

Obviously, we can bound the indicator function in the last line by 1 and then get cN {cN0
(see

(90) for the definition) as bound for the whole term on the last line. This proves the first
inequality in the statement.

Second Step. Take now ϕ as in the statement and ppmkqkPF `
N0

satisfying (91). If we choose

another collection ppmkqkPFN zFN0

(with the usual requirement that pm´k “ pmk) such that

ÿ

kPFN zFN0

|pmk| ă 1

2
ε,

then

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pmke´kpxq “ 1 ` 2 inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

ℜ
“
pmke´kpxq

‰
ě 1

2
ε,
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and accordingly the left hand side can be regarded as a probability measure in PN . For instance,
so is the case if |pmk| ď κ´1

d ε|k|´3d{2, for κd “ 2
ř

jPZdzt0u |j|´3d{2. Therefore, for m P PpTdq
such that ppmkqkPF `

N0

belongs to the support of ϕ,

ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q

ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1t| pmk|ăκ´1

d
ε|k|´3d{2u exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj

ď
ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q
1ON

´
ppmkqkPF `

N

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj

ď
ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj .

(94)

Multiplying both sides by cN0
{cN , we get

ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

P

ˆ! 1?
2|k|pd

|ξk| ă ε

κd|k|3d{2

)˙

ď cN0

cN

ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q
1ON

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj

ď 1,

(95)

where pξkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

is defined right below (90).

By Markov inequality, for p ą 3{2,

ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

P

ˆ! 1?
2|k|pd

|ξk| ă ε

κd|k|3d{2

)˙
ě 1 ´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

P

ˆ!
|ξk| ě

?
2
ε

κd
|k|pp´3{2qd

)˙

ě 1 ´ Cppq
ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1

ε|k|pp´3{2qd

ě 1 ´ Cppq
εN

pp´5{2qd
0

,

(96)

where the value of the constant Cppq is allowed to change from line to line (as long as it only
depends on p and d). The difference on the last line coincides with cpε,N0q in (92).

Back to (95), we deduce

cpε,N0q ď cN0

cN

ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q
1ON

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj .

Back to (93), we get the second inequality in the statement (and this even if cpε,N0q is negative).
�

We get the following lemma:

Lemma 6.2. With the same notations as above,

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

´ 1
ˇ̌
ˇ “ 0,

and

lim
N0Ñ8

inf
NěN0

PN

ˆ"
1 ` inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě p2N0q´3d{2

*˙
“ 1,

with the usual convention that pm´k “ pmk for k P F`
N0

.
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Proof. First Step. We choose ϕ in Lemma 6.1 as ϕ0, the indicator function of the set of Fourier
coefficients ppmkqkPF `

N0

such that

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ą ε, (97)

for some ε P p0, 1q as in the statement of Lemma 6.1 and with the same convention as in the

statement of Lemma 6.2 that pm´k “ pmk. Then, we have

1

ZN

cN

cN0

ż

ON0

ϕ0

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj

“ 1

ZN

cN

cN0

ż

R
2|F `

N0

|
ϕ0

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj.

We then make the change of variable

pyk “ 1

1 ´ ε
pmk.

Then, the condition (97) merely says that ppykqkPF `
N0

belongs to ON0
if ppmkqkPF `

N0

belongs to the

support of ϕ0. Therefore,

1

ZN

cN

cN0

ż

ON0

ϕ0

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj

“ p1 ´ εq2|F `
N0

|

ZN

cN

cN0

ż

ON0

exp

ˆ
´p1 ´ εq2

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pyk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpyj

ě p1 ´ εq2|F `
N0

|ZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

.

(98)

By the second inequality in the statement of Lemma 6.1, we deduce that

cpε,N0qp1 ´ εq2|F `
N0

|ZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

ď 1.

Moreover, choosing ϕ “ 1 in the first inequality in the statement of Lemma 6.1, we also have

ZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

ě 1.

Second Step. We notice from Proposition 3.1 that 2|F`
N0

| “ DN0
ď 2p2N0qd. So, if we choose

ε “ N
´3d{2
0 , then the shape of cpε,N0q in Lemma 6.1 together with the fact that p ě 5 yield

cpε,N0qp1 ´ εq2|F `
N0

| ě
´

1 ´ Cppq
Nd

0

¯
exp

´
2p2N0qd lnp1 ´ pN0q´3d{2q

¯
.

Obviously the right-hand side tends to 1 as N0 tends to 8. Combining with the conclusion of
the first step, we get

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

´ 1
ˇ̌
ˇ “ 0,

which is the first claim in the statement.

Third Step. By the second inequality in the statement of Lemma 6.1,ż

PpTdq
ϕ0

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

ě cN

cN0

cpε,N0q
ZN

ż

ON0

ϕ0

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj,
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By (98) (with ε “ N
´3d{2
0 ), we get

PN

ˆ"
1 ` inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ą N
´3d{2
0

*˙
“
ż

PpTdq
ϕ0

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

ě cpε,N0qp1 ´ εq2|F `
N0

|ZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

,

By the second step, we get that the infimum over N ě N0 of the right-hand side tends to 1 as
N0 tends to 8. This completes the proof. �

Here is an application, which is very useful throughout the paper.

Lemma 6.3. Let pψN0
qN0ě1 be a sequence of r´1, 1s-valued Borel measurable functions defined

on PpTdq with the following two properties:

(1) ψN0
is measurable with respect to the σ-algebra generated by the mappings pm P PpTdq ÞÑ

pmkq
kPF `

N0

;

(2) ψN0
is null outside

AN0
:“

"
m P PpTdq : 1 ` inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě p2N0q´3d{2

*
.

Then, there exists a0 ą 0, only depending on d, such that, for any a P p0, a0s,

AN0
X

č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ă a

|k|5d{2

)

Ă
"
m P PpTdq : 1 ` inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0

*
,

and

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆż

PpTdq
ψN0

pmqdPN0
pmq

˙´1 ż

PpTdq

„
ψN0

pmq
ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1
t| pmk |ăa|k|´5d{2

)

dPN pmq ´ 1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“ 0,

with the numerator in the first line being necessarily equal 0 when the denominator is 0 and the
convention that the ratio is then understood as 1.

Remark 6.4. In fact, the first claim can be reformulated in the following broader sense. If
ppmkq

kPF `
N

satisfies, for N ě N0,

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě p2N0q´3d{2, and max
kPF `

N
zF `

N0

|pmk| ă a

|k|5d{2
,

for a P p0, a0s, then

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0 .

In words, there is no need to assume a priori that ppmkqkPF `
N

are the Fourier coefficients of a

probability measure. The conditions on the Fourier coefficients suffice to prove it a posteriori.

Proof. We first observe that, for

m P AN0
X

č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
|pmk| ă a

|k|5d{2

)
,
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it holds

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě p2N0q´3d{2 ´
ÿ

kPFN zFN0

a

|k|5d{2

ě p2N0q´3d{2 ´ cdapN0q´3d{2,

for a constant cd only depending on d. Therefore, for cda ď 2´p3d{2`1q,

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0 .

We deduce that, for such an a and for ψN0
as in the statement,

ż

PpTdq

„
ψN0

pmq
ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1t| pmk |ăa|k|´5d{2u


dPN pmq

“ 1

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N
|

„
ϕN0

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯ ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1t| pmk |ăa|k|´5d{2u exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

dpmj,

where ϕN0
“ ψN0

˝ IN0
, see the notation in (28). We rewrite the above equality as

ż

PpTdq

„
ψN0

pmq
ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1t| pmk |ăa|k|´5d{2u


dPN pmq

“ 1

ZN

ż

ON0

ϕN0

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj

ˆ
ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q

ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1t| pmk |ăa|k|´5d{2u exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj

“ ZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

ˆż

PpTdq
ψN0

pmqdPN0
pmq

˙ ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

P
´!

|ξk| ď
?

2a|k|pp´5{2qd
)¯
.

(99)

Repeating (96),

ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

P
´!

|ξk| ď
?

2a|k|pp´5{2qd
)¯

ě 1 ´ Cppq
aN

pp´7{2qd
0

,

for a constant Cppq only depending on p and d. Therefore, by Lemma 6.2, we have

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ZN0

ZN

cN

cN0

ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

P
´!

|ξk| ď
?

2a|k|pp´5{2qd
)¯

´ 1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0.

Inserting the latter into (99), we get the conclusion. �

We deduce the following lemma:

Lemma 6.5. Let a0 ą 0 be as in the statement of Lemma 6.3. Then, for any δ ą 0, there
exists N1 ě 1 such that, for any N ě N0 ě N1,

PN

´ 
m ą 2´p3d{2`1qN

´3d{2
0

(¯
ě PN

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ă a0

|k|5d{2

)˙
ě 1 ´ δ,

(100)

with AN0
being as in Lemma 6.3.
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Proof. For δ as in the statement, we know from Lemma 6.3 (with ψN0
“ 1AN0

) that we can find
a “ a0 ą 0, only depending on d, such that, for any N0 ě 1,

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌PN

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
|pmk| ă a

|k|5d{2

)˙
´ PN0

`
AN0

˘ˇ̌ˇ̌ ď δ

2
.

By Lemma 6.3, for any N ě N0,

AN0
X

č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ă a

|k|5d{2

)

Ă
"
m P PpTdq : 1 ` inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0

*
.

Therefore, for any N ě N0,

PN

ˆ"
1 ` inf

xPTd

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0

*˙

ě PN

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ă a

|k|5d{2

)˙

ě PN0

`
AN0

˘
´ 1

2
δ.

(101)

By Lemma 6.2, we know that, for N0 large enough, PN0

`
AN0

˘
ě 1´δ{2 and, then, the right-hand

side is greater than 1 ´ δ. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 6.6. With the same notations as before,

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
ϕ:R

DN0 Ñr´1,1s

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
d
`
PN ´ PN0

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0,

where, for any N0 ě 1, ϕ in the argument of the supremum is required to be measurable, and
with the already used notation DN0

“ 2|F`
N0

|.

Proof. We fix δ ą 0. By Lemma 6.5, we can choose a0 as in Lemma 6.3, N0 large enough and
ε P p0, 1q small enough such that, for all N ě N0,

PN

´ 
m ą ε

(¯
ě PN

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ă a0

|k|5d{2

)˙
ě 1 ´ δ.

For a function ϕ as in the statement, we then have

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

´
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯ˆ
1AN0

pmq
ź

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

1t| pmk |ăa0|k|´5d{2u

˙
dPN pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď δ.

(102)

We now apply Lemma 6.3 to the function m ÞÑ ϕpppmkq
kPF `

N0

q1AN0
pmq. For N0 large enough,

we get

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq ´

ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
dPN0

pmq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 3δ.

�



WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE MASTER EQUATION OF POTENTIAL MEAN FIELD GAMES 69

6.1.2. Convergence of the sequence pPN qNě1. Using the properties proven in the previous para-
graph, we now have all the ingredients to address the limiting points of the sequence pPN qNě1.

The following lemma proves the second claim in item piiq of Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 6.7. Let P be a weak limit of pPN qNě1 on PpTdq. For an integer N0 ě 1, define, on
PpTdq, the (sub-probability) measure Q by

dQ

dP
pmq :“ 1PN0

pmq “ 1ON0

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯
, m P PpTdq.

Then, the image of Q by the mapping

π
p2q
N0

: m P PpTdq ÞÑ
`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

P R
2|F `

N0
|

is supported by ON0
(i.e., Q ˝ pπp2q

N0
q´1pOA

N0
q “ 0) and is absolutely continuous with respect to

the Lebesgue measure. Precisely, for any Borel subset B of R
2|F `

N0
|

that is included in ON0
,

Q ˝
`
π

p2q
N0

˘´1pBq

“
ż

PpTdq
1B

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
dPpmq

ď
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯ 1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1B

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ,

where we recall from Lemma 6.2 that the first factor in the above right-hand side is finite.

Proof. Let E be an open subset of ON0
(equivalently, E is an open subset of R

2|F `
N0

|
included

in ON0
). We observe that tm P PpTdq : ppmkqkPF `

N0

P Eu is an open subset of PpTdq.
Up to a subsequence, we can assume that pPN qNě1 weakly converges to P. Then, by Port-

manteau theorem,

P

´!
ppmkqkPF `

N0

P E
)¯

ď lim inf
NÑ8

PN

´!
ppmkqkPF `

N0

P E
)¯
.

Now, by Lemma 6.1 (with ϕ “ 1E), letting N tend to 8 therein, we get

ż

PpTdq
1E

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ď
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯ 1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1E

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ,
(103)

where we recall from Lemma 6.2 that the first factor in the above right-hand side is finite. By

definition of Q, the left-hand side can be rewritten as Q ˝ pπp2q
N0

q´1pEq.
Take now a Borel subset B of R

2|F `
N0

|
that is included in ON0

. By outer-regularity of the
Lebesgue measure, we can find, for any δ ą 0, an open subset E of ON0

, containing B, such
that

1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1E

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj

ď 1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1B

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ` δ.
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By (103),ż

PpTdq
1E

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ď
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯„ 1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1B

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ` δ


.

The left-hand side writes Q ˝ pπp2q
N0

q´1pEq. This yields

Q ˝
`
π

p2q
N0

˘´1pBq
ď Q ˝

`
π

p2q
N0

˘´1pEq

ď
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯„ 1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1B

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ` δ


.

Since this is for any δ ą 0, we get the result. �

Lemma 6.8. Let P be a weak limit of pPN qNě1 on PpTdq. Then

lim
N0Ñ8

PpAN0
q “ 1,

with AN0
being as in Lemma 6.3.

Proof. By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.7, AN0
is a closed subset of PpTdq.

Therefore, by Portmanteau theorem (assuming without any loss of generality that pPN qNě1

converges to P in the weak sense),

PpAN0
q ě lim sup

NÑ8
PN pAN0

q.

The conclusion follows from Lemma 6.5. �

We now prove item piiiq in the statement of Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 6.9. Let P be a weak limit of pPN qNě1 on PpTdq. Then,

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
ϕ:R

DN0 Ñr´1,1s

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
d
`
P ´ PN0

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0,

where, for any N0 ě 1, ϕ in the argument of the supremum is required to be measurable, and
with the already used notation DN0

“ 2|F`
N0

|.
Proof. First Step. Introduce the sequence

ηN0
:“ sup

ϕ:R
DN0 Ñr´1,1s

sup
NěN0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

N0

¯
d
`
PN ´ PN0

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌, N0 ě 1.

By Lemma 6.6, the sequence pηN0
qN0ě1 converges to 0.

Take now ϕ a continuous function from RDN0 into r´1, 1s. Letting N tend to 8, we getˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
d
`
P ´ PN0

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN0

.

Second Step. Assume now that ϕ is merely measurable and r´1, 1s-valued. Consider also
another sequence pδN0

qN0ě1 converging to 0. Then, by Lusin’s theorem, we can find, for each
N0 ě 1, a continuous function rϕ on RDN0 with values in r´1, 1s such that
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯
PN0

´!
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
“ rϕ

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯)¯
(104)

“
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯ 1

ZN0

ż

ON0

1tϕ “rϕu

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj ď δN0
.
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By Lemma 6.7,
ż

PpTdq
1tϕ “rϕu

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
1ON0

´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
dPpmq ď δN0

. (105)

Therefore, by (104) and (105),
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
d
`
P ´ PN0

˘
pmq ´

ż

PpTdq
rϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
d
`
P ´ PN0

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
ϕ´ rϕ

¯´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
ϕ ´ rϕ

¯´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
dPN0

pmq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
ϕ´ rϕ

¯´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
1AN0

pmqdPpmq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
ϕ´ rϕ

¯´
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

¯
1AA

N0

pmqdPpmq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

`
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq

´
ϕ ´ rϕ

¯´
ppmkqkPF `

N0

¯
dPN0

pmq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď 4δN0
` 2P

´
AA

N0

¯
,

where we used the obvious implication m P AN0
ñ ppmkq

kPF `
N0

P ON0
(see Lemma 6.3). By

Lemma 6.8, we can modify our choice of pδN0
qN0ě1 such that the right-hand side is less than

5δN0
.

Third Step. By the first and second steps, we get
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
d
`
P ´ PN0

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ηN0

` 5δN0
.

The right-hand side tends to 0 as N0 tends to 8, uniformly with respect to ϕ. This completes
the proof. �

As a corollary, we deduce

Lemma 6.10. The sequence pPN qNě1 is weakly converging.

Proof. Take two weak limits P and P1 of the sequence pPN qNě1. By Lemma 6.9,

lim
N0Ñ8

sup
ϕ:R

DN0 Ñr´1,1s

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmkqkPF `
N0

¯
d
`
P ´ P1

˘
pmq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0, (106)

where, for any N0 ě 1, ϕ in the argument of the supremum is required to be measurable.
Therefore, P and P1 coincide on the σ-algebra generated by the mappings pm ÞÑ pmkq

kPF `
N0

,

for any N0 ě 1. By Lemma 3.4 together with a standard monotone class argument, we deduce
that P and P1 coincide. �

6.1.3. Completion of the proof of Theorem 3.5. We now prove the first claim in item piiq of
Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 6.11. Let P be the weak limit of pPN qNě1 on PpTdq. Then, for any integer N0 ě 1,
the image of P by the projection mapping

π
p1q
N0

: m P PpTdq ÞÑ
`
pmk pfk

N0

˘
kPF `

N0

P ON0

is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Proof. For N0 ě 1, we consider a r0, 1s-valued measurable function ϕ defined on R
2|F `

N0
|

that is
equal to 0 outside ON0

.
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Following (93), we get, for any N ě N0,
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

q
kPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

“ 1

ZN

ż

ON

ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

qkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

kPF `
N

dpmk

“ 1

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N0

|
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

qkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙

ˆ
ż

R
2p|F `

N
|´|F `

N0

|q

„
1ON

´
ppmkq

kPF `
N

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmj

 â

jPF `
N0

dpmj .

And then,
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

qkPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

ď 1

ZN

cN

cN0

ż

R
2|F `

N0

|
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

q
kPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpmj.

We make, in the integral on the second line, the following change of variable:

pyk “ pmk pfk
N0
, k P F`

N0
.

Then, since | pfk
N0

| ď 1 for each k P F`
N0

, we get
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

q
kPF `

N0

¯
dPN pmq

ď 1

ZN

cN

cN0

ˆ ź

kPF `
N0

ˇ̌ pfk
N0

|
˙´1 ż

R
2|F `

N0

|
ϕ
´

ppykqkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pyk|2

| pfk
N0

|2

˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpyj

ď 1

ZN

cN

cN0

ˆ ź

kPF `
N0

ˇ̌ pfk
N0

|
˙´1 ż

R
2|F `

N0

|
ϕ
´

ppykq
kPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd|pyk|2
˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpyj.

Since ϕ is zero outside ON0
, the above integral reduces to an integral over ON0

. Therefore,
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

qkPF `
N0

¯
dPN pmq

ď 1

ZN

cN

cN0

ˆ ź

kPF `
N0

ˇ̌ pfk
N0

|
˙´1 ż

ON0

ϕ
´

ppykq
kPF `

N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd

˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpyj .

By Lemma 6.6, we can let N tend to 8 in the left-hand side. We get
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
´

ppmk pfk
N0

qkPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

ď
´

sup
NěN0

ZN0
cN

ZNcN0

¯ 1

ZN0

ˆ ź

kPF `
N0

ˇ̌ pfk
N0

|
˙´1 ż

ON0

ϕ
´

ppykqkPF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N0

|k|2pd

˙ â

jPF `
N0

dpyj,

where we recall from Lemma 6.2 that the first factor in the above right-hand side is finite. This
completes the proof. �

We now prove item piq in the statement of Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 6.12. Let P be the weak limit of pPN qNě1 on PpTdq. Then, P has a full support on
PpTdq equipped with the 1-Wasserstein distance.
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Proof. First Step. We consider a measure m0 P PpTdq and a real ε P p0, 1q. We have to prove
that PpBpm0, εqq ą 0 with Bpm0, εq the ball of PpTdq of center m0 and of radius ε for the
1-Wasserstein distance.

By Lemma 3.3, we notice that, for N0 large enough,

m0 ˚ fN0
“

ÿ

kPFN0

pmk
0
pfk
N0
e´k P B

`
m0,

1
4
ε
˘
,

And then, using the same constant c0 as in the notation introduced in Section 1, we get

ε

4c0

`
`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
m0 ˚ fN0

“ ε

4c0

`
`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘ ÿ

kPFN0

pmk
0
pfk
N0
e´k P Bpm0,

3
4
εq. (107)

Recall that there exists a constant cd, only depending on d, such that, for any a ą 0,
ÿ

kRFN0

a

|k|5d{2
ď cda

N0
3d{2

.

Therefore, for a fixed, for cda{N3d{2
0 ă ε{p8c0q and for any collection ppmkqkPZd , with pm0 “ 1,

pm´k “ pmk for k “ 0, and
$
’&
’%

ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
ˇ pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ˇ ď ε

8c0

,

@k R FN0
, |pmk| ď a|k|´5d{2,

it holds that

sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

kPFN0

pmke´kpxq ´
´ ε

4c0

`
`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
m0 ˚ fN0

pxq
¯ˇ̌
ˇ ď ε

8c0

,

sup
xPTd

ˇ̌
ˇmpxq ´

´ ε

4c0

`
`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
m0 ˚ fN0

pxq
¯ˇ̌
ˇ ă ε

4c0

,

with

m “
ÿ

kPZd

pmke´k.

Therefore, from (107), m P Bpm0, εq and

inf
xPTd

ˆ ÿ

kPFN0

pmke´kpxq
˙

ě ε

4c0

`
`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
inf

xPTd
m0 ˚ fN0

pxq ´ ε

8c0

ě ε

8c0

ą cdaN
´3d{2
0 . (108)

From the fact that m P Bpm0, εq, we deduce that, in order to complete the proof, it suffices to
choose a such that, for some N0 large enough,

P

ˆ" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*
X
"

@k R FN0
, |pmk| ď a|k|´5d{2

*˙
ą 0. (109)

Second Step. We claim that in order to prove (109), it suffices to prove that there exists c ą 0
such that, for some N0 large enough and for N ě N0,

PN

ˆ" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk´

`
1´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*
X
"

@k P F`
N zF`

N0
, |pmk| ď a|k|´5d{2

*˙
ě c. (110)

Assume indeed that the above holds true. Then, for a given N1 ě N0 and for N ě N1, we have

PN

ˆ" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*
X
"

@k P F`
N1

zF`
N0
, |pmk| ď a|k|´5d{2

*˙
ě c.

Then, by Portmanteau theorem, we can easily replace PN by P in the left-hand side. Letting
N1 tend to 8, we then get (109).



74 ALEKOS CECCHIN AND FRANÇOIS DELARUE

We now prove (110). To do so, we apply Lemma 6.3. Assuming that a right above is greater
than a0 in the statement of Lemma 6.3, it suffices to show that

PN

ˆ" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*
X
"

@k P F`
N zF`

N0
, |pmk| ď 1

2
a0|k|´5d{2

*˙
ě c.

From (108), we also notice that, for a large enough (the threshold being independent of N0 and
only depending on d),

" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*
Ă AN0

,

with AN0
as in the statement of Lemma 6.3. Therefore, Lemma 6.3 says that, for some N0 large

enough, for any N ě N0,

PN

ˆ" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*
X
"

@k P F`
N zF`

N0
, |pmk| ď 1

2
a0|k|´5d{2

*˙

ě 1

2
PN0

ˆ" ÿ

kPFN0
zt0u

ˇ̌
pmk ´

`
1 ´ ε

4c0

˘
pmk

0
pfk
N0

ˇ̌
ď ε

8c0

*˙
.

Obviously, pp1 ´ ε{p4c0qqpmk
0
pfk
N0

qkPF `
N0

zt0u is in ON0
since 1 `ř

kPFN0
zt0up1 ´ ε{p4c0qqpmk

0
pfk
N0

ě
ε{p4c0q. Therefore, using the fact that the density of ΓN0

in (27) is strictly positive on ON0
,

the last term in the above inequality is strictly positive. �

It remains to see that

Lemma 6.13. Let P be the weak limit of pPN qNě1 on PpTdq. Then, for P-almost every m P
PpTdq, m has a strictly positive density and

ř
kPZd |k||pmk| ă 8.

Proof. From Lemma 6.5, we recall that, with a0 as therein, for any δ P p0, 1q, for N0 large
enough and for N ě N1 ě N0,

PN

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
N1

zF `
N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ď a0

|k|5d{2

)˙
ě 1 ´ δ,

where AN0
is as in the statement of Lemma 6.3. By arguing as in the proof of Lemma 6.12, we

can apply Portmanteau theorem and replace PN by P (with N1 being fixed in the intersection
symbol). Then, letting N1 tend to 8, we get

P

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
8zF `

N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ď a0

|k|5d{2

)˙
ě 1 ´ δ,

with F`
8 :“ Ť

Ně1 F
`
N . In particular, since δ is arbitrary,

P

ˆ ď

N0ě1

ˆ
AN0

X
č

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

!
m P PpTdq : |pmk| ď a0

|k|5d{2

)˙˙
“ 1.

Take now m in the event that appears in the left-hand side. We can find N0 ě 1 such that
m belongs to AN0

and, for any N ě N0,

|pmk| ď a0

|k|5d{2
.

By Lemma 6.3, this implies

1 ` inf
xPTd

ÿ

kPFN zt0u

pmke´kpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0
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Given the decay of the Fourier modes of m, it is easy to deduce that m has a continuously
differentiable density (which we identify with m itself) and that

inf
xPTd

mpxq ě 2´p3d{2`1qN
´3d{2
0 ,

which completes the proof. �

6.2. Proof of Theorem 3.10 (Rademacher’s theorem on pPpTdq,Pq).

First part: existence of the derivative. We follow the main lines of the proof given in [13,
Theorem 10.6.4] (with the little difference that the latter is given for functionals defined on a
Banach space, which makes it slightly easier).

We start with the following definition. For an integer N ě 1, we consider the mapping

LN,8 : m P PpTdq ÞÑ
`
pmk

˘
kPF `

8 zF `
N

P ℓ2CpF`
8 zF`

N q :“
 

pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N
: prk P C

(
, (111)

with F`
8 “ tk P Zd : 7pkq ą 0u “ Ť

ně1 F
`
n , and we denote by PN,8 the image (on ℓ2CpF`

8 zF`
N q)

of the measure P by LN,8 and, then by

´
PN |N,8

`
¨ |pprkq

kPF `
8 zF `

N

˘¯
pprkqkPℓ2

C
pF `

8 zF `
N

q

a regular conditional probability distribution of P given LN,8, namely, for any Borel subsets A

of C|F `
N

|p» R2|F `
N

|q and B of ℓ2CpF`
8 zF`

N q, it holds that

P

´ 
m P PpTdq : ppmkq

kPF `
N

P A and ppmkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

P B
(¯

“
ż

ℓ2

C
pF `

8 zF `
N

q

„
PN |pN,8q

´ 
m P PpTdq : ppmkqkPF `

N
P A

(
|pprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

¯

ˆ 1B

´
pprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

¯
dPN,8

´
pprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

¯
.

(112)

In particular, recalling from Lemma 6.13 that, for P almost every m,
ř

jPZd |pmj| ă 8, we deduce

that, for PN,8 almost every pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N
,
ř

jPF `
8 zF `

N
|prj | ă 8.

We now consider the set

CN :“
 
m P PpTdq : φ is differentiable at m along the directions pPreksqkPF `

N
,P“ℜ,ℑ

(
.

In clear, m P CN if, for any k P F`
N , for P “ ℜ,ℑ, the limit

lim
ηÑ0

1

η

´
φ
`
m` ηPreks

˘
´ φpmq

¯
1PpTdq

`
m` ηPreks

˘

exists, which proves that CN is a Borel subset of PpTdq. We now address, for a given pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N

in ℓ2CpF`
8 zF`

N q, the probability PN |pN,8qpCN |pprkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

q. By definition of a regular conditional

probability distribution, we have, for PN,8 almost every pprkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

,

PN |pN,8q

`
CN |pprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

˘

“ PN |pN,8q

´ č

kPF `
N

č

P“ℜ,ℑ

!
m : lim

ηÑ0

1

η

´
φpm ` ηPreksq ´ φpmq

¯
1PpTdqpm ` ηPreksq exists

)

X
č

kPF `
8 zF `

N

tpmk “ prku | pprkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

¯
.
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Obviously, on the event
Ş

kPF `
8 zF `

N
tpmk “ prku, we have, for any k P FN zt0u and for P “ ℜ,ℑ,

1

η

´
φpm ` ηPreksq ´ φpmq

¯
1PpTdqpm` ηPreksq

“ 1

η

"
φ
´

1 `
ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´js ` ηPreks `
ÿ

jPF `
8zF `

N

2ℜrprje´js
¯

´ φ
´

1 `
ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´js `
ÿ

jPF `
8 zF `

N

2ℜrprje´js
¯*

ˆ 1PpTdq

´
1 `

ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´js ` ηPreks `
ÿ

jPF `
8 zF `

N

2ℜrprje´js
¯
.

(113)

For pprjq
jPF `

8 zF `
N

in ℓ2CpF`
8 zF`

N q such that
ř

jPF `
8 zF `

N
|prj| ă 8, we let

ON

`
pprjq

jPF `
8 zF `

N

˘

:“
"

ppmjq
jPF `

N
P C|F `

N
| : inf

xPTd

”
1 `

ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´jpxqs `
ÿ

jPF `
8 zF `

N

2ℜrprje´jpxqs
ı

ą 0

*
.

It is easy to see that ON ppprjq
jPF `

8 zF `
N

q is an open convex subset of R2|F `
N

| (regarding the complex

coordinates as pairs of reals). Its closure writes

ON

`
pprjqjPF `

8 zF `
N

˘

:“
"

ppmjqjPF `
N

P C|F `
N

| : inf
xPTd

”
1 `

ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´jpxqs `
ÿ

jPF `
8 zF `

N

2ℜrprje´jpxqs
ı

ě 0

*
.

We can consider pN the orthogonal projection from R2|F `
N

| onto ON ppprjq
jPF `

8 zF `
N

q (for simplicity,

we do not specify the dependence upon pprjqjPF `
8 zF `

N
in the notation pN ). We then let

φN
´

ppmjqjPF `
N

|pprjqjPF `
8 zF `

N

¯

:“ φ

ˆ
1 `

ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜ

!”
pN

´
ppmkqkPFN zt0u

¯ı
j
e´j

)
`

ÿ

jPF `
8zF `

N

2ℜr prje´js
)˙

.

Obviously, φN is a Lipschitz function on R2|F `
N

|. As such, it is differentiable almost every-
where: we call DrφN s the set of differentiability points. Back to (113), we have, on the eventŞ

kPF `
8 zF `

N
tpmk “ prku, the identity

1

η

´
φpm` ηPreksq ´ φpmq

¯
1PpTdqpm ` ηPreksq

“ 1

η

”
φN

´
ppmj ` ηzP1tk“juqjPF `

N
|pprjqjPF `

8 zF `
N

¯
´ φN

´
ppmjqjPF `

N
|pprjqjPF `

8 zF `
N

¯ı

ˆ 1PpTdq

´
1 `

ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´js ` ηPreks `
ÿ

jPF `
8 zF `

N

2ℜrprje´js
¯
,

with zP “ 1 if P “ ℜ and zP “ i if P “ ℑ. In particular, if ppmj ` ηzP1tk“juqjPF `
N

belongs

to ON ppprjqjPF `
8 zF `

N
q and to DrφN s, then the above right-hand side has a limit as η tends to 0.

Therefore, for PN,8-a.e. pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N
,

PN |pN,8q

`
CN |pprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

˘

ě PN |pN,8q

´
DrφN s X

!
ppmjqjPFN zt0u P ON ppprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

q
)

X
č

|k|ěN

tpmk “ prku | pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N

¯
.
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We now prove the following two things: for PN,8-a.e. pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N
,

PN |pN,8q

´
DrφN s | pprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

¯
“ 1,

PN |pN,8q

´!
ppmjqjPF `

N
P ON ppprkqkPF `

8 zF `
N

q
)

X
č

kPF `
8 zF `

N

tpmk “ prku | pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N

¯
“ 1.

(114)

Thanks to (112), this is sufficient to prove PpCN q “ 1
We start with the proof of the first claim in (114). We invoke piiq in Theorem 3.5. Moreover,

we introduce the function RN : pp̺jq
jPF `

N
P C|F `

N
| » R2|F `

N
| ÞÑ pp̺j pf j

Nq
jPF `

N
. Since pf j

N is a

(strictly) positive real for each j P F`
N , RN can be identified with a linear mapping from R2|F `

N
|

into itself with a (strictly) positive determinant. In particular, ppmjq
jPF `

N
belongs to DrφN s if

and only if RN pppmjqjPF `
N

q belongs to RN pDrφN sq and the complementary of the latter has a

zero Lebesgue measure. Here now comes Theorem 3.5: for m P PpTdq, RN pppmjq
jPF `

N
q rewrites

π
p1q
N pmq, and the image of the probability measure P by π

p1q
N is absolutely continuous with

respect to the Lebesgue measure on R2|F `
N

|, from which we deduce that

P

´!
m : ppmjq

jPF `
N

P DrφN s
)¯

“ P

´!
m : π

p1q
N pmq P R

N pDrφN sq
)¯

“ 1.

In turn, we get that the first line in (114) holds true for PN,8 almost every pprkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

.

We proceed similarly for the second claim in (113). We know that

P

´!
m : inf

xPTd
mpxq ą 0

)¯
“ 1.

Therefore, for PN,8 almost every pprkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

,

PN |pN,8q

´!
m : inf

xPTd

”
1 `

ÿ

jPF `
N

2ℜrpmje´jpxqs `
ÿ

jPF `
8zF `

N

2ℜrprje´jpxqs
ı

ą 0
)

X
č

kPF `
8 zF `

N

tpmk “ prku | pprkqkPF `
8 zF `

N

¯
“ 1,

from which we easily deduce that the second line in (114) is indeed satisfied.
Notice from (113) that, for any k0 P Zd and any N0 ě |k0|, the partial derivative B pmk0

φpmq,
which exists for P almost every m P PpTdq, coincides with the finite dimensional derivative
B pmk0

φp1 ` ř
jPF `

N0

2ℜrpmje´js ` ř
jPF `

8zF `
N0

2ℜrprje´jsq on the event XjPF `
8zF `

N0

tpmj “ prju.

Second part: identification of the derivative with a weak limit. We now turn to the proof of
(33). Generally speaking, it relies on Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8. It also requires a preliminary result:
in order to proceed, we need to identify, for a given integer N0 ě 1, the conditional measure
PN0,8 introduced in the first part, see (111). Here, we do so, but on the set

BN0,8 :“
!
m P PpTdq : @k P F`

8 zF`
N0
, |pmk| ď a0

2|k|5d{2

)
,

with a0 as in the statement of Lemma 6.3. The complete identification is given (and proven)
in Lemma 6.14 below. In this second part, we take it for granted and explain how it applies to
the current problem.

Following the same notations as in Lemma 5.7, we consider a smooth function ϑ : R
2|F `

N0
| Ñ R

whose support is included in
"

ppmjq
jPF `

N0

P C
|F `

N0
| » R

2|F `
N0

|
: 1 ` 2 inf

xPTd

ÿ

jPF `
N0

ℜrpmje´jpxqs ě 1

c

*
,
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for some c ą 1. In this framework, Lemma 6.14 says that

ż

PpTdq
φpmqB pmk0

ϑ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
1AN0

XBN0,8pmqdPpmq “ 1

PpAN0
q

ż

PpTdq
Ψpmq1AN0

pmqdPpmq,

(115)

where AN0
is defined as in Lemma 6.3 and has a (strictly) positive probability for N0 large

enough, see Lemma 6.8, and where

Ψpmq “ 1BN0,8pmq
ż

ON0

„
φ
´
IN0

`
pprk ´ pmkqkPF `

N0

˘
`m

¯
1AN0

`
pprkqkPF `

N0

˘

ˆ B pmk0
ϑ
´`

prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯

“ 1BN0,8pmq
ż

ON0

„
φ
´
IN0

`
pprk ´ pmkqkPF `

N0

˘
`m

¯
(116)

ˆ B pmk0
ϑ
´`

prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
` ǫN0

,

where ǫN0
tends to 0 as N0 tends to 8, uniformly with respect to }φ}8 and }B pmk0

ϑ}8. Impor-
tantly, this identity requires some care:

(a) First, the notation IN0
ppprk ´ pmkq

kPF `
N0

q is rather abusive since pprk ´ pmkq
kPF `

N0

may not

belong to ON0
. However, the definition of IN0

easily extends to the entire R
2|F `

N0
|
, see (28).

(b) Second, the notation 1AN0
ppprkq

kPF `
N0

q is also abusive. Instead, we should write 1AN0
˝

IN0
ppprkqkPF `

N0

q, but this would be obviously heavier.

(c) Third, we recall that the support of ϑ is included in AN0
(up to the embedding IN0

and
for N0 large enough).

As a result of the latter observation, we notice that, whenever pprkqkPF `
N0

belongs to the support

of ϑ and ppmkqkPF `
8 zF `

N0

satisfies |pmk| ď pa0{2q|k|´5d{2 (which is the case if the ppmkqkPF `
8 zF `

N0

’s

are the Fourier coefficients of some m P BN0,8), the distribution

1 ` 2
ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜ
`
prke´k

˘
` 2

ÿ

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

ℜ
`
pmke´k

˘

is a probability measure, see Lemma 6.3 again. Obviously, this probability measure identifies
with IN0

ppprk ´ pmkqkPF
N

`
0

q `m, which is the argument of φ in (116), when the ppmkqkPF `
8 zF `

N0

’s

are the Fourier coefficients of some m P BN0,8. In particular, the integrand in (116) is always
well-defined under the sole assumption that m P BN0,8. Equivalently, we can regard Ψ as a

function of ppmkqkPF `
8 zF `

N0

provided that |pmk| ď pa0{2q|k|´5d{2 for any k P F`
8 zF`

N0
. In order to

make this clear, we let

rΨ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N0

¯
:“

ż

ON0

„
φ
´

1 ` 2
ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜ
`
prke´k

˘
` 2

ÿ

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

ℜ
`
pmke´k

˘¯

ˆ B pmk0
ϑ
´`

prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
,

(117)

for ppmkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N

P ℓ2CpF`
8 zF`

N q such that |pmk| ď pa0{2q|k|´5d{2 for any k P F`
8 zF`

N0
.
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And then, by combining (115), (116) and (117), we obtain
ż

PpTdq
φpmqB pmk0

ϑ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
1AN0

pmq1BN0,8pmqdPpmq

“ 1

PpAN0
q

ż

PpTdq
ΨpmqdPpmq ` ǫN0

“ 1

PpAN0
q

ż

ℓ2

C
pF `

8 zF `
N

q

rΨ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

¯
dPN0,8

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

8 zF `
N0

¯
` ǫN0

,

(118)

where, as before, ǫN0
tends to 0 as N0 tends to 8, uniformly in }φ}8 and }B pmk0

ϑ}8.
Now, by the first part of the proof, we know that, for PN0,8-almost every ppmkqkPF `

8 zF `
N0

P
ℓ2CpF`

8 zF`
N q, the function

pprkqkPF `
N0

P ON0
ÞÑ φ

ˆ
1 ` 2

ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜpprke´kq ` 2
ÿ

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

ℜppmke´kq
˙

is LebN0
almost everywhere differentiable along any direction k P F`

N0
. Recalling the form of

ΓN0
in (27), we can make an integration by parts in (117). We get:

rΨ
´

ppmkq
kPF `

8 zF `
N0

¯
“ ´

ż

ON0

„
B pmk0

φ
´

1 ` 2
ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜ
`
prke´k

˘
` 2

ÿ

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

ℜ
`
pmke´k

˘¯

´ 2|k0|2pd pmk0φ
´

1 ` 2
ÿ

kPF `
N0

ℜ
`
prke´k

˘
` 2

ÿ

kPF `
8 zF `

N0

ℜ
`
pmke´k

˘¯

ˆ ϑ
´`

prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
.

Then, we can revert back the computations in (116) and write

Ψpmq “ ´1BN0,8pmq
ż

ON0

„
B pmk0

φ
´
IN0

`
pprk ´ pmkqkPF `

N0

˘
`m

¯

´ 2|k0|2pd pmk0φ
´
IN0

`
pprk ´ pmkqkPF `

N0

˘
`m

¯

ˆ 1AN0

`
pprkqkPF

N
`
0

˘
ϑ
´`

prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
` ǫN0

.

Back to (115) and (118), we get
ż

PpTdq
φpmqB pmk0

ϑ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
1AN0

XBN0,8pmqdPpmq

“ ´
ż

PpTdq

”
B pmk0

φpmq ´ 2|k0|2pd pmk0φpmq
ı
ϑ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
1AN0

XBN0,8pmqdPpmq ` ǫN0
.

By Lemma 6.5, we have PpAN0
XBN0,8q Ñ 1 as N0 Ñ 8, from which we deduce that

ż

PpTdq
φpmqB pmk0

ϑ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq

“ ´
ż

PpTdq

”
B pmk0

φpmq ´ 2|k0|2pd pmk0φpmq
ı
ϑ
´`

pmk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
dPpmq ` ǫN0

,

(119)

where, as before, ǫN0
tends to 0 as N0 tends to 8, uniformly in }φ}8, }ϑ}8, }B pmk0

φ}8 and
}B pmk0

ϑ}8.

For each k0 P Zdzt0u, we now call pΦk0pmq a weak limit of the sequence pB pmk0
φpm˚fN qqNą|k0|

with B pmk0
φ being here understood, for each N ą |k0|, as the almost everywhere (for the Lebesgue

measure on PN ) derivative of φ on PN . Then, by combining Lemma 5.7 and (119), we reach the

same conclusion as (89) in the proof of Lemma 5.8, but with xWk0

1 pmq therein being replaced by



80 ALEKOS CECCHIN AND FRANÇOIS DELARUE

pΦk0pmq and with xWk0

2 pmq being replaced by B pmk0
φpmq (as given by the conclusion of the first

part). We hence conclude that, almost everywhere under P, pΦk0 and B pmk0
φ are equal, which

proves that pB pmk0
φpm ˚ fN qqNą|k0| converges (in the weak sense) to B pmk0

φ. �

Third part: auxiliary statement. It now remains to prove the following lemma, which we invoked
in the derivation of the above second part.

Lemma 6.14. For any bounded measurable function ϕ : PpTdq Ñ R,ż

PpTdq
ϕpmq1AN0

XBN0,8pmqdPpmq “ 1

PN0
pAN0

q

ż

PpTdq
ψ
`
m
˘
1AN0

pmqdPpmq,

with AN0
in the first line being as in Lemma 6.3 and with

ψpmq “ 1BN0,8pmq
ż

ON0

„
ϕ
´
IN0

`
pprkq

kPF `
N0

˘
´ IN0

`
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

˘
`m

¯
1AN0

˝ IN0

`
pprkq

kPF `
N0

˘

ˆ dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
,

and with the same notation as in (28) for the map IN0
.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we use the same abuse of notations as in the proof of Theorem
3.10: We write

IN0

`
pprk ´ pmkq

kPF `
N0

˘
for IN0

`
pprkq

kPF `
N0

˘
´ IN0

`
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

˘
,

ϑ
`
pprkqkPF `

N

˘
for ϑ ˝ IN

`
pprkqkPF `

N

˘
,

when ϑ is defined on PpTdq and pprkqkPF `
N

P ON .

First Step. We start with the following observation, very similar to an argument used in the
proof of Theorem 3.10. If, for N ě N0 being fixed, we set

BN0,N :“
!
m P PpTdq : @k P F`

N zF`
N0
, |pmk| ď a0

2|k|5d{2

)
,

then, for any bounded measurable function ϕ : PpTdq Ñ R, we haveż

PpTdq
ϕ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPN pmq (120)

“
ż

ON

ϕ
`
ppmkq

kPF `
N

˘
1AN0

`
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

˘
1BN0,N

`
ppmkq

kPF `
N

˘
dΓN

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N

¯

“ ZN0

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N
zF

`
N0

|

„ż

ON0

ϕ
`
ppmkq

kPF `
N

˘
1AN0

`
ppmkq

kPF `
N0

˘
dΓN0

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯

ˆ 1BN0,N

ˆ
p0qkPF `

N0

, ppmkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

˙
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmk,

where we used Lemma 6.3 in order to derive the last equality together with the fact that
1BN0,N

pppmkqkPF `
N

q “ 1BN0,N
pp0qkPF `

N0

, ppmkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

q only depends on ppmkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

.

In particular, if we let

ψpmq :“
ż

ON0

ϕ
´

pprkq
kPF `

N0

, ppmkq
kPF `

N
zF `

N0

¯
1AN0

`
pprkq

kPF `
N0

˘
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
, (121)

for m P BN0,N and ψpmq :“ 0 otherwise, then, by Fubini’s theorem, ψ is measurable with

respect to the sigma-field generated by the mappings pm ÞÑ pmkq
kPF `

N
zF `

N0

and (120) becomes

ż

PpTdq
ϕ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPN pmq

“ ZN0

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N
zF

`
N0

|

„´
ψ1BN0,N

¯ˆ
p0qkPF `

N0

, ppmkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

˙
(122)
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ˆ exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmk.

Notice that the indicator function 1BN0,N
in the product ψ1BN0,N

is redundant with the defini-
tion of ψ, but we keep it for clarity.

Now, the equality (120), with ϕ being replaced by ψ, leads to
ż

PpTdq
ψ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPN pmq

“ ZN0

ZN

ż

R
2|F `

N
zF

`
N0

|

„ż

ON0

1AN0

`
ppmkqkPF

N
`
0

˘
dΓN0

´`
pmk

˘
kPF `

N0

¯

ˆ
´
ψ1BN0,N

¯´
p0qkPF `

N0

, ppmkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

¯
exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmk

“ PN0
pAN0

qZN0

ZN
ˆ
ż

R
2|F `

N
zF

`
N0

|

„´
ψ1BN0,N

¯´
p0qkPF `

N0

, ppmkqkPF `
N

zF `
N0

¯

ˆ exp

ˆ
´

ÿ

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

|k|2pd|pmk|2
˙ â

kPF `
N

zF `
N0

dpmk,

and then, (122) becomes
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPN pmq “ 1

PN0
pAN0

q

ż

PpTdq
ψ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPN pmq, (123)

where we recall from Lemma 6.5, that for N0 large enough, PN0
pAN0

q ą 0.

Second Step. We now send N Ñ 8 in (123). In order to do so, we first assume that ϕ
is measurable with respect to ppmkqkPF `

N1

for N1 ě N0. Then, for N ě N1, ψ in (121) only

depends, on the set BN0,N , on m through ppmkqkPF `
N1

zF `
N0

and is independent of N . Next, by

using Lemma 6.9, we get
ż

PpTdq
ϕ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPpmq “ 1

PN0
pAN0

q

ż

PpTdq
ψ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,N
pmqdPpmq ` εN ,

where limNÑ8 εN “ 0. It then remains to observe that the subsets pBN0,N qNěN0
are non-

increasing and their intersection is precisely BN0,8. Then, splitting ϕ into the difference ϕ`´ϕ´,
we can easily let N tend to 8 by regarding the left-hand side and the first term in the right-hand
side as the masses of BN0,N under finite positive measures. We get

ż

PpTdq
ϕ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,8pmqdPpmq “ 1

PN0
pAN0

q

ż

PpTdq
ψ
`
m
˘
1AN0

XBN0,8pmqdPpmq,

where, on the set BN0,8, we have

ψpmq “
ż

ON0

„
ϕ
´
IN0

`
pprk ´ pmkqkPF

N
`
0

˘
`m

¯
1AN0

`
pprkqkPF

N
`
0

˘
dΓN0

´`
prk
˘

kPF `
N0

¯
.

By monotone class theorem (together with Lemma 3.4), we easily extend the result to bounded
and measurable functions ϕ on PpTdq.

�

6.3. Mollification of McKean-Vlasov equations. The following statement plays an impor-
tant role in the proof of Theorem 4.12.

Theorem 6.15. Let W1 and W2 be two Lipschitz continuous functions on r0, T s ˆ PpTdq, with
PpTdq being equipped with d´2. Then, for a constant c ą 1, we can find an integer Nc such
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that, for N ě Nc, for ε P p0, 1q and ρ as in Definition 3.12, the Fokker-Planck equation

Btmtpxq ´ div
´
DHN,ε,ρpt,mtqpxq

`
mt ˚ fN

˘
pxq

¯
´ 1

2
∆mtpxq “ 0, (124)

for t P r0, T s, with

DH
N,ε,ρ
λ pt,mqpxq :“ BpH

´
x, λBµW

N,ε,ρ
1 pt,mqpxq ` p1 ´ λqBµW

N,ε,ρ
2 pt,mqpxq

¯
,

DHN,ε,ρpt,mqpxq :“
ż 1

0

DH
N,ε,ρ
λ pt,mqpxqdλ,

and with m0 P BN pcq as initial condition, has a (unique) smooth solution with values in PpTdq.
It satisfies

mt ě 1{c1, }∇mt}8 ď c1, t P r0, T s,
for c1 ą 1 independent of N .

Proof. We first recall that the function pt,m, xq ÞÑ DHN,ε,ρpt,mqpxq is smooth. It depends on
m through ppmkqkPFN

. We can extend the mapping to inputs m which are general distributions.
It suffices to project the Fourier coefficients on the closure of ON . In short, we call ΠN the
mapping that maps m “ ppmkqkPZd onto ΠN pmq defined by

{ΠN pmq
k

“

$
’’’’’&
’’’’’%

1 if k “ 0

πN

`
ppmjqjPF `

N

˘k
if k P F`

N

{ΠN pmq
k

if ´ k P F`
N

0 if k R FN

,

where πN is the orthogonal projection from R2|F `
N

| » C|F `
N

| onto the closure of ON . We then
consider pt,m, xq ÞÑ DHN,ε,ρpt,ΠN pmqqpxq. It is Lipschitz with respect to the Fourier coeffi-
cients ppmkqkPFN zt0u. There is no difficulty for proving that the solution is classical. However,
the solution to the hence extended version of (124) may not take values in ON .

We now consider the local Fokker-Planck equation

Bt rmtpxq ´ div
´
DHN,ε,ρpt,mtqpxqrmtpxq

¯
´ 1

2
∆ rmtpxq “ 0, (125)

with rm0 “ m0 P BN pcq as initial condition. It is important to notice that, in the non-linear
dependence, the argument is mt and not rmt. Since W1 and W2 are d´2-Lipschitz continuous in
the measure argument, the field x ÞÑ DHN,ε,ρpt,mtqpxq is bounded and Lipschitz continuous,
with a bound and a Lipschitz constant that are independent of N , ε, ρ: it suffices to combine
Corollary 3.16 and the second claim in Proposition 4.10. In turn, the solution to the Fokker-
Planck equation satisfies

rmt ě 1{c1, }∇x rmt}8, ~∇x rmt~γ ď c1, t P r0, T s,
for a constant c1 that depends on c but that is independent of N , ε and ρ, and for some γ P p0, 1q
that is also independent of N , ε and ρ.

We then compare m and rm. Denoting by ppt, xq the standard heat kernel on the torus, we
have

mtpxq ´ rmtpxq “ ´
ż t

0

ż

Td

∇xppt´ s, x´ yqDHN,ε,ρps,msqpyq
`
fN ˚ mps, yq ´ rmps, yq

˘
dyds,

from which we deduce that

}mt ´ rmt}8 ď C

ż t

0

ż

Td

}ms ´ rms}8?
t´ s

ds ` ηN , t P r0, T s,

for a sequence pηN qNě1 that tends to 0 as N tends to 8 and that only depends on m0 through
the value of c. It is standard to deduce that

}mt ´ rmt}8 ď CηN ,
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which proves that mt is positive for N large enough. Since
ş
Td mtpxqdx “ 1, it is a probability

measure.
Using the regularity in y of DHN,ε,ρps, yq together with the Hölder continuity of ∇x rmt, we

can proceed in the same way for }∇xmt ´ ∇x rmt}8. �
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