arXiv:2306.13174v3 [math.NA] 2 Apr 2024

Finite element approximation of time-dependent mean
field games with nondifferentiable Hamiltonians

Yohance A. P. Osborne! and Iain Smears’

April 3, 2024

Abstract

The standard formulation of the PDE system of Mean Field Games (MFG) requires
the differentiability of the Hamiltonian. However in many cases, the structure of the
underlying optimal problem leads to a convex but nondifferentiable Hamiltonian. For
time-dependent MFG systems, we introduce a generalization of the problem as a Partial
Differential Inclusion (PDI) by interpreting the derivative of the Hamiltonian in terms
of the subdifferential set. In particular, we prove the existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions to the resulting MFG PDI system under standard assumptions in the litera-
ture. We propose a monotone stabilized finite element discretization of the problem,
using conforming affine elements in space and an implicit Euler discretization in time
with mass-lumping. We prove the strong convergence in L?(H') of the value function
approximations, and strong convergence in LP(LQ) of the density function approxima-
tions, together with strong L2-convergence of the value function approximations at the
initial time.

1 Introduction

Mean Field Games (MFG), which was introduced by Lasry and Lions [26, 25, 27] and
independently by Huang, Caines and Malhamé [22], describe the Nash equilibria of large
numbers of players involved in a game of stochastic optimal control. This leads to a system
of a Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation coupled with a Kolmogorov—Fokker—Planck
(KFP) equation, where the unknowns are the value function of the underlying stochastic
optimal control problem, and the density function of the player distribution within the state
space of the game. For extensive reviews on the theory and applications of MFG problems,
we refer the reader to [19, 3, 21, 20].
We consider here the model problem

—Owu — vAu + H(t,z, Vu) = F[m|(t, z) in (0,T) x Q,

0H
Oym — vAm — di —(t,x, V = G(t, in (0,7) x Q,
ym — vAm — div (m o (t,x u)) (t,x) in (0,7) (L.1)
m(0,z) =mo, u(t,x) =Sm(T)(x)) onQ,
m =0, u=0 on 9(0,T) x Q,
where Q C R%, d > 2, denotes a bounded polyhedral open connected set with Lipschitz
boundary 992, T' > 0 is the time horizon, and v > 0 is constant. The assumptions on the
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coupling F', the terminal cost S, the source term G, and the initial density mg are specified
in Section 2 below. We note from the onset that we allow for wide classes of both local
and nonlocal operators F' and S. The Dirichlet boundary conditions and the source term G
arise in models where players may enter or exit the game. The Hamiltonian H in (1.1) is
determined by the underlying optimal control problem, and is defined by

H(t,z,p) := sga(b(t,z,a) p— f(t,z,a)), (1.2)

where A is the control set, where b : [0, T] x Q x A — R? is the opposite control-dependent
drift, and f : [0,7] x @ x A — R is a control-dependent running-cost component. Note
that p — H(t,z,p) is convex on RY. It is well-known in the optimal control literature that
in many cases, the optimal controls are not necessarily unique, and are often of bang-bang
type. In these cases the Hamiltonian H may be nondifferentiable, and raises the question of
how to interpret then the KFP equation in (1.1) when %—H is not well-defined as a function.
From a modelling perspective, this connects to the question as to how players of the game
should choose among multiple optimal controls, and how this determines the evolution of
the player density.

Whereas existing works on the analysis of MFG often assume that the Hamiltonian
is differentiable or even C'-regular with respect to the gradient, there are currently only a
handful of works on the nondifferentiable case. In particular the special case of Hamiltonians
of eikonal type, but also possibly dependent on m, is studied in [18]. In [31], we analysed
the steady-state analogue of (1.1), in the setting of Lipschitz continuous, but not necessarily
differentiable Hamiltonians. We showed that the KFP equation in (1.1) can be generalized
to a Partial Differential Inclusion (PDI) which, in the current setting, is

om —vAm — G € div(mO,H (t,z,Vu)) in (0,T) x €, (1.3)

where 0, H denotes the Moreau-Rockafellar pointwise partial subdifferential of H w.r.t. p.
From a modelling perspective, the PDI corresponds to the natural intuition that, in order to
maintain a Nash equilibrium, players in the same state might be required to make distinct
choices of optimal controls relative to one another. This entails that the drift term for the
density is expected to be a (weighted) average of the chosen drift directions of the individual
players, which can be shown to be an element of the subdifferential of the Hamiltonian. In
terms of the analysis, we showed in [31] that, for steady-state problems, the MFG PDI
system admits a notion of weak solution, with the existence of a solution guaranteed under
very mild assumptions on the data, along with uniqueness of the solution guaranteed under
a similar monotonicity condition on the coupling as made in [27].

Our first main contribution in this work is to develop the analysis of the MFG PDI in
the time-dependent setting, in extension of our work on the elliptic problem in [31]. We
show the existence of a weak solution to the problem, and we show that the uniqueness of
the weak solution holds under standard monotonicity conditions on the problem data. Note
that it is known from examples in [7] that uniqueness of the solution does not necessarily
hold if the couplings are not monotone. The second main contribution of this work is
the design and analysis of a monotone Finite Element Method (FEM) of the MFG PDI
system. For problems with differentiable Hamiltonians, a range of numerical methods have
been proposed and studied. This includes monotone finite difference methods on Cartesian
grids [2, 1, 4, 10], methods based on optimization reformulations [11], as well as semi-
Lagrangian scheme [14, 15]. For problems with nondifferentiable Hamiltonians, the only
work so far is [31] which covers the steady-state case.



The monotone FEM that we propose here involves continuous piecewise affine finite
element spaces for the spatial discretization, and an implicit Euler with mass-lumping for
the temporal discretization. The discretized system uses the exact Hamiltonian and its
subdifferential, which greatly helps the consistency and convergence analysis. The first-order
terms of the operators are stabilized in order to satisfy a Discrete Maximum Principle (DMP)
and ensure the positivity of the density approximations, and also to maintain stability in
the small diffusion regime. Although there exist many choices of stabilization to achieve a
DMP for FEM [17, 36, 28, 12, 13, 8, 9], we construct an original volume-based stabilization
that has a simple analytical form. This helps to simplify the stability analysis in some
discrete Bochner—Sobolev norms, and it is also easy to implement in practice. The analysis
allows for unstructured shape-regular simplicial meshes in arbitrary dimensions, requiring
only the standard Xu—Zikatanov condition [38]. This is not restrictive in practice, as it
allows for many examples of meshes with nonacute elements, local refinements, etc. There
is no restriction linking the time-step size to the mesh-size, and there is also no restriction
on the spatial mesh-grading.

We show that the existence and uniqueness of the discrete approximations hold under the
same assumptions as for their continuous counterparts, see Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 below. We
aim here to show the basic convergence of the method without requiring stronger assump-
tions on the problem data or on the regularity of the exact solution. This is motivated by the
fact that examples in [31] show that the solution regularity can be quite limited, even in the
interior of the domain. Our main convergence result is in Theorem 5.3, which shows the con-
vergence of numerical approximations under the same assumptions on the data as required
for the uniqueness results. In particular, we prove strong convergence of the value function
approximations to u in L%(0,T; H}(2)) and the strong convergence of the density function
approximations to m in LP(0,T; L?(Q2)) for any p € [1,00), along with weak convergence to
m in L2(0,T; H}(Q2)). These results do not require any additional regularity assumptions on
the solution. The overall strategy of the analysis is to use the uniform boundedness of the
numerical solutions in discrete Bochner—Sobolev norms, including negative-order norms for
the time derivatives, to extract subsequences with suitable weak convergence properties, and
with suitable strong convergence properties by discrete compact embedding results. Then
we use the stability and consistency of the discretization to augment weak convergence to
strong convergence in the appropriate norms. One of the key challenges that we address
here is the problem of showing that the limit of the approximations satisfies the nonlinear
final time coupling u(t,z) = S[m|(t, z), which we handle by showing strong convergence in
L?(2) of the density approximations at the final time T' through a duality argument and
stability bounds in weighted discrete Bochner—Sobolev norms.

The paper is organized as follows. After setting the notation and setting in Section 2, the
definition the MFG PDI generalization and its notion of weak solution, along with the main
theorems on existence and uniqueness, are presented in Section 3. Section 4 introduces the
setting for discretization, including the mass-lumping and spatial stabilization. The FEM is
then introduced in Section 5, along the statements of the theorems on existence, uniqueness,
and convergence of the discrete approximations. Section 6 gives the proof of the existence,
uniqueness and stability of the numerical methods. Section 7 details the discrete functional
analytic compactness tools in a self-contained exposition. The proof of convergence of the
method is shown in Section 8. We present the results of a numerical experiment in Section 9.
Appendices A and B give proofs of some of the supporting results, such as the proof of the
DMP under the proposed stabilization.



2 Setting and notation

Let © be a bounded, open connected subset of R? with Lipschitz boundary 2. We use the
following notation for L2-norms and inner products: for a Lebesgue measurable set w C R,
d > 2, let ||-||» and (-,-),denote respectively the standard L?-norm and L2-inner product
for scalar- and vector-valued functions on w.

Given 1 < p, ¢ < 0o, let LP(0,T; L%(£2)) denote the space of mappings w : (0,T) — L(Q)
that are strongly measurable (see [39, Ch. V]) with fOT ||w|\iq(mdt < oo. In particular, we

denote the norm on L?(0,T; L*(2)) by |- || o where Qr = (0,T") x 2. When using notation
for L?-norms and the L2-inner product, the dependence of functions on the state variable
x € Q will be suppressed. It is known that the spaces LP(Qr) and LP(0,T; LP(QY)) are
isometrically isomorphic to each other for every 1 < p < co. As such, when 1 < p < 0o, we
identify the spaces LP(Qr) and LP(0,T; LP(Q)). Note that L>°(Qr) is not isomorphic to
L>(0,T; L™ (Q)).

Let (-,-) denote the duality pairing between H}(Q2) and its dual space H~1(Q). Let the
norm || - || -1(qy be defined by

(w, v)

lwll z-1(0) = Yw e H Q). (2.1)

sup
vert@\{o} IVolle
Let X = L*(0,T; H}()) and Y = L*(0,T; H () N HY(0,T; H~1(Q)), with respective
norms

T T
ol = / IVolRdt, ]} = / 1000]3 -1 gy + [ Vel3t, (2.2)

for all v € X and all w € Y. Let Yy C Y denote the subspace of functions that vanish at
t=0.
Let the source term G € L?(0,T; H~1(2)) and the initial distribution mqo € L?(£2). We

will say that G is nonnegative in the sense of distributions if fOT<G,v)dt > 0 whenever
v € L?(0,T, H}(Q)) is such that v > 0 a.e. in Q7.

Next, let the the coupling term F : L?(0,T; L*(Q)) — L?(0,T; H=*(€)) be a continuous
operator. Moreover, we assume that there exists a constant C'r > 0 such that

IF W]l 22075012 < CF (Wllgr +1) Vv € L*(0,T; L*(9)). (2.3)

We say that F is strictly monotone on L*(0,T; H}(2)) if
T
/ (Flw] — Flv),w —v)dt <0 = w=wv in L*(0,T;H())
0

whenever w,v € L2(0,T; H}(2)). Note that although F is defined on L?(0,T; L?(Q)), strict
monotonicity will only be used later on the smaller space L?(0,T; Hi(Q)). Finally, we
suppose that the terminal cost operator S : L*(Q) — L?(f) is continuous and that there
exists a constant Cs > 0 such that

ISllle < Cs(llvlle +1) Vv e L2(). (2.4)
We say that S is monotone on L?() if

(S[w] — S[v),w —v), >0 Yw,ve L*(Q).



Example 2.1. The above hypotheses allow for a broad class of coupling operators F. This
class includes for example local operators F : L*(0,T;L*(Q)) — L*(Qr) of the form
F[2|(t,z) == f(z(t,)), for a.e. (t,x) € Qr, where z € L*(0,T;L*(Q)) is given and the
function f : R — R is strictly monotone and Lipschitz continuous. This class also in-
cludes nonlocal smoothing operators of the form F = (0; — vA)~! : L?(0,T; L*(Q)) — Y
where, for each z € L?(0,T;L*(Q)), F[z] is defined as the unique function in Y satis-
fying fOT<8tF[z],¢> + v(VF[z],Vo)adt = fOT(z,gb)th for all ¢ € X. Moreover, this
class admits examples of differential-type operators, e.g. operators F : L?(0,T; L*(Q)) —
L2(0,T; H=Y(Q)) which take the form (F[z](t),d) = —(z2v - Vd)q for z € L*(0,T; L*(Q)),
¢ € HY(Q) and for a.e. t € (0,T), where v € CH(Q;RY) is some vector field that satisfies
div(v) > 0 in Q. In this case, for all z1, 22 € X, we have fOT<F[zl](t) — F[29](t), 21 — 22)dt =
%fOT(div(v), (21 — 22)%)adt so F is strictly monotone on L?(0,T; H}(Q)).

2.1 Subdifferential of the Hamiltonian

Recall that the Hamiltonian H is defined in (1.2). We assume that A is a compact metric
space, and that b: [0,7] x Qx A — R% and f: [0,T] x @ x A — R are uniformly continuous
functions. It then follows that the Hamiltonian H given by (1.2) is Lipschitz continuous
with respect to its third argument, i.e.

|H(f,$,p1) - H(taxaPQ)l < LH|p1 _p2| vpla p2 € Rda V(t,.’L') € (OaT) X Qa (25)

where Ly = HbHC([o,T}xﬁxA;]Rd)'
Let the set-valued map O,H : Q1 X R? = R? denote the point-wise Moreau-Rockafellar
partial subdifferential of H with respect to p € R¢, which is defined by

OpH(t,x,p) = {2 € Rt H(t,x,q) > H(t,x,p)+2-(q—p) YgeR'}.  (26)

Note that 9, H (t,x,p) is nonempty for all z € Q and p € R? because H is real-valued and
convex in p for each fixed (¢,z) € Q7.

Let w € L' (0,T;Wh1(Q)) be given. Following [31], we give notation for a collection
of measurable selections of 0,H (-, -, Vw). We say that a vector field be L™ (Q7;RY) is a
measurable selection of O,H (-, -, Vw) if b(t,z) € d,H(t,z, Vw(t,z)) for a.e. (t,x) € Qr.

Definition 2.1. Let H be the function given by (1.2). We define the set-valued map
D,H: L0, T; Wh(Q)) = L>(Qr; RY) via

D, H[v] == {B € L®(Qr;RY) 1 b(t,x) € D, H(t,x, Vo(t,z)) for ae. (t,z) € QT} .

We begin by showing that D, H has nonempty images for every argument in L' (0, T; W11(2)).
Define the set-valued map A: Qr x R = A via

A(t,z,p) = argmax e 4{b(t,z,a) - p — f(t,z,0)} V(t,2,p) € Qr x R™. (2.7)

Observe that A(t, x, p) is nonempty for all (¢, z, p) € Q7 xR? since A is compact and the func-
tions b and f are uniformly continuous on [0, 7] x Q x A. For a given v € L*(0,T; W1(Q)),
let Afv] denote the set of all Lebesgue measurable functions a* : Qr — A that satisfy
a*(t,x) € Alt,z, Vou(t,z)) for ae. (t,z) € Qr. We will refer to each element of A[v]
as a measurable selection of A(-,-,Vu(-,-)). It can be shown that Afv] is nonempty for
each v € L1(0,T;W11(Q)), see e.g. [35, Theorem 10], where the proof the existence of
measurable selections ultimately rests upon the Kuratowski and Ryll-Nardzewski Selection
Theorem [23].



Lemma 2.1. For every v € LY(0,T;W11(Q)), the set DyH[v] is a nonempty subset of
L>®(Qr;RY) and

Csup |[Bll L (@rira) < L (2.8)
beD, H[v]
Proof. Let v € LY(0,T; W51(2)) be given. As explained above, the set A[v] is nonempty,
so after choosing some o* € Afv], we deduce from (2.7) that

H(t,z,Vu(t,z)) = b(t,z,a”(t,x)) - Vo(t,x) — f(t, z,a*(t,x)), (2.9)

for a.e. (t,x) € Q. Let b*: (t,x) — b(t,x,a*(t,x)) for a.e. (t,z) € Qr. It then follows
that b*(¢,x) is Lebesgue measurable and b*(t,x) € 0,H (t,x, Vu(t, z)) for ae. (t,x) € Q.
Furthermore, we have that b* € L>(Qr;R?) since |b*(t,x)| < 1]l @7 x.aray= L for ae.
(t,z) € Qr. Hence, b* € D,H|[v], thus establishing the nonemptiness of D, H[v] for each
v € LY0,T; WH1(Q)). To obtain the uniform bound (2.8), note that the Lipschitz continuity
of H, c.f. (2.5), readily implies that, for all (t,z,p) € (0,T) x Q x R, the subdifferential
OpH (t,,p) is contained in a closed ball in R? centred at the origin and of radius L. This
implies that any b € D, H[v] satisfies |b(t,z)| < Ly for a.e. (t, ) € Qr. O

The second preliminary result describes a closure property of the set-valued map D, H
that will be key to the foregoing analysis. Recall that the space X = L2(0,T; H}(Q)) was
defined above.

Lemma 2.2. Let {vk }ren be a sequence in X that converges strongly to a limit v € X. If
a sequence {by}ken satisfies by, € DpH[vg] for all k € N, and if {bi}ren converges weakly to
some b in L?(Qr;R?) as k — oo, then b € D, H[v].

This is proved similarly to the approach taken in [31, Lemma 3].

3 Continuous Problem
We now give the definition of the weak solution of the MFG PDI problem.

Definition 3.1 (Weak Solution). We say that a pair (u,m) € X x Y is a weak solution
of (1.1) if m(0) = mg in L*(Q) and there exists a b, € DyH[u] such that, for all (v, ¢) €
Yo x X,

T T
/0 (Oph, uy + v(Vu, Vip)o + (H[Vu],)adt /0 (F[m],v)dt

(3.1a)
+ (S[m(T)], ¥(T))a,
T R T
/ (Orm, ¢) +v(Vm,Vo)q + (mbs, Vo)adt = / (G(t), pydt, (3.1b)
0 0
Remark 3.1. In order to see how Definition 3.1 leads to a PDI, define the set
div (mDyH{u]) = {g € L2(0,7; H-Y()); 3be Dy H[u] s.t. g = div(ém)} . (32)

where the equality above is understood in the sense of distributions. Then equation (3.1b)
can be written as dym — vAm — G € div(mDpH|[u|) in the sense of distributions in
L2(0,T; H=(Q2)). We stress that Definition 3.1 does not require uniqueness of the term



b, appearing in (3.1), although in some special cases its uniqueness can be shown, see [31].
It is furthermore known from examples in [31] that the regularity of the solution can be
quite limited even in the interior of the domain, in particular for the steady-state problem,
there are examples m € H3/27¢ for arbitrarily small € > 0 but m ¢ H3/2.

Remark 3.2. The choice of test and trial spaces here, together with the condition on the
transport vector b, are sufficient ensure that each term in (3.1) is well-defined and finite.
It is also possible to write other formulations of the problem that are ultimately equivalent,
such as casting the time-derivative onto « in (3.1a), since if (u,m) € X x Y is a solution of
(3.1), then u admits a distributional time derivative dyu € L(0,T; H=1(2)) so that u € Y,
and moreover that u(T) = S[m(T)] a.e. in Q.

We now state the main result on the existence of a solution of (3.1).

Theorem 3.1 (Existence of Solutions). There exists at least one solution (u,m) €Y xY
of (3.1) in the sense of Definition 3.1.

In this paper, we give a constructive proof of Theorem 3.1 in the case where the domain €2
is a polytope by showing the convergence of finite element approximations of the problem.
The proof of Theorem 3.1 is therefore given later in Section 8. We can also prove the
existence of a solution of (3.1) for more general domains by a more direct analysis, although
we omit this second approach for the sake of brevity; see the PhD thesis [30] of the first
author for a complete analysis.

Under standard monotonicity assumptions, we recover the uniqueness of the solution in
the sense of Definition 3.1. Crucially, by choosing the subdifferential set D, H as the natural
generalization of the partial derivative of the Hamiltonian to the case of nondifferentiable
Hamiltonians, we obtain a straightforward generalization of the uniqueness result of [27],
see also [31].

Theorem 3.2 (Uniqueness of Solutions). If the initial density mo € L?(S2) is nonnegative
a.e. in S, the source term G is nonnegative in the sense of distributions in L(0,T; H=1(2)),
the coupling term F is strictly monotone on X and the terminal cost S is monotone on
L?(R2), then there is at most one weak solution (u,m) to (3.1) in the sense of Definition 5.1.

Proof. Suppose that there are two solutions (u;,m;), i € {1,2}, in the sense of Definition
3.1. Then, we have, for each i € {1,2},

T ~ T
/O (Oymii, @) + v(Vmy, Vo)a + (mibi,Vqﬁ)th:/O (G(t), ¢)dt, (3.3)

for all ¢ € X, for some b; € D, Hlu;], and

+

(Stmi(T)], (1)),

for all ¢ € Yy, with m;(0) = mg in L?(Q). Since mg > 0 a.e. in 2, since G is nonnegative
in the sense of distributions and since m;|oq = 0 for a.e. t € (0,T), the weak maximum
principle (see, e.g. [5]) implies that m; > 0 a.e. in Qr, for each i € {1,2}. After choosing



test functions ¥ = my —mg € Yy and ¢ = u; — ue in (3.4) and (3.3), respectively, and
subtracting the two equations, we deduce that

/T/ ml)\12 + mg)\gldwdt = /T <F[m1] — F[mg],ml — m2> dt
0 Q 0
+ (S[ma(T)] = S[ma(T)], ma(T) — ma(T))a,

(3.5)

where \;; € L2(0,T; L*(Q)), 4,7 € {1,2}, is defined by
)\ij = —H[V’u]‘] + H[Vul] + l;z . V(’U,J - ul)

By definition of D,H in Definition 2.1, it follows that A;; < 0 a.e. in Qr. Using the
nonnegativity of m;, i € {1,2}, we then deduce from (3.5) that

0> /O (F[m1]—F[msa], mq —mg)dt (3.6)

+ (S (T)] = Sima(T)], mi(T) — ma2(T))a.

The strict monotonicity of F' and the monotonicity of S then imply that m; = mgy in Q.
Since Y is continuously embedded in C([0,T]; L?(2)), it follows that m1(T) = mo(T) a.e.
in . Consequently, it follows that u; and ug solve (3.1a) with common right-hand side and
common boundary conditions, and thus u; = us in Q7 by uniqueness of the solution of the
corresponding HJB equation. O

4 Notation and setting for discretization

In this section we introduce a monotone finite element scheme for approximating solutions
to the weak formulation (3.1). In the sequel, we shall further assume that € is a polyhedron,
in addition to the earlier assumption that it is a bounded connected open set with Lipschitz
boundary.

4.1 Meshes

Let {Tk}ren be a shape-regular sequence of conforming simplicial meshes of the domain
Q, c.f. [16, p. 51]. In addition we assume that the meshes {7y }ren are nested, i.e. every
element in Tj41 is either in Ty or is a subdivision of an element in 7. For each k € N|
define hy, € L>®°(f) the mesh-size function by h7, |k = diam K for each element K € Ty,
where diam K denotes the diameter K. The maximum element size in Ty is denoted by
hi = [|h7||L= (). We assume that hy — 0 as k — oo. Shape-regularity of {7 }xen refers
to the condition that there exists a real-number ¢ > 1, independent of k € N, such that
hr |k < 0pk for all K € Ty, for all k € N, where pg denotes the radius of the largest
inscribed ball in the element K.

Notation for inequalities For real numbers a, b, we write a < b if a < Cb for some
constant C' that depends only on the problem data Q, T', A, b, v, H, F' and S, and on the
shape-regularity constant d, but is otherwise independent of the mesh 7Ty and the mesh-size
hi. We write a = b if a < b and b < a.

Sets of vertices and edges For each k € N, let V}, denote the set of all vertices of 7j, and
let V.o = Vi N2 denote the set of interior vertices of 7. Let {xz}firld V¥ be an enumeration
of Vi. Without loss of generality, we may choose the ordering such that x; € Vy o if and
only if ¢ < M}, == card V}, o. Two distinct vertices in V, are called neighbours if they belong



to a common element of 7. For a vertex x; € Vi, the set of neighbouring vertices of x; is
denoted by Vg ;.

For each k € N, let & denote the set of edges of the mesh T, i.e. the set of all closed
line segments formed by all pairs of neighbouring vertices. Given an edge E € &, let
Tie = {K € Ty : E C K} denote the set of elements of 7; containing E. We say that
an edge E € & is an internal edge if I/ contains at least one vertex in Vi . The set of all
internal edges is denoted by & . For each vertex x;€ Vi, let &, == {E € & : x; € E}
denote the set of edges containing z;. For each K € Ty, let Ex = {EF C K : E € &q}
denote the set of edges of the simplex K that are internal edges.

For each element K € Tj and a given vertex z; € K, let Fk,; denote the (d — 1)-
dimensional face of K that is opposite x;, i.e. Fix; is the convex hull of all vertices of K
except z;. Let 95— denote the dihedral angle between the faces Fx; and Fr ;. We assume
that the family of meshes {7y }ren satisfies the following hypothesis of Xu and Zikatanov
(cf. [38]): for any k € N and for any internal edge FE € & formed by neighbouring vertices
x; and z;, there holds

> |FkiN Fi jla-acot(6f5) >0, (4.1)
KeTy e
where |-|4—2 denotes the d — 2 dimensional Hausdorff measure (counting measure for d = 2).
This condition ensures that the stiffness matrix for the Laplacian on Vj, is an M-matrix [38].
In the case where d = 2, this condition requires that the sum of the angles opposite to any
edge should be less than or equal to 7, which allows for meshes with nonacute triangles.

4.2 Spatial finite element spaces

Given an element K C R?, we let P;(K) denote the vector space of d-variate real-valued
polynomials on K of total degree at most one. For each k£ € N, let the spatial finite element
space Vi be defined by

Vi =={v € Hy(Q), v|x € P1(K) VK € Tp.}. (4.2)

For each k € N, let {fi}zc-irld Vi denote the standard nodal Lagrange basis for the space of
all continuous piecewise linear functions on Q with respect to Ty, where & (z;) = &;; for
all i, j € {1,...,card V;} for the chosen enumeration {z;}7*, of V4. As there is no risk of
confusion, we omit the dependence of the nodal basis on the index k of the mesh in the
notation. Note that {§z}fir1d Vk form a partition of unity on Q. Recalling that x; € Vi q if
and only if i < M}, = card V. q, we see that {fz}fvi’“l is the standard nodal basis of V.

Let V¥ denote the space of continuous linear functionals on Vj, where we let the duality
pairing between Vj, and V' be denoted by (-, -)vxv;,. We equip V;* with the standard dual
norm ||-||v;+. For any operator £ : Vi, — V;* we define the adjoint operator £* : Vi, — V" by
(LXw,v)vyrxv, = (Lv,w)vexy, for all w,v € Vj.

4.3 Mass lumping

In order to obtain a numerical scheme satisfying a discrete maximum principle, we will use
mass-lumping of the L?-inner products in the discrete setting. We use the standard mass-
lumping technique of defining a discrete inner-product by a quadrature approximation of the
integral appearing in the L2-inner product. This leads to a diagonal (lumped) mass matrix
for the standard nodal basis of Vi. In particular, for each k£ € N, let the inner product
(, )k on Vi be defined by

(w,v)qk = / I (wv)dz  Yw,v € Vj, (4.3)
Q



where Ir: C(Q) N HY(Q) — Vi denotes the canonical Lagrange interpolation operator, i.e.
Iv = Zi\i"l v(x;)& for all v € C(Q) N HE(Q), where Vi g = {a;}75. Tt is straightforward
to check that the mass-lumped inner product satisfies

M,
(w,v)ak = Z(Ei’ Dow(z;)v(z;) Yw,v € V. (4.4)

i=1

Moreover, (-,-)qok induces a norm on Vi that is given by |w|lar = /(w,w)q for all
w € V. It is straightforward to show that

[vlle < llvllok S llvllo Vo€ Vi, (4.5)

where the hidden constant in the second inequality depends only on the dimension d and
the shape-regularity of {7 }ren. Indeed, Jensen’s inequality implies that v? < Ij(v?) in
for all v € Vj, thus showing the first inequality in (4.5). We stress that there is no generic
constant in the first inequality in (4.5), which will be important for the weak compactness
arguments that will follow in later sections. The second inequality in (4.5) is easily obtained
by a standard scaling and equivalence-of-norms argument.

For each k € N, let Ry : L?(Q) — Vi be the linear operator defined by

M,

Rrw = ; (éz:lf))s & Yw e LA(Q). (4.6)

It is clear that Ry is a Riesz-map between the L?-inner product and (-, -)q, with
(v, Rgw)ar = (v,w)q Vv € Vi, VYw e L*(Q). (4.7)

Furthermore, Ry, is L?-stable with the bound ||Rrwl|lq < ||w|q for all w € L?(2). We also
have the well-known bound (see e.g. [37, p. 108])

Ih7! (w = Rpw)|la + V(v — Rew)lle S [[Vwlle  Yw € Hy(Q). (4.8)

It follows that Ry is also H}(Q)-stable, i.e. |[VRiw|q < ||[Vwl|lq for all w € HE (D).
We now introduce the following discrete dual norm |[|-||x,«: Vi — R>¢ defined by

fwll. = sup Lok

Yw € V. (4.9)
vevin{oy IVYlle

Lemma 4.1. We have ||v||g-1() =~ ||[v||k« for all v € Vi, where the hidden constants
depend only on the dimension d and the shape-regularity of {Ty}ren-

Proof. For any v € Vi, k € N, and w € H}(Q2), we have (v,w)q = (v, Rxw)qx and thus
the definition of |||« and the Hg-stability of Ry imply that (v, w)q < ||v||g.«||VRrw|a <
lvllx,«|Vw|o. This shows that [[v]|g-1(q) < I|v[lk« To show the converse bound, now
consider w € V4, and write (v,w)or = (v,w)q + (v, w — Rgw)q k. The Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and standard inverse inequalities imply that (v,w — Ryw)or = [q Ix(v(w —
Rkw))dz S ||hﬁv||gz|‘hil(w — Rkw)HQ Note that ||h7’k’U||Q ,S ||’UHH71(Q)7 which is de-
duced from local bound |hrv|x < ||vllg-1(k) for all K € Ty, see e.g. [37, p. 113], and
from 3= e 7 0151 5y < I0llF-1(q)- In conclusion, we then use (4.8) to find that (v, w —
Rrw)ak < ||vl|g-1()lVw|la for all w € Vi, which implies that [|v||x« < [vllg-1(0)- O
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4.4 Spatial Stabilization

We say that a linear operator L : Vj, — V;* satisfies the discrete mazimum principle (DMP)
provided that the following condition holds: if v € V}, and (Lv,fi)vk*ka > (0 for all ¢ €
{1,--+, My}, then v > 0 in . Recall that under the condition (4.1), the stiffness matrix
of the Laplace operator on V; is an M-matrix, which implies monotonicity and the discrete
maximum principle for the Laplace operator on V. In order to handle the advective terms
of the problem, we construct in this section an original volume-based self-adjoint linear
stabilization that maintains the adjoint relationship between the equations of the MFG
system. For each k € N and each edge E € & q, let wi g > 0 be a nonnegative weight to
be chosen below, and let tg be a chosen unit tangent vector to the edge E. The choice of
orientation of tg does not have any effect on the following. Then, we define the stabilization
diffusion matrix Dy € L>(Q; R?*9) elementwise over T by

Dle = Z wk7EtE Rty VK €T, (410)
Ecék

where ® denotes the outer-product of vectors, i.e. tp @ tg = tEtE S RdXd, and where we
recall that £k denotes the set of edges of K that are internal. Note that Dy, is independent of
the choice of orientations of the tangent vectors 5. Since the weights wy, g are nonnegative,
it follows that Dy|x is a symmetric, positive semi-definite matrix in R?*¢ for each K € Ty.
Then, let W (V4, Di) denote the set of all linear operators L : Vj, — V;* of the form

(Lv,w)vk*ka ::/Ava-Vw—H;-vadx Yw,v € Vj, (4.11)
Q

where Ay, := vI+Dj, and where b € L>®(Q; R?) is some vector field that satisfies ||B||Loo((z;]Rd) <
L. Observe also that Ax > vI in the sense of semi-definite matrices since Dy, is positive
semi-definite. Recall that § denotes the shape-regularity parameter of the meshes {7} ken.

Theorem 4.2 (DMP). Suppose that the weights in (4.10) are chosen such that

0Ly diam F

< LydiamE VE € 0. 4.12
A+ 1) kB~ e dam €& (4.12)

Then the following properties hold:
[ ] HDk|KHL°°(K;]R'iX'i) 5 hK f07" all K € 77“
o if L € W(Vi,Dy) then L and its adjoint L* satisfy the discrete maximum principle.

The proof of Theorem 4.2 is postponed to Appendix A. We remark that Dy can be chosen
independently of the diffusion parameter v of the problem. Furthermore, it is clear that a
monotone discretization of the parabolic operators of the MFG system can be obtained by
combining the spatial stabilization above with a mass-lumped implicit Euler discretization
for the time derivative. Indeed, this is easily seen from the fact that if L € W(Vj, Dy),
then the operator Vj, 3 w +— (Lw, ->Vk*ka + %(w, Ja.k also satisfies the discrete maximum
principle for any 7, > 0. Finally, note that if L: V}, — V| satisfies the DMP, then L is
necessarily a bijection since Vj is finite dimensional.

11



4.5 Space-time finite element spaces

Given k € N, let J), == {I,}*, denote the partition of [0,T] where I,, = (t,_1,t,) with
t, = n7 for n € {1,---, Ny}, to = 0, and the time-step 7, = T/Nj, with N — oo as
k — oo. To simplify the analysis, we assume that the temporal meshes are nested, and thus
Tr+1 < 71 for all £ € N, and we also assume that

1 < vL. (4.13)

For each k € N. We define V}, the space of piecewise constant Vi-valued functions defined
on [0,T] by
Vi ={v e X, v|, €Vjisconstant Vn € {1,--- , Ni}}. (4.14)

For a function v € Vi and n € {1,---, Ny — 1}, we let v(¢,,) and v(t;}) denote respectively
the left- and right-limits of v at time ¢,. A function v € Vi also admits a right-limit
v(td) = v|r, at tg =0 and a left-limit v(ty,) =vl1y, at ty, =T. Note that since v € Vy is
piecewise constant, we have v(t;,) = v|y, foralln € {1,..., Ny}, and that v(¢}) = v|y,,, for
alln € {0,..., N —1}. In the following, it will help to also consider spaces of functions that
are defined everywhere on [0, T] by left- or right-continuity. For a function v: [0,T] — V4
with v|(o,7y € Vi, we say that v is left-continuous if v(t,,) = v(t;;) for alln = 1,..., Ng, and
that v is right-continuous if v(t,) = v(t;}) for all n = 0,..., N, — 1. We then define

Vi = {v:[0,T] = Vi, vl(o,1) € Vi, and v is left-continuous} , (4.15a)
Vi, = {v: [0,T] = Vi, v|o,1) € Vi, and v is right-continuous} . (4.15b)
Note that here we adopt the point of view that functions in Vf are defined at all points in
[0,T], and two functions in Vf that agree up to a subset of measure zero of [0, 7] are not
identified. When v € Vi and w € V; , we set v(t;) == v(0) and w(t%k) = w(T). For
v € Vi, we define the jump [v],, of v at time ¢, € (0,T) by
[v]n = v(t,) —v(t)). (4.16)
We define also the jump [v]o = v(0) — v(0F) for v € V! | and [w]n, = w(T~) — w(T) for
weV,.

Reconstruction of time derivatives Let the forward-in-time reconstruction operator
T, : V{ — C[0,T; V) be defined by

(Zyv)(t) = v(t) +

tn, —1
——[n-1, tE€ (tnorstal, nE {1, Ni}, v € Vi, (4.17)
k
where C[0,T’; Vi] is the space of continuous functions from [0, 7] to Vj.. We also define the
backward-in-time reconstruction operator Z_ : V,_ — C[0,T'; V}] by
t—1p—1 _
(Z-w)(t) = w(t) - ———[w]n t € [th-1,tn), n€{l,---,Np}, we V. (4.18)
Th
As there is no risk of confusion, we omit the dependence of 7, and Z_ on k to simplify the no-
tation. Sincewv € Vg is by definition left-continuous, it is easy to check that 7, v is continuous
on [0, T] and satisfies T, v(t,) = v(t,) = v(t;,;) for all v € V} and n € {0,..., Ni}. In par-
ticular, Zyv(0) = v(0). Similarly, Z_w is continuous on [0, 7] and Z_w(t,) = w(t,) = w(t;})
for all n € {0,..., Ny} and Z_v(T) = v(T). It is also straightforward to verify that Z4v
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and Z_w are piecewise continuously differentiable with respect to Jx for any v € Vg and
any w € V;, and that

1 1
8tI+v|1n = 7T_k[[v]]n71, 8tI,w|1n = *E[[’U_)]]n, n e {1, .. .,Nk}. (419)

This shows that 0;Zy and 0;Z_ are respectively related to the first-order backward and
forward difference operators. Furthermore, the operators Z, and Z_ satisfy the discrete
integration-by-parts formula

/0 (DT s, w)g s + (0,0 T-w)g i = (0(T), WD)k — (W(O), w(O)a.  (420)

for all (v,w) € Vi x V..

Discrete norms Let the norms H||Vk+ on Vi and H'”v; on V. be defined by

T

vl 12/0 10 Zv]l% « + [IVolladt + [0(0)I[E, Vv € VI, (4.21a)
T

lwlly - 2:/0 10 Z-wl[} .« + IVwl|gdt + (D), Yw € V. (4.21b)

The following result shows that the norms H||Vk+ and H'”v; are upper bounds on the
L% (L?) norm.

Lemma 4.3 (Boundedness in L>(L?)). We have |Jv(t)|lq < ||UHV§ for all v € V£, and all
tel0,T].

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the result in the case of Vz since the case of V;  follows
the same argument up to a change of the time variable. Let v € Vz be arbitrary. The
inequality [[v(0)]|q < HUHW follows immediately from (4.5) and (4.21a). It remains only

to consider the case t € (0,7]. Since v is piecewise constant in time and left-continuous,
there exists a n € {1,..., Ni} such that ¢ € (¢t,—1,t,] and v(t) = v|r,. The first inequality
in (4.5) and the identity 2 [ (9:Z1 v, 0)ardt = 0[5, I35 + 150 1[0]ilI3 = [0(0)]3 4 for
any n € {1,..., N;} imply that

tn
o @I = vz, 1S < lvlr, 16 < 2/ (O Zy v, v)akdt + [[(0)IE 5 < (V][5
0

where in the final inequality we have used (0, Z4v,v)q.r < |OZ+v||k.«||VV| o for a.et € (0,T)
and Young’s inequality. O
5 Finite element approximation and main results

We now introduce the finite element discretization of (3.1). For each k € N, let Dy €
L>(Q; R?*9) of the form (4.10) be as in Theorem 4.2, and recall that Ay := vI+ D}, and that
| Di|| o (rixay S hi. For each k € N, the discrete problem is to find (ux,mi) € Vi x Vi
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such that, for some by, € D, H[ug],

T
| OZb.w)a e+ (ATun, Tt (HV . 6o
0 (5.1a)

:/0 (F[my], ¥)dt + (ReS[mi(T)], ¢(T))Q,k )

T T
/ (atz-‘rmka (b)Q,k + (Akvmka v¢)Q + (mkgka v¢)9dt = / <G’ ¢>dta (51b)
0 0

for all (¢, ¢) € V;O x Vi, and such that my(0) = Rymg € V.

Remark 5.1. The FEM is presented above in a space-time variational form, as this reflects
the coupled space-time nature of the problem, offers a succinct notation, and is also most
convenient for the discrete functional analytic framework set out below. By choosing test
functions supported on individual time-step intervals, it is easily seen that the discretization
consists of a backward-in-time implicit Euler discretization for the HJB equation and a
forward-in-time implicit Euler discretization for the KFP equation. Therefore, for practical
computation the system can be re-written in a coupled forward-backward time-stepping
form. The efficient solution of these coupled discrete systems remains an important challenge
which is beyond the scope of this work, however one promising approach is to consider time-
or space-time-parallel solvers, see [29] and the references therein.

Observe that if (ug, mk) € Vi, x Vi solves (5.1), then we can adopt a different point of
view and re-define uy, to a right-continuous function in V, (without change of notation) by
setting uy(T) = RpS[mg(T)] and ug(t;}) = ugly, for all n € {0,..., My — 1}. Using the
discrete integration-by-parts identity (4.20), we can equivalently rewrite (5.1a) as

T T
| = 00w+ (AT, To)a+ (HVad w)adt = [ (Flmd o)t (52
0 0

for all ¢ € V;:O. Since the terms in (5.2) depend only on | (o 1), it is clear that the set of test
functions in (5.2) can then be extended to all ¢ € V. In practical terms for computation,
there is no difference between these two points of view.

5.1 Main results

The first main result states the existence of a solution to the discrete problem and gives a
stability bound for any such discrete solution in terms of the data of the problem.

Theorem 5.1 (Existence of discrete solutions and stability bound). For every k € N there
exists a discrete pair (ug,my) € V; x Vi satisfying (5.1). Any solution (uj,my) of (5.1)
satisfies

urlly - + llmrlly: ST+ 1Gl L2081 0) + lmolle- (5.3)

The proof of Theorem 5.1 is given in Section 6. The next main result shows that the
uniqueness of the numerical solution holds under the same assumptions as those that were
considered in the continuous setting of Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 5.2 (Uniqueness). Suppose that the initial density mo € L?(Q) is nonnegative
a.e. in Q, the source term G is nonnegative in the sense of distributions in L*(0,T; H=1(f)),
the coupling term F is strictly monotone on X, and that the terminal cost S is monotone
on L*(Q). Then, for every k € N, there exists a unique solution (ug,my) € Vi X Vg to
(5.1).
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The proof of Theorem 5.2 is given in Section 6.

Our main convergence result shows that strong convergence of the value function ap-
proximations in L?(H}), and of the density approximations in LP(L?) for any 1 < p < oo,
along with weak convergence of the density approximations in L*(Hg).

Theorem 5.3 (Convergence of FEM). Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 5.2 hold.
Then, there exists a unique solution (u,m) € Y XY in the sense of Definition 3.1. Moreover,
we have

up —u in L2(0,T; Hy()), up —u in LP(0,T; L*(9)), (5.4a)
mr —m in L*(0,T; Hy(Q)), my —m in  LP(0,T; L*(Q)), (5.4b)
ur(0) = u(0) in  L*(Q), mi(T) = m(T) in L*(Q), (5.4c)

as k — oo, for any 1 < p < 0.

The proof of Theorem 5.3 is given in Section 8 where we present a compactness argument
that uses functional analytic tools developed in Section 7.

Note that my — m in L?(0,T; H}()) implies that Vmy converges weakly to Vm in
L?(Qr;R%). At present, it is not currently known if the weak convergence of Vmy, to Vim is
also strong in general. The difficulty lies in the fact that for nondifferentiable Hamiltonians,
the convergence Vu, — Vu is not sufficient to prove convergence in sufficiently strong
norms of by € DpH[uy] from (5.1) to b, € D,H[u] from (3.1). The next result shows
that if some pre-compactness of {l;k}keN is assumed, then we obtain strong convergence of
approximations of the gradient of the density.

Corollary 5.4 (Strong L?*(Hj)-Convergence for Density Approximations). In addition to
the hypotheses of Theorem 5.3, suppose that the sequence of transport vector fields {by}ren
from (5.1) is pre-compact in L*(Qr;R?). Then, my, converges to m strongly in L*(0,T; H3(Q2))
as k — oo.

The proof of Corollary 5.4 is in Section 8. Note that the pre-compactness of {l;k}keN
is assured, for instance, if the Hamiltonian H given by (1.2) is such that partial derivative
%—I; exists and is continuous in Q7 x R%. Thus, in the case of continuously differentiable

Hamiltonians, Corollary 5.4 shows that my — m in norm in L?(0,T; H}(Q)) as k — oo.
6 Proof of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2

In this section we give the proofs of the existence and uniqueness results for the discrete
problem (5.1).

6.1 Well-posedness of discrete HIB and KFP equations

In Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 below, we state well-posedness and stability results for the discretized
KFP and HJB equations when considered separately. The proofs of these results are given
in Appendix B. Recall that we make the assumption that 7, < 7 for all £ € N, with
satisfying (4.13), in order to simplify the analysis.

Lemma 6.1 (Well-posedness of discrete KFP equation). Let k € N, let G € L*(0,T; H'(2)),
let g € Vi, and let b € L (Q1;RY) such that 6] Lo (@ sy < La. Then, there exists a unique
m € V| such that m(0) = g and such that

T

T
| O 000+ (4T V)a + (1.50adt = [ (Gt Voevi  (6)
0 0
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We have the bound
[mlly+ S NGllz2o,mm-1) + llglles (6.2)

where the hidden constant depends on 1 but is otherwise independent of k. Furthermore,
if g >0 a.e. in Q and if G is nonnegative in the sense of distributions, then m > 0 a.e. in

Qr.

Lemma 6.2 (Well-posedness of discrete HJB equation). Letk € N, let F € L*(0,T; H~1(Q))
and let S € L*(Q). Then there exists a unique T € Vi, such that u(T) = RS and such that

T
{/ (DT4th, W)y + (ARVT, Vi) + (H[V, )t
0

T~ ~
= [ B+ B pTas W VT, (63
0

Furthermore w depends continuously on the data: if Ui, us € YV, are respective solutions of
(6.3) with data (F1,S1) and (Fy, Sy) respectively and if wy(T) = RSy and Ua(T) = RySo,
then o o

[y —ally- S 1Py = Fallzoo, i) + 151 = Salla, (6.4)

where the hidden constant depends on 11 but is otherwise independent of k.
6.2 Proof of Theorem 5.1

We now prove Theorem 5.1 by an argument that is based on Kakutani’s fixed point theorem
[40, Ch. 9, Theorem 9.B].

Theorem 6.3 (Kakutani’s fixed point theorem [40]). Suppose that

1. B is a nonempty, compact, convex set in a locally conver space X ;

2. V:B = B is a set-valued map such that V(I;) is nonempty, closed and convex for all
be B; and

3.V is upper semi-continuous.
Then V has a fized point: there exists b € B such that b € V(l;)

To begin, recall that Ly is the Lipschitz constant of the Hamiltonian, c.f. (2.5). We
equip the space L>®(Q7;R?) with its weak-* topology, noting that it is then a locally convex
topological vector space. Let B denote the ball

B = {be L(QriBY : Bl = (grems) < Lir } (6.5)

and note that B is nonempty, convex, and closed in the weak-* topology. We note further
that the weak-* topology on B is metrisable since L'(Qr;R?) is separable [33, Ch. 15], and
that B is compact by Helly’s theorem.

Let My : B — V; be the map defined as follows: for each b e B, let Mg[b] in Vi be

the unique solution of
T ~ ~ ~ ~
| OZMuB 0o + (ATME, To)a + (MulE). 5T o)ndt
0

/T<G,¢>dt V¢ € Vi (6.6)
0
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with M[b](0) = Rgmyg in Vi. The map My is well-defined thanks to Lemma 6.1. Next, let
U : Vz — V,, be the map defined as follows: for each my, € Vg, let Uy[my] € V, denote
the unique solution of

/ (L, Ui [mi)) ok + (A VUL [me), Vi) + (H VUL M), ¥)adt
0

- /OT<F[mk],w>dt+<Rk5[mk<T>1,w<T>>Q,k VeV, (6.7)

with Uy [mi](T) = Ry S[my(T)] in Vi. The map Uy, is well-defined by Lemma 6.2.
Now, we define the set-valued map Ky : B = L= (Qr;R?) as follows: for each b € B, let

Ki[b] = Dy H [Uy [M; [0]]]. (6.8)

Lemma 2.1 implies that Ki[b] C B for each b € B, so Ky, : B = B. Moreover, for every b € B,
the set K[b] is nonempty and convex. Indeed, for each b € B the set K[b] is nonempty by
Lemma 2.1. Also, Ky[b] is convex since 9, H has convex images. Furthermore, Ky [b] is closed
for all b € B thanks to Lemma 2.2 and the fact that B C L?(Qz; R%) where |Qr|441 < co.

The existence of a solution to the discrete problem (5.1) is equivalent to showing the
existence of a fixed point of Ky, i.e. that there exists a b, € B such that by, € Ky [bk] Indeed,
if by, € B satisfies by, € Ky [bx] then a solution pair (ug,my) of the discrete problem (5.1) is
given by my, := My[by] and uy == Ug[my] with by, € D, H|ug], while the converse is obvious.

We now verify that Ky is upper semi-continuous. To this end, it suffices to prove that
the graph of Ky is closed; c.f. [6, Ch. 1, Corollary 1, p. 42]. Let Wy denote the graph of Ky,
which is defined by

Wy = {(E,B)EBxB:EEICk[B]}. (6.9)

Since B is metrisable, to show that the graph W is a closed it is enough to show that
whenever a sequence {(bi,bi)}ien C Wi converges weakly-* in B x B to a point (b, D) as
i — 0o, then (b,b) € Wi, which is equivalent to b € K1[b]. Let us then suppose that we are
given a sequence {(b;,b;)}ien C Wi that converges weakly-* in B x B to a point (b, b) as
i — 0o. To begin, we claim that My[b;] — My[b] in L2(Q7) and My[b](T) — My[b)(T)
in L2(Q) as i — oo. Indeed, since {b;};en C B, for each i € N we apply Lemma 6.1 and the
norm equivalence (4.5) to obtain the uniform bound

Sggl\/\/lk[l;illlw S llmolle + |Gl 20,7511 (2)- (6.10)

Since V;: is finite dimensional, this uniform bound implies that any given subsequence
{My[bs;]}jen contains a further subsequence {My[b;; ]}sen such that

Mk[bijs] — myg in VZ

as s — oo, for some my, € V. In particular, it follows from the L°°(L?)-bound in Lemma 4.3
that my(T) = lims_ee My[bi, ](T) in L*(Q) and my(0) = Rpmg in V. We then pass to
the limit in the equation (6. 6) satisfied by ./\/lk[ _] to find that my, € V| satisfies

T

T
/ (atI+mka ¢>Q7k + (Akvmk; VQb)Q + (mk7 BV¢>th = / <Ga ¢>dt V¢ € Vg (611)
0 0
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with mg(0) = Rgmo in Vi. But we then see from the definition of M[b] in (6.6) that
my = My[b] in V. Tt follows that the entire sequence {My,[b;]}ien satisfies My [b;] — M, [b]
in Vi and My[b;](T) — Mg[b)(T) in L*(Q) as i — oco. We deduce from continuity of
S i L*(Q) — L*(Q) that SIMy[b:](T)] — SIM[B)(T)] in L*(Q) as i — oo, while the
continuity of F implies that F[My[b;]] — F[My[b]] in L2(0,T; H*(Q)) as i — co. We
then apply the continuous dependence result of Lemma 6.2 to conclude that Uy, [My[b]] —
Up[M[b]] in V,  as i — oo with Ui [My[b]](T) = RpS[My[b](T)] in Vi. By hypothesis,
b; € Ki[bs] = DpH Uy [My[,]]] for i € Nand b; —* bin L= (Qr; R?) asi — oc. In particular,
b; — bin L*(Q7;R?) as i — oo since {b;}ien C B C L*(Q7;R?) and |Qr|qr1 < co. We
conclude from Lemma 2.2 that b € D, H Uy [M[D]]], i.e. b € Ki[b]. We have therefore shown
that Wy is closed, so K is upper semi-continuous.

We have thus shown that the map Ky : B == B satisfies the conditions of Kakutani’s
fixed point theorem, so K admits a fixed point and therefore there exists a solution to the
discrete problem (5.1), as required.

Finally, to deduce the stability bound (5.3) satisfied by solutions (ux,my) to the FEM
(5.1), we first observe that Lemma 6.1 and the discrete KFP equation satisfied by my with
drift in B imply that

sup Hmk||vk+ S llmolle + Gl 220,721 ()
keN

This bound, the linear growth of F' and S, together with the L>°(L?)-bound in Lemma 4.3,
allow us to apply (6.4) to obtain

sup HUkHv; < llmolle + HG||L2(O,T;H*1(Q)) + 1.
keN

We then deduce the stability bound (5.3), as desired. |
6.3 Proof of Theorem 5.2

Suppose that (uk,i, mk,;) € Vi x V7, i € {1,2} are solutions of (5.1), for some respective
bi,; € DpH|ug, ;). It follows from the nonnegativity of mg and of G and from the discrete max-

imum principle (see Theorem 4.2), that my; > 0 a.e. in Qp for each i € {1,2}. Observe also
that my.1(0) = my 2(0) so that my 1 —my 2 € V;:,o- Note that (RgS[mu,i(T)], mk ;(T))ar =

(S[mu.i(T)], m,(cj) (T))q for all i, j € {1,2} by (4.7). Then, proceeding similarly to the proof

of Theorem 3.2, we test (5.1a) with ¢ = m,(:) - m,(f) € V:,O and (5.1b) with ¢ = ug,1 — uk,2
to find that

T T
/ / M1Ag1,2 + Madg 2 1dadt = / (Flmp,1] — Fmi,2], mp1 — my,2)dt
0 Q 0
+ (S, (T)] = Sim2(T)], ma1 (T) — me2(T))q, (6.12)
where
Mg = —H[Vug ;] + H[Vugi| + b - V(ukj — uri), 4,5 € {1,2}. (6.13)

Note that A\p;; < 0 a.e. in Qp for all 4, j € {1,2} since B;“- € DpH[ug;]. Therefore
fOT JomiAe 12 + madgo1dedt < 0, and so we conclude from strict monotonicity of F
and monotonicity of S applied to (6.12) that myg1 = mg2 a.e. in Qp. Since functions
in Vg are left-continuous, it follows that my 1(T) = my 2(T"). Therefore uy1 and uy 2 both
satisfy (5.1a) with common right hand side, so Lemma 6.2 implies that ux1 = ug 2. O

18



7 Discrete functional analysis

In this section we establish auxiliary compactness results that will be used in the convergence
analysis of the finite element scheme (5.1). We begin by collecting some fundamental weak
convergence results for the spaces Vki.

Theorem 7.1 (Weak convergence properties). Let {vi}ren be a sequence such that vy, € VZ‘
for each k € N and supjcyl||vk|ly+ < oo. Then, there exists a v € Y and a subsequence
k

{wr, }jen such that

v, —vin X, O ZIiv, — O in L*(0,T; H™1(Q)), (7.1)
v, (T) = o(T) in L*(2), g, (0) = v(0) in L*(9Q), -
as j — oo. Furthermore, for any fized wy € Vg, £ € N, there holds
T T
lim (O T4 v, wg)Q L dt = / (Opv, wp)dt. (7.2)
Jj—=oo Jo g 0

The properties (7.1) and (7.2) hold analogously for sequences {Ur}ren such that Oy € V.
for each k € N and SUPkeNHﬁkHv; < o0.

Proof. We give the proof only for the case of a sequence in V} as the proof for the case of V,
is very similar. The hypothesis sup, eyl v ||Vk+ < oo implies that the sequence {vj }ren is uni-
formly bounded in X, and also that {9;Z v }ren is uniformly bounded in L%(0,7; H~1())
by Lemma 4.1. Furthermore, Lemma 4.3 implies that {vx(T)}ren and {vg(0)}ren are uni-
formly bounded sequences in L?(Q). So, there exists a subsequence such that v, — v in
X, that 9, Z v, — ¢ in L*(0,T; H=(R2)), that vg, (T') — vp and vg, (0) — vo as j — oo,
for some v € X, some ¢ € L?(0,T; H-(2)), and some vy, vy € L*(2). To show that
¢ = Oy so that v € Y, and that v(T) = vr and v(0) = v, let ¢ € C*([0,T]; H3(Q)) be
arbitrary. Then, using integration-by-parts for the piecewise constant function vy € V;: and
the identities in (4.19), we find that

T
/0 (O Lyvp;, @) + (i, Ord)adt = (vi(T), o(T))a — (v (0), $(0))a

+ :1/[ (O Zyvr;, d(t) — p(tn—1))odt. (7.3)

It is straightforward to show that the last term on the right-hand side of (7.3) vanishes in
the limit j — oo since {9;Z4 vk }ren is uniformly bounded in L?(0,7; H~1()) and since
¢ € CL([0,T]; H} (). Therefore, passing to the limit in (7.3), we get

/0 (0,6) + (v, Drd)adt = (vr, 6(T))ar — (0, 6(0) Vo € CL([0, T HA(Q)).  (7.4)

It is then easy to deduce from (7.4) that v € Y with v = ¢ € L?(0,T; H-*(Q)), and
moreover that v(T) = vr and that v(0) = vy.
To show (7.2), let vy € Vg, £ € N be fixed but arbitrary. Using (4.7), we have

T T T
/ (atI+Ukj , ’wg)Q k. dt = / (atI_,_Ukj , ’LU@)th + / (atI+Ukj , Wy — Rkj ’LUg)Qch dt. (7.5)
0 T 0 0
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It follows from the weak convergence properties above that fOT (O:Zivy,, we)odt — fOT (Opv, we)dt
as j — 00. Recall that the function v, is piecewise constant-in-time with respect to the par-
tition Jp of [0,7]. In a slight abuse of notation, let {tq}éwjo denote the nodes of Jp, i.e.

Je = {[tq—latq]}q - Therefore,

M,

T
/ (atI_;,_’Ukj,’wg — Rkng)gkjdﬁ = Z(I+Uk ( ) I+Uk (ﬁ 1) ZJ,[,q)Q Ky (7.6)
0 po

where zj ¢ = wel,_, 1) — B, (wg|(tq71,tq)). The L2-approximation bound in (4.8) and
(4.5) together imply that ||z ¢ qllox S bk l|Vwr, |, 1 ¢ lle for all ¢ = 1,..., M; and all
J € N. Also, Lemma 4.3 and (4.5) imply that ||Zvk, (tg)llor S HU;WHW, so there exists
a constant C, independent of k € N such that ||Z v, (ty)|ar, < C for all j € N and all
q € {0,...,N¢}. Applying these bounds in (7.6), we see that

T M,
jli}m / (atI_,_’Uk Wy — Rk we)Q Q.k; dt| < hm C, hk Z||ng|(tq 1tg ||Q =0. (7.7)

o | Jo po
Therefore we obtain (7.2). O

The following Lemma generalizes a well-known inequality for real-valued functions of
bounded variation to the case of functions in Vf.

Lemma 7.2. Let ||-|| : Vi — Rxq be a norm on Vi.. Then, for all v € V¥, we have
T—s T
sup / sUo(t+ 5) — v(t)|dt < / 1O Zav|dt. (7.8)
s€(0,7) Jo 0

Proof. We show the proof for the case of v € V , as the argument for V;; is quite similar.
Let s € (0,T) be arbitrary, and let g, 7 € R be any positive real numbers such that
0 < a <7 < Tand @—s > g. For each € > 0 such that ¢ < min(c,T — 7), let

Ne = 770 ( ) where 17 is the standard mollifier on R, so 7. € C§°(R) is a smooth nonnegative
functmn with supp Ne C [ €, €] and fR ne(t)dt = 1. For v € V , define v, : [0,7] — Vi by
Ve(t) == (v *ne)( fo s)ne(t — s)ds. Note that v, is well deﬁned on [o,7] and depends

only on |, 7). Smce n(t — ) € C§°(0,7T) for all ¢ € [g, 7], integration-by-parts shows that
Ovc(t) = ZN’“ "[w]nne(t —t,) for all t € [o,7]. Therefore, the triangle inequality leads to

Ni—1 Np—1

/ fowlar < 3 ] / EEDMCHE / oLl (7.9)

Furthermore, ff”v — v||[dt — 0 as € — 0. Therefore,

/ |\u(t+s)—v(t)|\dt:1%/ e (t+ 5) — v (t)|t

T—s t+s Yol T
< lim sup/ / |Orve(r)||drdt = lim sups/ |Opve|dr < s/ O Zyv||dr, (7.10)
o t e—0 o 0

e—0

where we invoke Fubini’s Theorem and (7.9) in the second line above. We then readily
conclude (7.8) by letting ¢ — 0 and @ — T, and recalling that s € (0,7 is arbitrary. O
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A direct consequence of Lemma 7.2 and the definition of [|-||+ in (4.21) is that
k

T—s
sup / st + 8) — o(®)|endt < VT|ollye Vo€ VE. (7.11)
s€(0,T) Jo k

Theorem 7.3 (Compactness in LP(L?)). Let {vg}ren C X be a sequence such that v, € Vi
for each k € N and supycy||vk|ly+ < oo. Then {vi}ren is pre-compact in LP(0,T; L*(9))
k

for any 1 < p < oco. This result holds analogously for sequences {U}ren such that ¥, € V]
for each k € N and SUPkeNHﬁkHv; < o0.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the result in the case of Vg by symmetry of Vg and V-
under reversal of the time variable. We show that {vk }ren satisfies the hypotheses of [34,
Theorem 3], which asserts that {vg}ren is pre-compact in LP(0,T; L?*(Q)) provided that
{vk }ken is uniformly bounded in L(0,T; By) for some Banach space B; that is compactly
embedded in L?(Q), and that for all € > 0, there is an so > 0 such that for all s < s, |lvk (- +
5) — v ()|l Lr(0,7—s;2(0)) < € for all k € N. The first hypothesis holds immediately since
{vk }ren is uniformly bounded in X = L2(0,T; H}(Q2)) with HE () compactly embedded in
L?(Q). To show the second hypothesis, let M, = SqueNHUk||Vk+v and let 7 s == vp(-+5) —vg
for each k € N and s € (0,7"). Then, we find that

T—s T—s T—s
[ trelide <2t [ ade <2700t [ ot
0 0 0

T—s 2 T—s 3
< or-ipgp-? ( / |wk,s||gdt> ( / |rk,s||k,*dt> <20 3VTMPs?, (7.12)
0 0

where we have applied first Lemma 4.3, then the first inequality of (4.5), followed by the
Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality and finally (7.11). Thus we obtain from (7.12) that ||vg(-+s) —
k() e, r—s,2(0)) S 525 M, for all k € N, and all s € (0,7). This verifies the second
hypothesis above and thus completes the proof. O

8 Proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 5.3 and of Corollary 5.4

In this section, we assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 hold, i.e. that m is nonneg-
ative a.e. in 2, that G is nonnegative in the sense of distributions in L?(0,7; H~*(Q)), that
F is strictly monotone, and that .S is monotone. We now prove convergence of the finite
element approximations {(ug, my)}ren that are determined by the scheme (5.1).

8.1 KFP equation

For each k € N, let b be an element of D, H[uy] for which (5.1) holds; in cases where b
may be nonunique, we may choose one such element.

Lemma 8.1 (Weak convergence of discrete KFP approximations). There exists a m € Y
and ab, € L™® (Qr;RY) such that, after passing to a subsequence without change of notation,
hZIimy — Oym in L*(0,T; H-Y(Q)), mr — m in X, mg(T) — m(T) in L*(Q), mr — m
in LP(0,T; L2()) for all p € [1,00), and by, — by in L2(Q7;RY) as k — oo. Furthermore,
we have m(0) = mq in L*(Q) and

/ (Osm, ¢) + v(Vm, Vo)q + (mb., V)adt = / (G, p)dt (8.1)
0 0
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forallp € X.

Proof. Theorem 7.1 shows the existence of a m € Y and a subsequence of {my}ren, to which
we pass without change of notation, that satisfies the weak convergence properties stated
above. In particular, we have my(0) = Rgmo — m(0) as k — oo, and since Rpmo — myg
in L2(Q) as k — 0o, we conclude that m(0) = mg. Furthermore, the strong convergence
my, — m in LP(0,T; L*(Q)) for all p € [1,00) as k — oo follows from Theorem 7.3. Since
{br}ren is uniformly bounded in L (Q7; R?) by Lemma 2.1, and hence also in LQ(QT, RY),
we may pass to a further subsequence without change of notation to find that by — b, for
some b, € L?(Q7;R%). Mazur’s Theorem and the Riesz-Fischer Theorem further imply
that b, € L>®°(Qr; R?) with ||b, | Lo (@riray < Ly. It remains only to show (8.1). Let £ € N
be fixed and let ¢ € V, be fixed but arbitrary. Recall that V, C V for all £ < k. Then,
we have myVo — mVe in L2(Q7;R?) as k — oo since V¢ € L>®(Qr;R?). This implies
that fOT(mk,Bk~V¢)th — fOT(m,B*~V¢)th by weak-times-strong convergence. Next, we
have fOT([?terk, ®)ardt — fOT((?tm, ®)qdt by (7.2). We also have Ay — vl as k — oo in
L>(Q; R?*4) by Theorem 4.2. Therefore we may pass to the limit in (5.1b) to obtain (8.1)
for all ¢ € V,. Since (J,cy Ve is dense in X, we deduce that (8.1) holds for all ¢ € X. [

To establish the strong L2-convergence of the density approximations at terminal time,
we find it helpful to first establish some compactness properties associated to a class of
related discrete dual problems.

Discrete dual problems For each k£ € N, we define 2z, € V. as the unique solution of
the discrete dual problem

T
/ *(8,51,2}6,’0)(27}@ + (AkVZk, VU)Q + (bk'VZk, v)gdt =0 YveVy, (8.2)
0

with the condition 2z, (T") = my(T) in Vj.

Lemma 8.2 (Weak convergence of discrete dual solutions). After passing to a subsequence
without change of notation, we have z, — z in X, ,T_z, — 0z in L?(0,T; H1(Q)),
2k — 2z in L*(0,T; L*(Q)) and 2,(0) — 2(0) in L*(Q) as k — oo where z € Y satisfies

T
0

with z(T) = m(T) in L*(Q), where b, € L=(Q7;RY) is as in Lemma 8.1.

Proof. The fact that ||mg(T)]a < ”mkHV,j’ see Lemma 4.3, and the fact that supkeNHmkHw <
oo together imply that supkeNszHV; < 00. Theorem 7.1 implies that, after passing to a
subsequence without change of notation, there exists a z € Y such that z; — z in X,
I _zp — Oz in L2(0,T; H1(Q)), 2x(T) — 2(T) and 2x(0) — 2(0) as k — oo. More-
over, Theorem 7.3 implies that z; — z in L?(0,T; L*(Q2)). Note that z(T) = m(T) since
21(T) = myp(T) — m(T) as k — oo by Lemma 8.1. Since {bj,-V2; } e is uniformly bounded
in L2(0,T, L?(Q)), after possibly passing to a further subsequence without change of nota-
tion, there exists a g € L2(0,T; L?(2)) such that bi-Vzr — g as k — co. After fixing a test
function v € V; in (8.2) for some fixed j < k, we use the weak convergence properties of zj
above, along Wlth (7.2) and || Ay, — VI|| oo (raxay S hi, to pass to the limit k — oo in (8.2)
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to find that z € Y satisfies
T T
/ —(Opz,v) + ¥(Vz,Vv)qdt = f/ (g,v)odt Vv eVj. (8.4)
0 0

Since (J;ey V;j is dense in X, we see that (8.4) further holds for all v € X.
In order to show that g = b,-Vz so that (8.3) holds, it is enough to show that

T
lim (T —t)||V(2 — z)||3dt = 0, (8.5)

k—o0 0

Indeed, supposing momentarily that (8.5) is known, we conclude first that zy — z in
L2(0,T—e¢, H}()) for all € > 0. Weak-times-strong convergence then implies that br-Vzp —
b.-Vz in L2(0,T — €, L*(Q)) for all € € (0,T), so that g = b.-Vz on (0,T — ¢) for arbitrarily
small ¢, and thus g = b,-Vz on (0, 7).

In order to prove (8.5), define

wilr, = (T —tj)zklr,, @elr, = (T —t;)? zls, Vi€ {l,..., Ny} (8.6)

Since zj converges to z strongly in L2(0,T; L*(Q2)) and weakly in X = L?(0,T, H3(Q)), it
is easy to show that wy — w strongly in L?(0,T; L?(Q2)) where w(t) :== (T'—t)z € X, and
also that @, — @ in X where @ := (T — ¢)2 w. Note that @ — @ in X and 2,(0) — 2(0)
in L2(Q2) as k — oo respectively imply that

@[5 < tminf %, (120}l < Tim infl|2x(0)[|g, (8.7)
—00 k—o0

We also deduce from strong convergence of z; — z in L?(0,T; L?(2)) that

T T
tim [ aalfh e = [l 88)
k—oo Jo 0

Indeed (8.8) follows from |[2x[13, , = 2/l + (2k, 2 — Riz1)a a.e. on (0,T) by (4.6), and
from |(zx, 2k — Rrzk)o| < hel|Vzi||3 ae. on (0,T) by (4.8) and the Poincaré inequality.
Then, a straightforward calculation gives

Ny
T T—1t,;
SO+ 3 T
]:

T
1
b= [ —OT awont Sl (89
0
Thus, testing (8.2) with wy € Vi, and re-arranging terms shows that
T 2 o _ T 2 g
3 Iz O)llg + vl < 5 llz(0)lg, + ; (AxVzk, Vg )odt
T 1 ,
< — (O Z_zp, wr)ak + (AxVzr, Vwg)a + §||Zk|‘gﬁkdt (8.10)
0

T
- 1
:/0 —(bk-v,zk,’wk)g + inkH?z,kdt

Note that in the first inequality above we have used (4.5) as well as the inequality v|| V|3 <
(A Vz, Vwy)q since Ay, > v1 in the partial ordering of positive semi-definite matrices. We
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then combine the strong convergence wy, — w = (T — t)z in L*(0,T; L*(Q)) with weak
convergence by-Vzr — ¢ in L?(0,T; L*(Q)), and (8.8) to pass to the limit in the last line
of (8.10) to find that

T T
. ~ 1 1
lim —(bx- Vg, w)a + §|\Zk||szz,kdt = / —(g,(T —t)z)a + §|\Z||522dt
0

k—o0 0

T T
Z—W@W%+/(T—ﬂﬂV4%& (8.11)
0

= S 1200)l1 + vk,

where the second equality is obtained by using the test function w = (T'—t)z in (8.4). This
shows that T

S 1206 +vi@lk- (8.12)
We then conclude from (8.7) and (8.12) that ||zx(0)]|a — [|2(0)||q and ||@0||x — ||w|x as
k — oo, which combined with the weak convergence properties above imply that ||z(0) —
zk(0)||lo — 0 and ||w — Wi||lx — 0 as k — oco. The strong convergence Wy, — @ in X and
the triangle inequality imply that

. T ~
limsup | = [z (0)[[, + vllwwll% | <
k—o0 2

T

lim [ (T =6)[V(z = z)|ddt $ lim [[|o — @5 +7ll26]1%] =0,
k—o0 Jq k—o0

~

proof of (8.5) and thus of the Lemma. O

where we have used the fact that supeyllzillx S SqueNHZk”v; < 00. This completes the

We can now prove the strong L2-convergence of the density function approximations at
terminal time.

Theorem 8.3 (Terminal-time L2-convergence of discrete KFP approximations). After pos-
sibly passing to a subsequence without change of notation, we have my(T) — m(T) in L*(9)
as k — oo, where m solves (8.1).

Proof. Since my(T) — m(T) in L?(2) by Lemma 8.1, it is enough to show that lim sup,,_, .. [|m«(T) o <
[lm(T)|lq. The discrete integration-by-parts identity (4.20) implies that

[ma(T)&.5 = (ma(T), 26(T)) ok

T
= (mx(0), 21(0)) o,k +/ (O Zymu, z)ak + (My, O I_zk)a kdt.
0

Then, since zx € V,  and my, € Vg naturally embed into Vi, we use z; as a test function
in (5.1b) with my, as a test function in (8.2) to obtain

[m(T)IE. = (m1(0), 2 (0)) sk +/O (G, z)dt. (8.13)

Similarly, since Y embeds continuously in X, we use z as a test function in (8.1) and m as
test function in (8.3) to obtain

|WUW%=WWA®M+A<G@&- (8.14)
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The convergence z(0) — 2(0) in L2(Q2) and 2, — zin X = L*(0,T; H}(2)) from Lemma 8.2,
together with the fact that my(0) = Rxmg in Vi, then implies that

T T
(my(0), 2£(0))a.k = (Mo, 2£(0))a — (Mo, 2(0))q, /o (G, z)dt — /o (G, z)dt, (8.15)

as k — oo. Therefore, passing to the limit in (8.13), we see that

lim supl|m (T)||, < limsup|lm(T)I[?, 5 < [Im(T)|[5- (8.16)
k—o0 k— o0
where we recall that the first inequality above follows from (4.5). This implies that my(T")

converges in norm to m(T) in L?(Q).
|

8.2 HJB equation

With the terminal time compactness result 8.3 established for the density approximations,
we can now prove convergence of the value function approximations to a weak solution to
the HJB equation.

Lemma 8.4 (Convergence to the HIB Equation). After passing to a subsequence without
change of notation, we have ux, — u in X, ux — u in LP(0,T; L2(2)) for any 1 < p < oo,
and uy(0) — u(0) in L?() as k — oo where u € Y solves u(T) = S[m(T)] in L*(Q) and

/0 —(Oru, ) + v(Vu, Vih)a + (H([Vul,¢)odt = /0 (Fm],y)dt V¢ € X, (8.17)

where m € Y satisfies (8.1).

Note that an integration-by-parts argument on the time derivative in (8.17) shows that
u equivalently solves (3.1a) for all ¥ € Y.

Proof. Since supkeNHukHV; < 00 by (5.3), Theorems 7.1 and 7.3 imply that, after passing to
a subsequence without change of notation, there exists a u € Y such that 0;Z_uy — Ozu in
L2(0,T; HY(Q)), uxp — win X, ug(0) — u(0) in L*(Q), uk(T) — w(T) in L?(2) and up — u
in LP(0,T; L?(Q)) for all p € [1,00). Furthermore, since my(T) — m(T) by Theorem 8.3,
the continuity of S on L?(Q) and the L2-stability of Ry imply that ug(T") = RS[my(T)] —
S[m(T)] in norm in L?*(Q), hence u(T) = S[m(T)]. It follows from (2.5) that {H[Vuy]}ren
is uniformly bounded in L2(0,7; L?(f2)) and thus, after passing to a further subsequence
without change of notation, there exists a H, € L?*(0,T; L*(Q2)) such that H[Vuy] — H.,
in L?(0,T; L*(9)). Furthermore, the continuity of F on L?(0,7;L?*(2)) and the strong
convergence my — m in L%(0,T; L*(Q)) from Lemma 8.1 imply that F[my] — F[m] in
L?(0,T; H*(2)). We may then use density of [ J,c V¢ in X and (7.2) to pass to the limit
as k — oo in (5.2) to find that u solves

| = @)+ (90 V0 + (e wiedt = [ (Fll vy v ex. (8.18)

25



We now claim that up — v in norm in X as k — oo which will imply H, = H[Vu|. First,
note that

1 1
Sk (O3 < 3 lun(0)]

1
e

(8.19)
T 1 )

— [ ~@T-wuasdt + 5 (DI
0

where the first inequality above follows from (4.5). Observe also that that v|jug|3% =
fOT v||Vug||3dt < fOT(AkVuk, Vug)adt since A, > vl a.e. in Q in the sense of semi-definite
matrices. Next, note that [lux(T)||g, = IReS[mw(D)G e — ISI(T)]IG as & — oo
since || Ry S[my (T3, = (S[m(T)], RiS[mi(T)])a and both RyS[my(T)] and S[my(T)]
converge to S[m(T)] in L*(Q2) as k — oo. Furthermore, weak convergence H[Vug] —
H, and strong convergence uy — u in L2(0,7; L?(£2)) imply that fOT(H[Vuk],uk)th —
fOT(H*,u)th. Since F[my] — F[m] in L?(0,T; H=1(Q2)) we also have fOT(F[mk],uk)dt —

fOT(F[m], u)dt as k — oco. Therefore, testing (5.2) with uy gives

. 1
lim sup |:§|Uk(0>|?z + Vllwcllﬂ
k—o0

k—o0

T
. 1
< lim l/ — (O Z_up, ur) o,k + (A Vur, Vug)odt + §||uk(T)H?l,k
0

lim
k—o0

/0 (Fmy], ux) — (H[Vug], ug)odt + %|Rks[mk(T)]”?‘l,k‘| (8.20)

= [l (e wadt + SISt

1
SOl + vllul%,

where the last line follows from testing (8.18) with u. In conjunction with the inequalities
[[w(0)]|o < liminfroo|ur(0)|lq and |lu|lx < liminfy_, o ||uk||x owing to weak convergence,
we see that (8.20) implies that uy(0) — %(0) in norm in L?(2) and that ux — v in norm in X
as k — oo. In turn, this implies that H, = H[Vu] since H[Vuy] — H[Vu]in L?(0,T; L*(Q))
by Lipschitz continuity of H, and thus u solves (8.17). O

8.3 Proof of Theorems 5.3 and 3.1

To begin, we observe that since bi € DpHuy) for all k € N, {l;k}keN is uniformly bounded
in L>=(Qr;R?) (see Lemma 2.1). We may then pass to a subsequence, without change of
notation such that {by}ren converges weakly in L2(Qr; R?) to some b, € L®(Qr; R?Y). We
first obtain from Lemma 8.1 and Theorem 8.3 that my — m in LP(0,T;L?(2)) for any
1 <p< oo, and mg(T) — m(T) in L?(Q) as k — oo where m € Y uniquely satisfies the
KFP equation (8.1) and the initial condition m(0) = mg. Consequently, Lemma 8.4 implies
that up — uin X, ux, — win LP(0,T; L3(Q)) for any 1 < p < oo, and ux(0) — u(0) in L*(Q)
as k — oo where u € Y uniquely satisfies the HJB equation (8.17). Since by, € D, H][uy] for
all k € N, while {by}ren converges weakly in L?(Q7;R?) to b, and up — u in X, we can
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apply Lemma 2.2 to obtain b, € D,H[u]. This shows that (u,m) € Y is a weak solution
of (3.1), and thus proves Theorem 3.1.

In summary, we have shown that a subsequence of the numerical approximations con-
verges to a solution (u,m) of (3.1) in the sense of (5.4). Then, uniqueness of the solution,
c.f. Theorem 3.2, implies that the whole sequence {(ug,my)}}ren converges to (u,m) in
the sense of (5.4). This completes the proof of Theorem 5.3. O

8.4 Proof of Corollary 5.4

Under the hypotheses of Corollary 5.4, we now prove strong convergence in L?(0,7; H}(2))
of the density approximations.

We know by hypothesis that {b}rey is pre-compact in L'(Qp; R?). Moreover, as a
consequence of Lemma 2.1 and the definition of the scheme (5.1), the sequence is uniformly
bounded in L*(Q7;R%). Since meas()) < oo and T < oo, it can then be shown that
{by}ren is pre-compact in L9(Qp; R?) for any ¢ € [1,00). Since the density m € Y, we have
by the embedding Y — C([0, T]; L*(Q2)) that m € X NC([0,T]; L*(2)). It then follows from
the parabolic embedding [24, Equation (6.39), p. 466] that m € L**3(Qr). Passing to a
suitable subsequence, without change of notation, we get that bk — by in L*2(Qr;RY) as
k — oo for some b, € L4T2(Q7;R?). Tt then follows that myb, — mb, in L?(Qr;RY) as
k — oo.

We now show that my — m in X as k — oo, along a subsequence. For given k € N,
testing the equation (5.1b) with ¢ = my, € V; leads to

. 1
limsup | = [lmp(T)1§ + vlmel %
k—o00 2

< lim
k—o0

T
~ 1
/0 <G, mk> — (mkbk, mG)gzdt + 5”ka0”!22,1€

T
~ 1
- / (G m) = (b, Vm)adt + 3 moll%
0
1
= 5Dz +vimlk,  (8:21)

where the last line above is obtained by testing (3.1b) with m. Since my(T) — m(T) in
L?(Q) as k — oo, it follows from (8.21) that limsup,_, .. |mk|lx < ||m||x. Together with
the fact that my — m in X as k — 0o, we obtain that my — m in X as k — oo. This
completes the proof. O

9 Numerical Experiment

In this section we test the performance of the finite element scheme (5.1) in approximating
a smooth solution to a MFG PDI of the form (3.1). Let Q = (0,1)? C R? be the unit square,
and let the time horizon T'=1. We set ¥ = 1, and we set

H(t,z,p) = max (a-p)=|[p| V(t,z,p) € Q1 x R?, (9.1)
aeBl(O)
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where B1(0) denotes the closed unit ball in R%. We choose the data such that the exact
solution is

u(z,y,t) == (2arctan(t) 4+ 1) zy(e*? — e127) (%7 — 07, (9.2a)
m(z,y,t) = (i tanh(t) + 1) sinh(z) sinh(1 — z)y In(2 — y), (9.2b)

for all (z,y,t) € Q7. In particular, we choose of F': L?(Qr) — L?(Qr) and S : L?(Q) —
L?(Q2) to be given by F[m] = m + Fy and S[m] = tanh(m) + Sy respectively, where
Fy € L*(Qr) and Sy € L?() are determined from u and m above. The source term
G € L*(0,T; H1(9)) is also determined from m above and can be shown to be nonnegative
in the sense of distributions. Overall, the data satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2, so the
solution of the problem is unique. We use a shape-regular sequence of uniform conforming
meshes of {2 where the elements are right-angled triangles. The weights in the diffusion
tensor (4.10) with are chosen as wy g = Lydiam(E), for all E € &, k € N. We take the
time-step to be comparable to the mesh-size, namely 7, = (14-2]1% The computations

are performed using Firedrake [32]. The results of the experiment are displayed in Figure
1, showing optimal rates of convergence given the choice of time-step 7, < hg.

Acknowledgments

We would like to acknowledge the use of the UCL Myriad High Performance Computing
Facility (Myriad@UCL), and associated support services, in the completion of this work.

A  Proof of Theorem 4.2

In this section we prove Theorem 4.2. For this, we will need the following key formula
associated with the diffusion tensor Dy that was defined in (4.10). Recall that for a given
vertex x; € Vi, the corresponding piecewise affine nodal basis function is denoted by &;.

Lemma A.1. Let k € N be given. Let {z;,x;} C Vi be a pair of distinct neighbouring
vertices of Ty, and let E € & denote the edge between x; and x;. Then

/DkV«Ej-V@dxz—wi’E > IKla, (A1)
Q

- 2
(diam E) KT, 5

where | - |4 denotes the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Proof. Consider an element K € 7j containing both vertices x; and x;. Note that V¢&;|xk
is orthogonal to all vectors that are tangent to Fi; the face of K that is opposite x;.
Furthermore, any edge E e Ex that does not contain z; is contained in Fi ;. Therefore
Véilk - tz = 0 for all edges E ¢ Ex that do not contain z;. Likewise, V&;|k - tz =0 for all

edges Ec Ex that do not contain x;. Since the only edge of £x that contains both z; and
x; is E, we see that

/K DpV& - Véde = > w5l Kla(VE - 5)(VE; - t5) = wi | K|a(VE - t6)(VE; - t)
Eec&x

i.e. the sum above simplifies to a single term. It is easy to show that V& |k - tg = im
where the sign depends on the choice of orientation of the vector tg. Since & +¢; = 1

identically on E, we also have V&;|x - tg = —V& |k - tg. We therefore conclude that
fK DyV¢, - V¢dx = *mi‘g‘)%- The identity (A.1) then follows by summation over all
elements of the mesh. O
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Figure 1: Convergence plots for approximations of the value function, density function, and
transport vector. Optimal rates of convergence are observed for the value function and
density function errors in the H'-norm.

Proof of Theorem 4.2 It is clear that (4.12) implies that || Dy|| e (x;raxa) S hi for all
K € Ty, so it remains only to prove the DMP property for arbitrary elements of W (Vj, Dy).
Fix k € N and let L € W(V, D) be an operator taking the form (4.11) for some vector field
b: Q — R? that satisfies the bound ||B||LM(Q;Rd) < Lpy. Note that that L satisfies the DMP
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if and only if the adjoint operator L* satisfies the DMP. We therefore restrict our attention
to showing that L satisfies the DMP. Suppose v € Vj is such that (Lv, §i>Vx§ xv, > 0 for all
1€ {l,---, My}. Since v is piecewise affine and continuous on {2, there exists a vertex x; of
the mesh 7 where v achieves a global minimum value over . In the case where z; € 0§
then the result is immediate since v(x;) = 0. Consider now the case where x; €  is an
interior vertex. Let S; denote the index set of all vertices x; € Vi that are neighbours to
x;. Note that by definition S; does not include z;, but S; possibly includes neighbouring
vertices on the boundary 0f2.

Since the nodal basis functions form a partition of unity, we have Vo = 3, o VE&;(v(x;)—
v(x;)) in supp &;. Therefore, we find that

(Lo,&) < 32 [(DeVE;, Vé)a + (V¢ &)a] (vla) — olw), (A2)

JES:

where we have used the fact that [, vVv - V&da < 0 as a result of the condition (4.1), c.f.
[38]. We will show below that the condition on the weights wg, g in (4.12) implies that, for
allie {1,..., My},

(DpVE; Vo + (bVE, E)a <0 V) eSS, (A.3)

for any b € L>°(Q;R?) satisfying ||l~7|\Loo(Q;Rd) < Lp. Assuming (A.3) for the moment, we
then deduce from (Lv, ;) > 0 and from (A.2) that v(z;) = v(x;) for all j € S;, i.e. v achieves
a minimum at all neighbouring vertices.

Repeating the above argument, we can eventually deduce that the global minimum of
v is also attained on the boundary OS2, where v vanishes. This shows that v > 0 in 2 and
thus L satisfies the DMP.

Returning to the proof of (A.3), let ; and z; be a pair of distinct neighbouring ver-
tices, and let F be the edge between x; and z;. Then, it is straightforward to show
that ||Vl re(x) < 5q2—% for each element K containing the edge E. Therefore, us-
ing the bounds HEHLOC(Q;]R(!) < Ly and [|§]lpik) < ‘dﬁ‘f, we find that (b-V&;, &) <

SLu|Kla . .
ZKeTk,E (1) dam B+ USing Lemma A.1, we therefore obtain

(DY, VEa + (V) &)a < Y

(5LHdiamE ) |K|d
“a/7, 1\ YkKE (
KeTy, e

2(d+ 1) damE)2 (A4

We then see that (A.3) follows from (A.4) and (4.12). O
B Proofs of Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2

In order to prove Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, we introduce some weighted norms on the discrete
spaces that will help to provide a sharper analysis. Recall that the matrix-valued function
Ay € L=®(Q;R4*?) is defined by Ay := vl + Dy, € L>(Q;R4*?) with Dy, defined in (4.10).
Let the norm ||-|[4, = L%(Q;R?) — Rsq be defined by |wl|la, = +/(4rw,w)q for all
w € L2(Q;R?Y). Note that |||, is equivalent to the standard norm on L2(Q;R?), i.e.
|lwlla, = ||lw|q for all w € L}(Q;RY), since A, € L>®(Q;R¥*9) and since Ay > vI. Next
we define the dual norm of || - || 4, : Vi = Rx>¢ by

w, v
follass = sup (rouk

Wiv)ak vy e v, (B.1)
veVr\{0} HVUHAk
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Observe that ||w]|a, « ~ ||w||k« for all w € V¥ where |||/, is defined in (4.9). Define the
bilinear form By : Vz X Vi — R by

Ny,
By (u,v) = Z/ (0 Tru,v)ok + (AxVu, Vo)odt  V(u,v) € Vi x V. (B.2)
n=1 In

Given k € N, let ar € L*(0,T) denote the piecewise constant time-dependent weight
function that is defined by

~ ~ 1
aklr, = g n = ( Ve {l,---, Ni} (B.3)

1+ l/*lL%,Tk)”

Since the time-steps are assumed to be uniform, it is straight-forward to show that a; €
L*°(0,T) is strictly positive and satisfies the uniform bounds

exp(—v 'LET) < ar <1 ae. in (0,T), VkeN. (B.4)

We now define the following weighted discrete norms on the spaces Vi and Vg that will
help to simplify the analysis. First, let the norm ||-||v, 4, : Vi — R>¢ be defined by

T
[ ;:/0 G| Voll%, At Vo € V. (B.5)

Note that ||-||v,,4, is equivalent to ||-||x on Vi, where we recall that ||-|| x is defined in (2.2).
Second, let the norm [|-[|ly+ 4 Vi — Rxg be defined by
A >

T —17r2
2 — ~ 2 2 v Ly 2
il a, =[x (1O s0lBse + IVl + 5 or—lulf ) de
- _ B.6
L+v 1027, 1+ v-1L% 7, — ko i,k

for all w € Vg. The next result gives parabolic inf-sup identities that show the relation
between the weighted norms ||-||v, 4, and ||.||V;€+1Ak' Recall that V;O = {v eV}, v(0) =0}.

Theorem B.1. For all w € VZ we have

By (w,v) ||w(0)||?2k
||w||§7+ Ay = sSup 1 _1L2 ) (B7)
ko veVL\{0} lv|lv,, A, +v HTE
and for all v € Vi,
By (w,v
[ollon, = sup  oE) (B3)

weVi (\{0} Hw”v;,Ak
Proof. Let w € VZ be arbitrary. It is clear that the supremum on the right-hand side

in (B.7) is achieved by the test function v; = ax(z + w) € Vi, where z € V, denotes the
unique element of Vi such that (AxVz|r,,Vv) = (O Zyw|r,,v)q.r for all v € Vi, for all
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n € {1,...,Ni}. Observe that v; € Vy, is justified by the fact that @ is piecewise constant
in time. We therefore deduce that

2
By (w,v)

T
su =/ dkHV(z—i—w)Hikdt
veV\{0} [vllvi,ax 0 (B.9)

T
— [ @ (l0eulfy, . + [Fwlfy, + 200w w)a) .
0

where we have expanded the square in the second-line above. A straightforward calculation
shows that

T Z/_IL%_I T 5
2/0 ak (O Zyw, w)q kdt = m/o ak|\w||97kdt

~ N, —
akVNk”w(T)”?lk 1 kzld H[[w]] ||2 . Hw(O)HSQ?,k
L+ 1% 1+u- %7, I ey R

n=0

(B.10)

Thus (B.9) and (B.10) imply (B.7). The second identity (B.8) then follows by duality. [

Corollary B.2. We have Hw||Vk+7Ak ~ ||wHVZ for any w € V.

Proof. Let w € V; be arbitrary. The upper bound ||w||y+ A, S llwlly+ is a consequence of
k> ¢ k

the uniform bounds on ay, in (B.4), the maximum norm bound of Lemma 4.3, and the bound

for the jumps Zgﬁglﬂ[[w]]nﬂék < Hw||§/+ The converse bound follows again from (B.4),

and from (B.7) which implies that [w(0)]a.k < wllys . O

Lemma B.3. For each k € N, let the constant v, > 0 be defined by

1 —1L2
= ,/w. (B.11)

Then, for any w € VZ, we have

T
12 - 1
/ v Lk wlgdt < gllwlsy 4, + 5IlwO)lG (B.12)
0

Proof. Let w € V; be arbitrary. The definition of the dual norm ||| 4, . and the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality, applied to the left-hand side of (B.10), imply that

T le@I, "
—_— a dt - ——— < ar (||0:Z 2 Vwl|,) dt.
T [ i - SR < [ (Tl 19w,

—172
v Ly

Therefore, we add e

Jo arllwl[$, xdt to both sides of the equation above to find that

o112, [T lw(0)]2
—_— a dt — ———— < 2 . B.13
T V*lL%ITk /0 akHwH(z,k 1+ V*lL%[Tk = HwHV,j,Ak ( )

We then obtain (B.12) from (B.13) after noting that ||w|q < ||w|q.k by (4.5). O
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Proof of Lemma 6.1 This result is essentially well-known so we sketch only the main
ideas. Note that (6.1) can be re-written in time-stepping form as the sequence of equations

(m|1n ) U|In)§2,k + Tk <an|ln ) v|1n>Vk* xVi = (m|ln71 ) U|I'n, )Q,k + /] <G7 U|In>dt7 (B14)
for each n € {1,..., Nj} for some operator L,, € W (V}, Dy,) of the form of (4.11). Therefore,
the existence and uniqueness of the solution m along with its nonnegativity in the case of
nonnegative data is a consequence of the DMP, c.f. Theorem 4.2. It remains only to show
the bound (6.2). Taking the square-roots to both sides of the identity in (B.7) and applying
the triangle inequality implies that

_ By(m, v) lgllo,k
Hm|‘VZT,Ak < sup :

veV\{0} H'UHV,“Ak \/ma

where we have used the fact m(0) = g, and where By(m,v) is found by rewriting (6.1)
equivalently as

T
By (7, v) = / (G, v) — (7, b-Vv)adt Vo € Vy. (B.15)
0

By, (m,v)
"U”Vk,Ak

all functions in Vy, \ {0}. Since fOT ay 'L |b - Vo|3dt < [v]|F, 4, for all v e Vi, we have

JI(G wydt
”UH\Vk,Ak

ST (@b Vv)adt
”UH\Vk,Ak

Note that sup, < sup,, + sup,, , where the suprema are over

1
2

T oz
i m, b-Vo)odt /T T .

sup T —— S v Lhaglmladt | < wlmllys 4, +—=lgl
vevi{o}  [[Vllvi,a, 0 H viat 4

.k, (B.16)

where the second inequality follows from (B.12) of Lemma B.3. Therefore, we find that
Tl a, < el Tl a, +C (1G 20,120y + llglle)

where the constant C' depends only on v, Ly, d, T, and the shape-regularity of the meshes.
We therefore obtain (6.2) after noting that v, < 1 < 1 by (4.13) and using the equivalence
of norms of Corollary B.2. O

Proof of Lemma 6.2 Let k€ N, F € L2(0,T; H-*(Q)) and let S € L%() be fixed. For
each w € Vi, let T'y(w) € Vi, be defined as the unique solution of

T
Bu(, Ty (w)) = / (o) — (H[VulW)adt + (Ri8, 6(T)as Vo €Vi,  (BAT)

where By is defined in (B.2) above. It is clear that T'y: Vi, — Vj is well-defined, and
moreover it is clear that w € Vi, solves (6.3) if and only if w is a fixed point of of T, i.e.
u = I'y(u). We now show that Ty is a contraction on Vj, with respect to the norm |[|-||v,, 4, ,
which implies existence and uniqueness of the the solution @ of (6.3) by the Banach Fixed
Point Theorem. To see that I'y is a contraction map on Vi, let w1, we € Vi be arbitrary,
and note that (B.8) implies that

1Tk (1) — T(wa)v, a, = sup Ao H Vw2l = V], ¥)adt

(B.18)
¢€Vk+’0 H¢||vk+,,4k
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The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality then implies that, for any ¢ € V;:O,

/0 (H[V’LUQ] — H[le], ’L/))th

T % T 2
s(/ vL;ﬁaglllH[VwQ]H[lenédt) (/ ulL%aknwédt) . (B.19)
0 0

1

We then see that (fOT vLay||H[Vws] — H Vw1]|%dt)§ < |lwi — wal|v,, 4, since H is

Lipschitz continuous by (2.5) and since vI

o € Vi, implies that (fOT y*lL%&kHw\%dt) < [ ¥lly+ 4, Thus we find that
s kK

Ajg. Furthermore, Lemma B.3 applied to

S IA

ITk(wi) = Tr(w2) v, a, < ellwr = wallvg,ay, (B.20)

which shows that I'y is a contraction on Vi, since v, < 1 < 1 by (4.13).
It remains only to show the continuous dependence bound (6.4), where @; and @, are
respective solutions of (6.3) with respective data (Fi,S1) and (Fy, S2). Then, we have

T o~ o~ o~ ~
B(,ui —ug) = / (H[Vug) — H[Vui],¥)q + (F1 — Fa, ¢)dt + (ReS1 — RS2, ¥(T)) ok,
0

for all ¥ € VZO. Combining Lemma 4.3, the equivalence of norms H”W A~ [|-ly+, the
) ’ k
L2-stability of Ry, and Lemma B.3, we obtain

e = wallvioan < wellur = usllv, . +C (1P = Pz @y + 181 = Sella) , (B.21)

where C' is a constant that depends on d, v, Ly, T" and the shape-regularity of the meshes.
Therefore, HU,l*’U,QHVk’Ak S HF17FQHL2(07T;H71(Q))+H51752HQ since Yk < v < 1 by (413)

Next, since u; and ugp are extended to functions in V, with u(T) = Rk§1 and uqo(T) =
ngg, the discrete integration-by-parts formula (4.20) implies that

T T o
/ ~ (0T (w1 —u2), Y)opdt = / (H[Vug] — H[Vui], ) + (F1 — F2,¢)dt
0 0
—/ (ApV(u1 — u2), Vih)odt, (B.22)
0

which extends to all test functions ¢ € Vj. Therefore fOTHGtI_ (ur — u2)||7 At S [lur —
usl3, a, + I1FL = B2l 220 pp1-1 () - Combining this bound with [|uy (T') = us(T)[lo < |1 —
Sa|lq, we conclude that HulquHV; S IFL = Foll 20,1551 () + 1151 — S2|lo which completes
the proof of (6.4). O
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