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Abstract. This paper studies linear quadratic graphon mean field games (LQ-GMFGs) with
common noise, in which a large number of agents are coupled via a weighted undirected graph.
One special feature, compared with the well-studied graphon mean field games, is that the states
of agents are described by the dynamic systems with the idiosyncratic noises and common noise.
The limit LQ-GMFGs with common noise are formulated based on the assumption that these
graphs lie in a sequence converging to a limit graphon. By applying the spectral decomposition
method, the existence of solution for the formulated limit LQ-GMFGs is derived. Moreover,
based on the adequate convergence assumptions, a set of e-Nash equilibrium strategies for the

finite large population problem is constructed.
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1 Introduction

The stochastic large population game problems have attracted considerable attention due to their wide
applicability in a variety of areas, such as engineering, economics, finance and management science. For the
large population with homogeneous interactions, Huang, Caines, and Malhamé [I, 2] and Lasry and Lions
[3] introduced the theory of mean field games (MFGs) independently, which has been extensively researched
and developed rapidly in recent decades (see for instance [4] 5L 6] [7, 8 [9]).

However, the MFG theory is invalid in strategic decision problems with heterogeneous interactions, in
which all agents’ interactions are not necessarily homogeneous. The complexity of the underlying network
couplings makes such problems challenging and even intractable by standard methods. To characterize large
graphs and to analyze the convergence of graph sequences to their limits, the graphon theory was established
in [10, T, 12| 13]. Gao and Caines [14] 15| [16] I7] proposed the theory of the graphon control to obtain

the approximate optimal control for the complex and large size network systems, by applying the graphon
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theory and the infinite dimensional analysis theory. Recently, based on the graphon theory, the strategic
decision problems with heterogeneous interactions have been widely researched. Graphon static games were
studied in [I8, 19]. Caines and Huang proposed graphon mean field game (GMFG) theory in [20, 21| 22]
in which GMFG and the GMFG equations have been formulated for the analysis of dynamic games on a
large non-uniform network, and the unique existence of solution for the GMFG equations was obtained.
We refer to [23] 24] for linear quadratic GMFGs with deterministic and stochastic dynamics respectively,
in which the analyses are both based on spectral decompositions. Aurell et al. [25] discussed a class of
linear quadratic GMFGs set in a Fubini extension of a product probability space to overcome the joint
measurability problem of the agent state trajectories with respect to labels and samples. Tchuendom et al.
[26] studied linear quadratic stochastic GMFGs with infinite horizon and proposed a sufficient and necessary
condition under which a particular node in the network is associated with minimal equilibrium cost. Amini
et al. [27] studied stochastic GMFGs with jumps induced by a Poisson random measure. For more inspiring

elaboration on graphon theory and graphon mean field games, one can refer to [28, 29| [30] 31].

On the other hand, in addition to endogenous noise, individual agents may also be affected by exoge-
nous noise, named “common noise”, in many real situations. As pointed out by Bensoussan et al. [35],
the common noise plays a significant role in modelling the dynamic behaviors of agents when taking into
uncertainty features in games. In fact, the common noise can be interpreted as some exogenous factors, such
as interest rate, exchange rate, price of raw materials and public policy of the government, which can affect
all participants in the market with large population. There exist some works about mean field games with
common noise. Carmona et al. [32] developed the theory of existence and uniqueness for general stochastic
differential mean field games with common noise. Tchuendom [33] showed that a common noise can restore
the uniqueness property of Nash equilibrium in a class of mean field games. Other important researches and
discussions addressing the ambiguity can be found in the literature [34], 35] 36}, 37, 38]. Very recently, Dun-
yak and Caines [39] studied graphon mean field games in discrete time with Q-noise which is a generalized
version of common noise. Nevertheless, to our best knowledge, there is no work to study graphon mean field

games with common noise in continuous time.

The present paper is thus devoted to introducing a class of LQ-GMFGs with common noise in continuous
time, in which the states of all agents on a large non-uniform network are governed by the dynamic systems
with the idiosyncratic noises and common noise. In the case without common noise, such a model has been
considered in [24]. We would like to mention that the LQ-GMFGs with common noise provide a powerful
tool for solving some real problems such as the strategic decision problems for a large number of competitive
firms or agents affected by a common market noise on a non-uniform network (see Remark B.1]in Subsection

3.1 for more details).

The main objective of this paper is to establish an e-Nash equilibrium for the finite large population
game. We adopt the scheme proposed in [4, 24, [33] to achieve this goal and the details are as follows.
Firstly, letting the size of graphs and the size of the local nodal populations go to infinity, we consider a
limit problem and obtain a Nash equilibrium solution depending on a set of forward backward stochastic
differential equations (FBSDESs) (see Equation (20)). One difficulty caused by the common noise is that the
limit of network state average in GMFG analysis becomes a stochastic process instead of a deterministic
quantity, which makes the associated consistency condition difficult to solve. To overcome the above difficulty,
we connect the consistency condition to the existence of a FBSDE driven by common noise, and derive

some sufficient conditions for the existence of solution to this FBSDE by applying a spectral decomposition



method. Secondly, we construct a set of e-Nash equilibrium strategies for the finite population problem from
the solutions of the limit LQ-GMFGs, based on the convergence of the finite graphs to the limit graphon.
However, the convergence in the sense of cut norm is not adequate for the e-Nash equilibrium analysis in
present paper. We will adopt a different notion of convergence enhancing the sectional requirement as in
Assumption below.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the background for graphons and
other necessary notations. In Section 3, we introduce the finite population problems and the corresponding
limit graphon mean field game problems. Moreover, we establish the existence of Nash equilibrium for the
limit situation. Section 4 studies the e-Nash equilibrium property for the strategies constructed from the
solutions of the limit LQ-GMFG problems. Finally, conclusions and future research directions are presented

in Section 5.

To facilitate the calculation, we only consider the one-dimensional case in this work. The extension for

the multi-dimensional case is straightforward.

Notation: LP[0,1] (p = 1,2) denotes the Lebesgue space over [0,1] under the norm defined by ||¢||p =

p
(fol |¢(a)|pda) . The inner product in L?[0, 1] is defined as follows: for ¢, ¢ € L?[0, 1], fo a)da.
The function 1 € L?[0,1] is defined as follows: 1(a) £ 1, for all a € [0,1]. For I = [ , ], let £ be the o-
algebra of Lebesgue measurable sets, A; the Lebesgue measure on £, and (I, £, A;) the Lebesgue unit interval.

Il - | denotes the standard infinity norm for vectors and matrices.

2 Preliminaries

We first recall the concepts of graphs, graphons and graphon operators used in [I'7] (24, [10].
A graph G = (V, E) is represented by a node set V = {1,..., N} and an edge set E C V x V. The

corresponding adjacency matrix is defined as My = [m;;], where m;; € [—1,1] denotes the weight between
nodes i and j, so as to include graphs with possibly negative weights. A graph is undirected if its adjacency

matrix is symmetric.

Generally, a graphon is defined as a symmetric measurable function from [0, 1] to [0,1]. We note that
in some works, for instance [17], the term “graphon” refers to a symmetric measurable function M : [0, 1]?
[—1,1]. In this paper, we adopt the same definition of graphon in [I7]. Let W; denote the set of all graphons.

The cut norm of a graphon is defined as follows:

|M||g= sup / M (z,y)dzdyl|,
5,1C[0,1]

which will be used in the studies for convergence of the sequence of graphons in Appendix. Specially, for

the N-uniform partition {Py,..., Py} of [0,1]: P, =[52, L) for 1 <1< N -1 and Py = [2F2, 1], the step

function type graphon MM corresponding to My is given by

ﬁ>=Zlepq a)lp (B)mg, V(o B) € 0,12,

where 1p,(+) is the indicator function.



A graphon operator M : L2[0,1] — L2[0,1] is defined as follows

(Mp)() = o M(a, B)p(B)dp, Wy € L?[0,1],

where M (-,-) is a graphon. The graphon operator M is self-adjoint and compact [10].

Let (Q, F, F:, P) be the complete probability space satisfying the usual hypothesis with ¢ € [0, T]. We
denote by L%(€; L?([0, T]; R)) the set of all {F; }+¢[o,77-progressively measurable processes X (-) taking values
in R, such that

T
E/ | X |2dt < oo.
0

The notation L%—(O,T;R) is used for simplicity, when there is no confusion. Moreover, we denote by
L% (€ C([0, T],R)) the set of all { Fy }4¢(0,r)-progressively measurable continuous processes X (-) taking values
in R, such that

E sup |Xi? < 0.
0<t<T

3 LQ-GMFGs with common noise

In this section, we introduce the model of linear quadratic graphon mean field game with common noise
on a weighted undirected graph, and obtain the existence for solution of the limit problem by applying

spectral decomposition method.

3.1 Finite population problems

Graphon mean field games, distributed over a weighted undirected graph with N-node represented by
its adjacency matrix My = [mg], are asymptotic versions of finite large population games. Each node is
associated with a homogeneous group of agents, in which each agent is influenced by the state average across
the its nodal population and the state averages across other nodal populations. Let V. be the set of nodes,
C; the population in the /th node, and K = El]\il |Ci| the number of all individual agents.

Consider a finite horizon [0, T] for a fixed T > 0. Assume that (Q, F, P) is a complete probability space,
in which a standard (K + 1)-dimensional Brownian motion {W?, wi, 1 <1i < K} is defined. Specially, W9 is
a common noise (i.e., the same W for all agents) and w’ is an individual noise for the agent A; (1 <1i < K).
Let FV' 2 o{W0,0 < s <t} VN and F; £ o{W0 wi,zi;0 < s < t,1 <i < K}\/ N, where A is the set
of all P-null sets and z{ is the initial state of the agent A;.

For each i € {1,...,K}, the admissible control set U of agent A; is defined to be a collection of
{Ft}te(0,m-progressively measurable process with £ fOT |us|?ds < oo and the state of A; is described according
to the following dynamic

dat = (Azi + Bu! + Dz})dt + Sdw} + SedWy, (1)

where A, B, D,¥ and X are given constants, xi, ui and 2} are respectively the state, the control and the
network state average. For each A; in Cy, o} is identically distributed with |Ez}| < C,, and Var(z}) < C,,
where C), and C, are independent of ¢q. For each A; in Cg4, denote g4 £ Ez}. Assume that the initial states

{z{,1 <i < K} are independent and are also independent of Brownian motion {W° w?, ... w®}. For each



agent A; in Cy, ¢ € {1,..., N}, the network state average is given by

N

| 1 ,
2; = szql@ in

=1 jea

Remark 3.1. The formulation of dynamic [l) can be motivated as follows. Assume that there are N farmer’s
markets in a region selling the same agricultural produce (for example, wheat), and for each q € {1,...,N},
the qth farmer’s market has |C,| vendors selling wheat. For the vendor A; in the qth farmer’s market, xi
and u} denote the sales volume and price respectively, and z} represents the influence of other vendors’ sales
volume on vendor A;. Since consumers tend to purchase wheat in prozimity when the difference in sales
prices are small, the closer two farmers’ markets are, the more their sales volumes affect each other, and
the mutual influences are undirected. Thus, mg represents the undirected connection between the qth and
lth markets. Moreover, due to the fact that all vendors sell the same type produce, the sales volumes of the
vendors are all influenced by the same underlying tax or subsidy regulations which can be described by the

common fluctuation item SodWy.

For any given strategy u’ € U, it is easy to show that the state dynamic () has a unique so-
lution 2! € L%(C([0,T;R)), i = 1,...,K. In fact, let X & (2!,...,28)T U & (u},...,uf)T,

w = (Wo,wl, cen ,UJK)T, F = [mqlﬁHICQ\X\CLI] with

1 - 1 S, T
Legxieg 2 [0 . 1|, and Z2

1 -1 o )

Then we can rewrite the state dynamic (Il) as the following vector-valued SDE
D ~
dX; = [AXt + BU; + NIFXt] dt 4+ XdWy,

which has a unique solution X € L%(Q; C(]0,T]; RX)) by the well known result for standard SDE (see [41]).

Denote by v = (u!,...,u) the strategies of all K agents, and v=% = (u!,...,u'~! u'tt ... uf) the

) 3

strategies except the agent A;, i =1,..., K. The cost function of the individual agent A; is defined by
Ji(u',uT) =FE / [Q(z} — v})* + R(u))?] dt + Qr(al —vip)* 3, i=1,...,K, (2)
0

where Q, Q7 >0, R >0, and v} £ H(z} +n) with H,n € R.
Suppose that the objective of each individual agent is to minimize her own cost function by properly

controlling her own state dynamics. Then, we formulate the following dynamic optimization problem of the

large population system.
Problem 3.1. Findu’' €U, i=1,...,K, such that
Ji(uiauii) SJi(viauii)a ZzlvaK

holds for any admissible control v* € U. The strategy K-tuple u = (u*, ..., u) is called a Nash equilibrium

for the K -player game where each individual agent is minimizing the cost in (3) subject to the SDE dynamics

@.

Directly finding Nash equilibria for Problem B.1] on a large network is generally intractable. Thus, we

need to consider the limit graphon mean field game problems described in the next subsection.



3.2 Limit graphon mean field game problems

Due to the large number of participants in most large population games in practice, a convenient
computable approximation of the Nash equilibrium is demanded. The graphon mean field games approach
provided in [22] employs the idea of finding approximate Nash equilibrium based on the double limits N — oo

and miny <<y |G| — o0.

Based on the works [22, [24], the graphon mean field games can be stated as follows. Let [0,1] be the
index set of nodes « in the limit network. With the network interaction within a cluster being uniform,
assume that for each node a € [0,1], there exists a representative (or generic) agent, denoted A, whose

state’s dynamic is given by
dzd = (Az® 4+ Buf + Dz)dt + Sdw + SodWy, (3)

where A, B, D, Y. and % are the same as in ([{l), w® and W} are standard Brownian motions, z§ and w® are
both independent of W0 for each « € [0, 1] such that

|Exf| < C,, Var(zf)<C,, Yacl0,1],

and the graphon mean field, denoted by z{*, is given by

1 0
zg_/o M (o, B)E[z? | FV " 1dB,

where M is a given graphon on [0, 1]2.
Let F2 £ o{W?2 w®, 25;0 < s <t} \/N. The admissible strategy set U< of agent A, is defined to be
a collection of (Ff*).e[o,r)-progressively measurable process such that £ fOT |us|?ds < co. A representative

agent A, aims to minimize cost function given by
T
I =) =B [ QG —vp ) + R de+ Qriog 1) 1, aclo.1) (1)
0

where v £ H(z% +1n).
We denote by L. the set of functions ¢ : [0,T] x ©Q x [0,1] — R, such that
(i) for each t € [0,T], a.s. w € Q, ¢¢ € L?[0,1];
(ii) for each ae € [0,1], ¢3 € L?__Wo (Q;C([0, T|; R));

(iii) for a.s. w, ¢f is continuous in ¢ and measurable in «;

(iv) for a.s. w, fol fOT |p% [2dtda < oo.
Moreover, we denote by Ly, the set of functions ¢ : [0,7] x Q x [0,1] — R, such that

(i) for a.e. t €[0,7], a.s. w € Q, o2 € L?[0,1];

(ii) for each a € [0,1], ¢% € L2 (0, T;R).

Fwo

For any ¢ € L?[0,1], denote ¢* = ¢(a) for all a € [0, 1] when there is no confusion. The LQ-GMFG

with common noise associated with @B and () is characterized as follows:



1) (graphon mean field inputs) Fix a three-parameter process z§* € L.

2) (control problems) Solve the following stochastic optimal control problem for each agent. For each

« € [0,1], find optimal control u®° such that

J(u™°, 2%) = inf J(u®, 2%) = inf E {/T [Q(z — vf)? + R(uy)?] dt + Qr (x5 — 1/%)2} (5)
u u 0

subject to
day = (Axy + Buy 4+ Dz*)dt + Sdwg* + ZothO. (6)

3) (consistency conditions) Find z{* such that, for any ¢t € [0,T], a.s. w € Q, a.e. a € [0, 1],
1
o 0
= [ M@ BRI s )
0

Remark 3.2. Inspired by [33], it can be shown that for allt € [0,T], E[xf’°|f7‘fv0] = E[zf’°|ftW0]. Indeed,
we denote by f%o the filtration generated by the increments of W° on (t, T] augmented with P-null sets. Then
we have f%vo = FW \/]—'X";. We note that f%o is independent of FV° and FP. Since o(z°) c FP,
f%ﬂ is independent of J(a:f’o), and so f%ﬂ is independent of xf’o. Thus, for all t € [0,T], we have

o 0 0 0 0
Ela)|F° ) FY] = Bla) | FV).

Proposition 3.1. For any given process z € L., assume that there is a pair (g,q*) € L. x L, satisfying

B2
dgy = Kﬁft - A) 9%+ (2QH — Dfy)2¢ +2QHn| dt + ¢t*dWy, @)
97 = —2QrH (27 +n).

Then, for each a € [0, 1], there exists an optimal control for the optimal control problems (Al8) with the form

«@,0 B «@,0 «@
Uy’ :_ﬁ(ftxt +97), 9)

o

where [ and the optimal state process ° is given by

. B2
fr— ﬁftz +2Af +2Q =0, fr =2QT,

BQ B2 o (10)
dzy"° = KA—ﬁft) xy’ —ﬁgf‘—i—sz‘ dt + Ydwy + XodW, .
Proof. By the stochastic maximum principle, for each given a € [0, 1], u®° = —%PO‘ is a optimal control

for problem ()-(@) if and only if (z%, P%, q%, q°®) is an adapted solution to the following FBSDE:

B2
2R
AP = —[APY +2Q(x’ — v{)]dt + q*dwi + ¢"*dWy, Pff = 2Qr (x5’ — v§).

dz$° = (Az2° P + Dz®)dt + Sdw + SodWy

Let
P = fix’ + gy

for a deterministic function f and an F}V O—adapted process g¢ which will be determined later. By applying

It6’s formula, we have
. B2
ft — ﬁftz + 2Aft + 2Q = 07 fT = 2QT}

B2
dat = | (i~ A) 6 + (QQH — Df)SE + 2QH) de + oW, g5 = ~2QrH( +).



By the assumption that (g,¢") is a solution to @), uy"® = —=(fiz"® + g§*) is an optimal control for the
problem (B])-(@). O

Define a function p : I — R by setting
wla) = Ex§, Vael. (11)

In the sequel, we assume that the function p defined by () is measurable. We note that such a
assumption can be satisfied easily. Since u is bounded, it follows that pu € L2[0, 1].

Proposition 3.2. Let z be in L. and the assumptions of Proposition[31] be in force. Then, the consistency
condition (7) is satisfied if and only if z satisfies, for a.e. o € [0,1],
2 2

ala) = (i) + [ 4= Eopyeata) - B (@) + DO ds+ [ Saun)@any. a2

Proof. For z € L. and a solution (g,q') € L. x L, of [), we first claim that for each ¢ € [0,T] and a.s. w,
one has E[z;°|FW"] € L2[0,1]. In fact, by (I0), the conditional expectation of z2° given FW¥" is obtained

as follows: for each « € [0, 1]

o0 WO K B? B? !
Elzy” |]-"¥V | = u® +/ [(A — ﬁfs)E[x‘;ﬂ]:%V |- ﬁgs +Dz2 ] ds +/ EodWSO. (13)
0 0

By Theorem 3.3 in [41], we have that for each a € [0, 1]

t 2 t
Bla | = O+ 90) [ 067 (~ggat + Dds - (o) [ W) ISdWl, (14

where U(t) = exp ( fot (A - % fs)ds). By z € L. and g € L., applying Tonelli theorem and Fubini theorem

[40], we have that fot \If(s)_l(—%;g? + Dz%)ds is measurable in « on [0,1]. From the measurability of u, we
conclude that E[z;°|F¥ °] is a measurable function on [0,1]. Thus, it follows from () that

1
/|\I/ ,u|doe—|—/
1
)
0

Combining the definition of £, and boundedness of p., for each ¢, a.s. w, one has

2
do

2

t
B
/ Bl 7| da <3 W) [ W) et + Da2)ds
0

2

t
\Il(t)/ U(s) '8edW?| da
0

1 2
/ ‘E[:E?ﬂ}'%vo]‘ da < 00
0

and so E[z;°|FW°] € L2[0,1].
Necessity. For z € £, and a solution (g, ¢') € L. x Ly, of @), it follows from ([[3J) that

[ Mapmiter s =om@ + [ [ [a- v smes )

B 1 t
- M, ﬁ)g§+DM(a7ﬁ)Z§} asio+ [ [ somtapantas. (5)
0 0

2R
By Fubini theorem, for a.e. « € [0,1], m(a, ) is measurable in 8 on [0, 1] Moreover, for a.s. w, since
Elz? ’O|]-'%V ] is continuous in ¢ and measurable in £, it is easy to see that E[z}°|FW °] is jointly measurable



in (¢, ) and so (A — %fS)M(a, B)E[;v'f’ﬂ]:%v ] is jointly measurable in (s, 8) for a.e. o and a.s. w. By (I4)

and the definition of L., for a.s. w, one has

T 1 o T 1 T
/ / }E[vaovy]}dadtg/ / U (4) | dadt +
0 0 0 0 0
T 1 t
t)/ U (s) ' SodW?
0

Thus, by applying Tonelli and Fubini theorem, we derive that, for a.s. w and a.e. « € [0, 1],

/ / (A= 2 foM0,0) Ela | 7Y s = / / )M (a, )22} |dBds.  (16)

Similarly, since z,g € L., by applying Tonelli and Fubini theorem, we obtain that for a.s. w and a.e.

1 t
o t)/ U(s)~H(— b —— g% + Dz%)ds| dadt
0 2R

dadt < oo.

a €[0,1],

//[——M B)gS + DM (a, ]dsdﬁ // [——M B)g? + DM (a B)Zg]dﬁds, (17)

Combining (IH), (I8) and ({IT), for a.s. w and a.e. o € [0, 1] one has

/M Bl |FW 1dp = // [ fo)M(a, B)Ela?|F}Y’

—B—M(a B)g? + DM (a, B)22 dﬁds—i—/t /12 M (e, B)dBdW?2.  (18)
2R 9s ) s o o 0 9 s "

By the consistency condition (), zi* = fol M(a,ﬂ)E[zf’°|}'¥V0]dﬁ for a.e. a € [0,1], it follows from (I8)
that, for a.e. a € [0,1],

B? B?

— (@) + [ (4= st = SrMa)@) + DM@ ds+ [ Sty

which is nothing but (I2]).

2R

Sufficiency. For z € £, and a solution (g, ¢') of (8), subtracting (I8) from ([IZ), one has that, for a.e.

a €[0,1],

/ M(a, B)Ela | FY"1dB = / -2 [ / M(a, B)Elae| FIY ]dﬁ]

/ M{(a, B)E[el| F"1d3 = 0.
Thus, we have z fo ol Fw °ld8 = 0 for a.c. o € [0,1] and the consistency condition (Z)
holds. (|

Compiling Propositions 3.1l and B.2] we have that the LQ-GMFG with common noise is solvable, when-
ever there exists a process (z,¢9,q') € L. x L. x L, which is a solution of the following FBSDE: for each
t€0,7T], a.s. w € Q, and a.e. a € [0,1],

t .82 N B2 t
=)@ + [ (4 5pr - Sp(Mae) + DOMz)@)] s+ [ Soan@an?, "
T
it = —2rit(i+y+ [ 4= 2

T
)08 + (D~ 208)32 ~ 2Qin) ds — [ gieaw?,
t

Next, we focus on finding the sufficient conditions ensuring for the existence of the solution for (I9)
by applying the spectral decomposition method developed in [I7) [24]. To this end, we need the following

assumption which is the same as the one used in [23] [26].



Assumption 3.1. The graphon operator M from L?[0,1] to L2[0,1] admits finite non-zero eigenvalues

{NYE, with a set of orthonormal eigenfunctions { fi}d,.

The following proposition provides a solution for (I9) with a decomposed form.

Proposition 3.3. Foreachl € {1,...,d}, if there exists a unique triple (2!, g',q'!) € }_WO (;C([0, T; R)) x
]-‘WO (Q;C([0, T;R)) x LQFWO (0, T;R) that satisfies
t .82 B t 0
:)\1<M7 fl>+/0 [(A_ﬁfs—’—D)‘l) 2R)‘lgs:| d8+/ EO)‘l<fl7]l>dWsu
T B2 T
9t = —2QrH (2 + (L, fi)) + / {(A — o g+ (Dfs — 2QH)z, — 2QHN(L, fz)] ds — / g,'dwy,
¢ ¢

(20)
then the triple (28, g%, qi®) given below is in L. x L. x L, and satisfies {I9): for all t € [0,T], w € Q and

a € [0,1],
d

= 2o,

=1

d d
g = gifila) + i (11 PIXE WY ) (21)
17; =1
=> 4/'fi(a)
=1

where § is the unique solution of the following ODE

g

B? \ . .
pra <A - ﬁft) gt +2QHn, gr = —2QrHn. (22)

Proof. For each | € {1,...,d}, by Proposition 7.17 of [10], the eigenfunction f; is bounded. Thus, it can be
easily checked that (2§, &, ¢t¢) given by 1) is in L. x L. x L. From (20) and (1)), we have that for each
t€10,7T], a.s. w € Q and each a € [0, 1]

||
M&

tfl( )

Il
-

t

pﬂqg

{/\1<H7fl> + /Ot [(A - —fs)Z + D2k — —)\zgs} ds +/ Eo)\z<fl,]1>dwso} fila)

1

d . B2 d d
=Y A </L,fl>fl(04)+/0 A—ﬁfs)zzifl( +DY Nz fila) Z)\lgsfl ]
=1 =1 =1
t d
+/O 20;/\1<fl,]l>fl(a)dwso
t 2 2 t
—t)(@) + [ (4= gprs8 - Sr(e)(0) + DOz @) ds+ [ Sern@an?. (2

10



It follows from @20), 2I) and [22) that for each t € [0,T], a.s. w € Q and each « € [0, 1]

d

9 —thfz + g1 =Y (1, i) fi) (@)

=1
2

T
—Z{ 2QrH (2 + (1, fi)) + /t [(A ~ Sk + (D, — 2QH)z! - 2@Hn<ﬂ7fl>} ds

T B2 d
-/ q;zdwg}fmaw{—z@ﬂm [ |- s - 20mm] ds} 1> 01
! K =1

T 2 T
B
—-20rHGE 40+ [ [(A= Jp e+ (DF - 200 ~2qi| s~ [ geawd ey
t t
Combining (23)) and (24]), the triple satisfying (ZI)) is a solution of (I9). O

Proposition [3.3] shows that the LQ-GMFG problem under study has a Nash equilibrium if, for each
le{l,...,d}, @0) admits a unique solution. To guarantee the unique existence of the solution of (20), we

need the following monotonicity assumption [9] [42] [43].

Assumption 3.2. For eachl € {1,...,d}, there exist positive constants 8% and u} such that,

B2
DNy + (2QH — Dfi)a® — =y < —fia’, Vay €R,

QTH S _y’llu
or
B2
DNy + (2QH — Df;)x? — ﬁ)\ly > pla Va,y € R,
QrH > .

Under Assumption 3.2] it follows from Theorem 2.6 of Peng and Wu [43] that there is a unique solution

3
(24, g',q*) € |L2%,,,(0,T;R)| satisfying @20) for each I € {1,...,d}. By the standard method (see, for

Fwo
example, [44]), we can show that there exists a constant C' such that for all [ € {1,...,d},
T
E sup |2+ E S lg!|? + / gt )?dt < C. (25)
0<t<T 0

(Q; C(]0, T] R)) x L2

Fwo

(2 C([0, T|;R)) x L2 0 (0, T; R). Moreover,
(@ C([0, T R)) x

Then, we have that (2!, ¢!, ¢'!) € fW“
under Assumption B2 similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [43], if (2!, g', ") € L
(;C([0,T);R)) x L2, (0, T;R) is another solution of (20), we derive that

Fwo

Fwo

]-'WO
T

ESLt1p|zé—Zé|2+Esup|gi—§i|2+E/ |qt” _”| dt = 0.
0

(@ C([0,T]; R)) x L?

Thus, (20) has a unique solution (2, ¢, ¢'!) € Fwo

(2 C([0, T R)) x L2 10 (0, T3 R).

]-'WO
Next, we present an alternative approach to establish another sufficient condition for the unique existence
of the solution for (20).
Similar to [35], we suppose that g} = Kzl + ®! for each I € {1,...,d}. Then (20) leads to the following
system of ODEs for K! and ®':

., B2 B?
Kl - —R)\l(K,f)Q + (2A - it DN)K.+ Dfi —2QH =0, K4y =—2QrH,

!+ (4 ——ft Ath)fbt 2QH(1, fi) =0, &k = —2QpHy(1, f), (26)

gt = SoN(1, fi)K

11



which has a unique solution under the following assumption [23] 45].

Assumption 3.3. For eachl € {1,...,d}, there exists a solution to the following Riccati equation on [0,T)

: B? B?
—K} = —5E (K + <2A — o fit D)\l) K!+Df, —2QH, Kh=—2QrH. (27)

Remark 3.3. If Assumption[3.3 is satisfied, then Riccati equation (27) on [0,T] has a unique solution due
to the smoothness of the righthand side with respect to K' [£6, Section 2.4, Lemma 1].

Remark 3.4. The relation between the two sufficient conditions (Assumptions 32 and[3.3) will be studied

n future work.

Therefore, under Assumption B3] for each [ € {1,...,d}, [@0) has a unique solution (z!,¢',¢") €

L2 o (Q;C([0, T R)) x L% 10 (2 C([0, T R)) x L?,6 (0, T3 R), which also satisfies (25). Moreover, (2I)) can

be represented by a decoupling form as follows: for all ¢t € [0,T], w € Q and « € [0, 1],

d
Z? = Zzéfl(o‘)’
=1
d d
g =Y (Kiz{ + @) fila +9t< =2 AL ) %)
=1 =1
d
= > SoN(L, i) Ki file).
=1

Finally, we state the main result in this section as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumptions[31] and [32 (or[33), we obtain a solution to the limit graphon mean
field game problem as follows: for a.e. a € [0,1],

a,0 B «,0 «
Uy’ :_ﬁ(ftivt +97), (29)

where (gf*)ac(o],tefo,) %5 given by (Z21) or (28), and f; is given by (I0).

Remark 3.5. By (23), (21)), (28) and the boundedness of eigenfunctions f; (1=1,...,d), it is easy to check
that the feedback control uy”® given by (29) is indeed admissible for a.e. a € [0,1].

4 e-Nash equilibrium

In this section, we construct an asymptotic Nash equilibrium (i.e. an e-Nash equilibrium) for Problem B
from the corresponding limit GMFG solutions. To begin with, we give the definition of e-Nash equilibrium

as follows.

Definition 4.1. For € > 0, a set of strategies (u°!,. ..
the costs J;, i € {1,..., K}, if for each i, it holds that

u®K) is called an e-Nash equilibrium with respect to

)

Ji(u?,um) < J(vhum) e

for any admissible control v € U.

12



We adopt the construction method of e-Nash equilibrium appeared in [23]. With the N-uniform partition

{P1,...,Px} of [0,1], the K-tuple strategies (u°!,... , u°%) are constructed as follows: for any agent A; in
Cq,
o1 B o1 —
ug' = ——(frx?’ +77),
2R (30)
ip— / g da
A1 (Pq) Py, ! ,

where z° is the corresponding state, g¢* is given by (2I)) and (28], and A\;(P;) = 1/N denotes the Lebesgue

measure of F.

This section aims to prove that the set of strategies given by ([B0) is an e-Nash equilibrium. To this end,

let N be the piece-wise constant function in L2[0,1] with N-uniform partition of [0, 1] corresponding to

(w1, pn]T and M [Nl be the step function type graphon corresponding to adjacency matrix My of the

underlying graph with N nodes.

The following two assumptions will play a key role for deducing our main results.

Assumption 4.1. The sequence {uN1} converges to p defined by D) in the norm | - |1, i.e.,
' N] _ —
A [ = gl = 0.

Assumption 4.2. The sequence {M[N]} and the limit graphon M satisfy

(M — M), || = 0.

li
Nl—r>noo qe?ll.%.),(N} )\[ (Pq)

Remark 4.1. It is worth mentioning that Assumptions[].1] and[{.3 are weaker than the ones in [23] due to
the fact that || - ||1 s weaker than || - ||2.

The following result indicates that the limit graphon M is well determined under Assumption

Proposition 4.1. For the given sequence { MW}, if there exists a graphon M satisfying Assumption [J-2,

then M is unique.
Proof. We prove the conclusion following the procedure in [22] and postpone the details to the appendix. O

For any P, C [0,1] with ¢ =1,..., N, let

1 1
e | %o, qv2 / 1da,
VIS /p v TNBY) e,

where 2z and ¢}* are solution of ([J) and given by I and (28). In what follows, C' will denote a generic

>

constant, which may be different in line by line. The following lemma gives the estimation of Z{ and q,'f 1,

Lemma 4.1. It holds that

E sup [Z*<C, E sup [g{*<C, q=1,...,N,
te[0,T] te[0,T]

where C' is a constant independent of N.

13



Proof. By (19), @I) and (28]), we have

70 =N / (Mp)(a)do + / t

/ / Yo(M1)(a)dadW?, (31)

2
(A B_fs zQ—f—N/ D(Mz,)(a)da — RN/Pq(MgS)(a)da] ds

T 2 T
B
7 = 20rH(E )+ [ [(A= G50 - QI - DFR - Qi ds - [ giraw?.
t t
Noticing that (31) is decoupled, by applying Theorems 3.2 and 4.2 in [41], we obtain the conclusions. O

In order to show that the set of strategies given by (B0 is an e-Nash equilibrium, we consider the

following auxiliary optimal control problem for agent A; in C,.

Problem 4.1. To find an optimal control W' of agent A; in Cq such that
Ji (@)= inf E / [Qyi —71)? + R(uy)®] dt + Qr(yr —73)° v 7) £ H(Z! +n)
u 0
subject to the following limiting system

= (Ay! + Bu! + Dz!)dt + Sdw! + XodWY,

, , (32)
Yo = Tp-
Similar to the proof of Proposition [3.Il we have the following result.
Proposition 4.2. The optimal control of the agent A; for Problem[{]] is
—q B i —
Uy = _ﬁ(ftyt + gg)v
and the corresponding optimal state T' satisfies
. B2 . B2
dy: = [(A — ﬁft) Yy — 2Rgt + th} dt + Sdwi + SodW}, (33)

T = o,
Now we continue to prove that the set of strategies given by ([B0) is an e-Nash equilibrium. For given

strategy ([B0), it follows from (D)) that the closed-loop system of agent A; can be described as follows

ot B2 o1 32 % 0
dad' = | (A — == fi ) 20" — =g + D20 | dt + Sdw! + SedW),

2R 2R (34)
o5 =
where
1 X
25 Y gy 3t
l JGCL
Since 2¢" = 2} 7 for any i ,j € Cq, denoting 2/? = 2" for all i € C,, we have the following estimation

results for 2, and x¢".

Lemma 4.2. It holds that

max sup FE|z0Y? < C, max sup Elz'|? <C
1<q<N o<t<T 1<iSK o<t<T

14



Proof. For any g with 1 < ¢ < N, one has

=

|20 = Zqz |Z _NZ > l=¥

=1 jec JGCL

Taking square on both sides of ([B4) leads to

2

2P < K +

t t
/ Sdw / SodW?
0 0

t
a2 + / (22 + g2 + |229) ds +
0

] (35)

and so

2

Y 0j |2 1 1 2y 11 oji2 , 1 al 12
ZC—ZV? F<K NZ|C|Z|%| / NZWZVEJ + 5217
=1 ;ecl L 0 =1 M ee, =1

JjEC

1 1 ¢ |2 t
by S| [ zaw) 4| [ e
N =1 | l| jee, V0 0
By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain
AR
0712 9 2
NZ Z|t| s K NZ|C;|ZE|IO| +E/ Z| ds
JEC =1 Jje€C;
1M t 2 ¢ 2
+—= — E sup / Ydw!| +E sup / LodW?

N ; |Cl| ]EZCZ o<t<T |JO 0<t<T |Jo 0

It follows from the BDG inequality [47] and Lemma (1] that

E|Z?<E NZ S ) <c

JGCL

Then we have the first conclusion. Taking expectation on both sides of ([B5) and applying the Gronwall’s

inequality again, we derive that

t T
Blaf' <K | Bl + [ Blat'Pds+ B [ (gt + |227P) ds
0 0

t . t 2
/ Ydw! / YodW?
0 0

T
Blab?+ B [ (7P + 12697 + 32 4+ 53) ds] |
0

2

+ E sup
0<t<T

+E sup
0<t<T

<K

By the boundedness of g and z°9, we can deduce the second conclusion. O

Next we show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. If A = [a;;] € RV*N satisfies |a;j| < C, for alli,j € {1,...,N}, then ||€%A||OO < el for
all v e R.

15



Proof. For the case ¢ = j, one has

*].1=

2! N2

1y}
2l N2
1]yP?

1 |7|2 2 34
Ci+ —=—=C,
21 N +3' N
1

1
— (1 a_22_33... 1- —
N( + 1y|C, +2!|”y| Ca+3!|”y| C; + +

HIN+ A+——A2 }

Y
<14 D+ 200 e

Ivlc L1

I /\

IN

1 1
::}V“JVICG +_1__ _

For the case i # j, we have

— 0 424
[IN+NA+2'N2A :|

]|
ij

1y}
21 N?

el 1Ly o, 1N 5
< Gt 5y Ci+ 5 O
< Cat gy Cat

gml[]

Alij| + =55 14%35] + -

Therefore

< elCa

N
2
eNAH = max E
3
&) =

e
ij

O

Now we present the approximation between the limiting system and the closed-loop system. For conve-

nience, denote

1
Ey 2 — (M = M1 Ely 2 ([N — S 2 En?+ (EW)?
NT i )\I(pq)”( Ap,ll, Ex = pllis 0k = En” + (BEy)” +

Proposition 4.3. Forqe {1,...,N}, i€ {1,..., K}, it holds that

() sup EI: == = 0lb);

(i) swp Bl = [z’ = O(6x*);
0<¢<T

(i) sup E’:C —y§]2=0(5;{);
0<it<

(iv) sup E|[z0]* 7] = O(6x ?).
0<t<T

Proof. For all A; € C;, one has

o B2 B?_ 1 Y 1 o ; o
da?? = | (A - g +D— Zmlkc—l > agn| dt + Sdw + SedW

og<_
ap ) —oR%t N £

neCy

16
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and so
Bl 7Y =B+ [
0

t
+ / SodW?. (37)
0

For any i, j € C;, we have

2

(A- 2

2RfS)E[IZj|f2W ]

2R s sz”“ Crl 2 E

neCy,

On|‘FT ]d

oi 0 o 0 t B2 oi 0 07 0
Blag |7 - B\ P = [ (A= g2 h0 (Bg\ P — Bl 7)) as.

which has only one solution
Ble'|FY") — Bley’| 7] = 0.
Thus, for any [ € {1,..., N}, by denoting Z. £ E[z%7|F¥"], it follows from (37) that

t
ﬂg:uH—/
0

Let 2} & Zz L M. Then

B?

B2 t
A~ == /fs _ls + D mlkx ds +/ > dWSO 38
(A= oRfo)% — 359 NZ ) (38)

1 ¢ B2 1 & 1 &
2q _ 2 0
zt—N;mqlul—i—/o (A_ﬁ fs)zd — ZRNqul +DN;mqus ds—i—/o N;mqlEodWs.
(39)
By the triangle inequality, one has
Blz{ — 2] < 2BJz{ - Z]|* + 2E|z} — 2. (40)

Now we consider the first part of the right-hand side of inequality @0). Let AY £ 27 — 27 and plNV(a) £
N

> 1p (). Then it follows from (B1) and ([BI) that

=1

A6l = 126 — %

N
1
= |N Mup)(a)da — — E m

=N [ (Mp— MMV (0)da
Py

< N/P ((M—M[N])u) (a)da| +

N [ (=) ()

q

By the boundedness of p(-), we have

N/P ((M - M[N])u) (@)da

q

1
~ MM (a N
N /P q / (M — M) (o, B)u(8)dBd

1
=N | u /P (M — MW (a, B)dadp

q
<N/|u

g

/M M) (a, B)da

M — MN))(a, B)da| dB

< CEy.
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For the second part of the right side of inequality (&Il), one has

- N/ /0 anl yma (i — p™)(8)dBda

- /0 S 1 (Bl - 1) (3)d8

=1

= quz / — 1NT)(8)d8

/‘u N ‘dﬁ

‘N/P (M[N](u —u[N])) (@)da

q

Thus, above two inequalities lead to
|AGl < C(En + Ey). (42)
Now consider A{. Let z; € L?[0,1] denote the step function corresponding to the vector [Z},...,zN]T.

Similarly we define Z; and g,. Then it yields

t
Af =Ag+/
0

_|_/
0

2
(A— f—Rfs)Ag+DN (Mzy — MNZ) (@) da — —N/ (Mg, — MNG ) (a)da| ds
Pq

N
1
N /P So(M1)(a)da — ; mquO] dw?

q

t B2
:Ag+/ (A— 2Rf)A‘1+DN/ (M — M)z ( da——N/ — MNNg ) (a)da
0
1 N
+ D4 > mgAl ds+/ YoN [ (M — M™N1)(a)dadW?. (43)
=1 0 P,
Denoting AN £ [AL ..., AN]T we have

_ _ t B2 D B2 t
Af’:Aé\H-/ {[(A 2Rf s)In + NMN} AN 4+ D.DN: % DNg}ds+/ YoDNLaW?  (44)
0 0

where Iy is the identity matrix in RV*Y and

N
DN =N <11pq, (M — M[N])zs>

q=1

DY? = N (1p,, (M= MM}~

q=1

DNt =N <]1pq, (M — M[N1)11>

qg=1
By applying Theorem 3.3 in [41], the solution AN of (@) is given as follows

B2

AY = oAy +ow [ e w0 2
0

t

- DN9)ds + d(1) / o(s)"'SeDVEAWY,  (45)
0

where

B(t) = I(t) exp (%MN) ., D(t) = exp (/Ot(A - f—;fs)ds) .

18



From (3]), one

has

AN (AT
—o(0AY(55)7 20" + 203 (2(0) [ 8D DY* - T D)a )
! -1 1 ’ ‘ -1 z B? g A
WY (20) [ @) mpMaw?) + ) [ a0 DY* - T DEas(AY ) a0
t 2 t T
+<I>(t)/0 @(s)—l(D-sz—f—R DNq)ds( ()/O ®(s)"Y(D-DY* — fR DNq)d)
t t T
+<I>(t)/ ®(s)" (D - DNZ—f—; DN9)ds ((I)(t)/ @(s)—lzoDNﬂdW£>
0 0
+ (1) /t ®(s) " o DN AW (AY)Ta(t)"
0
t t T
+<I>(t)/0 ®(s) '8 DVLaW? <<I>(t)/0 ®(s)"Y(D-DN* - 2BR DNq)d>
t t T
+<I>(t)/ ®(s) 12y DN aW? ((I)(t)/ P(s)7'% DNﬂdWO)
0 0
9
23y, (46)
=1
By [@2)) and Lemma 4 in [23], Y7 satisfies
E[Yi]gg = [@()AY (AY) @) g = ‘[q’(t)ﬁév]q C< Cr(t)*e*P*(Ey + Ey)* < C(Ex + Ejy) (47)
For Y3, denoting the gth row of ®(t) by ®(t),:, one has
t T
Wil = [2055 (20) [ @)t map ¥ aw? ) ]
AN k —1 N1 0
#(0A}), [o() [ 250D dWSL
BOB 1,20, [ 87 mDN W]
0
and so .
EYilay = ROX1,E |00, [ 09 5D awe | o
Clearly, E[Y7]qq = E[Y3]qq = 0. Moreover, by the boundedness of eigenfunctions f;, for [ € {1
have
~ M2 ) (a)do
N/pq“M M)z, ) (@)

1D ]loc = max
<g<N

/P / (M — MN)(a, B)z(8)dBda
-] / M — M) (a, 8)dalds
| / (M — MW (a, B)doldp

(zw (8 ) 5

19
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M=

o
“(

Similarly, we obtain Efot |DN9||2. ds < CEn?. For the fifth part of ([{f),

1
! — MmN
|zs|> s N [0 [ 1 =M By

|Zi|> En.

t
E/ | D=2 ds < CENZ.
0

1

M=

Il
=

Then

t 2 t 2 T

Yilog = lcp(t)/o ®(s)"L(D - DN — f_R . DN9)gs ((b(t)/o ®(s)"1(D- D" — f_R.D;Vg)ds) ]
t 2 2
= [rb(t)/o ®(s)"1(D-DVN* - QB—R Dng)dsL

' -1 . B? 9
= ([ wwstr,m-py 2 o)

t N B2 9
< <~/O ; H(I)(t)(l)(s) ql’ ’ DNZ — ﬁ . Dévg]l dS)

t N B2 2
[ S @)l 1D DX - o DY s
) R

t B 2
< ([ 1903 e -10- D2~ 2o )

- 2R
By Lemma [£3] we derive

1B()(5) oo = (T (s) He” & Moo < ()T (s) " el P19,

By @3), (50) and (&), we have

2
B2
am <E(/ 1BHB(s) o - | D DN* — B DN9|OOds>
2R
-2 2|D|(t s) 2 Nz 2 Ng|2
<
a1 [ 10 (DIDXI + £ ID2I ) s

<om [0 + DY s
0
< CEpN®.

Hence, for the second part of ({4,

Yol = ( / D-DN* — 2BR DN9)ds )T‘|
:{ [ / DD fR Di)ds L
T
_ %[yl]qq + %[quq

20
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Then ) )
E[Y2]qq < §E[Yl]qq + QE[YL")]qq- (53)

This same bound holds for the fourth part Yy of {Gl), i.e. E[Yi]qq = E[Y2]qq- For the ninth part of (@G,
denoting the gth row of ®(t) by ®(¢),., one has

il = |00) [ 0 mon N aw? (200 [ <1><s>1zoDNﬂdW$)T]

2
t)®(s)"'2 DN“dWO]

Il
\;
A

2
IDN]l dW0>

/0
/ch 1DN“)dW°)2
=2 <N /t 1DN]1]ldW0>2. (54)

We note || DV < Ey. Then, by Lemma 3] one has

2

E[Yolyq = Z2E (Z[(I)(t)]ql /Ot[q)(s)—len]ldWSo>

N N t t

_ 2 s —1 N1 0 s —1 N1 0

—zol;;[@(t)]qz[@(tﬂqw(/o [B(s) " DV, / B(s)'D 1kdws)
N N t t

<523 S0l - [@(1)] B / ()" DV aw? / [B(s) "' DN, 10
I=1 k=1 0 0

2)%

[ 10 D
0

Vi

‘ —1 N1 0
E / [B(s) " DN dW

IA
5
] =
] =
E
5
T

N

1=1 k=1
N + AN
- %} Zl[fb(t)]qu(E [ 126 DN aws ) }
1=1 0

al —1 1 N17 |2 :
Z| gl - max(/‘ DN, | ds)
< 310012, mps [ [0 DY s
0
t
< 228 (1))2 / |@(s)" DN |2, ds
0
t
< 220 (0)]12 DV |2, / 1@ (s) 2. ds
t
<23F(t)262|D|tEN2/ [(s) 2e?Plds < CEN2. (55)

- 0
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By (B0) and (54]), we have

32

t t T
Yolag = 00) [ #6740+ D2 = T2 DXyas (2(0) [ o) sopram? ) ]

{fb(t) /th)(s)l(D -DN7 % -ng)ds]q {fb(t) /th)(s)lEoDN]ldWSO}

q

< 5 (Welag + o)

Then the sixth part Y5 of (46) satisfies

—_

EYe]gq < 5 (E[Ys]gq + E[Yolqq) - (56)

[\]

This same bound holds for Yg, i.e. E[Y3]sq = E[Ys]qq- By @0), @10), @), G2), G3), EI) and GE), we

derive
9

Elz{ - Z}|? = E|A])? = [ziv(ziv)T]qq = ZE[Y;]qq <C (EN2 + (Efv)2) ‘ (57)
i=1

Next, we analysis the second part of the right-hand side of inequality (@0). Denote e} = z} — e Czl > oy
Jjel;

N
By the definition of z{ and z{?, we have z{ — z{! = % > mge}. From (B0) and (B8], e} satisfies
=1

1 i t

l J
€, = E Tp —|—/
|Cl| jec 0

L

B2
(A—ﬁfs)e + D— Zmlke]ds—mz‘/ Edwj (58)

Denote w!

> fo dwl. We note that {@'} | is a N-dimensional Brownian motion. Then (58) can

vV ‘Cl‘ jGCz

be represented as follows

|Z‘”0 /

JjeC;

( B? ! 1 i k] ' !
A— —fs> e, +D—Y myes| ds— / Yduw,,. (59)
2R N — VG|

Taking square on both sides, we have

2

l 2 E k|2 ~1
e ds+ su Ydw
| | | O<t£1 ?

<0 - |Zxo al

JEC

L
/0 Vic]
Applying Gronwall’s inequality and the BDG inequality, one has

N

N tq N

Z Z /szegﬁds w2 E
=1 ]EC =1 =1
N
Z

/ ZE|6 |2ds+—zm22 }

t
1
Elel?2 < / Sdw),
E lel|* < s VI

= |

O<t<T

{

N
1
min |C;|
and so
1 1
ElZ1 - 2012 < =N ElelP<0——. 60
|Zt Zt | — N; |et| — HliIl[ |Cl| ( )
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It follows from @0Q), (517) and (60) that

sup E|z] — 209> <2 sup Ez{ —Z}|* +2 sup E|Z] —27)?
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
1
<C|EN?+ (BN + —— 61
= N +( N) +H1iIll|Cl| ( )
and so the conclusion (i) is true.
Since
Bz — [7*| = E||* - 2{” + 22{ (' — 7))
1 1
< Bl —Z{* + 2 (BIZ{*)* (Bl —Z%)”
Lemma [T and conclusion (i) lead to the conclusion (ii).
Moreover, by (33) and (34,
. . t B2 ) .
st —i= [ a2y g+ Dt -2 as
0 2R
Taking square on both sides and then using Gronwall’s inequality, we derive the result (iii).
Finally, it follows from (33) that E sup [7|> < C. Since
te[0,T]
, . , . o . o1
Ellaf' P — 7| < Elo’ =71 + 2 (El7i|*)* (Blaf" —71)*
the conclusion (iii) and the boundedness of " yield the conclusion (iv). O

Now in view of Lemmas 1] and and Proposition 4.3 we obtain the following approximation result.

Proposition 4.4. Fori e {1,...,K}, it holds that | J;(u®, u=°") — Jr (u')| = O(éK%).
Proof. Denote v{* = H(z* +n). Then we have

|Ji(u0i, u—oi) _ J’L* (Ez)|

< E/ [Ql(af" —vi")? — @ — 7))?| + R|(uf")* — (w;)?]] dt + QrE|(=F — vf')* — (g — 77)°|

0

< (QT + Qr)sup B|(af" = v7")* = (3 = 71)*| + RTsup B|(uf")* - (@)’|

<(QT+Qr) Sng\leiF — [P+ WP = [T = 2 g g - 5|

32 B2 — o1 —1
2 2—R2|ft|'|gg|'|$t _yt|]

< (@QT+Qr)sup B g ? = [Gi?] + H? |17 = [ 7| + 2H2|n] - |27 = Z¢| + 2| H] - [2)* + 0] - |27 = 73]

+RTSlipE[ SNl P = 1gl?] +

BQ
2R?

» s _ B? oi —i — oi _ —i
R 5] 487 = 3] + RTsup B | 2 o' = 3P+ g - 9ot~ i

<C

1 1
. . . a2\ 2 . 2\ °?
sup B[l = (72| + sup B 17 = 2P| + (sup =57 = 311°) 4 (sup B ot~ i) ] .

Then we have the desired result. O
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Next we introduce two perturbed systems for any 7 € Cy: a perturbed closed-loop system and a perturbed

limiting system. Let us begin with the perturbed closed-loop system.

For the agent A;, consider an admissible alternative control v; € U and introduce the corresponding

dynamics
= (AZ! 4 B! + DZ})dt + Sdw! + SodWy, (62)
T = b,
where Z} £ £ Zf\il mqlﬁ > iec, #/, and other agents keep the control u%, j # i, i.c.
) B2 . B2 . ) ) o
dz] = [(A— == f)x] — ==7, + Dz} | dt + Zdw] + XodW,
Tt [( 2th)17t 2R9t+ Zt] + Lawy + LoadWy, (63)
T =,

Since z; zt = ZF for any j, k € C;, denote Z! = zt for all j € C;. The cost function of A; is given by
Ji(v'um) = E {/ [Q@, — 7)? + R(v;)?] dt + Qr (T — 5%)2} . U= H(E +).
0
By (B2), considering the admissible alternative control v; € U, we also introduce the perturbed limiting
system of agent A; as follows:
dji = (Ayt + Bv! + Dz])dt + Sdw! + SodW},
yo = Tg-

The corresponding cost function of A; is given by
@) =B [ (@@ -7 + RiP) i+ Qe ~ 7R b 7 A H(E ).

Now we give some estimation results for z/ and 7.

Lemma 4.4. For the dynamics (02) and (63), it holds that

1 T T
max sup Flz]|" < C E/ vi?ds |, sup EFP<C 1—|—E/ vi|?ds | .
1<l<NO<t£T | t| < NIC,| ) |vi > i p || |vg]

Proof. Taking square on both sides of (62), we have
o

i t
nP<c |xz;|2+/ (7 + o ? + [2212) ds+'/ Sdui| + zodwf
0

For any j € C, with j # i, taking square on both sides of (G3), we derive

2 27

#[*<C |x6|2+/ (172 + g2 + |29%) ds+‘/ Sdw?

t
+ / YodW?
0

Then

ICIZ N ICI

j€EC,

_ - 1,
S+ [ 0 e ()| o
q

J€Cy J€ECq
2 t
+ ‘ / YodW?
0
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For any j € C; with [ # ¢, taking square and summation of j € C; on both sides of ([G3)), we get

1 ~j ~
o <0 | e [ g 5 o

JEC JEC jEC;
2 " 2
> / Sdwl| + / YodW? (65)
|Cz| = 0
By (64) and (G5),
Ny t N N N
~n|2 ~n 2 —k 2 ~k 2
v Doy Tt [ 3 T e 3
nGC k=1 eCy 0 k=1 neCy =1 =1
1 N 1 t 2 t 2
e s s S5 S| [ s | s
w1, My 2 o
Taking expectation on both sides and applying BDG inequality, we have
1 a1 (S AR |
E—Y — 'f“gOH/E— - T 2ds + / vl? + [g2)?) ds| .
= neCy = neC
By Lemma 1] and applying Gronwall’s inequality, for any [ € {1,..., N}, we have
1 a1 1 T
EZPP<E—)Y — ZP? <C |1+ E/ i + [g2) ds
<Py 2 21 we 2y ¢ )
1 e
<C 1—|——E/ [vg]*ds | .
NICql Jo
Then we derive the first result. The other result can be proved similar to Lemma O
Since the parameters of cost function is positive (nonnegative),
E/ R|v|2ds < J;(v', u™°),
0

it is enough to consider the control v satisfying

T o 1 _ .

E/ i Pds < = [ ) + 0(6xc ] (66)
0

Otherwise, applying Proposition [4.4] yields
T . . 1 . .
E/ RJvi2ds > J7 (@) + 06k ¥) > Ji(u, u=),
0

hence the e-Nash property holds trivially.

The following proposition presents the approximation between the perturbed limiting system and the

perturbed closed-loop system for agent A;.

Proposition 4.5. For fized i € Cq, it holds that

(1) swp Bz -7 1* = 0(k);
0<t<
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(ii) sup E||Z? — [Z1?| = O(0x7);
0<t<T

(i) sup E|zi - } =0(0k);
o<t<

(i) sup B|F? - 71| = 06« *).
0<t<T

Proof. Denote Z. £ ﬁ >iee, #,1e{1,...,N}. For each | # q,

_ B?  _ B?
=l _ =l ~
dzl = [(A—ﬁft) Rgt+D ]dt—l—E' l|§dwt+EOth,
J 1 (67)
To =15 DT
IC | =5
and
_ B%  _ B? 1 . B2 . B2
=9 __ q _ 7 ~i
dzi = [(A—ﬁft) zi 2Rgt—|—th |Cq| (th—l—ﬁftxt 2Rgt>} dt—l—El q|J§ dwt —I—Eoth,
Z ),
JEC
(68)

Recall that for [ € {1,..., N},

N

N
41 1 1 .
2y = E mlkc— E Ty = N E Mgy .
— |Gkl —
kfl neCy k=1

By (1) and (@), we derive

B B2 1 & 1 LB
S bt BT —k L ~k Mg
dz = | (A= 3R )2 2RN &t TPy Zm’kzt TN, ( ft 2r? t) “
+ ZN Zmlk' | Z dwt + EON Z mldet (69)
n€Cy k=1
X
7= Z e Z ap.
neCy
From (B8], one has
d' = (A——ft —ﬁﬁzmmgt +D— Zmlkz
N
Z Mk 5 |C | Z dwy’ + Xo— Zmldet, (70)
k: n€Cy
ZO —szlk |n; ‘TO

Then it follows from (69) and (7)) that

t

=~ ol
Rt T 2 —/
0

ds.

_ b7 _ ol Coky , Mg B B_2_
(U= )@ -2+ Dk me Z)+N|Cq|(Bv Dot D
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Taking square and summation over ! from 1 to N on both sides, we have

N
Z| t_Ztl| <C/
=1

Taking expectation on both sides and applying Gronwall’s inequality, one has

R , 1 T
~l 2 72 ~i|2 —q|2 ©12

It is easy to check that J(@') is bounded uniformly with respect to i and so (G6]) and (7T) lead to

le =27+ N|C E (losl* + |75 + |§‘§I2)] ds

1 r 1
E|Z] — 21 < C—— 1+E/ ds | < C—5+ 72
O;ltlgT |Zt 2t | N|Cq|2 < o |vs| S N|C |2 ( )

By (@1)) and (T2), and the triangle inequality, one has

sup E|ZI -7 <2 sup EZ0 - 209 42 sup E|zt 77|
0<t<T 0<t<

1 1
< E E; —_

1
<C|E 2 E/ 2 -
=Cég.

Then the conclusion (i) holds. The rest conclusions (ii)-(iv) can be obtained similar to the proof of Proposition
4.5l O

By Lemma [£.4] and Proposition [£.5] we can deduce the following proposition.
Proposition 4.6. For any v' € U with i € {1,..., K}, it holds that
|J;(v", u=) = JF (v')| = O (5K%) .
Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Proposition €4l and so we omit it here. O

Thus, we can conclude the main result in this section as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Under Assumptions [3.1], (or[3E3), [71) and[{-3, the set of strategies (u®l, ..., u’K) given
by (34) is an e-Nash equilibrium, with e = 0(51(%), where 6 = En? + (Biy)? + =

i TG

Proof. For i € {1,..., K}, by Propositions 4] and and the optimality of @, we derive

[SE

Ji(u w0 <JF (@) + O(0x?) < J; (v') + O(0x?)
<J; (vt um) + 0(51(7),

which yields the result. O

Finally, we provide an example of a sequence of graphs and the limit graphon, which satisfies the

corresponding assumptions.
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Example 4.1. Consider a sinusoidal graphon M (a, ) = —% — %cos(27r(a —B)) with a, 8 € [0,1], which
has simple spectral characterizations (see [17]). The eigenfunctions of graphon M associated with nonzero

eigenvalues are L 17(+), V2 cos(27(-)) and v2sin(2n(+)), and the corresponding eigenvalues are —%, —% and

—%. Then it is easy to see that Assumption[Z] holds. Moreover, we generate a finite weighted graphs of size

N from the graphon M, by connecting nodes i and j with weight M(%, %), fori,je{l,...,N}, which
means the adjacency matrices My = [my;] = [M (S, %)] This sequence of graphs and the graphon M
satisfy Assumption [{-.2 Indeed, letting M NI denote the step function type graphons corresponding to My,

we have that for each g € {1,...,N},

(41 = )17, () = /0 (M — M™)(a, )1, (8)dB

1 1 N N
-2 / cos(2n(a— ) = 3 3 1p,(a)Lp; (8) cos(2n—2) | 1p,(8)dB
i=1 j=1
1 al i—q
=-3 /Pq [COS(%(Q -B)) - ; 1p, (@) COS(%T)} dp. (73)

Applying the mean value theorem for integrals, there exists & € [%, ~] such that

-3,

q

l @Cr(a—¢ Z]lp cos 2#%)]

Z 1p,(a [cos @2r(a —€)) — cos(QWTq)} . (74)

lcos(27r a— Z]lpl ) cos( 27r—)1 ag

Combining (73) and (73)), we have

! 1 i—q
N/o K(M - M[N])]lpq) (a)‘ da < 5/ ;]lpl () [cos(2m(a — &)) — COS(QFT) dov. (75)
For a € [52, £, one has
cos(2m(ar — €)) — cos(QWFTq)‘ —2 [sin(r (o — € + Z'j_vq))‘ sin(r(a— ¢~ ]—Vq))‘

<2 |sin(r(a — € — ’;jq))‘
7| — & — %
47
<+ (76)

It follows from (78) and (76) that

2w
N/ ’ M= MM, ) ( )‘domW
and so
ax  N||(M — M) | a N/l‘((M M1y, ) () d <2
max — = max — -_—.
ge{l1...,.N} Fallt qe{l...,N} 0 Fa ) 1 a_N
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Thus, the given, MM and M satisfy Assumption [£-2 Furthermore, with the eigenvalues of the limit graphon
M in this example, Assumption[32 holds if other parameters satisfy:

B#0, D#0,
H>0, Qr >0,

25% oo — sup (Df)] < minx = —
- —== — u min = ——.
D2R OStET ¢ l ! 2

5 Conclusions and future work

This article is concerned with the study of the linear quadratic graphon mean field games where the in-
dividual agents are subject to the idiosyncratic noises and common noise. The existence of optimal strategies
for the limit LQ-GMFG problem are derived through the consistency condition, and the e-Nash equilibrum

for the finite large population games are established.

It is worth noticing that the uniqueness of the solution for the limit LQ-GMFG has not been obtained
due to the technical complexity. Thus, it would be interesting to show the uniqueness of the solution for the
limit LQ-GMFG. On the other hand, as pointed out by Bensoussan et al. [35], it make sense to consider
the large population games in the framework of partial observation. Thus, to consider graphon mean field

games with partial observation would be another meaningful direction. We leave these as our future work.
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Appendix
The proof of Proposition [4.1]

Proof. Following the proofs of Proposition 4.3 and Lemma A.2 of [22], consider any given measurable sets
S, T C [0,1] and arbitrary € > 0. Denoting A be the Lebesgue measure on R, there exist open sets S C S°
and 7 C T° such that A(S8°\'S) <e, A\(T°\ T) < e. Letting 8¢ = §°((0,1) and 72 = T°((0,1), we can
find a finite integer s* and adjoint open intervals I C [0,1], 1 < i < s*, such that Uy« = Uf;l If C 8¢ and
A(S89 \ Us+) < . Similarly, we can find a finite integer ¢* and adjoint open intervals I C [0,1], 1 <14 < s*,
such that Uy« £ U§:1 I7 C T and M(T? \ Us-) < e. We note that (s*,¢*) depends on (S, T,e).

Let A denote the symmetric difference. Thus, we have A\(S AUs~) < 2e, A(T AU~ ) < 2e, which deduce
AXA(S x T) A (Us x Upr)) < 262 + 4e < 6¢. Since |(MIN) — M)(a, B)| < 2 for all o, 3 € [0,1], we have

/ (MW — M) (e, B)dadB —/ (M — M)(ev, B)dadB| < 12¢. (77)
SXT Ugx XUy

We take a sufficiently large Ny, depending on s* and t* (and so on (S,T,¢)), such that for N > Ny,
s*/N < e and t*/N < e. Consider N > Ny with the N-uniform partition {P,..., Py} of [0, 1], we select
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some subintervals from { P, . .., Py} whenever their interiors are contained in U+. The selected subcollection
denoted by {P; }'~,. Similarly, select a subcollection { P;, }7~ . Denote Us- = |J'~, P;, and Uy = JIY, P;, .

Follow from [22], one has
MU \Uyr) < 25* /N < 2e, MUp \Upe) < 26°/N < 2e.

Then for all N > Ny, we have

/ (MW — M)(a, B)dod — / (M — M) (e, ﬂ)dadﬂ‘ < e,
Ugx XU,zx Ugx XUy

(78)
[ - pads - [ - M)(a,mdacw’ < te.
Ugs XUy Ugx xUyx
Combining ([77) and (78], by the triangle inequality, one has that for all N > Ny,
/ (M — M) (o, B)dadf — / (MW — M) (e, ﬂ)dadﬂ‘ < 20e. (79)
SxT Ugys x Upx
By the definition of (A]S* and Ut*, we obtain
/ (M — M)(a,mdadﬁ} = / / (M — M) (o, B)dBdo
US* XUt* As* 0r*
TN TN
=10 [ [ e - aa, p)dsda
r=17=1YPir /Pj;
TN TN
<S5\ [ e - ana.pdsda
r=171=1 P, JPj.
N N
<S3|[ [ -, sdsda
i=1j=1 |/ P/ P;
N
<N - N] _
<N - max / /P (M = M)(ev, B)dBdor
Jj=1 v
' [N]
< _
N max /0 /P (Y = M) (o, Byda
—N - max (MM = M)1 gy = Ey. (30)
1<i<N
Then by ([[9) and (&0), for all N > Ny depending on (S, 7T, ¢€), we have
/ (MW — M (e, ﬁ)dadﬁ‘ < (MW — M) (a, B)dadﬁ’ 420 < En + 20¢. (81)
SxT Ugr X Upn

Then, for any given measurable sets S, 7 C [0, 1],

lim
N —o00

Suppose there is another graphon limit M satisfying Assumption 2 For any § > 0 and S x T C [0, 1]2,
by (BI)), there exists Ny (depending on (S, 7, d)) such that

/ (M M)(a,ﬂ)dadﬂ’ <s
SxT

/ (N M)(a,ﬂ)dadﬂ’ <5,
SxT

Then

/ (M — M)(a, B)dadﬂ‘ < 20.
SXT

Since S x T is arbitrary, by the definition of cut norm, we obtain ||[M — M||g < 2§. Moreover, since § is
arbitrary, we have |M — M||g = 0. O
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