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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 ǫ-Nash equilibrium strategies for the

finite large population problem is constructed.

Keywords: Graphon mean field game; large population; common noise; ǫ-Nash equilib-

rium.
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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 [1, 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, 5, 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, 11, 12, 13]. Gao and Caines [14, 15, 16, 17] 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

∗De-xuan Xu, Zhun Gou, and Nan-jing Huang: The work of these authors was supported by the National Natural Science

Foundation of China (12171339).
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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 [18, 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 3.1 in Subsection

3.1 for more details).

The main objective of this paper is to establish an ǫ-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 (FBSDEs) (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
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method. Secondly, we construct a set of ǫ-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 ǫ-Nash equilibrium analysis in

present paper. We will adopt a different notion of convergence enhancing the sectional requirement as in

Assumption 4.2 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 ǫ-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 ‖φ‖p =(∫ 1

0 |φ(α)|pdα
)1/p

. The inner product in L2[0, 1] is defined as follows: for φ, ϕ ∈ L2[0, 1], 〈φ, ϕ〉 =
∫ 1

0 φ(α)ϕ(α)dα.

The function 1 ∈ L2[0, 1] is defined as follows: 1(α) , 1, for all α ∈ [0, 1]. For I = [0, 1], let L be the σ-

algebra of Lebesgue measurable sets, λI the Lebesgue measure on L, and (I,L, λI) the Lebesgue unit interval.

‖ · ‖∞ denotes the standard infinity norm for vectors and matrices.

2 Preliminaries

We first recall the concepts of graphs, graphons and graphon operators used in [17, 24, 10].

A graph G = (V,E) is represented by a node set V = {1, . . . , N} and an edge set E ⊂ V × V . The

corresponding adjacency matrix is defined as MN = [mij ], where mij ∈ [−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]2 to [0, 1]. We note that

in some works, for instance [17], the term “graphon” refers to a symmetric measurable function M : [0, 1]2 →
[−1, 1]. In this paper, we adopt the same definition of graphon in [17]. Let W1 denote the set of all graphons.

The cut norm of a graphon is defined as follows:

‖M‖� = sup
S,T⊆[0,1]

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

S×T

M(x, y)dxdy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

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

the N -uniform partition {P1, . . . , PN} of [0, 1]: Pl = [ l−1
N , l

N ) for 1 ≤ l ≤ N − 1 and PN = [N−1
N , 1], the step

function type graphon M [N ] corresponding to MN is given by

M [N ](α, β) =

N∑

q=1

N∑

l=1

1Pq
(α)1Pl

(β)mql, ∀(α, β) ∈ [0, 1]2,

where 1Pq
(·) is the indicator function.
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A graphon operator M : L2[0, 1] → L2[0, 1] is defined as follows

(Mϕ)(α) =

∫

[0,1]

M(α, β)ϕ(β)dβ, ∀ϕ ∈ L2[0, 1],

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

Let (Ω,F ,Ft, P ) be the complete probability space satisfying the usual hypothesis with t ∈ [0, T ]. We

denote by L2
F(Ω;L

2([0, T ];R)) the set of all {Ft}t∈[0,T ]-progressively measurable processesX(·) taking values

in R, such that

E

∫ T

0

|Xt|2dt < ∞.

The notation L2
F(0, T ;R) is used for simplicity, when there is no confusion. Moreover, we denote by

L2
F(Ω;C([0, T ],R)) the set of all {Ft}t∈[0,T ]-progressively measurable continuous processesX(·) taking values

in R, such that

E sup
0≤t≤T

|Xt|2 < ∞.

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 MN = [mql], 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 Vc be the set of nodes,

Cl the population in the lth node, and K =
∑N

l=1 |Cl| the number of all individual agents.

Consider a finite horizon [0, T ] for a fixed T > 0. Assume that (Ω,F , P ) is a complete probability space,

in which a standard (K+1)-dimensional Brownian motion {W 0
t , w

i
t, 1 ≤ i ≤ K} is defined. Specially, W 0 is

a common noise (i.e., the same W 0 for all agents) and wi is an individual noise for the agent Ai (1 ≤ i ≤ K).

Let FW 0

t , σ{W 0
s , 0 ≤ s ≤ t}∨N and Ft , σ{W 0

s , w
i
s, x

i
0; 0 ≤ s ≤ t, 1 ≤ i ≤ K}∨N , where N is the set

of all P -null sets and xi
0 is the initial state of the agent Ai.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, the admissible control set U of agent Ai is defined to be a collection of

{Ft}t∈[0,T ]-progressivelymeasurable process with E
∫ T

0
|us|2ds < ∞ and the state ofAi is described according

to the following dynamic

dxi
t = (Axi

t +Bui
t +Dzit)dt+Σdwi

t +Σ0dW
0
t , (1)

where A,B,D,Σ and Σ0 are given constants, xi
t, u

i
t and zit are respectively the state, the control and the

network state average. For each Ai in Cq, xi
0 is identically distributed with |Exi

0| ≤ Cµ and Var(xi
0) ≤ Cσ,

where Cµ and Cσ are independent of q. For each Ai in Cq, denote µq , Exi
0. Assume that the initial states

{xi
0, 1 ≤ i ≤ K} are independent and are also independent of Brownian motion {W 0, w1, . . . , wK}. For each
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agent Ai in Cq, q ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the network state average is given by

zit =
1

N

N∑

l=1

mql
1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xj
t .

Remark 3.1. The formulation of dynamic (1) 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 |Cq| vendors selling wheat. For the vendor Ai in the qth farmer’s market, xi

t

and ui
t denote the sales volume and price respectively, and zit represents the influence of other vendors’ sales

volume on vendor Ai. Since consumers tend to purchase wheat in proximity 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, mql 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 Σ0dW
0
t .

For any given strategy ui ∈ U , it is easy to show that the state dynamic (1) has a unique so-

lution xi ∈ L2
F(Ω;C([0, T ];R)), i = 1, . . . ,K. In fact, let X , (x1, . . . , xK)T , U , (u1, . . . , uK)T ,

W , (W 0, w1, . . . , wK)T , F , [mql
1

|Cl|
I|Cq|×|Cl|] with

I|Cq|×|Cl| ,




1 · · · 1
...

. . .
...

1 · · · 1


 , and Σ̃ ,




Σ0 Σ
...

. . .

Σ0 Σ


 .

Then we can rewrite the state dynamic (1) as the following vector-valued SDE

dXt =

[
AXt +BUt +

D

N
FXt

]
dt+ Σ̃dWt,

which has a unique solution X ∈ L2
F(Ω;C([0, T ];RK)) by the well known result for standard SDE (see [41]).

Denote by u = (u1, . . . , uK) the strategies of all K agents, and u−i = (u1, . . . , ui−1, ui+1, . . . , uK) the

strategies except the agent Ai, i = 1, . . . ,K. The cost function of the individual agent Ai is defined by

Ji(u
i, u−i) = E

{∫ T

0

[
Q(xi

t − νit)
2 +R(ui

t)
2
]
dt+QT (x

i
T − νiT )

2

}
, i = 1, . . . ,K, (2)

where Q,QT ≥ 0, R > 0, and νit , H(zit + η) with H, η ∈ 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. Find ui ∈ U , i = 1, . . . ,K, such that

Ji(u
i, u−i) ≤ Ji(v

i, u−i), i = 1, . . . ,K

holds for any admissible control vi ∈ U . The strategy K-tuple u = (u1, . . . , uK) is called a Nash equilibrium

for the K-player game where each individual agent is minimizing the cost in (2) subject to the SDE dynamics

(1).

Directly finding Nash equilibria for Problem 3.1 on a large network is generally intractable. Thus, we

need to consider the limit graphon mean field game problems described in the next subsection.
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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 → ∞
and min1≤l≤N |Cl| → ∞.

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 α in the limit network. With the network interaction within a cluster being uniform,

assume that for each node α ∈ [0, 1], there exists a representative (or generic) agent, denoted Aα whose

state’s dynamic is given by

dxα
t = (Axα

t +Buα
t +Dzαt )dt+Σdwα

t +Σ0dW
0
t , (3)

where A,B,D,Σ and Σ0 are the same as in (1), wα
t and W 0

t are standard Brownian motions, xα
0 and wα are

both independent of W 0 for each α ∈ [0, 1] such that

|Exα
0 | ≤ Cµ, Var(xα

0 ) ≤ Cσ, ∀α ∈ [0, 1],

and the graphon mean field, denoted by zαt , is given by

zαt =

∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ
t |FW 0

T ]dβ,

where M is a given graphon on [0, 1]2.

Let Fα
t , σ{W 0

s , w
α
s , x

α
0 ; 0 ≤ s ≤ t}∨N . The admissible strategy set Uα of agent Aα is defined to be

a collection of (Fα
t )t∈[0,T ]-progressively measurable process such that E

∫ T

0
|us|2ds < ∞. A representative

agent Aα aims to minimize cost function given by

J(uα, zα) = E

{∫ T

0

[
Q(xα

t − ναt )
2 +R(uα

t )
2
]
dt+QT (x

α
T − ναT )

2

}
, α ∈ [0, 1], (4)

where να , H(zα + η).

We denote by Lc the set of functions φα
t : [0, T ]× Ω× [0, 1] → R, such that

(i) for each t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. ω ∈ Ω, φα
t ∈ L2[0, 1];

(ii) for each α ∈ [0, 1], φα
t ∈ L2

FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R));

(iii) for a.s. ω, φα
t is continuous in t and measurable in α;

(iv) for a.s. ω,
∫ 1

0

∫ T

0
|φα

t |2dtdα < ∞.

Moreover, we denote by LL the set of functions φα
t : [0, T ]× Ω× [0, 1] → R, such that

(i) for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. ω ∈ Ω, φα
t ∈ L2[0, 1];

(ii) for each α ∈ [0, 1], φα
t ∈ L2

FW0 (0, T ;R).

For any φ ∈ L2[0, 1], denote φα = φ(α) for all α ∈ [0, 1] when there is no confusion. The LQ-GMFG

with common noise associated with (3) and (4) is characterized as follows:
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1) (graphon mean field inputs) Fix a three-parameter process zαt ∈ Lc.

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

α ∈ [0, 1], find optimal control uα,o such that

J(uα,o, zα) = inf
uα

J(uα, zα) = inf
uα

E

{∫ T

0

[
Q(xα

t − ναt )
2 +R(uα

t )
2
]
dt+QT (x

α
T − ναT )

2

}
(5)

subject to

dxα
t = (Axα

t +Buα
t +Dzαt )dt+Σdwα

t +Σ0dW
0
t . (6)

3) (consistency conditions) Find zαt such that, for any t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. ω ∈ Ω, a.e. α ∈ [0, 1],

zαt =

∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ]dβ. (7)

Remark 3.2. Inspired by [33], it can be shown that for all t ∈ [0, T ], E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ] = E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

t ]. Indeed,

we denote by FW 0

t,T the filtration generated by the increments of W 0 on (t, T ] augmented with P -null sets. Then

we have FW 0

T = FW 0

t

∨FW 0

t,T . We note that FW 0

t,T is independent of FW 0

t and Fβ
t . Since σ(xβ,o

t ) ⊂ Fβ
t ,

FW 0

t,T is independent of σ(xβ,o
t ), and so FW 0

t,T is independent of xβ,o
t . Thus, for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have

E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

t

∨FW 0

t,T ] = E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

t ].

Proposition 3.1. For any given process z ∈ Lc, assume that there is a pair (g, q1) ∈ Lc × LL satisfying




dgαt =

[(
B2

2R
ft −A

)
gαt + (2QH −Dft)z

α
t + 2QHη

]
dt+ q1αt dW 0

t ,

gαT = −2QTH(zαT + η).

(8)

Then, for each α ∈ [0, 1], there exists an optimal control for the optimal control problems (5-6) with the form

uα,o
t = − B

2R
(ftx

α,o
t + gαt ), (9)

where f and the optimal state process xα,o is given by




ḟt −
B2

2R
f2
t + 2Aft + 2Q = 0, fT = 2QT ,

dxα,o
t =

[(
A− B2

2R
ft

)
xα,o
t − B2

2R
gαt +Dzαt

]
dt+Σdwα

t +Σ0dW
0
t .

(10)

Proof. By the stochastic maximum principle, for each given α ∈ [0, 1], uα,o = − B
2RPα is a optimal control

for problem (5)-(6) if and only if (xα, Pα, qα, q0α) is an adapted solution to the following FBSDE:



dxα,o

t = (Axα,o
t − B2

2R
Pα
t +Dzαt )dt+Σdwα

t + Σ0dW
0
t

dPα
t = −[APα

t + 2Q(xα,o
t − ναt )]dt+ qαdwα

t + q0αdW 0
t , Pα

T = 2QT (x
α,o
T − ναT ).

Let

Pα
t = ftx

α,o
t + gαt

for a deterministic function f and an FW 0

t -adapted process gα which will be determined later. By applying

Itô’s formula, we have




ḟt −
B2

2R
f2
t + 2Aft + 2Q = 0, fT = 2QT ,

dgαt =

[(
B2

2R
ft −A

)
gαt + (2QH −Dft)z

α
t + 2QHη

]
dt+ q1αt dW 0

t , gαT = −2QTH(zαT + η).

7



By the assumption that (g, q1) is a solution to (8), uα,o
t = − B

2R (ftx
α,o
t + gαt ) is an optimal control for the

problem (5)-(6).

Define a function µ : I → R by setting

µ(α) = Exα
0 , ∀α ∈ I. (11)

In the sequel, we assume that the function µ defined by (11) is measurable. We note that such a

assumption can be satisfied easily. Since µ is bounded, it follows that µ ∈ L2[0, 1].

Proposition 3.2. Let z be in Lc and the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 be in force. Then, the consistency

condition (7) is satisfied if and only if z satisfies, for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1],

zt(α) = (Mµ)(α) +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)zs(α)−

B2

2R
(Mgs)(α) +D(Mzs)(α)

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0(M1)(α)dW 0
s . (12)

Proof. For z ∈ Lc and a solution (g, q1) ∈ Lc × LL of (8), we first claim that for each t ∈ [0, T ] and a.s. ω,

one has E[x.,o
t |FW 0

T ] ∈ L2[0, 1]. In fact, by (10), the conditional expectation of xα,o
t given FW 0

T is obtained

as follows: for each α ∈ [0, 1]

E[xα,o
t |FW 0

T ] = µα +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)E[xα,o

s |FW 0

T ]− B2

2R
gαs +Dzαs

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s . (13)

By Theorem 3.3 in [41], we have that for each α ∈ [0, 1]

E[xα,o
t |FW 0

T ] = Ψ(t)µα +Ψ(t)

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)−1(−B2

2R
gαs +Dzαs )ds+Ψ(t)

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)−1Σ0dW
0
s , (14)

where Ψ(t) = exp
(∫ t

0
(A− B2

2Rfs)ds
)
. By z ∈ Lc and g ∈ Lc, applying Tonelli theorem and Fubini theorem

[40], we have that
∫ t

0 Ψ(s)−1(−B2

2Rgαs +Dzαs )ds is measurable in α on [0, 1]. From the measurability of µ, we

conclude that E[x·,o
t |FW 0

T ] is a measurable function on [0, 1]. Thus, it follows from (14) that

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣E[xα,o
t |FW 0

T ]
∣∣∣
2

dα ≤3

[∫ 1

0

|Ψ(t)µα|2 dα+

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣Ψ(t)

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)−1(−B2

2R
gαs +Dzαs )ds

∣∣∣∣
2

dα

+

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣Ψ(t)

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)−1Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2

dα

]
.

Combining the definition of Lc and boundedness of µ·, for each t, a.s. ω, one has

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣E[xα,o
t |FW 0

T ]
∣∣∣
2

dα < ∞

and so E[x.,o
t |FW 0

T ] ∈ L2[0, 1].

Necessity. For z ∈ Lc and a solution (g, q1) ∈ Lc × LL of (8), it follows from (13) that

∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ]dβ =(Mµ)(α) +

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)M(α, β)E[xβ,o

s |FW 0

T ]

−B2

2R
M(α, β)gβs +DM(α, β)zβs

]
dsdβ +

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

Σ0M(α, β)dW 0
s dβ. (15)

By Fubini theorem, for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1], m(α, β) is measurable in β on [0, 1]. Moreover, for a.s. ω, since

E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ] is continuous in t and measurable in β, it is easy to see that E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ] is jointly measurable

8



in (t, β) and so (A− B2

2Rfs)M(α, β)E[xβ,o
s |FW 0

T ] is jointly measurable in (s, β) for a.e. α and a.s. ω. By (14)

and the definition of Lc, for a.s. ω, one has
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣E[xα,o
t |FW 0

T ]
∣∣∣ dαdt ≤

∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

|Ψ(t)µα|dαdt+
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣Ψ(t)

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)−1(−B2

2R
gαs +Dzαs )ds

∣∣∣∣ dαdt

+

∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣Ψ(t)

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)−1Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣ dαdt < ∞.

Thus, by applying Tonelli and Fubini theorem, we derive that, for a.s. ω and a.e. α ∈ [0, 1],
∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

(A− B2

2R
fs)M(α, β)E[xβ,o

s |FW 0

T ]dsdβ =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

(A− B2

2R
fs)M(α, β)E[xβ,o

s |FW 0

T ]dβds. (16)

Similarly, since z, g ∈ Lc, by applying Tonelli and Fubini theorem, we obtain that for a.s. ω and a.e.

α ∈ [0, 1],
∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

[
−B2

2R
M(α, β)gβs +DM(α, β)zβs

]
dsdβ =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

[
−B2

2R
M(α, β)gβs +DM(α, β)zβs

]
dβds. (17)

Combining (15), (16) and (17), for a.s. ω and a.e. α ∈ [0, 1], one has
∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ]dβ =(Mµ)(α) +

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)M(α, β)E[xβ,o

s |FW 0

T ]

−B2

2R
M(α, β)gβs +DM(α, β)zβs

]
dβds+

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

Σ0M(α, β)dβdW 0
s . (18)

By the consistency condition (7), zαt =
∫ 1

0 M(α, β)E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ]dβ for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1], it follows from (18)

that, for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1],

zαt = (Mµ)(α) +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)z

α
s − B2

2R
(Mgs)(α) +D(Mzs)(α)

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0(M1)(α)dW 0
s ,

which is nothing but (12).

Sufficiency. For z ∈ Lc and a solution (g, q1) of (8), subtracting (18) from (12), one has that, for a.e.

α ∈ [0, 1],




zαt −
∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ,o
t |FW 0

T ]dβ =

∫ t

0

(A− B2

2R
fs)

[
zαs −

∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ,o
s |FW 0

T ]dβ

]
ds,

zα0 −
∫ 1

0

M(α, β)E[xβ,o
0 |FW 0

T ]dβ = 0.

Thus, we have zαt −
∫ 1

0
M(α, β)E[xβ,o

t |FW 0

T ]dβ = 0 for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1] and the consistency condition (7)

holds.

Compiling Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, we have that the LQ-GMFG with common noise is solvable, when-

ever there exists a process (z, g, q1) ∈ Lc × Lc × LL, which is a solution of the following FBSDE: for each

t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. ω ∈ Ω, and a.e. α ∈ [0, 1],




zαt = (Mµ)(α) +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)z

α
s − B2

2R
(Mgs)(α) +D(Mzs)(α)

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0(M1)(α)dW 0
s ,

gαt = −2QTH(zαT + η) +

∫ T

t

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)g

α
s + (Dfs − 2QH)zαs − 2QHη

]
ds−

∫ T

t

q1αs dW 0
s .

(19)

Next, we focus on finding the sufficient conditions ensuring for the existence of the solution for (19)

by applying the spectral decomposition method developed in [17, 24]. To this end, we need the following

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

9



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

{λl}dl=1 with a set of orthonormal eigenfunctions {fl}dl=1.

The following proposition provides a solution for (19) with a decomposed form.

Proposition 3.3. For each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, if there exists a unique triple (zl, gl, q1l) ∈ L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×

L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))× L2

FW0 (0, T ;R) that satisfies





zlt = λl〈µ, fl〉+
∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs +Dλl)z

l
s −

B2

2R
λlg

l
s

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0λl〈fl,1〉dW 0
s ,

glt = −2QTH(zlT + η〈1, fl〉) +
∫ T

t

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)g

l
s + (Dfs − 2QH)zls − 2QHη〈1, fl〉

]
ds−

∫ T

t

q1ls dW 0
s ,

(20)

then the triple (zαt , g
α
t , q

1α
t ) given below is in Lc × Lc × LL and satisfies (19): for all t ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω and

α ∈ [0, 1], 



zαt =

d∑

l=1

zltfl(α),

gαt =

d∑

l=1

gltfl(α) + g̊t

(
1−

d∑

l=1

〈1, fl〉fl
)
(α),

q1αt =

d∑

l=1

q1lt fl(α),

(21)

where g̊ is the unique solution of the following ODE

d̊gt
dt

= −
(
A− B2

2R
ft

)
g̊t + 2QHη, g̊T = −2QTHη. (22)

Proof. For each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, by Proposition 7.17 of [10], the eigenfunction fl is bounded. Thus, it can be

easily checked that (zαt , g
α
t , q

1α
t ) given by (21) is in Lc ×Lc ×LL. From (20) and (21), we have that for each

t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. ω ∈ Ω and each α ∈ [0, 1]

zαt =

d∑

l=1

zltfl(α)

=
d∑

l=1

{
λl〈µ, fl〉+

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)z

l
s +Dλlz

l
s −

B2

2R
λlg

l
s

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0λl〈fl,1〉dW 0
s

}
fl(α)

=
d∑

l=1

λl〈µ, fl〉fl(α) +
∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)

d∑

l=1

zlsfl(α) +D
d∑

l=1

λlz
l
sfl(α)−

B2

2R

d∑

l=1

λlg
l
sfl(α)

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

Σ0

d∑

l=1

λl〈fl,1〉fl(α)dW 0
s

=(Mµ)(α) +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)z

α
s − B2

2R
(Mgs)(α) +D(Mzs)(α)

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0(M1)(α)dW 0
s . (23)
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It follows from (20), (21) and (22) that for each t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. ω ∈ Ω and each α ∈ [0, 1]

gαt =

d∑

l=1

gltfl(α) + g̊t(1−
d∑

l=1

〈1, fl〉fl)(α)

=
d∑

l=1

{
−2QTH(zlT + η〈1, fl〉) +

∫ T

t

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)g

l
s + (Dfs − 2QH)zls − 2QHη〈1, fl〉

]
ds

−
∫ T

t

q1ls dW 0
s

}
fl(α) +

{
−2QTHη +

∫ T

t

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)̊gs − 2QHη

]
ds

}
(1−

d∑

l=1

〈fl,1〉fl)(α)

=− 2QTH(zαT + η) +

∫ T

t

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)g

α
s + (Dfs − 2QH)zαs − 2QHη

]
ds−

∫ T

t

q1αs dW 0
s . (24)

Combining (23) and (24), the triple satisfying (21) is a solution of (19).

Proposition 3.3 shows that the LQ-GMFG problem under study has a Nash equilibrium if, for each

l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, (20) 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 each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, there exist positive constants βl
1 and µl

1 such that,



Dλlxy + (2QH −Dft)x

2 − B2

2R
λly

2 ≤ −βl
1x

2, ∀x, y ∈ R,

QTH ≤ −µl
1,

or 


Dλlxy + (2QH −Dft)x

2 − B2

2R
λly

2 ≥ βl
1x

2, ∀x, y ∈ R,

QTH ≥ µl
1.

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

(zl, gl, q1l) ∈
[
L2
FW0 (0, T ;R)

]3
satisfying (20) for each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}. By the standard method (see, for

example, [44]), we can show that there exists a constant C such that for all l ∈ {1, . . . , d},

E sup
0≤t≤T

|zlt|2 + E sup
0≤t≤T

|glt|2 + E

∫ T

0

|q1lt |2dt ≤ C. (25)

Then, we have that (zl, gl, q1l) ∈ L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×L2

FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×L2
FW0 (0, T ;R). Moreover,

under Assumption 3.2, similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [43], if (z̄l, ḡl, q̄1l) ∈ L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R)) ×

L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))× L2

FW0 (0, T ;R) is another solution of (20), we derive that

E sup
t

|zlt − z̄lt|2 + E sup
t

|glt − ḡlt|2 + E

∫ T

0

|q1lt − q̄1lt |2dt = 0.

Thus, (20) has a unique solution (zl, gl, q1l) ∈ L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×L2

FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×L2
FW0 (0, T ;R).

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 glt = K l
tz

l
t +Φl

t for each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Then (20) leads to the following

system of ODEs for K l and Φl:




K̇ l
t −

B2

2R
λl(K

l
t)

2 + (2A− B2

R
ft +Dλl)K

l
t +Dft − 2QH = 0, K l

T = −2QTH,

Φ̇l
t + (A− B2

2R
ft −

B2

2R
λlK

l
t)Φ

l
t − 2QHη〈1, fl〉 = 0, Φl

T = −2QTHη〈1, fl〉,

q1lt = Σ0λl〈1, fl〉K l
t ,

(26)
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which has a unique solution under the following assumption [23, 45].

Assumption 3.3. For each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, there exists a solution to the following Riccati equation on [0, T ]

−K̇ l
t = −B2

2R
λl(K

l
t)

2 +

(
2A− B2

R
ft +Dλl

)
K l

t +Dft − 2QH, K l
T = −2QTH. (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 l [46, Section 2.4, Lemma 1].

Remark 3.4. The relation between the two sufficient conditions (Assumptions 3.2 and 3.3) will be studied

in future work.

Therefore, under Assumption 3.3, for each l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, (20) has a unique solution (zl, gl, q1l) ∈
L2
FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×L2

FW0 (Ω;C([0, T ];R))×L2
FW0 (0, T ;R), which also satisfies (25). Moreover, (21) can

be represented by a decoupling form as follows: for all t ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω and α ∈ [0, 1],





zαt =

d∑

l=1

zltfl(α),

gαt =

d∑

l=1

(K l
tz

l
t +Φl

t)fl(α) + g̊t

(
1−

d∑

l=1

〈1, fl〉fl
)
(α),

q1αt =

d∑

l=1

Σ0λl〈1, fl〉K l
tfl(α).

(28)

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

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2 (or 3.3), we obtain a solution to the limit graphon mean

field game problem as follows: for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1],

uα,o
t = − B

2R
(ftx

α,o
t + gαt ), (29)

where (gαt )α∈[0,1],t∈[0,T ] is given by (21) or (28), and ft is given by (10).

Remark 3.5. By (25), (21), (28) and the boundedness of eigenfunctions fl (l = 1, . . . , d), it is easy to check

that the feedback control uα,o
t given by (29) is indeed admissible for a.e. α ∈ [0, 1].

4 ǫ-Nash equilibrium

In this section, we construct an asymptotic Nash equilibrium (i.e. an ǫ-Nash equilibrium) for Problem 3.1

from the corresponding limit GMFG solutions. To begin with, we give the definition of ǫ-Nash equilibrium

as follows.

Definition 4.1. For ǫ ≥ 0, a set of strategies (uo1, . . . , uoK) is called an ǫ-Nash equilibrium with respect to

the costs Ji, i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, if for each i, it holds that

Ji(u
oi, u−oi) ≤ Ji(v

i, u−oi) + ǫ

for any admissible control vi ∈ U .
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We adopt the construction method of ǫ-Nash equilibrium appeared in [23]. With the N -uniform partition

{P1, . . . , PN} of [0, 1], the K-tuple strategies (uo1, . . . , uoK) are constructed as follows: for any agent Ai in

Cq, 



uoi
t = − B

2R
(ftx

oi
t + gqt ),

gqt ,
1

λI(Pq)

∫

Pq

gαt dα,
(30)

where xoi is the corresponding state, gαt is given by (21) and (28), and λI(Pq) = 1/N denotes the Lebesgue

measure of Pq.

This section aims to prove that the set of strategies given by (30) is an ǫ-Nash equilibrium. To this end,

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

[µ1, . . . , µN ]T and M [N ] be the step function type graphon corresponding to adjacency matrix MN 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 {µ[N ]} converges to µ defined by (11) in the norm ‖ · ‖1, i.e.,

lim
N→∞

‖µ[N ] − µ‖1 = 0.

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

lim
N→∞

max
q∈{1...,N}

1

λI(Pq)
‖(M −M [N ])1Pq

‖1 = 0.

Remark 4.1. It is worth mentioning that Assumptions 4.1 and 4.2 are weaker than the ones in [23] due to

the fact that ‖ · ‖1 is weaker than ‖ · ‖2.

The following result indicates that the limit graphon M is well determined under Assumption 4.2.

Proposition 4.1. For the given sequence {M [N ]}, if there exists a graphon M satisfying Assumption 4.2,

then M is unique.

Proof. We prove the conclusion following the procedure in [22] and postpone the details to the appendix.

For any Pq ⊂ [0, 1] with q = 1, . . . , N , let

zqt ,
1

λI(Pq)

∫

Pq

zαt dα, q1qt ,
1

λI(Pq)

∫

Pq

q1αt dα,

where zαt and q1αt are solution of (19) and given by (21) 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 zqt and q1qt .

Lemma 4.1. It holds that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|zqt |2 ≤ C, E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gqt |2 ≤ C, q = 1, . . . , N,

where C is a constant independent of N .
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Proof. By (19), (21) and (28), we have




zqt =N

∫

Pq

(Mµ)(α)dα +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)z

q
s +N

∫

Pq

D(Mzs)(α)dα − B2

2R
N

∫

Pq

(Mgs)(α)dα

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

N

∫

Pq

Σ0(M1)(α)dαdW 0
s ,

gqt =− 2QTH(zqT + η) +

∫ T

t

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)g

q
s − (2QH −Dfs)z

q
s − 2QHη

]
ds−

∫ T

t

q1qs dW 0
s .

(31)

Noticing that (31) is decoupled, by applying Theorems 3.2 and 4.2 in [41], we obtain the conclusions.

In order to show that the set of strategies given by (30) is an ǫ-Nash equilibrium, we consider the

following auxiliary optimal control problem for agent Ai in Cq.

Problem 4.1. To find an optimal control ui of agent Ai in Cq such that

J∗
i (u

i) = inf
ui∈U

E

{∫ T

0

[
Q(yit − νq

t )
2 +R(ui

t)
2
]
dt+QT (y

i
T − νq

T )
2

}
, νqt , H(zqt + η)

subject to the following limiting system



dyit = (Ayit +Bui

t +Dzqt )dt+Σdwi
t +Σ0dW

0
t ,

yi0 = xi
0.

(32)

Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.1, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.2. The optimal control of the agent Ai for Problem 4.1 is

ui
t = − B

2R
(fty

i
t + gqt ),

and the corresponding optimal state yi satisfies




dyit =

[(
A− B2

2R
ft

)
yit −

B2

2R
gqt +Dzqt

]
dt+Σdwi

t +Σ0dW
0
t ,

yi0 = xi
0.

(33)

Now we continue to prove that the set of strategies given by (30) is an ǫ-Nash equilibrium. For given

strategy (30), it follows from (1) that the closed-loop system of agent Ai can be described as follows





dxoi
t =

[(
A− B2

2R
ft

)
xoi
t − B2

2R
gqt +Dzoit

]
dt+Σdwi

t +Σ0dW
0
t ,

xoi
0 = xi

0

(34)

where

zoit ,
1

N

N∑

l=1

mql
1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xoj
t .

Since zoit = zojt for any i, j ∈ Cq, denoting zoqt = zoit for all i ∈ Cq, we have the following estimation

results for zoqt and xoi
t .

Lemma 4.2. It holds that

max
1≤q≤N

sup
0≤t≤T

E|zoqt |2 ≤ C, max
1≤i≤K

sup
0≤t≤T

E|xoi
t |2 ≤ C
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Proof. For any q with 1 ≤ q ≤ N , one has

|zoqt |2 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

N

N∑

l=1

mql
1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xoj
t

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ 1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xoj
t |2.

Taking square on both sides of (34) leads to

|xoi
t |2 ≤ K

[
|xi

0|2 +
∫ t

0

(
|xoi

s |2 + |gqs|2 + |zoqs |2
)
ds+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwi
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
]

(35)

and so

1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xoj
t |2 ≤ K


 1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xj
0|2 +

∫ t

0


 1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xoj
s |2 + 1

N

N∑

l=1

|gls|2

 ds

+
1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwj
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2

 .

By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

E


 1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xoj
t |2

 ≤ K


 1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

E|xj
0|2 + E

∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

l=1

|gls|2ds

+
1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwj
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+ E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2

 .

It follows from the BDG inequality [47] and Lemma 4.1 that

E|zoqt |2 ≤ E


 1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xoj
t |2

 ≤ C.

Then we have the first conclusion. Taking expectation on both sides of (35) and applying the Gronwall’s

inequality again, we derive that

E|xoi
t |2 ≤K

[
E|xi

0|2 +
∫ t

0

E|xoi
s |2ds+ E

∫ T

0

(
|gqs|2 + |zoqs |2

)
ds

+E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwi
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+ E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
]

≤K

[
E|xi

0|2 + E

∫ T

0

(
|gqs|2 + |zoqs |2 +Σ2 +Σ2

0

)
ds

]
.

By the boundedness of gq and zoq, we can deduce the second conclusion.

Next we show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. If A = [aij ] ∈ R
N×N satisfies |aij | ≤ Ca for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, then

∥∥e γ
N

A
∥∥
∞

≤ e|γ|Ca for

all γ ∈ R.
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Proof. For the case i = j, one has

∣∣∣
[
e

γ
N

A
]
ii

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
[
IN +

γ

N
A+

1

2!

γ2

N2
A2 + · · ·

]

ii

∣∣∣∣

≤ 1 +
|γ|
N

|[A]ii|+
1

2!

|γ|2
N2

|[A2]ii|+ · · ·

≤ 1 +
|γ|
N

Ca +
1

2!

|γ|2
N

C2
a +

1

3!

|γ|3
N

C3
a + · · ·

≤ 1

N

(
1 + |γ|Ca +

1

2!
|γ|2C2

a +
1

3!
|γ|3C3

a + · · ·
)
+ 1− 1

N

=
1

N
e|γ|Ca + 1− 1

N
.

For the case i 6= j, we have

∣∣∣∣
[
e

γ
N

A
]
ij

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣

[
IN +

γ

N
A+

1

2!

γ2

N2
A2 + · · ·

]

ij

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ |γ|
N

|[A]ij |+
1

2!

|γ|2
N2

|[A2]ij |+ · · ·

≤ |γ|
N

Ca +
1

2!

|γ|2
N

C2
a +

1

3!

|γ|3
N

C3
a + · · ·

=
1

N
e|γ|Ca − 1

N
.

Therefore
∥∥∥e

γ
N

A
∥∥∥
∞

= max
i

N∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣
[
e

γ
N

A
]
ij

∣∣∣∣ ≤ e|γ|Ca.

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

nience, denote

EN , max
q∈{1...,N}

1

λI(Pq)
‖(M −M [N ])1Pq

‖1, E′
N , ‖µ[N ] − µ‖1, δK , EN

2 + (E′
N )2 +

1

min1≤l≤N |Cl|
.

Proposition 4.3. For q ∈ {1, . . . , N}, i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, it holds that

(i) sup
0≤t≤T

E |zoqt − zqt |
2
= O(δK);

(ii) sup
0≤t≤T

E
∣∣|zoqt |2 − |zqt |2

∣∣ = O(δK
1
2 );

(iii) sup
0≤t≤T

E
∣∣xoi

t − yit
∣∣2 = O(δK);

(iv) sup
0≤t≤T

E
∣∣|xoi

t |2 − |yit|2
∣∣ = O(δK

1
2 ).

Proof. For all Aj ∈ Cl, one has

dxoj
t =

[
(A− B2

2R
ft)x

oj
t − B2

2R
glt +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

xon
t

]
dt+Σdwj

t +Σ0dW
0
t (36)

16



and so

E[xoj
t |FW 0

T ] =Exj
0 +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)E[xoj

s |FW 0

T ]− B2

2R
gls +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

E[xon
s |FW 0

T ]

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s . (37)

For any i, j ∈ Cl, we have

E[xoi
t |FW 0

T ]− E[xoj
t |FW 0

T ] =

∫ t

0

(A− B2

2R
fs)
(
E[xoi

s |FW 0

T − E[xoj
s |FW 0

T ]
)
ds,

which has only one solution

E[xoi
t |FW 0

T ]− E[xoj
t |FW 0

T ] = 0.

Thus, for any l ∈ {1, . . . , N}, by denoting x̂l
t , E[xoj

t |FW 0

T ], it follows from (37) that

x̂l
t = µl +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)x̂

l
s −

B2

2R
gls +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkx̂
k
s

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s . (38)

Let ẑqt , 1
N

∑N
l=1 mqlx̂

l
t. Then

ẑqt =
1

N

N∑

l=1

mqlµl +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)ẑ

q
s −

B2

2R

1

N

N∑

l=1

mqlg
l
s +D

1

N

N∑

l=1

mqlẑ
l
s

]
ds+

∫ t

0

1

N

N∑

l=1

mqlΣ0dW
0
s .

(39)

By the triangle inequality, one has

E|zqt − zoqt |2 ≤ 2E|zqt − ẑqt |2 + 2E|ẑqt − zoqt |2. (40)

Now we consider the first part of the right-hand side of inequality (40). Let ∆q
t , zqt − ẑqt and µ[N ](α) ,

N∑
l=1

1Pl
(α)µl. Then it follows from (31) and (39) that

|∆q
0| = |zq0 − ẑq0 |

=

∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

(Mµ)(α)dα − 1

N

N∑

l=1

mqlµl

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

(Mµ−M [N ]µ[N ])(α)dα

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

(
(M −M [N ])µ

)
(α)dα

∣∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

(
M [N ](µ− µ[N ])

)
(α)dα

∣∣∣∣∣ . (41)

By the boundedness of µ(·), we have
∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

(
(M −M [N ])µ

)
(α)dα

∣∣∣∣∣ = N

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Pq

∫ 1

0

(M −M [N ])(α, β)µ(β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

= N

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ 1

0

µ(β)

∫

Pq

(M −M [N ])(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ N

∫ 1

0

|µ(β)| ·
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Pq

(M −M [N ])(α, β)dα

∣∣∣∣∣ dβ

≤ C ·N
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Pq

(M −M [N ])(α, β)dα

∣∣∣∣∣ dβ

≤ CEN .
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For the second part of the right side of inequality (41), one has

∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

(
M [N ](µ− µ[N ])

)
(α)dα

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

∫ 1

0

N∑

l=1

1Pl
(β)mql(µ− µ[N ])(β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ 1

0

N∑

l=1

1Pl
(β)mql(µ− µ[N ])(β)dβ

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

l=1

mql

∫

Pl

(µ− µ[N ])(β)dβ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣(µ− µ[N ])(β)
∣∣∣ dβ

= E′
N .

Thus, above two inequalities lead to

|∆q
0| ≤ C(EN + E′

N ). (42)

Now consider ∆q
t . Let ẑt ∈ L2[0, 1] denote the step function corresponding to the vector [ẑ1t , . . . , ẑ

N
t ]T .

Similarly we define zt and gt. Then it yields

∆q
t =∆q

0 +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)∆

q
s +DN

∫

Pq

(Mzs −M [N ]ẑs)(α)dα − B2

2R
N

∫

Pq

(Mgs −M [N ]gs)(α)dα

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

[
N

∫

Pq

Σ0(M1)(α)dα − 1

N

N∑

l=1

mqlΣ0

]
dW 0

s

=∆q
0 +

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)∆

q
s +DN

∫

Pq

((M −M [N ])zs)(α)dα − B2

2R
N

∫

Pq

((M −M [N ])gs)(α)dα

+D
1

N

N∑

l=1

mql∆
l
s

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0N

∫

Pq

((M −M [N ])1)(α)dαdW 0
s . (43)

Denoting ∆̃N
t , [∆1

t , . . . ,∆
N
t ]T , we have

∆̃N
t = ∆̃N

0 +

∫ t

0

{[
(A− B2

2R
fs)IN +

D

N
MN

]
∆̃N

s +D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s

}
ds+

∫ t

0

Σ0D
N1dW 0

s (44)

where IN is the identity matrix in R
N×N and

DNz
s = N

〈
1Pq

, (M −M [N ])zs

〉N
q=1

,

DNg
s = N

〈
1Pq

, (M −M [N ])gs

〉N
q=1

,

DN1 = N
〈
1Pq

, (M −M [N ])1
〉N
q=1

.

By applying Theorem 3.3 in [41], the solution ∆̃N
t of (44) is given as follows

∆̃N
t = Φ(t)∆̃N

0 +Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s , (45)

where

Φ(t) = Γ(t) exp

(
Dt

N
MN

)
, Γ(t) = exp

(∫ t

0

(A− B2

2R
fs)ds

)
.
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From (45), one has

∆̃N
t (∆̃N

t )T

=Φ(t)∆̃N
0 (∆̃N

0 )TΦ(t)
T
+Φ(t)∆̃N

0

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

)T

+Φ(t)∆̃N
0

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

)T

+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds(∆̃N
0 )TΦ(t)

T

+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

)T

+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

)T

+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s (∆̃
N
0 )TΦ(t)T

+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

)T

+Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

)T

,

9∑

i=1

Yi. (46)

By (42) and Lemma 4 in [23], Y1 satisfies

E[Y1]qq = [Φ(t)∆̃N
0 (∆̃N

0 )TΦ(t)
T
]qq =

∣∣∣[Φ(t)∆̃N
0 ]q

∣∣∣
2

≤ CΓ(t)
2
e2|D|t(EN + E′

N )2 ≤ C(EN + E′
N )2. (47)

For Y3, denoting the qth row of Φ(t) by Φ(t)q:, one has

[Y3]qq =

[
Φ(t)∆̃N

0

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

)T
]

qq

= [Φ(t)∆̃N
0 ]q

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

]

q

= [Φ(t)∆̃N
0 ]qΦ(t)q:

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

and so

E[Y3]qq = [Φ(t)∆̃N
0 ]qE

[
Φ(t)q:

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

]
= 0. (48)

Clearly, E[Y7]qq = E[Y3]qq = 0. Moreover, by the boundedness of eigenfunctions fl, for l ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we
have

‖DNz
s ‖∞ = max

1≤q≤N

∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

((M −M [N ])zs)(α)dα

∣∣∣∣∣

= max
1≤q≤N

∣∣∣∣∣N
∫

Pq

∫ 1

0

(M −M [N ])(α, β)zs(β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ max
1≤q≤N

N

∫ 1

0

|zs(β)| · |
∫

Pq

(M −M [N ])(α, β)dα|dβ

≤ max
1≤q≤N

N

∫ 1

0

(
d∑

l=1

|zls| · |fl(β)|
)

· |
∫

Pq

(M −M [N ])(α, β)dα|dβ
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≤ C

(
d∑

l=1

|zls|
)

max
1≤q≤N

N

∫ 1

0

|
∫

Pq

(M −M [N ])(α, β)dα|dβ

= C

(
d∑

l=1

|zls|
)
EN . (49)

Then

E

∫ t

0

‖DNz
s ‖2∞ds ≤ CEN

2.

Similarly, we obtain E
∫ t

0 ‖DNg
s ‖2∞ds ≤ CEN

2. For the fifth part of (46),

[Y5]qq =

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

)T
]

qq

=

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

]2

q

=

(∫ t

0

[Φ(t)Φ(s)−1]q:(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

)2

≤
(∫ t

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣[Φ(t)Φ(s)−1]ql
∣∣ ·
∣∣∣∣[D ·DNz

s − B2

2R
·DNg

s ]l

∣∣∣∣ ds
)2

≤
(∫ t

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣[Φ(t)Φ(s)−1]ql
∣∣ · ‖D ·DNz

s − B2

2R
·DNg

s ‖∞ds

)2

≤
(∫ t

0

‖Φ(t)Φ(s)−1‖∞ · ‖D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s ‖∞ds

)2

. (50)

By Lemma 4.3, we derive

‖Φ(t)Φ(s)−1‖∞ = Γ(t)Γ(s)−1‖eD(t−s)
N

MN ‖∞ ≤ Γ(t)Γ(s)−1e|D|(t−s). (51)

By (49), (50) and (51), we have

E[Y5]qq ≤ E

(∫ t

0

‖Φ(t)Φ(s)−1‖∞ · ‖D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s ‖∞ds

)2

≤ 2TE

∫ t

0

Γ(t)
2
Γ(s)

−2
e2|D|(t−s)

(
D2‖DNz

s ‖2∞ +
B4

4R2
‖DNg

s ‖2∞
)
ds

≤ CE

∫ t

0

(‖DNz
s ‖2∞ + ‖DNg

s ‖2∞)ds

≤ CEN
2. (52)

Hence, for the second part of (46),

[Y2]qq =

[
Φ(t)∆̃N

0

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

)T
]

qq

=
[
Φ(t)∆̃N

0

]
q

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

]

q

≤ 1

2

∣∣∣∣
[
Φ(t)∆̃N

0

]
q

∣∣∣∣
2

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

]

q

∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
1

2
[Y1]qq +

1

2
[Y5]qq.
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Then

E[Y2]qq ≤ 1

2
E[Y1]qq +

1

2
E[Y5]qq. (53)

This same bound holds for the fourth part Y4 of (46), i.e. E[Y4]qq = E[Y2]qq. For the ninth part of (46),

denoting the qth row of Φ(t) by Φ(t)q:, one has

[Y9]qq =

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

)T
]

qq

=

[∫ t

0

Φ(t)Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

]2

q

= Σ2
0

(∫ t

0

[Φ(t)Φ(s)−1DN1]qdW
0
s

)2

= Σ2
0

(∫ t

0

Φ(t)q:(Φ(s)
−1DN1)dW 0

s

)2

= Σ2
0

(
N∑

l=1

[Φ(t)]ql

∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]ldW
0
s

)2

. (54)

We note ‖DN1‖∞ ≤ EN . Then, by Lemma 4.3, one has

E[Y9]qq = Σ2
0E

(
N∑

l=1

[Φ(t)]ql

∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]ldW
0
s

)2

= Σ2
0

N∑

l=1

N∑

k=1

[Φ(t)]ql[Φ(t)]qkE

(∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]ldW
0
s

∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]kdW
0
s

)

≤ Σ2
0

N∑

l=1

N∑

k=1

|[Φ(t)]ql| · |[Φ(t)]qk|E
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]ldW
0
s

∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]kdW
0
s

∣∣∣∣

≤ Σ2
0

N∑

l=1

N∑

k=1

|[Φ(t)]ql| · |[Φ(t)]qk|
(
E

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]ldW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
) 1

2
(
E

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]kdW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
) 1

2

= Σ2
0





N∑

l=1

|[Φ(t)]ql|
(
E

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

[Φ(s)−1DN1]ldW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
) 1

2





2

= Σ2
0

{
N∑

l=1

|[Φ(t)]ql|
(∫ t

0

∣∣[Φ(s)−1DN1]l
∣∣2 ds

) 1
2

}2

≤ Σ2
0

{
N∑

l=1

|[Φ(t)]ql| ·max
l

(∫ t

0

∣∣[Φ(s)−1DN1]l
∣∣2 ds

) 1
2

}2

≤ Σ2
0‖Φ(t)‖2∞ ·max

l

∫ t

0

∣∣[Φ(s)−1DN1]l
∣∣2 ds

≤ Σ2
0‖Φ(t)‖2∞

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s)−1DN1‖2∞ds

≤ Σ2
0‖Φ(t)‖2∞‖DN1‖2∞

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s)−1‖2∞ds

≤ Σ2
0Γ(t)

2e2|D|tEN
2

∫ t

0

Γ(s)−2e2|D|sds ≤ CEN
2. (55)
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By (50) and (54), we have

[Y6]qq =

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

(
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

)T
]

qq

=

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1(D ·DNz
s − B2

2R
·DNg

s )ds

]

q

[
Φ(t)

∫ t

0

Φ(s)−1Σ0D
N1dW 0

s

]

q

≤ 1

2
([Y5]qq + [Y9]qq) .

Then the sixth part Y6 of (46) satisfies

E[Y6]qq ≤ 1

2
(E[Y5]qq + E[Y9]qq) . (56)

This same bound holds for Y8, i.e. E[Y8]qq = E[Y6]qq. By (46), (47), (48), (52), (53), (55) and (56), we

derive

E|zqt − ẑqt |2 = E|∆q
t |2 = E[∆̃N

t (∆̃N
t )T ]qq =

9∑

i=1

E[Yi]qq ≤ C
(
EN

2 + (E′
N )2

)
. (57)

Next, we analysis the second part of the right-hand side of inequality (40). Denote elt , x̂l
t− 1

|Cl|

∑
j∈Cl

xoj
t .

By the definition of ẑqt and zoqt , we have ẑqt − zoqt = 1
N

N∑
l=1

mqle
l
t. From (36) and (38), elt satisfies

elt = µl −
1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xj
0 +

∫ t

0

[(
A− B2

2R
fs

)
els +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlke
k
s

]
ds− 1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

∫ t

0

Σdwj
s. (58)

Denote w̃l
t ,

1√
|Cl|

∑
j∈Cl

∫ t

0
dwj

s. We note that {w̃l}Nl=1 is a N -dimensional Brownian motion. Then (58) can

be represented as follows

elt = µl −
1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xj
0 +

∫ t

0

[(
A− B2

2R
fs

)
els +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlke
k
s

]
ds−

∫ t

0

1√
|Cl|

Σdw̃l
s. (59)

Taking square on both sides, we have

|elt|2 ≤ C





∣∣∣∣∣∣
µl −

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xj
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

+

∫ t

0

[
|els|2 +

1

N

N∑

k=1

|eks |2
]
ds+ sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

1√
|Cl|

Σdw̃l
s

∣∣∣∣∣

2




.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality and the BDG inequality, one has

1

N

N∑

l=1

E|elt|2 ≤ C





1

N

N∑

l=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
µl −

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xj
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

+

∫ t

0

1

N

N∑

l=1

E|els|2ds+
1

N

N∑

l=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

1√
|Cl|

Σdw̃l
s

∣∣∣∣∣

2




≤ C

{
1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
Cσ +

∫ t

0

1

N

N∑

l=1

E|els|2ds+
1

N

N∑

l=1

1

|Cl|
Σ2T

}

≤ C
1

minl |Cl|

and so

E|ẑqt − zoqt |2 ≤ 1

N

N∑

l=1

E|elt|2 ≤ C
1

minl |Cl|
. (60)
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It follows from (40), (57) and (60) that

sup
0≤t≤T

E|zqt − zoqt |2 ≤ 2 sup
0≤t≤T

E|zqt − ẑqt |2 + 2 sup
0≤t≤T

E|ẑqt − zoqt |2

≤ C

[
EN

2 + (E′
N )2 +

1

minl |Cl|

]
(61)

and so the conclusion (i) is true.

Since

E
∣∣|zoqt |2 − |zqt |2

∣∣ = E
∣∣|zoqt − zqt |2 + 2zqt (z

oq
t − zqt )

∣∣

≤ E|zoqt − zqt |2 + 2
(
E|zqt |2

) 1
2
(
E|zoqt − zqt |2

) 1
2 ,

Lemma 4.1 and conclusion (i) lead to the conclusion (ii).

Moreover, by (33) and (34),

xoi
t − yit =

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)(x

oi
s − yis) +D(zoqs − zqs)

]
ds.

Taking square on both sides and then using Gronwall’s inequality, we derive the result (iii).

Finally, it follows from (33) that E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|yit|2 ≤ C. Since

E
∣∣|xoi

t |2 − |yit|2
∣∣ ≤ E|xoi

t − yit|2 + 2
(
E|yit|2

) 1
2
(
E|xoi

t − yit|2
) 1

2 ,

the conclusion (iii) and the boundedness of yi yield the conclusion (iv).

Now in view of Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 and Proposition 4.3, we obtain the following approximation result.

Proposition 4.4. For i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, it holds that
∣∣Ji(uoi, u−oi)− J∗

i (u
i)
∣∣ = O(δK

1
2 ).

Proof. Denote νoit = H(zoit + η). Then we have

∣∣Ji(uoi, u−oi)− J∗
i (u

i)
∣∣

≤ E

∫ T

0

[
Q|(xoi

t − νoit )2 − (yit − νqt )
2|+R|(uoi

t )2 − (ui
t)

2|
]
dt+QTE|(xoi

T − νoiT )2 − (yiT − νq
T )

2|

≤ (QT +QT ) sup
t

E|(xoi
t − νoit )2 − (yit − νqt )

2|+RT sup
t

E|(uoi
t )2 − (ui

t)
2|

≤ (QT +QT ) sup
t

E
∣∣|xoi

t |2 − |yit|2 + |νoit |2 − |νqt |2 − 2(xoi
t νoit − yitν

oi
t + yitν

oi
t − yitν

q
t )
∣∣

+RT sup
t

E

[
B2

4R2
f2
t

∣∣|xoi
t |2 − |yit|2

∣∣+ B2

2R2
|ft| · |gqt | · |xoi

t − yit|
]

≤ (QT +QT ) sup
t

E
[∣∣|xoi

t |2 − |yit|2
∣∣+H2

∣∣|zoqt |2 − |zqt |2
∣∣+ 2H2|η| · |zoqt − zqt |+ 2|H | · |zoqt + η| · |xoi

t − yit|

+2|H | · |yit| · |zoqt − zqt |
]
+RT sup

t
E

[
B2

4R2
f2
t

∣∣|xoi
t |2 − |yit|2

∣∣+ B2

2R2
|ft| · |gqt | · |xoi

t − yit|
]

≤ C

[
sup
t

E
∣∣|xoi

t |2 − |yit|2
∣∣+ sup

t
E
∣∣|zoqt |2 − |zqt |2

∣∣+
(
sup
t

E |zoqt − zqt |
2
) 1

2

+

(
sup
t

E
∣∣xoi

t − yit
∣∣2
) 1

2

]
.

Then we have the desired result.
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Next we introduce two perturbed systems for any i ∈ Cq: a perturbed closed-loop system and a perturbed

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

For the agent Ai, consider an admissible alternative control vi ∈ U and introduce the corresponding

dynamics 


dx̃i

t = (Ax̃i
t +Bvit +Dz̃it)dt+Σdwi

t +Σ0dW
0
t ,

x̃i
0 = xi

0,
(62)

where z̃it ,
1
N

∑N
l=1 mql

1
|Cl|

∑
j∈Cl

x̃j
t , and other agents keep the control uoj , j 6= i, i.e.





dx̃j
t =

[
(A− B2

2R
ft)x̃

j
t −

B2

2R
glt +Dz̃jt

]
dt+Σdwj

t +Σ0dW
0
t ,

x̃j
0 = xj

0.

(63)

Since z̃jt = z̃kt for any j, k ∈ Cl, denote z̃lt = z̃jt for all j ∈ Cl. The cost function of Ai is given by

Ji(v
i, u−oi) = E

{∫ T

0

[
Q(x̃i

t − ν̃it)
2 +R(vit)

2
]
dt+QT (x̃

i
T − ν̃iT )

2

}
, ν̃it , H(z̃it + η).

By (32), considering the admissible alternative control vi ∈ U , we also introduce the perturbed limiting

system of agent Ai as follows:



dỹit = (Aỹit +Bvit +Dzqt )dt+Σdwi

t +Σ0dW
0
t ,

ỹi0 = xi
0.

The corresponding cost function of Ai is given by

J∗
i (v

i) = E

{∫ T

0

[
Q(ỹit − νqt )

2 +R(vit)
2
]
dt+QT (ỹ

i
T − νqT )

2

}
, νqt , H(zqt + η).

Now we give some estimation results for z̃lt and x̃i
t.

Lemma 4.4. For the dynamics (62) and (63), it holds that

max
1≤l≤N

sup
0≤t≤T

E|z̃lt|2 ≤ C

(
1 +

1

N |Cq|
E

∫ T

0

|vit|2ds
)
, sup

0≤t≤T
E|x̃i

t|2 ≤ C

(
1 + E

∫ T

0

|vit|2ds
)
.

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

|x̃i
t|2 ≤ C

[
|xi

0|2 +
∫ t

0

(
|x̃i

s|2 + |vis|2 + |z̃qs |2
)
ds+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwi
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
]
.

For any j ∈ Cq with j 6= i, taking square on both sides of (63), we derive

|x̃j
t |2 ≤ C

[
|xj

0|2 +
∫ t

0

(
|x̃j

s|2 + |gqs|2 + |z̃qs |2
)
ds+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwj
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
]
.

Then

1

|Cq|
∑

j∈Cq

|x̃j
t |2 ≤C





1

|Cq|
∑

j∈Cq

|xj
0|2 +

∫ t

0


 1

|Cq|
∑

j∈Cq

|x̃j
s|2 + |gqs|2 + |z̃qs |2 +

1

|Cq|
(
|vis|2 − |gqs|2

)

 ds

+
1

|Cq|
∑

j∈Cq

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwj
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2


 . (64)
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For any j ∈ Cl with l 6= q, taking square and summation of j ∈ Cl on both sides of (63), we get

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|x̃j
t |2 ≤C


 1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|xj
0|2 +

∫ t

0


 1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

|x̃j
s|2 + |gls|2 + |z̃ls|2


 ds

+
1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwj
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2

 . (65)

By (64) and (65),

1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

|x̃n
t |2 ≤C

{
1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

|x̃n
0 |2 +

∫ t

0

[
1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

|x̃n
s |2 +

1

N

N∑

k=1

|gks |2 +
1

N

N∑

k=1

|z̃ks |2

+
1

N |Cq|
(
|vis|2 + |gqs|2

)]
ds+

1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σdwn
s

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Σ0dW
0
s

∣∣∣∣
2
}
.

Taking expectation on both sides and applying BDG inequality, we have

E
1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

|x̃n
t |2 ≤ C

[
1 +

∫ t

0

E
1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

|x̃n
s |2ds+

1

N |Cq|
E

∫ T

0

(
|vis|2 + |gqs|2

)
ds

]
.

By Lemma 4.1 and applying Gronwall’s inequality, for any l ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we have

E|z̃lt|2 ≤ E
1

N

N∑

k=1

1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

|x̃n
t |2 ≤ C

[
1 +

1

N |Cq|
E

∫ T

0

(
|vis|2 + |gqs|2

)
ds

]

≤ C

(
1 +

1

N |Cq|
E

∫ T

0

|vis|2ds
)
.

Then we derive the first result. The other result can be proved similar to Lemma 4.2.

Since the parameters of cost function is positive (nonnegative),

E

∫ T

0

R|vis|2ds ≤ Ji(v
i, u−oi),

it is enough to consider the control vi satisfying

E

∫ T

0

|vis|2ds ≤
1

R

[
J∗
i (u

i) +O(δK
1
2 )
]
. (66)

Otherwise, applying Proposition 4.4 yields

E

∫ T

0

R|vis|2ds > J∗
i (u

i) +O(δK
1
2 ) ≥ Ji(u

oi, u−oi),

hence the ǫ-Nash property holds trivially.

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

perturbed closed-loop system for agent Ai.

Proposition 4.5. For fixed i ∈ Cq, it holds that

(i) sup
0≤t≤T

E |z̃qt − zqt |
2
= O(δK);
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(ii) sup
0≤t≤T

E
∣∣|z̃qt |2 − |zqt |2

∣∣ = O(δK
1
2 );

(iii) sup
0≤t≤T

E
∣∣x̃i

t − ỹit
∣∣2 = O(δK);

(iv) sup
0≤t≤T

E
∣∣|x̃i

t|2 − |ỹit|2
∣∣ = O(δK

1
2 ).

Proof. Denote ¯̄xl
t ,

1
|Cl|

∑
j∈Cl

x̃j
t , l ∈ {1, . . . , N}. For each l 6= q,





d¯̄xl
t =

[
(A− B2

2R
ft)¯̄x

l
t −

B2

2R
glt +Dz̃lt

]
dt+Σ

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

dwj
t + Σ0dW

0
t ,

¯̄xl
0 =

1

|Cl|
∑

j∈Cl

xj
0

(67)

and




d¯̄xq
t =

[
(A− B2

2R
ft)¯̄x

q
t −

B2

2R
gqt +Dz̃qt +

1

|Cq|

(
Bvit +

B2

2R
ftx̃

i
t +

B2

2R
gqt

)]
dt+Σ

1

|Cq|
∑

j∈Cq

dwj
t +Σ0dW

0
t ,

¯̄xq
0 =

1

|Cq|
∑

j∈Cq

xj
0.

(68)

Recall that for l ∈ {1, . . . , N},

z̃lt =
1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

x̃n
t =

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk ¯̄x
k
t .

By (67) and (68), we derive





dz̃lt =

[
(A− B2

2R
ft)z̃

l
t −

B2

2R

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkg
k
t +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkz̃
k
t +

mlq

N |Cq|

(
Bvit +

B2

2R
ftx̃

i
t +

B2

2R
gqt

)]
dt

+Σ
1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

dwn
t +Σ0

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkdW
0
t

z̃l0 =
1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

xn
0 .

(69)

From (36), one has





dzolt =

[
(A− B2

2R
ft)z

ol
t − B2

2R

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkg
k
t +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkz
ok
t

]
dt

+Σ
1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

dwn
t +Σ0

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlkdW
0
t ,

zol0 =
1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk
1

|Ck|
∑

n∈Ck

xn
0 .

(70)

Then it follows from (69) and (70) that

z̃lt − zolt =

∫ t

0

[
(A− B2

2R
fs)(z̃

l
s − zols ) +D

1

N

N∑

k=1

mlk(z̃
k
s − zoks ) +

mlq

N |Cq|

(
Bvis +

B2

2R
fsx̃

i
s +

B2

2R
gqs

)]
ds.
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Taking square and summation over l from 1 to N on both sides, we have

N∑

l=1

|z̃lt − zolt |2 ≤ C

∫ t

0

[
N∑

l=1

|z̃ls − zols |2 + 1

N |Cq|2
(
|vis|2 + |x̃i

s|2 + |gqs|2
)
]
ds

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

E

N∑

l=1

|z̃lt − zolt |2 ≤ C
1

N |Cq|2
E

∫ T

0

(
|vis|2 + |x̃i

s|2 + |gqs|2
)
ds ≤ C

1

N |Cq|2

(
1 + E

∫ T

0

|vis|2ds
)
. (71)

It is easy to check that J∗
i (u

i) is bounded uniformly with respect to i and so (66) and (71) lead to

sup
0≤t≤T

E|z̃qt − zoqt |2 ≤ C
1

N |Cq|2

(
1 + E

∫ T

0

|vis|2ds
)

≤ C
1

N |Cq|2
. (72)

By (61) and (72), and the triangle inequality, one has

sup
0≤t≤T

E |z̃qt − zqt |
2 ≤ 2 sup

0≤t≤T
E |z̃qt − zoqt |2 + 2 sup

0≤t≤T
E |zoqt − zqt |

2

≤ C

(
1

N |Cq|2
+ EN

2 + (E′
N )2 +

1

minl |Cl|

)

≤ C

(
EN

2 + (E′
N )2 +

1

minl |Cl|

)

= CδK .

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

4.3.

By Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.5, we can deduce the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. For any vi ∈ U with i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, it holds that

∣∣Ji(vi, u−oi)− J∗
i (v

i)
∣∣ = O

(
δK

1
2

)
.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Proposition 4.4 and so we omit it here.

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

Theorem 4.1. Under Assumptions 3.1, 3.2 (or 3.3), 4.1 and 4.2, the set of strategies (uo1, . . . , uoK) given

by (30) is an ǫ-Nash equilibrium, with ǫ = O(δK
1
2 ), where δK = EN

2 + (E′
N )2 + 1

minl |Cl|
.

Proof. For i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, by Propositions 4.4 and 4.6 and the optimality of ui, we derive

Ji(u
oi, u−oi) ≤J∗

i (u
i) +O(δK

1
2 ) ≤ J∗

i (v
i) +O(δK

1
2 )

≤Ji(v
i, u−oi) +O(δK

1
2 ),

which yields the result.

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(α, β) = − 1
2 − 1

2 cos(2π(α − β)) with α, β ∈ [0, 1], which

has simple spectral characterizations (see [17]). The eigenfunctions of graphon M associated with nonzero

eigenvalues are 1[0,1](·),
√
2 cos(2π(·)) and

√
2 sin(2π(·)), and the corresponding eigenvalues are − 1

2 , − 1
4 and

− 1
4 . Then it is easy to see that Assumption 3.1 holds. Moreover, we generate a finite weighted graphs of size

N from the graphon M , by connecting nodes i and j with weight M( i−1
N , j−1

N ), for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, which
means the adjacency matrices MN = [mij ] = [M( i−1

N , j−1
N )]. This sequence of graphs and the graphon M

satisfy Assumption 4.2. Indeed, letting M [N ] denote the step function type graphons corresponding to MN ,

we have that for each q ∈ {1, . . . , N},
(
(M −M [N ])1Pq

)
(α) =

∫ 1

0

(M −M [N ])(α, β)1Pq
(β)dβ

=− 1

2

∫ 1

0


cos(2π(α − β))−

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

1Pi
(α)1Pj

(β) cos(2π
i− j

N
)


1Pq

(β)dβ

=− 1

2

∫

Pq

[
cos(2π(α− β))−

N∑

i=1

1Pi
(α) cos(2π

i − q

N
)

]
dβ. (73)

Applying the mean value theorem for integrals, there exists ξ ∈ [ q−1
N , q

N ] such that

− 1

2

∫

Pq

[
cos(2π(α − β))−

N∑

i=1

1Pi
(α) cos(2π

i− q

N
)

]
dβ

=− 1

2N

[
cos(2π(α− ξ))−

N∑

i=1

1Pi
(α) cos(2π

i− q

N
)

]

=− 1

2N

N∑

i=1

1Pi
(α)

[
cos(2π(α− ξ)) − cos(2π

i− q

N
)

]
. (74)

Combining (73) and (74), we have

N

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
(
(M −M [N ])1Pq

)
(α)
∣∣∣ dα ≤ 1

2

∫ 1

0

N∑

i=1

1Pi
(α)

∣∣∣∣cos(2π(α − ξ))− cos(2π
i− q

N
)

∣∣∣∣ dα. (75)

For α ∈ [ i−1
N , i

N ], one has

∣∣∣∣cos(2π(α− ξ))− cos(2π
i− q

N
)

∣∣∣∣ =2

∣∣∣∣sin(π(α − ξ +
i− q

N
))

∣∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣∣sin(π(α − ξ − i− q

N
))

∣∣∣∣

≤2

∣∣∣∣sin(π(α − ξ − i− q

N
))

∣∣∣∣

≤2π

∣∣∣∣α− ξ − i− q

N

∣∣∣∣

≤4π

N
. (76)

It follows from (75) and (76) that

N

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
(
(M −M [N ])1Pq

)
(α)
∣∣∣ dα ≤ 2π

N

and so

max
q∈{1...,N}

N‖(M −M [N ])1Pq
‖1 = max

q∈{1...,N}
N

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
(
(M −M [N ])1Pq

)
(α)
∣∣∣ dα ≤ 2π

N
.
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Thus, the given M [N ] and M satisfy Assumption 4.2. Furthermore, with the eigenvalues of the limit graphon

M in this example, Assumption 3.2 holds if other parameters satisfy:





B 6= 0, D 6= 0,

H > 0, QT > 0,

− 2B2

D2R

[
2QH − sup

0≤t≤T
(Dft)

]
< min

l
λl = −1

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 ǫ-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 ⊂ [0, 1] and arbitrary ε > 0. Denoting λ be the Lebesgue measure on R, there exist open sets S ⊂ So

and T ⊂ T o such that λ(So \ S) ≤ ε, λ(T o \ T ) ≤ ε. Letting So
1 = So

⋂
(0, 1) and T o

1 = T o
⋂
(0, 1), we can

find a finite integer s∗ and adjoint open intervals ISi ⊂ [0, 1], 1 ≤ i ≤ s∗, such that Us∗ ,
⋃s∗

i=1 I
S
i ⊂ So

1 and

λ(So
1 \ Us∗) ≤ ε. Similarly, we can find a finite integer t∗ and adjoint open intervals ITi ⊂ [0, 1], 1 ≤ i ≤ s∗,

such that Ut∗ ,
⋃t∗

j=1 I
T
j ⊂ T o

1 and λ(T o
1 \ Ut∗) ≤ ε. We note that (s∗, t∗) depends on (S, T , ε).

Let △ denote the symmetric difference. Thus, we have λ(S△Us∗) ≤ 2ε, λ(T △Ut∗) ≤ 2ε, which deduce

λ× λ((S × T )△ (Us∗ × Ut∗)) ≤ 2ε2 + 4ε < 6ε. Since |(M [N ] −M)(α, β)| ≤ 2 for all α, β ∈ [0, 1], we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ −
∫

Us∗×Ut∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ < 12ε. (77)

We take a sufficiently large N0, depending on s∗ and t∗ (and so on (S, T , ε)), such that for N ≥ N0,

s∗/N ≤ ε and t∗/N ≤ ε. Consider N ≥ N0 with the N -uniform partition {P1, . . . , PN} of [0, 1], we select
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some subintervals from {P1, . . . , PN} whenever their interiors are contained in Us∗ . The selected subcollection

denoted by {Pir}rNr=1. Similarly, select a subcollection {Pjτ }τNτ=1. Denote Ûs∗ =
⋃rN

r=1 Pir and Ût∗ =
⋃τN

τ=1 Pjτ .

Follow from [22], one has

λ(Us∗ \ Ûs∗) ≤ 2s∗/N ≤ 2ε, λ(Ut∗ \ Ût∗) ≤ 2t∗/N ≤ 2ε.

Then for all N ≥ N0, we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

Us∗×Ut∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ −
∫

Ûs∗×Ut∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 4ε,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ûs∗×Ut∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ −
∫

Ûs∗×Ût∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 4ε.

(78)

Combining (77) and (78), by the triangle inequality, one has that for all N ≥ N0,
∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ −
∫

Ûs∗×Ût∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 20ε. (79)

By the definition of Ûs∗ and Ût∗ , we obtain
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ûs∗×Ût∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ûs∗

∫

Ût∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

rN∑

r=1

τN∑

τ=1

∫

Pir

∫

Pjτ

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
rN∑

r=1

τN∑

τ=1

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Pir

∫

Pjτ

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Pi

∫

Pj

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

≤N · max
1≤i≤N

N∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Pi

∫

Pj

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dβdα

∣∣∣∣∣

≤N · max
1≤i≤N

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Pi

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dα

∣∣∣∣ dβ

=N · max
1≤i≤N

‖(M [N ] −M)1Pi
‖1 = EN . (80)

Then by (79) and (80), for all N ≥ N0 depending on (S, T , ε), we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ûs∗×Ût∗

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ + 20ε ≤ EN + 20ε. (81)

Then, for any given measurable sets S, T ⊂ [0, 1],

lim
N→∞

∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Suppose there is another graphon limit M̂ satisfying Assumption 4.2. For any δ > 0 and S×T ⊂ [0, 1]2,

by (81), there exists N0 (depending on (S, T , δ)) such that
∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M [N ] −M)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ δ,

∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M [N ] − M̂)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ δ.

Then ∣∣∣∣
∫

S×T

(M − M̂)(α, β)dαdβ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2δ.

Since S × T is arbitrary, by the definition of cut norm, we obtain ‖M − M̂‖� ≤ 2δ. Moreover, since δ is

arbitrary, we have ‖M − M̂‖� = 0.
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[2] M. Huang, P.E. Caines, and R. P. Malhamé. Large-population cost-coupled LQG problems with nonuni-

form agents: individual-mass behavior and decentralized ε-Nash equilibria. IEEE Transactions on Au-

tomatic Control, 52(9):1560-1571, 2007.

[3] J.M. Lasry and P.L. Lions. Mean field games. Japanese Journal of Mathematics, 2(1):229-260, 2007.

[4] R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic analysis of mean-field games. SIAM Journal on Control and

Optimization, 51(4):2705-2734, 2013.

[5] R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications I, Springer,

Cham, Switzerland, 2018.

[6] R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications II, Springer,

Cham, Switzerland, 2018.

[7] A. Bensoussan, K.C.J. Sung, S.C.P. Yam and S.P. Yung, Linear-quadratic mean field games. Journal of

Optimization Theory and Applications, 169:496-529, 2016.

[8] Y. Ma and M. Huang, Linear quadratic mean field games with a major player: The multi-scale approach.

Automatica, 113, 108774, 2020.

[9] R. Xu and F. Zhang, ǫ-Nash mean-field games for general linear-quadratic systems with applications.

Automatica, 114, 108835, 2020.

[10] L. Lovász, Large Networks and Graph Limits, vol. 60, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI,

2012.

[11] L. Lovász and B. Szegedy, Limits of dense graph sequences, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B,

96(6):933-957, 2006.

[12] C. Borgs, J.T. Chayes, L. Lovász, V.T. Sós, and K. Vesztergombi, Convergent sequences of dense graphs

i: Subgraph frequencies, metric properties and testing, Advances in Mathematics, 219(6):1801-1851,

2008.

[13] C. Borgs, J.T. Chayes, L. Lovász, V.T. Sós, and K. Vesztergombi, Convergent sequences of dense graphs

ii. multiway cuts and statistical physics, Annals of Mathematics, 176(1):151-219, 2012.

[14] S. Gao and P.E. Caines, Graphon control of large-scale networks of linear systems. IEEE Transactions

on Automatic Control, 65(10):4090-4105, 2019.

[15] S. Gao and P.E. Caines, Graphon linear quadratic regulation of large-scale networks of linear systems.

In 2018 IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC) (pp. 5892-5897). IEEE, 2018.

[16] S. Gao and P.E. Caines, Optimal and approximate solutions to linear quadratic regulation of a class

of graphon dynamical systems. In 2019 IEEE 58th Conference on Decision and Control (CDC) (pp.

8359-8365). IEEE, 2019.

31



[17] S. Gao and P.E. Caines, Spectral representations of graphons in very large network systems control. In

2019 IEEE 58th conference on decision and Control (CDC) (pp. 5068-5075). IEEE, 2019.

[18] R. Carmona, D.B. Cooney, C.V. Graves, and M. Lauriere. Stochastic graphon games: I. the static case.

Mathematics of Operations Research, 47(1):750-778, 2022.

[19] F. Parise and A. Ozdaglar. Graphon games: a statistical framework for network games and interventions.

Econometrica, 91(1):191-225, 2023.

[20] P.E. Caines and M. Huang, Graphon mean field games and the GMFG equations, in Proceedings of the

57th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC) (pp.4129-4134). IEEE, 2018.

[21] P.E. Caines and M. Huang, Graphon mean field games and the GMFG equations: ǫ-Nash equilibria, in

Proceedings of the 58th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC) (pp. 286-292). IEEE, 2019.

[22] P.E. Caines and M. Huang, Graphon mean field games and their equations. SIAM Journal on Control

and Optimization, 59(6):4373-4399, 2021.

[23] S. Gao, R.F. Tchuendom, and P.E. Caines, Linear quadratic graphon field games. arXiv preprint,

arXiv:2006.03964, 2020.

[24] S. Gao, P.E. Caines, and M. Huang, LQG graphon mean field games: Analysis via graphon invariant

subspaces. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 68(12):7482-7497, 2023.

[25] A. Aurell, R. Carmona, and M. Laurière. Stochastic graphon games: II. the linear-quadratic case.

Applied Mathematics and Optimization, 85(3):39, 2022.

[26] R.F. Tchuendom, S. Gao, M. Huang and P.E. Caines, Optimal network location in infinite horizon

LQG graphon mean field games. In 2022 IEEE 61st Conference on Decision and Control (CDC) (pp.

5558-5565). IEEE, 2022.

[27] H. Amini, Z. Cao and A. Sulem, Stochastic graphon mean field games with jumps and approximate

Nash equilibria. arXiv preprint, arXiv:2304.04112, 2023.

[28] E. Bayraktar, S. Chakraborty and R. Wu, Graphon mean field systems. The Annals of Applied Proba-

bility, 33(5):3587-3619, 2023.

[29] E. Bayraktar, R. Wu, and X. Zhang, Propagation of chaos of forward-backward stochastic differential

equations with graphon interactions. Applied Mathematics and Optimization, 88, 25, 2023.

[30] H. Amini, Z. Cao and A. Sulem, Graphon mean-field backward stochastic differential equations with

jumps and associated dynamic risk measures. SSRN.4162616, 2023.

[31] A. Aurell, R. Carmona, G. Dayanıklı and M. Laurière, Finite state graphon games with applications to

epidemics. Dynamic Games and Applications, 12(1):49-81, 2022.

[32] R. Carmona, F. Delarue and D. Lacker, Mean field games with common noise. The Annals of Probability,

44(6):3740-3803, 2016.

[33] R.F. Tchuendom, Uniqueness for linear-quadratic mean field games with common noise. Dynamic Games

and Applications, 8:199-210, 2018.

32

http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03964
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.04112


[34] R. Carmona, J.P. Fouque and L.H. Sun, Mean field games and systemic risk, Communications in

Mathematical Sciences, 13:911-933, 2015.

[35] A. Bensoussan, X. Feng and J. Huang, Linear-quadratic-Gaussian mean-field-game with partial obser-

vation and common noise. Mathematical Control and Related Fields, 11(1):23-46, 2021.

[36] P.J. Graber, Linear quadratic mean field type control and mean field games with common noise, with

application to production of an exhaustible resource. Applied Mathematics and Optimization, 74:459-

486, 2016.

[37] B.C. Wang, H. Zhang, and J.F. Zhang, Linear quadratic mean field social control with common noise:

A directly decoupling method. Automatica, 146, 110619, 2022.

[38] T.J. Hua and P. Luo, Linear-quadratic extended mean field games with common noises. arXiv preprint

arXiv:2311.04001, 2023.

[39] A. Dunyak and P.E. Caines, Graphon Field Tracking Games with Discrete Time Q-noise. In 2023 IEEE

62nd Conference on Decision and Control (CDC) (pp.8194-8199). IEEE, 2023.

[40] H.L. Royden and P. Fitzpatrick, Real Analysis (Vol. 2). New York: Macmillan, 1968.
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