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Intrinsic regularization by noise for 1d mean field games

Francois Delarue* Youssef Ouknine T

Abstract

The purpose of this article is to show that an intrinsic noise with values in the space
P(R) of 1d probability measures may force uniqueness to first order mean field games.
The structure of the noise is inspired from the earlier work [DHa]. It reads as a coloured
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with reflection on the boundary of quantile functions on
the 1d torus, with the elements of the latter playing the role of indices for the continuum
of players underpinning the game. In [DHa], the semi-group generated by the noise is
shown to enjoy smoothing properties that become key in the study carried out here.
Although the analysis is limited to the 1d setting, this is the first example of uniqueness
forcing for generic mean field games set over an infinite dimensional set of probability
measures and this may be one step forward towards a more systematic regularization
by noise theory for mean field games.

Keywords: Mean field games; Common Noise; Measure-valued Diffusions; Wasserstein Diffu-
sions; Reflected SPDE; Rearrangement Inequalities.
MSC2020 subject classifications: 49N80, 91A16, 60H15, 60G57.

1 Introduction

Mean field game theory was introduced in concomitant works by Lasry and Lions and by
Huang, Caines and Malhamé, see [HMC03, HMCO07, LL06a, LLO6b, LL07]. Its purpose is
to describe asymptotic versions of dynamic games with many weakly interacting agents. In
this approach, equilibria (in the sense of Nash) are described by means of a time-dependent
path with values in the space of probability measures. Those probability measures describe
the successive states (as time goes by) of the population of players when all of them form a
Nash equilibrium.

Solutions (or equilibria) to mean field games are known to be characterized through a
forward-backward system of two Partial Differential Equations (PDEs): the forward equa-
tion is a Fokker-Planck equation describing the evolution of the in-equilibrium population
whilst the backward equation is a Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the value function to one
reference player within the population, see [CDLL19, CP21, Lio]. Alternatively, equilibria
can be described through a forward-backward system of two (possibly stochastic) differential
equations, the forward one being for the state of one typical player inside the in-equilibrium
population and the backward one being either for the optimal cost or the optimal strategy
to the same reference player, see [CD18a).

One main difficulty with mean field games is that uniqueness is rare. Conditions are
known under which uniqueness is indeed satisfied, but there are rather demanding. The
most famous ones are the so-called monotonicity conditions, either stated in the sense of
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Lasry and Lions (or equivalently in the space of signed measures) or in the displacement
monotone sense (or equivalently in the space of random variables lying above the space of
probability measures), see the additional references [GM22, GMMZ22] for the latter.

The key objective of this article is to show that one can guarantee uniqueness by forc-
ing the dynamics of the population randomly. This fact was already observed in previous
contributions, but in some limited cases when the equilibria are known to live in a finite-
dimensional space (for instance, when equilibria are Gaussian, see [Tchl18], or when the
mean field game is set over a finite state space, see [BCCD21]). When the framework is
truly infinite dimensional, uniqueness has been shown to hold in [Dell19], but in presence of
an infinite dimensional noise that destroys the mean field structure of the solutions. In con-
trast to the latter one, the main result here is to show that we can indeed force uniqueness
and (at the same time) preserve the mean field structure of the solutions with a suitable
form of common noise.

The form of our common noise is taken from the previous work [DHa]. Therein, the
authors study the construction of a diffusion process with values in P(R) (the space of
probability measures over R). The key point in this approach is to identify elements of P(RR)
with quantile functions defined on the 1d torus and then to consider, as dynamics, a coloured
stochastic heat equation with reflection on the boundary of the set of quantile functions.
Importantly, the semi-group of the resulting process (acting on real-valued functions defined
on P(R)) is shown to have a strong smoothing effect, mapping bounded onto Lipschitz
functions, with a time integrable singularity in small time. The core of our approach is to
subject the players of the game to this form of noise and then to use the smoothing properties
established for the latter one in [DHa] in order to decouple the two forward and backward
equations characterizing the equilibrium. In particular, the limitation of the analysis to the
1d setting directly stems from the approach introduced in [DHa]. If we could extend [DHa] to
the higher dimensional setting, we could consider in turn games with d-dimensional players.

Similar to solutions to standard mean field games, the equilibrium that is constructed
is shown to be distributed, meaning that the equilibrium strategy of a reference player in
the population is a feedback function of the private state of the reference player and of the
statistical state of the population. As such, the feedback function does not depend on the
index of the reference player in the continuum of players. Based on this observation, we say
that the regularization phenomenon enforcing uniqueness is intrinsic. In fact, this feedback
function is expected to be, at least formally, the solution of a second order analogue of the
master equation for mean field games (see [CDLL19]). At this stage, the understanding of
the Kolomogorov equation associated with the reflected stochastic heat equation constructed
in [DHa] remains however too limited to make this guess rigorous. We hope to come back
to this question in a future work.

Our article is organized as follows. The form of the game together with the main results
are presented in Section 2 (see in particular Theorem 2.7). The forward-backward system
characterizing the equilibria is shown to be uniquely solvable in Section 3. In Section 4,
we prove that the equilibrium feedback has a distributed structure. Finally, we establish in
Appendix some auxiliary results related to the noise itself.

Notations. We let $ := R/Z, which we equip with the Lebesgue measure Lebg. We call
(eo := 1, (ex := V2 cos(2mk-))gem\{o}) the standard cosinus functions on $. For an exponent
X € (1/2,1) (which is fixed throughout the note), we let @ be the operator mapping ey onto
ke, for k € IN. Also, we call (W;);>o an L?(8$)-valued Q-Brownian motion defined on
some usual filtered probability space (2, A, F,P), with the following expansion:

Wi(z) = Y (Qer)(@)Bf, w€S, >0,

kelN

for a collection (B¥)ew of independent IF-Brownian motions. For purposes that are clarified
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below, we assume IF to be generated by Fo and the family (B*)zen. We say that a 1-periodic
function from R to [—o0, +00] is non-decreasing if it is symmetric with respect 0 and non-
increasing on [—1/2,0]. Identifying 1-periodic functions with functions defined on $, we
call U%(8) the class of those non-decreasing functions that are also square-integrable (with
respect to Lebs). Importantly (see for instance! [DHa, Proposition 2.1]), any element of
U?($) has a unique version in L?($) that is right-continuous in 0 and left-continuous on
(0,1/2] (by symmetry such a version is in fact continuous in 0). We say that this version is
‘canonical’. Also, the mapping

1 x
éi{% 5 h(r)dr z€(0,1/2]+Z
(z,h) €8 x U*(S) — . T (1.1)
lim 5/ hr)dr @€ [~1/2,0)+ Z

that maps an element h € U%($) onto the evaluation of the canonical version of h at x is
jointly measurable in (z, h).

Without any further comment, we will always consider this version. In the same spirit,
we denote by Hgym(S) the set of symmetric 1-periodic functions that belong to the standard
Sobolev space H(S) (i.e., the second-order derivatives are in L?($)). The dual of HZ (S)
is denoted Hg 2 ($).

Moreover, we call Po(R) the space of probability measures over R with a finite second
moment. We equip it with the 2-Wasserstein distance Wy, see [CD18a, Chapter 5. We
recall in particular from [DHa] that (Pa(R), W2) and (U%($),|| - |l2) (where || - |2 is the
L?($)-norm) are isometric. In words, elements of U?($) should be regarded as ‘periodic’
quantile functions and are canonically identified with probability measures on R. Indeed,
for a probability measure u € P2(R) with F), as cumulative distribution function and with

F M) :=inf{t e R: F,(t) >z}, z€[0,1],

as generalized inverse of the cumulative distribution function, the periodic function given
by
F 1(2x) x €1[0,1/2]
x " ’ ’ ' (1.2)
{ Fri(=2x), x €[-1/2,0],

is the representative of p in U%($). With a slight abuse of notation, we still denote this
representative by F, .

Lastly, we also recall that the Borel o-field on P2(R) is generated by the mappings
A — u(A), for A running in the Borel o-field over R. And, for any metric space X, we
denote by B(X) the Borel o-field on X.

2 Mean field game with common noise and main result

2.1 Candidate for being an equilibrium: reflected SDE

Following [BCCD21] (which addresses mean field games over a finite state space), the
challenge is to define a suitable of class of probability-measure-valued dynamics on the top of
which the mean field game will be eventually constructed. We thus introduce the following
prototype of reflected SDEs, the driftless version of which is taken from [DHal:

dX,(z) = =V(t,z,Lebs o X; ')dt + AXy(z)dt + dWy(2) + dmp(z), z €S, (2.1)

where V is a measurable mapping from [0,7] x $ x P2(R) to R. We assume the latter to
satisfy the following properties:

'n fact, in [DHal, elements of UZ%($) are non-increasing on [0,1/2] and non-decreasing on [—1/2,0]. We
may easily pass from one choice to the other by means of the change of variable z — z + 1/2.
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Definition 2.1.  We denote by C the class of measurable functions V : [0, T]x$x P2(R) — R
such that, for a certain constant C > 0,

1. The function V is bounded by C;
2. For any (t,p) € [0,T) x P2(R), the function x € § — V(t,z, u) belongs to U(8);
3. The function V : (t,u) € [0,T] x P2(R) — L*(8) is C-Lipschitz, i.e.

/S |V(t,z, p) = V(t, x, l/)‘2d1' < CWj3(p,v).

In Equation (2.1), the process (n:(x))o<i<7,zes is a reflection term that forces the solution
to stay in the cone U%(8) of square-integrable mappings from $ to R. The definition is as
follows:

Definition 2.2. On (2, A, T, P) equipped with the Q-Brownian motion (Wy)o<i<r and with
a deterministic initial condition X with values in U%(S), a process (X¢,mt)o<t<T Solves the
rearranged SHE (2.1) if

1. (Xt)o<t<r is a continuous F-adapted process with values in U*($);
2. (m)o<i<r 5 a continuous F-adapted process with values in Hs;,fn(S), starting from 0

at 0, such that, with probability 1, for any u € HZ,,,(S)NU>(S), the path ((ne,u))o<e<r
is non-decreasing;

3. with probability 1, for any u € H2,_ (S) and for any t € [0,T],

sym

t t
(X — Xo,u) = —/ (V(r, -, Lebg o X;1)7u>d7’ +/ (Xr, Auydr + Wy, u) + (e, u).
0 0

4. for any t € 0,7,

t
lim E [/ A X, - dnr} =0.
eN\0 0

One key technical result in our work is to show that, for a fixed choice of V', Equation
(2.1) has a unique strong solution. This is an improvement of the results studied in [DHal,
in which V is just 0.

Theorem 2.3. Given V € C and a deterministic initial condition Xy € U?(S), there exists
a unique solution (X¢,mt)o<i<T to the rearranged SHE (2.1) that satisfies Definition 2.2.
Moreover, there exist constants C,e > 0 such that

1
E [[VX0])3] < €+ Cmin(5 1%l

VXo|ly), te 0.7,
E{GXP(EOE‘ETHXHI%)} <cC. (2.2)

We just provide the proof of uniqueness at this stage of the paper, because the argument
is repeatedly used in the paper. Existence, which is much more difficult to address, is treated
in Appendix (Section 5).

Proof. The proof of uniqueness is just a variant of the proof of [DHa, Proposition 4.14]. For
this reason, we just present a sketch of it, the details being left to the reader. Intuitively,
for any two solutions (X;(z), n:(2))i>0,zes and (X{(z),n;())i>0,0es, we have

de|| X: — X7)13 = —2(X;, — X{,V(t,-, Lebg o XY = V(t,-, Lebs o (Xt’)*l)>2dt

(2.3)
— V(X = X{)|3dt + 2(X; — X{, dn; — dnjy)

27
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with the bracket (-,-)o standing for the inner product in L?($). Rigorously, this argument
is false, as the last integral with respect to dn; — dn, is properly defined only when the
integrand takes values in HZ,, ($). The proof performed in [DHa, Proposition 4.14] consists
in mollifying X; — X/ by €2 and then in letting £ tend 0. In this way, we can do as if the
term in the right-hand side were well-defined. The next step is to invoke items (2) and (4)
in Definition 2.2: altogether, they guarantee that the contribution of (X; — X/, dn; — dn})2 is
negative. The proof is then easily completed by using the Lispchitz property of V (item (3) in
Definition 2.1), which says that ||V(t, -, Lebso X; ') = V(t, -, Lebg o (X})~1)||2 < C|| X¢ — X!||2,
together with Gronwall’s lemma. O

Remark 2.4. By (1.1), we can easily change the version of (Xi)i>o in Definition 1.1 in such
a way that it still satisfies all the items of the definition and, for any (t,w) € [0,T] x Q,
the function x € $ — Xy(x) is left-continuous on (0,1/2], right-continuous on [—1/2,0) and
continuous in 0.

In fact, more can be said from Theorem 2.3. Indeed, we know that, for anyt > 0 and with
probability 1, ||[VX¢||2 < oo, from which we deduce that, for any t > 0 and with probability
1, the mapping x € $ — Xi(x) is continuous. In particular, for any bounded and continuous
function ¢ : R — R, the mapping v € $ — E[p(X:(z))] is continuous.

Remark 2.5. Below, we often denote by (X?)o<t<T the solution to (2.1) when V = 0. Ob-
viously, it can be defined in arbitrary time (even for t > T ). Also, it induces the following
semi-group, acting on bounded measurable functions ¢ : P2(R) — R:

Py uHE[g@(LebSonl)], t>0.

2.2 Definition of the mean field game

With a given V € C, we associate the following deterministic control problem (in the
random environment formed by the solution (X;)o<t<r to (2.1)):

inf J((%)ogtST; (Xt)ogth)

with

J((%)ogth; (Xt)ogth) =B /s {Q(FT(@’ Lebg o Xfl) o)

- /O i (/(ru(e). Lebs o X;71) + %m(x)IQ)dt] da,

where f and g are (measurable) real-valued function functions over R x P(R), at most of
linear growth with respect to the spatial variable and to the root of the second-order moment
of the measure argument, i.e., |f(z, ), |g(x,p)] < C(1+ [z[* + [ |z|*du(x))*/?, and the
infimum is taken over pairs of IF-progressively-measurable random fields I', v from [0, 7] x $
to R, with | fOT Js I(z)]?dsdz < oo, that solve the dynamics

dl¢(z) = dXe(z) + ('yt(:c) + V(t, z, Lebg onl))dt, t€[0,T]; Tolx)=Xo(z), ze€8.

(2.5)
The key idea in this formula is very simple: without the forcing term AXy(z)dt + dWi(x),
the equation for (X;(z))o<i<r just becomes

dX;(x) = =V(t,x,Lebg o X; 1)dt 4 dn;(x).

Still, if the drift can be written in feedback form, i.e., V(t, z, Lebso X, 1) = ]N)(t, X¢(z),Lebgo
X, ') as is shown below in the main statement (Theorem 2.7) for the mean field game under
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study, then the reflection term should be forgotten because the ordinary differential equation
is expected to preserve monotonicity of the initial condition. In other words, the solution to
the non-reflected equation

dX;(z) = —V(t,z,Lebg o X; !)dt

is then expected to live in C when Xj itself is in C, even when there is no reflection in
the dynamics. This says that, in absence of random forcing equation (2.5) boils down to a
mere controlled curve Iy (x) = 7:(x), the label a here parametrizing the state of the initial
condition. This explains intuitively the connection with standard mean field games, all these
explanations being addressed in a more rigorous manner in Proposition 4.4.

For the time being, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.6. We say that a field V € C forms a mean field equilibrium if the problem
control (2.4)~(2.5) admits as optimal trajectory the curve

(Te(x),7(z)) = (X¢e(x), —V(t,z,Lebs 0 X; 1)), z €8, tel0,T)
Here is then our main statement:

Theorem 2.7. Assume that f and g are x-differentiable and that 0, f and 0.9 are bounded
over R x P2(R), non-decreasing in the argument x and jointly Lipschitz continuous in (x, u)
(with Pa(R) being equipped with Wy ). Then, for any initial condition Xo € U?(S), there
exists a unique mean field equilibrium (X¢(z))o<t<Tzes in the sense of Definition 2.6 and
there exists a certain U € C such that, for any initial condition Xo € U?(S), the unique
equilibrium is driven by U.

Moreover, there exists a measurable function U : [0,T] x Rx Py(R) — R (only depending
on U ) such that, for any mean field equilibrium (X(x))o<i<T zes as above, for almost every
t €[0,T] and P almost surely,

U(t, x, Lebg o Xt_l) = LN{(t,Xt(x),LebS o Xt_l), x € S.
The following comments are in order:

1. Here, the functions f and g are convex in x because the derivatives are non-decreasing
in the argument x. This is substantially different from assuming that f and g have
any form of monotonicity in the measure argument. In particular, our functions f and
g here do NOT satisfy the Lasry-Lions monotonicity condition. Our statement should
be thus regarded as a regularization by noise result.

Actually, the need to assume f and g to be convex in x comes from the fact there is no
idiosyncractic noise in our model. In turn, there is no smoothing effect in the z-variable
and we must rely on standard convexity properties in x to prevent the emergence of
singularities (and thus lack of uniqueness). Obviously, this is part of our project to
extend our results to models with an idiosyncratic noise, but this would require first
to address the analogue of [DHa] for models with an idiosyncratic noise.

2. The existence of a function I/ is a crucial point in our approach. It says that the
equilibrium feedback in the game with common noise can be computed in terms of the
sole states of the agent (which is here encoded through X;(z)) and of the distribution
(which is here encoded through Lebg o X, !). The specific value of the label 2 does not
need to be known. In this sense, the equilibrium has the same distributed form as in
standard mean field games with common noise. This is an important feature.

Furthermore, we insist on the fact that the two mappings U and U are independent
of the initial condition. This is a form of Markov property that is very connected to
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the notion of master equation in mean field games. Would the forcing be absent, the
reader who is aware of the theory would indeed easily identify U with the derivative
in  of the solution to the master equation (see [CDLL19]). In presence of the forcing
AXy(z)dt + dW(z), which plays the role of a common noise, we are still lacking a
similar sharp correspondance, but we conjecture that it holds true. In fact, the form
of the master equation could be inferred from the Itd rule established in the parallel
work [DHb], but a rigorous analysis of the associated Kolmogorov equation is still
missing at this stage. This is our plan to come back to this point in the future.

3. The result is just stated for a cost functional with a linear control and a quadratic
Lagrangian. We have indeed chosen to limit the presentation to this simpler framework.
The reason is that almost all the technical aspects due to the random forcing are already
present in the current framework. In particular, our result should be considered as
a proof of concept. However, it would make perfect sense, for practical purposes,
to extend the analysis to more general convex Hamiltonians H, depending on both
the state variable x and the momentum p (as in the usual formulation of mean field
games). Typically, one would then require H to be convex in (x,p), with strictly
positive second order derivatives in p (uniformly in 2) and bounded derivatives in
x (uniformly in p). Subsequently, the term —V(t,z,Lebg o X; 1) in (2.1) would be
replaced by —8,H (X;(x), V(t,z,Lebs o X; )). This would make slightly more difficult
the analysis of the equation (2.1) (in particular, one should adapt the arguments given
in Section 5), but the spirit of the analysis would remain very much the same. As
for the representation of V (see Proposition 2.8 below), this would yield an additional
term —0,H(Xs(x),V(s,x,Lebs o X7 1)) in the integral appearing in the right-hand
side of (2.6), but the principles underpinning the main smoothing result (see Lemma
3.6) would also remain the same.

Throughout the analysis below, the assumption of Theorem 2.7 is in force.

2.3 Characterization of mean field equilibria

The following result is an adaptation of the stochastic Pontryagin principle and is key in
our proof of Theorem 2.7:

Proposition 2.8. A field V € C forms a mean field equilibrium if and only if, for almost every
t € [0,T], P-almost surely, for all z € S,

V(t, x, Lebg o Xt_l)

T 2.6
=E 6mg(XT(x),LebSOXT_1) —|—/ &Cf(Xs(x),LebS oXs_l)ds|]:t , (26)
t

with (Xi)o<i<T being the solution of (2.1).

We recall from Remark 2.4 that the mapping (s,w,z) — X(x) is measurable, which
guarantees that the term appearing inside the conditional expectation in the right-hand side
of (2.6) is indeed a random variable.

Also, the reader should regard Proposition 2.8 as a fixed point condition on the mapping
V. This condition is reminiscent of the fixed point condition in standard mean field games.

Proof. We start with the necessary condition, assuming that V' forms a mean field equi-
librium. Solving (2.1), with (X;)o<i<7 as solution, we then consider the control problem
(2.4)-(2.5).
We know that, for any pair control (v;)o<i<T
d

gla:OJ((—V(L - Lebs o X 1)+ £3) e (Xt)ogtg) —0.
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Above, (X;)o<i<r does not depend on (v;)o<¢<7 because it is the equilibrium. By (2.5), the
controlled curve associated with (—=V(t,-, Lebs o X; ') + evi)o<t<t 18 (Xt + ely)o<i<r (pay
attention that the controlled curve is not (I't)o<t<7 as one may think from (2.5)), where

t
T'y(x) = / re(@)ds, tel0,T], ze€S,
0

from which we get (by differentiating w.r.t. ¢) that, for any ¢ € [0, T,

E/[@Zg(XT(m),Lebs o X7 Tr(x)
L (2.7)
+/O (&Cf(Xt(x),LebS ) Xt—l)rt(x) — V(t, X¢(z),Lebg o XTl)%(x)dt)]dx =0,

which may be rewritten as

T T
]E/ /{(’)mg(XT(x),Lebs o X7') +/ 9 f (Xs(x),Lebs 0 X ') ds
0 S t
— V(t, X, (), Lebs o X;l)}%(x)dx dt = 0.

We deduce that, for almost every ¢ € [0, T], P almost surely, for almost every = € $, (2.6) is
satisfied. By one-sided continuity in « of the two left-hand sides, we deduce that (2.6) holds
true for almost every ¢ € [0,T], P almost surely, for any x € $.

We now study the converse, assuming that (2.6) is satisfied. Reverting back the com-
putations, we easily obtain (2.7). Using the convexity of f and ¢ in z, we easily deduce
that

J((—V(t,  Lebs 0 X;) + %) o<y (Xt)ogtST)

> 7((~V(t, Lebs 0 X))yt (Xe) o)

+E/S{819(XT(z),LebgoXTl)FT(:c)

+ /0 ' (am F£(Xu(x), Lebs o X; )Ty(x) — V(t, X, (x), Lebs o Xt_l)%(:c))dt} de

_ J((—V(t, - Lebs 0 X)) o (Xt)ogtg),

with the last line following from (2.7). This holds for any choice of (v;)o<i<7r. By linearity
of the set of controls, we get the result. O

The next statement elaborates on the previous one. The proof is deferred to the next
section.

Proposition 2.9. There exists a unique mean field equilibrium for any initial condition Xg €
U?(S) if there exists a unique field V € C satisfying, for any (t,z, ) € [0,T] x R x P2(R),
T
V(t,z,n) =E 8zg(XT(z),Leb$ o Xfl) +/ sz(Xs(:c),Lebs o X;l)ds , (2.8)
t
whenever (X )i<s<T solves the equation (2.1) driven by V but with Xy ~ p as initial condi-
tion.

Identity (2.8) should be regarded as a forward-backward fixed point problem since
(Xs)t<s<r depends on V.
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3 Analysis of the forward-backward fixed point problem

The purpose of this section is to kill two birds with one stone: not only we prove that
the fixed point problem (2.8) has a unique solution but we also establish Proposition 2.9.
Throughout the section, we thus consider the following map

d: Vel

T
— (L{ (e, p)— E 8Ig(XT(:c),Lebs OXT_I) Jr/ (%cf(Xs(:c),LebS oXsl)ds]>,
t

where (X;)i<s<7 in the right-hand side solves the equation (2.1) with X; ~ p as initial
condition.

3.1 Short time analysis

Lemma 3.1. For V € C, the function U = ®(V) is well-defined and for any (t,u) €
[0,T) x P2(R), the function x € $ — U(t,x,u) is bounded and continuous and belongs
to C. Moreover, there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for T < ¢, we can find a constant C, with
the following property: if V is C.-Lipschitz in u (when regarded as an L?(8)-valued func-
tion), then ®(V) is also C.-Lipschitz continuous (also when it is regarded as an L*(S)-valued
function).

Proof. The fact that ®(V) is well-defined follows from Remark 2.4 (which implies joint
measurability of the function (s, w, z) — X (x)). The same remark guarantees that, for any
initial condition (¢, ) € [0,T") x P2(R), for any s € (¢,7] and any bounded and continuous
function ¢ : R — R, the function z — E[p(Xs(x))] is continuous. We here apply this
observation with ¢ = 0,¢9 and ¢ = 9, f respectively. We deduce that ®(V)(¢,-, ) is also
continuous (when ¢t < T'). Since 0, f and 0, g are non-decreasing and each X, has values in
U?2(8), we also deduce, by composition, that ®(V)(¢, -, 1) belongs to U?($). At time t =T,
V)T, x, 1) = dpg(F; (), n) and satisfies the same prescription of one-sided continuity
as in Remark 2.4.

Item (3) in Definition 2.1 may be seen as a consequence of the proof of the second part
of the statement, which may be proved as follows. For (¢, u,v) € [0,T] X P2(R) x P2(R),

/ Ut 2, 1) — Ut 2, ) 2da
S
<E /yazg(XT(:E), Lebs o X7') — 0,9(X/(2), Lebg o (X7)71) \de
S . .
+E / /|8If(Xs(x),Lebs 0o X; ') — 8. f(X.(x),Lebs o (X])™")| da.
t 3

where (X, )i<s<7 stands for the solution initialized from (¢, 1) and (X, );<s<7 for the solution
initialized from (¢,v). By the Lipschitz properties of 0, f and d,¢ (in both variables), we
obtain

/S Utz ) — Ut 2, v)Pde < C,B /S\XT(:E) — X)p(z)| da

T
+cfE/ /st(x) — X!(z)]’dx ds
t 3

< Crg(1+7T) sup E[IIX, —X{3],

for a constant Cr 4 only depending on f and g.
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Next, by proceeding as in (2.3), we obtain (for C), denoting the square Lipschitz constant
of V)

sup || Xy — X[13 < |X; — X{||5 4+ 20vT sup [ X, — X([3,
t<s<T t<s<T

and then, choosing T'Cy < 1/4, we obtain sup,< || Xs — X[[|3 < 2|| X, — X[[|3, so that
[ttt ~ Utt iz )Po <267, (14 T) X - X
S

Since X; and X, are quantile functions, we have || X; — X;||3 = W3(u, ), see [DHa, Subsec-
tion 2.2]. Therefore, for TCy < 1/4,

/ Utz 1) = Utz v)Pde < 2074 (1 +T)W3(u, v).
S
Assuming Cy < 2Cf4(1+ T) and then 2TCf 4(1 4+ T') < 1/4, we complete the proof with

c:=1/(8(Ctq(1+1T))) and C, := \/2Cs,4(1 +T). O

In the sequel, we denote by C. the subclass of C containing fields V which are C.-Lipschitz
continuous in p (when regarded as being L?($)-valued). It now remains to prove that

Proposition 3.2. With the same notation as in the statement of Lemma 8.1, the function
® is a (strict) contraction from C. into itself when T < min(c,In(2)/(1 + 2C?)) and C. is
equipped with the distance

d(vavl) ‘= Ssup sup ||V(S,,,LL) *V/(S,',,LL)HQ-
0<s<T pePa(R)

In particular, the mapping ® has a fized point in small time.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. For two fields V and V' in C,, we denote by
U and U’ the respective images by ®. For a given (¢, 1) € [0,T] X P(R), we call (X;)i<s<r
and (X!)i<s<r the two solutions to (2.1), driven by V and V' respectively, with (¢, u) as
initial condition. Following the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have

/|U(t,ac,u) —U'(t, 2, p)Pde < Crg(14T) sup E[|X, - Xg||§]
S t<s<T
By (2.3), for any s € [t, T,
et Xs — X% < / e_THV(r, -,Lebg o Xr_l) - V’(r, -, Lebg o (Xi)_l) ||§dr
t
< 2/ e~"|[V(r, - Lebs o X, 1) = V' (r, -, Lebs o X 1) || 2dr
t

T
+2C§/ e "1 X, — XL ||3dr
t

T
< 2e2C§T/ e[V (r, Lebs 0 X,7) =V (r, - Lebs o X, )| [5dr
t

with the last line following from Gronwall’s lemma. And then,
[t = )Pk
3

T
<2C;4(1+T)e0+2C0TR / [V (s, Lebs X 1) =V (s, Lebs o X 1) [3ds.
t

< T atecr

sup sup HV(S"’V)_V/(S"’V)Hga
4c 0<s<T veP2(R)
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where we used the fact that ¢ = 1/(8(Cy4(1+T))).
By assumption, T < min(c, In(2)/(1 + 2C2)) and then Te(1+26)T < 2¢. We can easily
complete the proof. O

3.2 Martingale representation

We now provide further properties of the mapping ®.

Lemma 3.3. Let V be in C andU := ®(V). For a given initial condition (t, 1) € [0, T]x P2(R)
to (2.1), call (Xs)i<s<T the corresponding solution (driven by V). Then, for any s € [t,T],
with probability 1 under P, for any x € S,

T

U(s,z,Lebs o X 1) = E|d,9(Xr(z),Lebg o X7') + / 9uf (X, (), Lebg o X, 1) dr | F|.
Proof. The proof relies on a variation of the Markov property for (2.1). Without any loss of
generality, we can assume that we are working on the canonical space Q = €([0,7T], L(S))
(space of continuous functions from [0, 7] to L?($)) equipped with the Q-Brownian motion
law. Then, we can consider a regular conditional probability (Ps ., )weq of P given the o-field
generated by o(W,(-);r < s) (with W being understood as the canonical process).

Then, w P-almost surely, under P ,,, (X,)s<r<7 can be regarded as the unique solution
of (2.1) initialized from (s, Xs(w)). By uniqueness in law of the solution (which follows from
pathwise uniqueness), it must hold, for any = € $:

U(s,x,LebS o (Xs(w))_l) = /Qamg(XT(w')(ac), Lebg o (XT(w'))_l)dIPs,w(w’)

+ /Q [/T 9o f (X, (W) (z), Lebg o (X, (w)) 1) dr|dPy o (w'),

S

which is exactly the claim. O

We notice by martingale representation theorem in infinite dimension (see [FT02, Propo-
sition 4.1]) that, within the framework of Lemma 3.3, there exists a collection of progressively-
measurable processes (Z9#*(x))r>0.zes (With values in R) such that

T
9:9(X7(x), Lebs 0 X7 ") +/ 9 f (Xs(x), Lebs 0 X ') ds
t

T
=U(t,z, 1) + Z/ ZbF(z)dBY, xS,
t

keN
with
T
Z IE/ |ZL1E ()2 ds < oo.
kew 7t

By boundedness and w-wise continuity in z of the left-hand side (see Remark 2.4) and of
the first term in the right-hand side, we notice that

T
VoeS, lim EY / |ZEmE () — ZbHF () 2ds = 0,
z’'—x el t

from which we can easily find a version of each Z%#*(z) such that the field (s,z) — ZLHF(z)
is F-progressively measurable for each k (i.e., the mapping (s,z,w) € [0,¢] X $ X Q —
ZbF (2, w) is B([0,t]) @ B($) ® F;/B(R) measurable for any ¢ € [0,7]). Details are left to
the reader because a stronger version of this result is given in Lemma 3.4 below.
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The following statement is indeed a standard but crucial result in BSDE theory. It clari-
fies the structure of the martingale representation term (Z4#*(z));<s<r in (3.1). Intuitively,
it is a way to access the derivatives of U with respect to the measure argument, but without
any preliminary study of the differentiability properties of U.

Lemma 3.4. With the same notation as in (3.1), there exists a collection of measurable
functions

PP 0, T] x Rx Po(R) = R, ke,

such that, for any initial condition (t, ) € [0,T] x P2(R), the process (Z4HF(z))k>0.zes in
(3.1) satisfies

T
/’PGQ%Wm¢wW&LMMOXijB:Q

Proof. Although the result is standard in the finite-dimensional setting, proving it in the
infinite-dimensional case is more delicate. The main idea is borrowed from [IRR12] and
relies on Theorem 6.27 in [cJPS80]. There is here an additional (little) difficulty, which
comes from the fact that the martingale representative term Z%**(z) depends on the extra
variable z € §. For that reason, we feel more appropriate to give a sketch of the proof, based
on the ideas of [cJPS80].

First Step. We start with several notations. Throughout the proof, we call D,, the collec-
tion of dyadic numbers {j/2", j € Z}. Moreover, for any (¢, 2, 1) € [0,T]x$ x P2(R), we call
P%®# the probability measure on Q = €([0,T7,[0,T]) x €([0,T],U%*($)) x €([0,T], L(S))
equipped with the law of the concatenated paths (¢, Fu’l, 0)o<r<t and (s, X5, Ws =Wy )i<s<7,
where (X);<s<7 solves (2.1) with F;! as initial condition at time ¢.

We think that there is no ambiguity in denoting the canonical process on the space €2
by (7s, Xs, Ws)o<s<7- It is very important to notice that, although U?($) is equipped with
an L? norm, we can impose the process (X;)o<s<7 evaluated at x, namely (X;(x))o<s<r,
to be jointly measurable in s,  and w (the latter denoting here the generic element of the
canonical space). This follows from Remark 2.4. In particular, this allows us to define the
following functional:

sVTo
Y(x) = U(7s, 2, Lebg o X 1) +/ 9xf (X, (z),Lebg o X, 1)dr, s€[0,T).

70

Lastly, with a slight abuse of notation, we do as in (3.1) and we call ((Z2"*(2));<s<7)ken
the processes obtained by representing the left-hand side in (3.1) as a sum of stochastic
integrals under P%%:#,

Second Step. For x € 3, for any two integers k,n > 1 and any two reals 0 < s; < s9 < T,
we let

O, (@) = > (Yo (@) = Yo, (2)) (BE,, — BE),
€Dy 51 <1 <rijy1<s2

Following the proof of Lemma 3.28 in [cJPS80], we can construct an increasing sequence of
integers (n,(t,z, it))p>1, measurable w.r.t. (¢,x, u), such that, under each P**#, the limit

. . k, ,z,Leb ox !
lim CEnp (o) () = Jim O ™R ) 0 <8 < s < T
p—o0 ? p—o0

exists (pointwise) almost surely and then coincides with the quadratic co-variation between
(}/S (z))OSSST and (B;C)OSSST' We then define, for s, s5 € [0, T],

] —1
Ak (z) := limsup Cf{fls’;(m’z’LebSOX” )(:E),

51,52
p—o0
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and

1
k i Lo s ~ Ak
Zi(x) = hh\n(},}z%fQ hAs,erh(x)v s €[0,T7,

with the limit existing in [—o00, 00]. With probability 1 under P%*#

S1,52

s2
AF (z) = / ZF(x)dr, t<s3 <sy<T.

S1

In particular, with probability 1 under P*®:#,
T
/ |ZF () — ZbHF(z)|dr = 0.
t

Third Step. We observe that ZF(x) is Ngsio((7r, X, W), 0 < r < s)-measurable.
Blumenthal 0-1 law says that, under P*®# ZF(z) is almost surely constant. And then

P ({|2F(@)] = B0 (128w }) = 1
Letting

ot (t, @, 1) = BN (| 25 (2)]),
wk(t, T, ) = Etymy#(zf(‘r))1{«pk(t,x,,u)<oo}a
this yields
pho({Zh @) = "t 2,0} ) =1,

when ¥ (¢, z, 1) < co. Assume for a while that the functions ¢* and ¢* are jointly measur-
able (in (t,z,u)). Then, for any s € [t,T], P%®# almost surely,

Prlebso X ({78 (a) =y (s, 2, Lebs 0 X 1)} ) = 1,

when E$@-Lebso X (| 7E (2)]) < 0.
By the conclusion of the second step, we have

T T
Rt / B Lo X (| 28 () ) ds = BV / |25 ()] ds < .
+ t

And then, this implies that the condition E*®LebseX:" (| ZF(2)]) < oo is satisfied almost
everywhere under ds ® dIP%®#. This implies the claim (notice that it suffices to identify the
integrand Z*(x) when the problem is set on the canonical space).

It remains to check that the functions ©* and ¥* are measurable. This follows from a
monotone class argument. Indeed, we observe that, for any subset A in the Borel o-field on
[0,7] x R x P2(R) and any B in the Borel o-field on 2, the mapping

(t, 2, 1) H/lA(t,x,u)lB(w)let’I’“(W):lA(t,w,u)lPt’””’“(B)
Q

is measurable. In particular, if we call £ the collection of Borel subsets C' of [0,7] x R x
P2(R) x Q such that
(t, 2, p) = PH2H(C)

is measurable, .Z contains the Cartesian product of the two Borel o-fields on the two spaces
[0,7] X R x P2(R) and Q. Now, it is clear that . is stable by monotone limits. This
shows that .Z is equal to the tensorial product of the two Borel o-fields on the two spaces
[0,7T] x R x P2(R) and €. Measurability of ¢* and 1* easily follows. O
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The purpose of the next lemma is to estimate the functions (1/*)ren in Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.5. With the same notation as in (3.1) and Lemma 3.3, we have, for every initial
condition (t, ) € [0,T] x P2(R) to (2.1), and every function § € L*($),

1/2
{ ( 1V k) 2/\‘/9 F(t,x u)dx‘ )} < sup Lip[/@(m)l/(s,x,.)dx],
em t<s<T s

where

Lip{/fg@(x)b{(s,z,)dx} = sup  Wa(uw)!

1,vE€P2(R):pAv

/89(50) (Z/l(s,:c,u) fu(s,:c,y))dz .

By item (3) in Definition 2.1, we observe that the right-hand side in the last display of
the statement is less than C'|0]]2.

Proof. Throughout the proof, the initial condition (¢, u) is fixed. Recalling (3.1), we merely
write (Z7(z))jen for (Z0"9(z))jen.

First Step. For given 8 € R and an infinite collection (¢4)rew € RN, with >, 2 = 1
and with ), (2k** < oo, and for h € [0,T —t), we consider the probability measure

Q° = exp(_ﬂ > 6V BEy, - BF) - B_Qh > Gy k)%) a
ppard 2 keN

We know that, under Q?, the collection of processes

(Ef = BY + Blp(1V k) (sA(t+h)— t)tgng) kEN

are independent Brownian motions.
Fix z € 3. Recalling that

U(s,z,Lebszgl) U(t,x, 1) — /8f ), Lebg o X~ )d
+Z / ZF(x)dBE, s et,T),
keN Y1t

we obtain

U(s,x,LebSngl) Ut z, 1) — / 8f ), Lebg o X~ )dr
-> 5/ Ce(1V k)N ZE(x)dr + ) / ZF(x)dBE, s € [t,t+h].
keN keN vt
And then, choosing s = t + h and taking expectation under Q°,
EQ [U(t + h, 2, Lebs 0 X3},) — Ut 2, u)}
s t+h (33)
~-BY E° / 0.1V k) ZF (2)dr.

. [tth
= k% / 9. f (X, (x), Lebg o X7
t kEN

Next, we observe that, under Q7,

dX,(z) = —V(s,z,Lebg o X[ ')ds + AX,(2)ds — 8 Z Lrer(x)ds
keN

BF .
+Z 1\/k 2)dB* + dny(z), z €S8, seltt+h
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The law of (Xs(+))t<s<t+n under Q” is the same as the law of (X7 (+));<s<t+n under P, where

de(z) = fV(s,x,Lebs o (Xﬁ)gl)ds + AXf(z)ds - B Z Lre(x)ds
kelN

1 L 5
T v @B+ (@), @S, selttth)

with Xtﬁ = X, as initial condition (uniqueness to the above equation can be shown as in
(2.3)). Therefore, by (3.3),

E [u(t + Bz, Lebs o (X[,,)7Y) — Ut z, u)}

-k Hha XB(x). Lebg o (X#)~1)d EQ’ Hhe 1V EAZF(2)d
_ / L F(XP (@), Lebs o (XP)V)dr — 53 / W(1V P Z8(2)dr,

kelN

By the property (3.2),
E [u(t + h, 2, Lebs o (X2,,)™") —=U(t+ h,x, Lebs o (XH,L)*)}

t+h
= —IE/ [amf(Xf(x),LebS o (XP)71) = 0o f (X1 (), Lebg o X;l)}dr

s t+h
-B> E® / O (1V k) ZF (2)dr.
t

keN

Second Step. Reproducing the stability analysis carried out in (2.3) and in Lemma 3.1,
we can get an estimate for ||Xtﬁ+h — X¢11]|% and then deduce by integrating in x the above
identity that, for any smooth function 6 : $ — R,

B3 6(1v R EY /tHh (/ o(z)zf(z)dx) dr

kEN 5

< Lip {/ O(x)U(t + h, z,-)dz | e“V"|B|h
3

+ COv|8][16]252, (3-4)

where Cy depends on the Lipschitz constant of V. The key point to get the above formula
is to repeat (2.3), with X’ replaced by X” and to use the bound

erxfusscv/ 1%, — X7 |3dr +28 3 / (X, — X0, ex)odr
t keN 7t

<208 [ X, - X|adr,
t

where we used the fact that Y, (2 = 1. We easily deduce that || X, — XZ||2 < e“"|B|h
for s € [t,t+ h]. Dividing by 8 on both sides in (3.4) and then letting 5 tend to 0, we deduce
that

S (v k)AE/tHh(/Se(x)zf(x)dx) dr

kelN

< Lip [/ O(x)U(t + h,z,-)dx|e“VPh
s

+ CVH9||2h2-
We then argue as in the proof of Lemma 3.3. Assuming that we are working on the

canonical space Q = €([0,7], L*($)) equipped with the law P of a Q-Brownian motion,
we consider a regular conditional probability (Ps ., )weq of P given the o-field generated by
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a(W(r,-);r <) (W here standing for the canonical process). Then, w P-almost surely,

> k(1 V Ek)MEFe /:+h</s 9(z>zf(z>dx) dr

kelN

< Lip {/ O(z)U(s + h,z,-)dz|eVNh
S

+Cvl|9H2h2

Third Step. Consider now a mesh {t = to < t; < -+ < t, = T} of [t,T] of step h
together with a simple process H : [t,T] x  — R such that

Hy, = Hy,, s € [titig1),

and He, :  — R is bounded and F3, /B(IR)-measurable. Then, the conclusion of the third
step yields

> (1 V R EPe /tm [Hti (/S 0(x)ZF (x) dx)]dr

keN ti

< |Hy,|Lip {/ O(x)U(s + h, x, )dx] eVIh + Cy|6]|2h>.
$

Taking expectation and then summing over ¢, we deduce that

> (1VEE /tT [H (/S O(x)Zf(x)dx)}dr

kelN

T
< sup Lip[/@(x)l/{(s,x,-)dx} ec"hE/ |H,| dr + Cy||0]|2Th.
s t

t<s<T

By a standard result of approximation of progressively measurable processes, the above
remains true for any F-progressively measurable process (H,)i<,<7 satisfying

T
IE/ |H,|*dr < oo,
t

where we used implicitly the fact that (see (3.1))
T
Z ]E/ (/|Zf($)|2dx)dr < 00.
keN t S
Letting h tend to 0, we get

‘E/tT [H (/S 9(:5){2 01V k:)’\Zf(:c)}dx)]dr

kelN

> L(AVEIE /tT [H (/S 0(x) 2" (m)dx)]dr

keN

T
sup Lip [/ﬂ)@(m)“(s,x,-)dx}ﬂﬂ/ |H,| dr.
5 t

t<s<T

IN

Writing the integral over § in the left-hand side as the inner product (6, ", o £x(1VE)*ZE),
in L?($), we deduce that

[ e ({3 a0virz,|> ro})a o

kelN
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with

R(6) == sup Lip US G(x)L{(s,x,-)dx}

t<s<T
Back to Lemma 3.4, this says that we can replace ¥* (¢, z, 1) by

e [T

®) 1y i ’
pEN geN {‘Z]‘ew e]‘ (1VJ)X<W(757~7#)79(‘”)2|SR(9("))}

for countably many (G(q))qe]N’s and countably many sequences (f(p))pe]N’s. By a separability
argument, we then have

| GV RN ), 0)2] < RO,
kEN
for all § € L*($) and all ({x)rew with >, 63 =1 and >, (1 V k)* 3 < co. By a new

approximation argument, the last condition can be dropped. This completes the proof. O

3.3 Analysis over an arbitrary fixed time duration

In order to extend existence and uniqueness from small to arbitrary time durations, one
needs to provide an a priori bound for fixed points of ®. In order to clarify the analysis,
we denote, for any t € (0,7), by C; the space of functions V : [t,T] X § x Pa(R) — R that
satisfy Definition 2.1 but on the time interval [t,T]. With a slight abuse of notation, we
then write ®(V) for the image of ¥ by the restriction of the mapping ® to the interval [¢, T].

Lemma 3.6. Let ¢t € (0,T) and V be an element of C¢ satisfying
C
V.V (s, Lebs 0 X V) |12 < C + X3 X eUXs), seltT),

for some constant C > 0.
Then, for any 0 € L*(S), the function (t,p) — (O,U(t,-, 1))2, with U := ®(V), can be
represented as

(0,U(t,-, ), = E [/S H(z)ﬁmg(X%(x),Lebs o (X%)’l)dz

+ /tT </ 0(2)0.f (X0(), Lebs o (Xg)l)dx) s

S

T
+/ /V(s,y,LebS o (XQ)*l)\If"(s,y,LebSo (Xg)l)dyds}, (t, 1) € [0,T] x P2(R),
t S

for a measurable function W0 : [t,T] x $ x P2(R) — R satisfying
5 2
/‘\De(s,y,LebSoX_l)‘ dy < sup Lip [/H(x)U(s,x,-)dx} . (s, X) € [t,T] x U(S).
s t<s<T s

We recall that, above, (X{)i<s<r is the solution to (2.1) with 0-drift and (t,u) as initial
condition and that Lip is as in the statement of Lemma 3.5.

Proof. First Step. Back to (2.1) (with (¢, 1) as initial condition), we write

V(s,z,Lebs o X' )ds + dWi(z) = > (fﬁ/(z))k ((1 V k)* V¥ (s, Lebg o X 1)ds + dBf)
keIN

=: Z ex(z)dBY,

kelN
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where V¥ (s, 1) is the Fourier coefficient number & of V(s, -, u). This Fourier coefficient can
be estimated in two ways:

‘9k(5aﬂ)‘ S HVHOO7 k € Nv
~ 1 ==k
Vi w] < L[V (s, k=1

And then, we can find a constant C' (possibly different from the one in the statement) such
that

~ 2
ST AV EVE(s, Lebso X, D[P <+ O %|VV]€(S, Lebs o X; 1),
keN k>1

where 0 is a parameter in (0,1) whose value is fixed next. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we obtain

371V k)AVR(s, Lebs 0 X7 1)[?
keN

22 a-5/2, (1+6)/2
< C+C(Z[kk1+5]2/(1_6)) (Z\vvk(s,Lebsz;l)f) .

k>1 E>1

We observe that 2\ < 2 and then we can choose ¢ € (0,1) such that 1+ ¢ > 2X. This says
that 2A — (14 6) < 0. Since 2/(1 — ) tends to oo as 0 tends to 1, we can increase the value
of § (still in (0,1)) so that 2[2\ — (1 + 0)]/(1 — ) < —1. We obtain (for a new value of C
depending on §)

~ - (145)/2
S AV R)MVR(s, Lebs 0 X 1)[*ds < € + C’(Z}Vvk(s,Lebs o Xsl)}2>
keN E>1
— C + C||VV(s,Lebs o X 1),
1+6
<y Xl

(T — S)(1+5)/2’

with the last line following from the assumption in the statement (of Lemma 3.6). And then,

T
Z |(1v k)*V¥ (s, Lebg o Xs_l)’2ds < C(l + sup ||XSH§+5). (3.5)
0 keN 0<s<T

By (2.2), the right-hand has finite exponential moments of any order, from which we deduce
that Novikov criterion is satisfied. Hence, we can consider the new probability measure

~ 1 ~
Q := exp (— > (1VE)V(s, Lebs o X 1)dBY — 3 > ‘(1 VE)MVE(s, Lebg oxsl)fds) P
kelN keN

Under Q, the law of (X;)o<s<r is the same as the law of X° under P, see [DPZ92, Theorem
10.14].

Second Step. We now observe that, under Q, (3.1) becomes

T
9:9(X7(x), Lebs 0 X7 1) +/ 9 f(Xs(z),Lebs o X 1)ds

t

T R T B
ZU(t,x,u)—Z/t Zf(x)(l\/k:))‘Vk(s,LebSoXs_l)ds—i—Z/ ZF(x)dBk.

kEN keN vt
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(The second term on the right-hand side is well-defined thanks to (3.5)) Here, we make use
of Lemma 3.4. Taking inner product with a function § € L?($) and then expectation on
both sides (under Q), we get

(0.U(t, ), = E { [ #(@)2.9(Xr(0), Lebs 0 X;)da

$
T
+/ (/ ()0, f (Xs(z), Lebg oXsl)d:c)ds
t \Js
+> / s, Lebg 0 X71)), (1 V k) V¥ (s, Lebs 0 X 1)ds
keN vt

And then,

(0,U(t,-,p)) —]E{/ 0(2)9,9(XP(z),Lebs o (X3) ') dz

/(/9 0.1 (X )’LebSO(XS)_l)dx)ds

+> / s, Lebs o (X°)71)),(1V k)*V¥ (s, Lebs o (XO);l)ds].

keN 7t

We justify that the last term is well-defined. By Lemma 3.5, we indeed have, for any
X e U%(9),

Z(l V k)0, 9% (s, -, Lebg o X_1)>§ < sup Lip [/S 0(z)U(s, , )dx]

el t<s<T

< Cl9]3,
with the last line following from the fact that ¢ belongs to C. This allows us to let

\Ile(s,y,LebS o Xﬁl) = Z (1v k:))‘<9,1/1k(s, -, Lebg o X*1)>26k(y), yES.
kelN

As a function of y, it belongs to L?($). Moreover,

2
/‘\Ife(s,y,LebS o X~ ’ dy < sup Llp[/ H(x)U(s,x,-)dx} .
3 3

t<s<T
This completes the proof. O
We now turn to the proof of the main statement.

Theorem 3.7. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.7, there exists a unique fieldU € C solving
the fized point U = ®(U).

Proof. The principle of the construction is well known, see [Del02]. The point is to start
from the terminal time T and to construct & on the interval [T — 4, T}, for some § > 0, by
means of Proposition 3.2 and then to iterate.

The challenge is to control the length § along the iteration. As made clear in the state-
ment of Proposition 3.2, this is the same as controlling the Lipschitz constant of i/ (in the vari-
able p, with the function U being seen as a mapping from [0, 7] x U%($) into U2(S) C L?(3))
along the induction. Assuming that U solves the fixed point on some interval [t,T], for

€ (0,T), we then need to prove an a priori bound for the Lipschitz constant of &/ in p that
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is uniform with respect to the time argument in [¢,T]. For the sake of clarity, notice that
the Lipschitz constant that needs to be controlled is

1/2
Lipr2gU(s, ) == sup Wo(p,v)~? (/|U(s,x,u) —U(s,x, u)fdx) . (3.6)
pvEP2(R):ur#v S
which is indeed the Lipschitz constant of U(s, -, -), seen as a function from U?($) into L?($).
To proceed, we indeed apply Lemma 3.6 and we use the regularization property proven
in [DHa] for the dynamics without drift X° (see the paragraph “Notations” in Introduction).
Also, we make use of the notation introduced in the beginning of Subsection 3.3. Whenever
U is a fixed point of the mapping ® (with the latter being restricted to the time interval
[t,T] in an obvious manner), we then observe from Theorem 2.3 that U satisfies the main
condition in the statement of Lemma 3.6. To do so, it suffices to combine the representation
of U = ®(U) with the first bound in Theorem 2.3 (written with (s, X) instead of (0, Xy) as
initial condition). We get, for s € [t,T] and X € U%(S),

Vbt (sv s o X ) |, < B9l [ 19X, ]

<o G /T C C
=Yt T s . Vri=s T—s
with C' depending on T" and V. By the way, we also notice that we have a bound for ||U||ec
(in terms of known parameters), thanks to (2.8).
Invoking Lemma 3.6 and recalling that (29)s>0 denotes the semi-group generated by
X0 we obtain, for any function 8 € L?(8),

X l2 + [ X|[2dr < C +

[1X 12,

Ou(t)y = 75 (9°0) + | " () s

T
+/ ‘@g—t (/U(S,y, ')\pe(sayv')dy)dsv
t S
with the notation

P = [ 00 (F @) o, 6() = [ 6)0n9(F; (@), )

s $
We then apply Theorem 5.11 in [DHa], which says that there exists a constant C' > 0

such that, for any bounded measurable function ® : Po(R) — R and any ¢ € (0,77,

Lip(2)®) < (3.8)

WH ll oo

where Lip is used to denote the Lipschitz constant of ® (as usual P2(R) is equipped with
Wy). Then, inserting (3.8) into (3.7), we obtain (for a constant C' only depending on known
parameters)

Clloll1
(T — t)(l‘M)/Q

T 1
+C/ ——————= Ssup (‘/U s, 4, 1) ¥° S,yaﬂ)ddeS-
¢ (s —t)A+N/2 nePa(R) \'Js ( ) (

Above, Lip[(0,U(t,-,-))2] denotes the Lipschitz constant of p — (0,U(t,-, 1))z, seen as a
function from P(R) to R. Using Lemma 3.6 to get a bound for y — [ | U (s,y, u)|2dy, we
obtain (the value of the constant C' being allowed to vary from line to line)

Lip[w,u(t, Y ~)>2} < 0]l +

, el ;
L1p[<9,u(t,-,-)>2} < Ty +C/ (1+/\)/2 EEET Llp{<9,u(r,-,-)>2}ds.
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And then, for any S fixed (¢,T),

. Cll8l (1-x)/2 '
Llp[(&“(ﬁ 3 ')>2} < N +C(S —1) S Llp{@ﬂ(s’ Y ')>2} 59
+C sup Lip [<9,U(s, . )>2} .
S<s<T
Importantly, C' is independent of ¢ and 6.

Next, we recall (3.6) and we notice that
Lip[<9,z,1(s,-,->>2} < [|0ll2Lip 2y U(s, -, ). (3.10)

We then choose § such that C6(1=*/2 < 1/2. Assume also that we have a bound Cy, £ > 1,
for supy_s<s<r [LiPL2(s)U(s, -, +)]. By Lemma 3.1 and by (3.10), we already have a bound
for Cy that only depends on the properties of f and g, provided ¢ is small enough. If
06 < T —t, then, for any s € [T'— (¢ +1)5,T — 5], s > t, (3.9) yields

C

1
sup Lip[ 0,U(s,-,- } < —>5+=- sup sup Lip{@,u Ty }‘FCCZ.
162 <1 < ( >>2 S(A+XN)/2 2 s<r<T—5 |0]|2<1 < ( >>2

Taking the supremum over s € [t V (T — (€ 4+ 1)0), T — £4], we get a bound Cp4q for
sup sup Lip[<9,l/{(s,-,-)>2}.
V(T —((+1)8)<s<T [|0]l2<1
Now, it is standard to prove that

Li G,U 5yt = Lipy2gU 5Ty 7).
ezt ip | (6:U(s, )| = LipasU(s: )

In this way, we get an a priori bound for the Lipschitz constant of i, seen as a function
from U?(8) into L?(S), along its iterative backward construction. O

3.4 Existence and uniqueness of a mean field equilibrium (first part of Theorem 2.7)

Since we already have proven Theorem 3.7, it remains to establish Proposition 2.9 in
order to prove the existence and uniqueness part in Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Proposition 2.9. The fact that a fixed point to ® induces a mean field equilibrium
is a consequence of Lemma 3.3 and then Proposition 2.8.

We then need to prove that uniqueness of a fixed point to ® implies uniqueness of the
mean field equilibrium. In addition to a fixed point U, we consider another equilibrium 2’
(as in Definition 2.1). We call (X})o<t<r the solution to (2.1) driven by U’. By Proposition
2.8, we know that, for almost every ¢ € [0, T], P-almost surely, for all z € §,

U (t,z, Lebg o (X]) 1) = E[@Ig(X’T(x),LebS ° (X’T)_l)
- (3.11)
+/t 0, F(X1(), Lebs o (X!)~")ds| 7).

Considering as before a regular conditional probability (P¢.),ecq of P given the o-field
generated by o(W,;r < t,z € §), we have that, w P-almost surely, under Py ., (X, )s<r<r
can be regarded as the unique solution of (2.1) driven by U’ and initialized from (¢, X{(w)).
By expressing the above conditional expectation through the regular conditional probability,
we obtain:

U'(t,x, Lebg o (X{(w))_l) = /Q 929(X7(w")(x), Lebg o (X’T(w’))_l)d]th(w’)

+/t /Qazf(X;(w’)(z),Lebgo (XL (W) 1) dPy o (w') ds.
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Under the same probability measure, we can write

U(t,z,Lebs o ( / 929(Xr(w')(x), Lebs o (X7 (w') ™) dPy o (w')
Q

/ / 0, F(X,()(2), Lebs o (X, (w) ") dP, (") ds,

where (X)i<s<7 is the solution to (2.1) driven by U and initialized from (¢, X/(w)). Repeat-
ing the proof of Lemma 3.1, we obtain that, for T — ¢t < Cy,/2, U(t,-,-) and U'(t, -, ) should
coincide. Restarting the analysis from time T — C, /2, with U(T — Cy; /2, x, u) playing the
role of 0, g(X (x), u) for X ~ p, we obtain the identification of & and U’ on [T'—2 x Cy /2, T.
Arguing inductively, we can identify & and U’ on the interval [0, T], which proves that there
is a unique mean field equilibrium, given by U. O

4 Representation of U/

Let U be given by Theorem 3.7 (equivalently, by the first part of Theorem 2.7). Solve
(2.1) with 0 as initial time (and with some initial state u € P2(R)).

The purpose of this section is to show the second part in Theorem 2.7: along the path
(Xt(-))o<t<r (which takes values in U%(S)), the field U can be represented in a mean-field
form, namely, for almost every w € Q and almost every ¢ € [0,T)], U(t,x, Lebg o X; ') can
be written in the form

U(t,z,Lebs o X; 1) = U(t, Xy(z), Lebs 0 X;1), (4.1)

for a measurable mapping U : [0,T] x R x Pa(R) — R.

4.1 Formula when X is invertible

The proof of (4.1) relies on the following generic principle.

Lemma 4.1. Let X € U%(S$) be a continuous non-decreasing mapping such that

Then, the function X : [0,1/2] = R is one-to-one from [0,1/2] on its image X ($). Denoting
by X! the inverse (which is measurable), it holds, for any t € [0,T],

U(t,z,Lebs o X 1) = LN{(t,X(x),LebS o X7,

with
N U(t, X (y), Lebg o X 1) y € X(R)
U(t,y,Lebgo X ') = ¢ U(t,0,Lebg o X 1) y < X(0)
U(t,1/2,Lebg o X 1) y > X(1/2)

Proof. We know that U is a non-decreasing continuous function on [0,1/2]. Assume that it
is not strictly decreasing, meaning that there exist z; and x2 in [0,1/2], with 1 < x2, such
that U(x1) = U(z2). Then, for all z € [x1,z2], U(2) = U(z1) = U(z2). Letting I = [x1, z2],

we have
//1{X<z> x<y>}d$dy>//1{xw> x@ndedy =|I|* >0,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, X is continuous one-to-one from [0, 1/2] onto its image.
This makes it possible to define U as in the statement.
Now, for z € [0,1/2],

U(t, X (x),Lebs o X 1) = U (t, X "1(X (2)), Lebs 0 X ) = U(t, z, Lebs 0 X 1)
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When z € [—1/2,0], we have

U(t,x, Lebs 0 X 1) = U(t, —z, Lebs o X 1) = U(t, X (—x), Lebg 0 X 1)
= U(t, X (x), Lebs 0 X 71).

This completes the proof. o

We recall from (1.2) that the function z € [0, 1] — X (2/2) is the quantile function of the
probability measure u := Lebg o X ~1. With X ~! defined as in the previous lemma, we get

(X oX(35) =2 zeo1],
which shows that the function 2.X ~! is the cumulative distribution function of i, which we
denote by F),. Therefore, U can be rewritten as

~ F
. =u(r 22 ) yer, (4.3)
We can prove that the function

(t,y, ) = (t, F“T(y)u)

is measurable. This shows that I/ is measurable. Indeed, we notice that, for any a > 0,

{(1,y) € P2(R) x R : Fiu(y) > a}
= {(1,y) € Pa(8) x R : p((—00,9]) > a}

= N UneP® :n((—oc,2) >a} x {yeR:z- L <y<z)
neEN\{0} z€Q

It is easy to see that the set on the last line above belongs to the product of the two o-fields
on P3(R) and R respectively. Importantly, we notice that the definition of U in (4.3) always
makes sense, even if the assumption of Lemma 4.1 is not satisfied. This plays a key role in
the sequel.

Notice also that, whenever p has no atoms, F), is continuous so that U is continuous in
y. Observe that so is the case for u = Lebg o X ™! when X satisfies (4.2).

4.2 Almost sure invertibility of the solution
Here is now the second step in the construction of a mean field representative of the
process (U(s,z, Lebg o X 1))o<s<T-

Lemma 4.2. Let U be given by Theorem 8.7. Solve (2.1) with 0 as initial time (and with
some initial state p € Po(R)). Then, for almost every w € Q and for almost everyt € [0,T],

/S/Sl{xxz)—xf,(y)}dzdy =0

Proof. By the same Girsanov transformation as in Lemma 3.6, we can in fact prove the
result for the driftless equation (2.1). Then, for a given ¢ > 0, consider a smooth positive
function ¥ : R — R such that

Liyi<ey S YY) < yjy<aey, yER

Obviously, we can choose 1) to be even. Also, we can find a function ¥ such that ¥" = 1.
Choosing ¥(0) = ¥/(0) = 0, we have |¥/(z)| < 2¢ for x € R and then |U(z)| < 2ex|.
Clearly, ¥ is even.
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Next, we consider the following functional on Pa(R):

E(p) = %/}R/R‘I’(w —y)du(x)du(y), p € P2(R).

Since ¥ is smooth, Z has continuous first and second-order derivatives (with respect to p).
They are given by

0,5 (1) (x) = / V' — y)du(y),

0:0,= /w z — y)dp(y),
O2E () (z,y) = — bl — y).

We believe that those notations are by now standard. We refer to Chapter 5 in the book
[CD18a).
By Ité’s formula proven in [DHb], we obtain

E [2(Lebs o X;!) — Z(Lebs 0 X5 )|

_ —E/t//z/}(Xs(x) — X,(y)) [VX, ()] *da dy ds

+ = Z k—”E/ //w Xs(y))ed(x)de dy ds

k>1

33 e [ [0 - Xty is

E>1
which yields

42 k_Q/\E/ //I{X (2)=Xs (y)}‘ek 76]6 | d:L'dde

k>1
t
2
§C€+E/ //1{|X3(z)—Xs(y)|§28} [VXS(:L'>] dz dy ds.
0 JSJS

Letting ¢ tend to 0, we get

Z k™ 2/\E/ //I{X (2)=Xs (y)}‘ek 76]6 ’ d:L'dde

k>1 (44)

t
2
= E/ /S/Sl{xs@):Xs(y)}[VXs(w)] dz dy ds.
0

We claim that the last line on the right-hand side is equal to 0. Take indeed y € $ and
consider, for an element h € H'($) N U?(8), the integral

2
/S Lin(n)=h(y)y [VR(2)] dz

We claim that it is zero. Without any loss of generality, we can assume (by symmetry and
periodicity) that y € [0,1/2]. Then, the set {x € § : h(x) = h(y)} must be made of one
or two intervals since h is non-decreasing on [0, 1/2] and non-increasing on [—1/2,0]. When
there are two intervals, they are obtained one from each other by means of the mapping
x — —x. We then call I the interval containing at least one non-negative real. If the length

Page 24/37



Regularization by noise for 1d mean field games

of I is zero, then the proof of the claim is done, i.e. the above integral is indeed zero. If not,
we write

2 2 2
/s Lin(o)=h(y)} [V(z)] dz < /1 Lin()=h(y)} [VR(2)] "dz + [ Il{hm:h(y)}[w@] da,

but we observe that, on the interior of I, Vh must be zero (and similarly on —I). This
completes the proof the claim. Back to (4.4), we obtain

1 _ ¢ 2
DI 2A]E/ //1{xs<z>:x5<y>}|€k($) —ex(y)| dedyds = 0.

i1 0 JsJs
Recalling that ex(x) = v/2 cos(27kz), this may be rewritten as

t

Z k=P E / / / 141X, (2)= X, (y)|=0} sin? (27rk(:c — y)) sin? (27rk(z + y))d:c dyds = 0.
E>1 0o JSJS
So, P almost surely, for almost every ¢t € [0,T] and almost every x € 3,
Z k=2 /S 141X, ()= X, (y)|=0} sin® (27rk(z — y)) sin? (27rk(z + y))dy =0.
k>1

For a given k € IN\ {0}, the function y € $ + sin?(2wk(z—y)) sin?(27k(x+y)) can only have
x as a zero on a small interval around « (since the function is a trigonometric polynomial
and has a finite number of zeros on the circle). This means that we can find § > 0 (random,
depending on ¢ and ) such that

/S1{|Xs<z>—xs<y>|:0}1{ds<z,y><6}dy =0,

where dg is the distance on 3.
Using again the fact that the collection of points y such that X (y) = Xs(z) is an interval
containing x, we deduce that

Al{lxsu)—xs(yn:mdy =0.

The above holds true IP almost-surely, for almost every ¢ and for almost every x. The result
easily follows. O

4.3 Main statement

By combining the last two subsections, we get

Theorem 4.3. Let U be given by Theorem 3.7 and call

. F
U(t,y,u)zu(t, “Q(y),u) y € R.

Also, solve (2.1) with 0 as initial time (and with some initial state p € Po(R)) and call the
solution (X¢)o<t<r. Then, (Xi)o<t<r solves

dX¢(x) = —U(t, X¢(), Lebg 0 X; V) dt + AXy()dt + AWy (z) + dip(z), = €8, (4.5)

where, for almost every t € [0,T], P-almost surely,

U(t, Xi(z),Lebs o X, 1) = {819(XT(:C),LebS o X7

T
+/ 9./ (X, (2), Lebs o X, V)ds | |, z €.

t
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4.4 Connection with standard mean field games

The reader may wonder about the connection between our construction and the one that
is usually followed in standard mean field games without common noise. Intuitively, the field
U identified in the statement of Theorem 4.3 should be regarded as (¢, z, p) — O V(t, z, 1),
where V is the solution of the so-called master equation in mean field games, see for instance
[CDLL19, CD18a, CD18b]. In the absence of common noise, the construction of the field
V is just restricted to cases satisfying certain monotonicity properties (like Lasry-Lions
monotonicity either or displacement monotonicity). Because the displacement monotonicity
condition is more in line with the Pontryagin principle, which we invoked in the proof of
Proposition 2.8, we here assume (in this paragraph only and in order to fix the setting)

B[(X - X') (0. (X.£(X)) = 0.5 (X', £(X") )] 20, (4.6)

and similarly for g, for any two random variables X and X’ that are constructed on an
arbitrary probability space, with respective laws £(X) and £(X').

We then consider the same mean field game as the one described in Subsection 2.2, but
without the additional forcing AX;dt+dW; in the equation (2.1). Instead, we just postulate
that

dX,(z) = =V(t,z,Lebg o X; ')dt + dm(z), t€[0,T], z€S, (4.7)

where, as before, (n:)o<i<r is a reflection term with values in L?($) such that, for any
u € U?(8), the path ({n;, u))o<¢t<r is non-decreasing. As far as V is concerned, we assume
it to belong to the class C introduced in Definition 2.1. Following Brenier’s original work
[Bre09], one can show that (4.7) has a unique solution (X;)o<¢<7 with a continuous path
from [0, 7] into U%(8$). It is obtained as the limit of the following discrete scheme

d
dvm

X (@) = =V(t,2,Lebs o (X)), t € [tn,tns1), €S, (4.8)

for a time mesh (t,)n=o,... .~y of the interval [0,T] with uniform step size h. At time #,41,
X" s obtained by rearrangement:

tnt1
x™ :(X(h) )*, (4.9)

with the symbol — in the above time index denoting the left-limit at point ¢,+; (which
obviously exists here) and the symbol * is the rearrangement operation. Intuitively, we
rearrange any function on $ in the form of a function, which has the same distribution under
the Lebesgue measure, but which belongs to U?($). Details may be found in [Bre09, DHa].

Here is the main result of this subsection. It shows that, in absence of common noise,
our notion of mean field game coincides with the usual one:

Proposition 4.4. On the top of the assumptions used in Theorem 2.7, assume that (4.6) is in
force. Then, the mean field game, as defined in Definition 2.2 but with (X)o<i<T satisfying
equation (4.8), has a unique solution U € C. This solution coincides with the unique mean
field game equilibrium that is understood in the usual sense.

In clear, the flow of distributions (pt)o<t<T defined by

e = Lebg o Xt_l,

when (Xi)o<i<T 98 driven by U, is the unique continuous flow (v)o<t<r from [0,T] to P2(R),
with vy = g, such that the optimal trajectory of the minimization problem

inf j((gat)ogth; (Vt)ogth)7
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with

J((%)ogth;(Vt)ogth) = /Sg(@T(z),z/T)dz

[ (@) + awp)aas

has exactly (vi)o<i<T as marginal laws. Above, the minimization is performed over measur-
able mappings ¢ : (t,x) € [0,T] x $ — ¢(x) € R satisfying fOT Js lee(x)Pdtde < oo and
(Dr)o<e<T 18

(4.10)

d

Ed)t(ac) =pi(x), t€[0,T], =ze€S,
where ®q is any measurable mapping from 3 to R such that Lebg o @0_1 = po. The flow of
marginal laws of any trajectory is then given by (Lebg o @;1)09531

Proof.

First Step. By [CD18a, Theorem 3.32], there exists a unique mean field equilibrium (in
the standard sense) under the standing assumption. Moreover, it admits a decoupling field,
in the sense that there exists a mapping

W:0,T] x R x P2(R) — R,

which is Lipschitz continuous in the second and third arguments, uniformly in time, such
that the equilibrium (v4)o<¢<7 of the mean field game (which has not been yet identified
with (p¢)o<e<r) is the solution of the (first-order) Fokker-Planck equation:

atVt — lez (W(t, Y l/t)l/t) = 0, te [O,T],

with vy = o as initial condition. In fact, one can show (this is a consequence of the analysis
carried out in [CD18a, Theorem 3.32]) that W is non-decreasing in the argument . In short,
this is a consequence of the fact that VW has the same monotonicity structure as 0, f and
029.

Alternatively, (v)o<t<r can be regarded as the flow of marginal laws of the solution to
the McKean-Vlasov equation:

d
&n@%:4N@E@%MMOﬁ4% te0,T], z€S8,

with any initial condition Yy : $ — R with pg as distribution.

Second Step. In particular, one can choose Yo(z) = F !(z), for x € $, so that Yy € U?($).

Ho

We claim that, under this choice, Y; belongs to U%(S) for any t € [0, T]. The proof is twofold.
First, we observe that Y;(x) = Y;(—z), by uniqueness of the solution to the ODE

Qt = _W(t;ytayt)a te [OaT]a

with yo = Yp(z) = Yo(—=z) as initial condition. Second, we notice that, for any z,2’ €
(0,1/2), with z < 2/,

i<Yt(z/) Yt(z)) _ W(t,Yt(:L'/),l/t)7W(t,}/t(1'),l/t)

de ' —x -

Yt(x/)}/t(x)>’

Tz —x

(4.11)

—Zt(x,x’)<

with
W(t,Y}(x'),Vt) _W(taY;f(-T)th) . ,
Zi(z,2') = Yi(@') — Yi(x) if  Yi(2') # Yi(2),
0 if Yi(a') =Yi(2).
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By the Lipschitz property of W, we have |Z;(x,2’)| < C, for some constant C' > 0 related
with the Lipschitz constant of W. And then we deduce from the ‘linear’ ODE (4.11) that
Y:(2') — Yi(z) has the same sign as Yy(2') — Yo(x) and is thus non-negative. Moreover,

S Yi(2') = Yi(z)| < exp(CT)[Yo(a') — Yo(z)],

which shows that each Y; is right-continuous in 0 and left-continuous on (0, 1/2], because Yy
is also right-continuous in 0 and left-continuous on (0,1/2]. This completes the proof that
Y; belongs to U?(8) for each t € [0,T], that is Y;(z) = F, *(z) for any (t,x) € [0,T] x $. We

vt
thus rewrite the equation for (Y;(x))o<i<r in the form

%Y}(m) =-W(t,F, ' (z),n), t€[0,T], z€S. (4.12)

This prompts us to let:
W(tw,u) =W(tLF7 @), 1),  (ta,p) €[0,T] x S x Pa(R).

Next, (4.12) can be reformulated as

—Yi(z) = fW(t, T, 1)

dt (4.13)

= —W(t,x,LebS o Y;l), tel0,T], z€S§.

Third Step. The point is to regard (4.13) as a reflected equation of the form (4.7). We
first observe that, for any two p, u/ € Pa(R%),

/S (W (t,a, 1) — Wtz 1) de = /S IW(t, B (@), 1) — W(t Fpt (@), 1) de
< [ 1@ - @Pde + oWy (1)
S

< CW35(u, '),

where the constant C' is related with the Lipschitz constant of W. The third line follows
from the solution of the Wa-optimal transport problem in dimension 1, see [Vil09].

It remains to notice that, by composition of WW and Fljl, the function x € $ — W(t, x, 1)
belongs to U?($). Moreover, by [CD18a, Eq. (3.46)] and by boundedness of 0, f and 0,g,
the function W is bounded. This shows that W is in the class C.

Finally, since Y; belongs to U%($) for each t € [0, T], we can write

tx:_NtaxaeSO - +nt$a te ) , T ED,
dy; w Lebg o Y1) 4 d7; 0,7 S

with (ﬁt)OStST =0.

Fourth Step. We now show that the function W satisfies Definition 2.6. Using the same
notation as in (2.4) and (2.5), we consider the cost

J((%)ogtg; (Yt)OStST)
which (implicitly) requires to associate with the control (y¢)o<¢<7 the dynamics
dTy(z) = dY;(z) + (%(x) +W(t, z, Lebg o y;l))dt, te[0,T]: To(z)=Yo(x), z€8.
By (4.13), we get

dl'y(z) =y (z)dt, t€[0,T]; To(z)="Yo(z), z€S.
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Back to (4.10), we deduce that

J((%)Oﬁth; (Yt)ogth) = j((%)ogth; (Vt)ogth)-

Since (14)o<t<7 is a mean field equilibrium (in the classical sense), we deduce that, under the
initial condition F) | 1 the optimal trajectory to the functional in the right-hand side (which
is unique under the standing convexity properties of f and g in z) is exactly (Y;)o<t<r. The
optimal control is

2(z) = —W(t,Yi(2), p) = -W(t, F; (2), 1) = -W(t,z,p), (t,x) €[0,T] 8.

This proves that the optimal control to the left-hand side is (¢, z) —W(t, z,Lebg o Y1),
hence proving that W satisfies Definition 2.6.

Fifth Step. It remains to notice that there exists a unique solution to the mean field
game defined in Definition 2.2. The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 2.9. Indeed,
if U is a solution and because W is also a solution, we know from Proposition 3.2 that it
must coincide with W on [T — §, T, for some ¢ > 0 depending on the Lipschitz constants of
coefficients f and g. In this way, we have a representation formula for ¢(T — 4, -, ). Thanks
to (4.14), we have a Lipschitz property (in the measure argument) for this new boundary
condition at time T'— §. This allows us to iterate the proof and then to identify ¢« and W
on the whole domain. O

5 Appendix: proof of Theorem 2.3

The goal of this section is prove that equation (2.1) has a solution when V in the class
C (see Definition 2.1).

5.1 Approximation scheme for proving existence

The proof of existence achieved in [DHa, Proposition 4.14] when V = 0 relies on a
discretization scheme. We follow the same lines below, but we pay a special care in explaining
the additional difficulties due to the presence of V. Notice that another strategy based on
Girsanov thereom would be conceivable, see for instance the forthcoming work [DHb].

Following [DHa], we consider the following approximation, along a uniform time mesh
(tn)n=0,... v of the interval [0,T]. We call h € (0,T") the step size of the mesh.

Iterating on the value of n, we then define:

AX "M (z) = —V(t,2,Lebs o (X" V) dt + AX ()t + dAWi(z), t € [tn,tns1),
t tn t

the value of Xt(:) being given by the previous iteration of the scheme and the next value

Xt(:ﬁl being given by rearrangement:

x (M :(X(h) )*_

tnt1 tnt1—

We recall that the symbol — in the above time index denotes the left-limit at point ;4.
Moreover, the symbol x is the rearrangement operation, see (4.9).
One of the very key point in the proof is the analogue of Lemma 3.4 in [DHa).

Lemma 5.1. There exists a constant Cr, independent of h, such that

1
E [[vx2]5] < Cr[1+ min(— )Xol

vxoui)]

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [DHa]. We consider an additional random
variable U, uniformly distributed on (0, 1) and independent of W. By Lemma 3.3 in [DHa/,
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we get the first line below, which holds true for any r > 0. The second line below is standard
algebra.

B[V (e xM)|[3]

<E[H ((rUJrh)AX(h) +/" (rU+tnfs)A|:_V( s, -, Lebg o (X (h) ) )ds+dWD
tn—1

tn 2
<1+ h)E[HV(e(’”U”)AXff)I +/ e(TUth”S)AdWS) ] (5.1)
tn—1 2
tn 2
N R S
n—1 2

And then, by orthogonality of the stochastic integral with the o-field F;, , and by Jensen
inequality, we obtain the first inequality below.

E[|v(evax);3]

< 1+ WE[[V( T2 xM )[12] + 1+ nE {

tn 1
tn
+ (1 +h)EU
tn—1

We then replace t, by t,, and we choose r = (n — m)h, which makes it possible to iterate.
We obtain, for m € {1,--- n},

J

tn
/ VS(TU+t"75)AdWS
tn—1

v(e(rUthnfs)A [V(s,-,Lebs o (Xfffl)*l)]) szs] .

[HVX h)H } (14 h)"~ m+1E{HV (n— m-‘rl)hUAXtm )l }
+ Z (1 + h)"_k'i‘l{E H e ve(tk—s—i-(n—k)hU)AdW

2
° }
k=m 2

B[ [ [t (e ey o 62, ] ]|

tr—1

te—1

The sum on the second line is handled as in Lemma 3.4 in [DHa]. Choosing m = 1, we
deduce that, for 6 € (0, —1/2),

E[|VXP[5] < 1+ rB[[[9 (€4 Xo) 3] + 5.1 ()

n k
+ Z (1+h)"F1E {/ HV(e(t’“‘fer("fk)hU)A [V(s, -, Lebg o ( Xt(:)l )H } )
k=1 te—1

The really new term is the sum on the second line above. We proceed as follows.

Hv(e(tkfer(nfk)hU)A [V (s, Lebs o (X )~ )H |Vl ’
) TVt — s+ (n—k)hU
and
HV(G(tk*SJF(”*k)hU)A [V(& ., Lebg o ( t(:)l ) H < C”V”TV,
with || - |7y denoting the total variation norm. Since V is non-decreasing on (0,1/2) and

symmetric with respect to 0, we have ||V||tv < 4||V||c. And, by Holder inequality,

(te—s+(n—k)hU)A (h) c|VIZ
V(e [V(s,-, Lebs o (X, ) \/t T (5.2)
k— S n—
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Then,
/ ( (et (=RDATY (5, Tebs o (X[, )7 )H ds
th_1
th
. |Vl ds = \/E/ __ Ve (5.3)
ter Vte — s+ (n—k)hU \/HT
VE ' v Vi
S AL ) L P ATV IV gy e gy i
ol e ] |
Eventually,

s 2, o

EZ/t te—1 2
k—1

k=1

SC\/EZ{\/l-i-n—kz—\/n—kz} = 2¢vVhn.
k=1

In order to complete the proof, it remains to see that
n 2 .1 2
B[V ("2 X0) 3] < Crmin( 1 Xo]3. [ VXo)}).
see the end of the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [DHa]. O

5.2 Tightness

The next step is to verify the various ingredients for proving tightness, as developed in
[DHa, Subsection 3.3]:

Proposition 5.2. Denoting by (X (~th))0<t<T the linear interpolation of (X(}?))n 0,- N, the
Jfamily {X )}he(o 1) induces a tight family of probability measures on the space C({0, T] LZ,.(9))

of continuous functions from [0,T] into L2, (8).

Proof. The key is to adapt Proposition 3.7 in [DHa]. We follow, line by line, the computa-
tions therein. We start with

HXt(:) _ enhAXoui < ehAXt(:zl _ A X,

tn tn 2
- / e(t"fs)AV(s, -, Lebg o (Xt(le)*l)ds + / eltn=3)AqW,
t 1 t

n— n—1

2

Proceeding as in the derivation of (5.1), we get

2

tTI,
X2 - e Xall; < (1 [ hdX, oo [ etnmdaw,

tn—l

tn
/ et =98 (s, Lebg o (X)) ds
tn—1

2
2

+(1+%)‘

2
2

+Ch,

§(1+h)‘ .

tn
ehAXt(:le o enhAXO +/ e(tnfs)AdWS
tn—1

for a constant C' independent of h. We expand the above in the form

tn
/ eltn=9)AqW,
tn—1

tn
+2(1+ h)<ehAX§fjl - e"hAXO,/ e(t"’S)AdWs>2 + Ch.
t

2
X = et} < 1+ L, — e DX+ (14 1)

2
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By iterating, we obtain

tr 2
/ e(tk*S)AdWS

23

0 = el < S|
k=1

2

ty
+2(ehA X, — A Xy, / =AW, + C’h],
tp—1 2

th—1

which decomposition is very similar to [DHa, (3.31)]. Following [DHa, (3.32)], we then let,
forn e {0,---,|T/h|},

n 2

t
T =Y (14 p)n k! / et =S 2qw, |,
k=1 th—1 2
n 123
T2 =23 (14 by (A x| ekhAXO,/ 2w, |
k=1 te—1

And then, by the same computations as in [DHa], we have, for any exponent p > 1,
EUT; - T,Hﬂ < Cp(h(n—m))?, myne{0,---,|T/h},

with the constant C, being allowed to depend on p. Moreover, with an obvious adaptation of
Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.5 in [DHa| and with the same computations as in [DHa, (3.33)],
we also have

E[\Tﬁ - T;\p} < Cy(h(n—m))"?, myne{0,---,|T/h]}.
Then it is easy to follow displays (3.34) to (3.39) in [DHa]. We deduce
X = Xo|, < EMt/2 4 a(t),

where ()N(t(h))ogth is the piecewise-linear interpolation of (X, )n=o... v. Here, 2" is a
random variable with moments of any order p > 1 that are bounded independently of h and
t — w(t) is random function that is bounded and that tends almost surely to 0 as ¢ tends
to 0.

The next step is to study the analogue of (3.43) in [DHa]. Proceeding as before, we get

n—1 n—1

2p tn
HXt(f) — e("_m)hAXt(Z)H2 < ’ ehAXt(h) —/ e(t”_s)AV(s, -, Lebg o (Xt(h) )_1)ds

tn—l
2p

tm ?

tn
+/ e(tn =) gy, _ e(n-m)ha x ()

tn—1

which prompts us to let

)A(S(h),n—1 RERPY. [Xt(f)l _ e(tn,l—tm)AX(h)}

Z tm

f/ e<S*T>Av(r+tn,1,.,Leb$o(X§fjl)*1)dr+/ TR Wy, g — WL ]
0 0
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By Theorem 6 in [SZ16], we obtain, for t, > t,, >ty for some integer N > 1,

2p
S ——

2p
< B[, - et x ] 7,

i -1
+on(B[|x, - e mmax " 7,
_ 2(p-1)
T B ol W E MR

2p
<+ B[, - et x 7 7,

(p—1)
' |]:th| + hp_l)v

the second line following from Holder and Young inequalities. Up to the pre-factor (1 +
h) on the penultimate line, we recover the main inequality coming after (3.43) in [DHal.
This makes it possible to reproduce the computations therein and eventually to obtain the
analogue of [DHa, (3.44)]. We then get [DHa, (3.45)].

Lastly, we need to readapt the third step in the proof of [DHa, Proposition 3.7]. By
returning to the proof of Lemma 5.1, see in particular (5.1), we obtain

+Ch (]E [x®, —e

G ]

tTrL
< (1+h)Hv<e[(n—m)hU+h]AXt . +/ e[(n—m)hU+tm,—s]AdWS)

tm—1

2

2
2

+ (14 H ( eltnmtetn =12 [y (s, Lebs o (X{1 )~ )]ds)
tn 1

2

2

tm
< (1 +h)Hv<e[(nm)hU+h]AXtml +/ e[(nm)hUthms]AdWS)
tm—1
tTrL
+ (1+h) /
tm—1

and then, by (5.2) and (5.3),

2
2

ds
2

)

v (e“"’”m’f“msm [V(s, -, Lebs o (XEZLM])

G ]

tTrL
< (1+h)Hv<e[(n—m)hU+h]AXt . +/ 6[(n_m)hU+tm_S]AdWS)
tm—1

tm C
ds
ton1 \/t — s+ (n—m)hU

< (1+ b)|| v (elnmtmmivay, )H 1+hH </tm
t

m—1

tm
+201 + h)<v(€[(nm)hU+h]AXt 1)’ (/ e[(nm)hU+tms]AdWs>>
tm—1 2

[\/1+n—m vVn—m J

2

2

+(1+h)

2
e[(nm)hUthms]AdWS)

2

+C(1+h)

EE
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And then, by induction,

G ]

’ 2

< [r(emr e, )|

2

t
n Z (1 4 h)ym+i-k V(/k e[(n_k)hU-l-tk—s]AdWs)
k=m—t+1 th—1 2

tr
49 Z (14 By k<v<e[(nk)hU+h]AX ), </ g e[(nk)hU+tks]AdWS)>
2

:/f_Wan Vi —k].

Ms

1+h>m+1 k
k=m—4+1

Choosing n = m and m — £ = N, for some integer N > 1 (with N < |T/h|), performing
the change of variable j = m + 1 — k, integrating with respect to U, taking the power p > 1
and then taking the conditional expectation given F;, , the second and third terms right
above lead to similar quantities as R! and R? in the proof of [DHa, Proposition 3.7]. It then
remains to observe that the last term is bounded by

ST '
(]E S (@4nmt \/_[\/1+m k—+/m— k})

k=N+1

(S 0w Zvi-vimm)

m—N—-1

= ¢ h?/? <(1 +h)™Nym —N + Z
J=1
m—N-—1

cphp/2<(1+h) NVm—N-h Z \/1+h)

Vil +hy —(1+ h)j“])p

< Cpr[h(m—N)""?,

which bound does not change the argument developed in the proof of [DHa, Proposition
3.7]. O

5.3 Existence of a solution and proof of (2.2)

Following [DHal, existence is proven by extracting a convergent subsequence of the family
((Xt(T/p))ogth)pe]N\{o}- Very briefly, we decompose X, into Xy, :=Y; + Vi , where

h h
Vi = €2V, —/ eA(h_s)V(tn +s,-,Lebg o (th)_l)ds—i—/ eAr=aw, .
0 0

Then, we observe that

h h *
Xi = (eAhth - / eA<h—s>v(tn +s,-, Lebg o (th)_l)der / eA<h—5>thn+s)
0 0
h
= (eAhV}n - / eA(hfs)V(tn +s,-, Lebg o (th)fl)ds

0

h *
+/ eA(h—s)thn+s + ehds (th . V;fn))
0

= (th+1 + ehA}/tn) ’
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which leads to

*
Y;fn+1 = (V;fn+1 + ehAY;fn) - V;fn,+1’

which is the analogue of (4.6) in [DHa]. We then proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.1
in [DHal: roughly speaking, the process (Y;, )o<n<|7/n] induces the reflection term and the
process (Vi Jo<n<|7/n| generates the non-reflected part of the dynamics.

To prove the first inequality in (2.2), we notice that, by Lemma 5.1,

E [|V(e2x")|3] < or [1+mm(ti||xo||§,

vxouj)]

Letting h tend to 0, we get

B [|IV(e2 X)) < o [Hmm(%uxoug,Hvxouj)]

Letting € to 0, we get the result.
As for the second inequality in (2.2), its proof is similar to the one in [DHb]. We give it
for the sake of completeness. It can be checked that the mean (over $) satisfies

d/Xt(x)dac = —/V(t,x,LebS o X; Hdx dt + dBY.
3 3

Since V is bounded, the result is straightforward for the sole mean, which we denote by
(X, = fS Xi(x)dx)o<i<r. Next, we expand

d|| X — X413
= —2(X; — X;,V(t,-, Lebg o X; 1))odt — ||V X¢||3dt + 2(X; — Xy, AWy )2 + exdt.

Using Poincaré inequality, one can prove that, for any ¢ € (0,1),

d[eXp(E”Xt — Xt”%)] < C. exp(sHXt — XtH%) (1 + €2||Xt — )_(tH% —ce|| Xy — )_(tHg)dt

+ 2¢ exp(a”Xt — Xt”§)<Xt — Xy, dWy)o,

where ¢ denotes the constant in Poincaré inequality over $. Above, C. may depend on ¢.
Choosing ¢ small enough, we deduce that

sup E[eXP(EHXt - Xt“g)] < 00,
0<t<T

for some ¢ > 0. By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we complete the proof (with a
possibly smaller value of ¢).
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