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Abstract

This work is devoted to finding the closed-loop equilibria for a class of mean-field games (MFGs) with

infinite many symmetric players in a common switching environment when the cost functional is under

general discount in time. There are two key challenges in the application of the well-known Hamilton-

Jacobi-Bellman and Fokker-Planck (HJB-FP) approach to our problems: the path-dependence due to

the conditional mean-field interaction and the time-inconsistency due to the general discounting cost.

To overcome the difficulties, a theory for a class of systems of path-dependent equilibrium Hamilton-

Jacobi-Bellman equations (HJBs) is developed. Then closed-loop equilibrium strategies can be identified

through a two-step verification procedure. It should be noted that the closed-loop equilibrium strategies

obtained satisfy a new form of local optimality in the Nash sense. The theory obtained extends the

HJB-FP approach for classical MFGs to more general conditional MFGs with general discounting costs.

Keywords. Conditional mean-field game, closed-loop equilibrium, switching diffusion, general discount,

path-dependence, Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation.
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1 Introduction

Since the publications of the seminal works of Huang, Caines, and Malhamé [21, 22], and Lasry and Lions

[26, 27] (published independently), the mean-field game (MFG) theory has drawn increasing attention in

the last two decades. In a mean-field system, each agent (also known as a player) plays an insignificant role,

however the system as a whole is significantly impacted by the agents’ combined efforts. Bensoussan, Frehse,

and Yam [4] provided an illuminating discussion of certain aspects of mean-field games and mean-field type

controls, describing their similarities and differences together with a unified approach for treating them. For

a survey, see also [20] and references therein. For the most recent developments, we refer to [2, 3, 5, 6, 35, 37]

among others. A comprehensive treatment of mean-field game theory can be found in the recent book of

Carmona and Delarue [8].

Along another line, hybrid systems have gained increasing popularity owing to their ability to handle

numerous real-world applications in which discrete events and continuous dynamics coexist and interact. One

of the commonly used models is switching diffusion. The switching process is used to depict random jumps

that can be modeled using a continuous-time Markov chain; see [41] for switching diffusions and applications.

For a wide range of applications, we mention the work on controlled piecewise deterministic Markov processes
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[13], population dynamics, mathematical biology and ecology [32, 33], among others. Furthermore, there

were also efforts in treating switching diffusions in conjunction with mean-field interactions [40].

The current paper aims to find closed-loop equilibria for a class of MFGs with infinitely-many symmetric

players sharing a common switching environment. Different from classical MFGs, the mean-field interaction

takes a form of conditional expectation in this paper (see [34]) and our problems belong to a wider class of

the conditional MFGs.

In general, the equilibria for (conditional) MFGs can be classified into two categories, namely open-loop

and closed-loop. The open-loop equilibria take the form of stochastic processes that depend on the initial

time and the initial state of an agent (see, for example, [24, 31]). In contrast, closed-loop equilibria are

deterministic strategies represented as feedback functions of the observations. Our paper focuses on the

latter one. Moreover, we will consider more complex MFGs with generalized discounting cost functional

in time (compared to the special exponential discounting). The different discounting preference originated

from different subjectivity of people’s preference on the future risks in the decision process leads to a wider

range of applications in different areas (see [16, 42] for more details).

To find the closed-equilibria, there are two key challenges in the application of the well-known HJB-FP

(Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman and Fokker-Planck) approach to our problems: the path-dependence structure

due to the conditional mean-field interaction and the time-inconsistency due to the general discounting cost.

To overcome the first challenge, a path-dependence theory for HJBs is needed. Due to the second feature, the

optimal control problem in the HJB-step becomes time-inconsistent. To overcome this challenge, we introduce

the equilibrium HJB inspired by J. Yong (see [42]) to seek a time-consistent closed-loop equilibrium which

satisfies some local optimality only. Combining those two parts, our main efforts are devoted to developing

a theory for a class of systems of path-dependent equilibrium HJBs such that a new type of local-optimal

closed-loop equilibrium strategies can be identified through a two-step verification procedure. The cases

without switching were treated in [30], whereas the current paper focuses on hybrid systems and the path-

dependence yields further technical challenges. Let us highlight the main contributions of the current paper.

(a) Using a conditional mean field, we formulate the controlled switching diffusion with mean-field inter-

actions.

(b) In addition to the mean-field interactions, we also take into account general discounting costs, which

result in time inconsistency. The time-inconsistency leads to a new local version of Nash’s optimality.

(c) In light of (a), our primary focus is on resolving the issues brought on by path dependence. We develop

novel methods for solving a class of systems of path-dependent equilibrium HJBs on the path space

of the Markov chain that is piecewise constant. In contrast to the use of viscosity solutions in the

previous works (e.g., [17, 18]), because of the special structure, we are able to find a classical solution

in an appropriate sense by the fundamental solution method in partial differential equations (PDEs)

[19]. Some critical and technical estimates are derived as a by-product, which are interesting in their

own right.

(d) Based on the theory of path-dependent HJB equations that we develop, we prove the existence and

uniqueness of a closed-loop equilibrium strategy for the MFG sharing the same environment and with

a general discounting cost.

Example 1.1. Before proceeding further, let us begin with a motivational heterogeneous agent model in

macroeconomics; see [23]. Suppose that there are N agents, that α is a finite-state Markov chain with state

space M = {1, . . . ,m} representing the aggregate shocks from the market, that wit : i = 1, 2 . . . are indepen-

dent Brownian motions being independent of α, which represent the heterogeneous market fluctuations for

different agents, that the wealth of agent i is denoted by X i
t , and the average wealth process is defined by

ΠNt = 1
N

∑N
i=1X

i,N
t . Suppose the wealth of the agent i satisfies

(1.1) dX i,N
t = b(t,X i,N

t , αt,Π
N
t ;uit)dt+ σ(t,X i,N

t )dwit.
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The agent i takes the action ui := {uit : t ∈ [0, T ]} to maximize a profit functional as follows

J i(t, x;ui) = E

(∫ T

t

e−λ(s−t)g(X i,N
s , αs,Π

N
s ;uis)ds+ e−λ(T−t)h(X i,N

T , αT ,Π
N
T )

)
.

The interest to find the appropriate behavior of each agent when the system consists of a large number of

agents. Letting N → ∞, by the law of large numbers, it can be proved that ΠNt → E[Xt|Fα
t− ] as N → ∞,

where Xt is a “representative” of X i
t and Fα

t− is the filtration of α up to time t−. Note that all the agents are

symmetric because b, σ, f, g are the same for different agents. The superscript i can be omitted in the sequel.

Denote by Xξ,u the solution to (1.3) with initial X0 = ξ (the wealth distribution of all agents initially) and

the average wealth process by ηξ,us := E[Xξ,u
t |Fα

t− ]. Then, the heterogeneous agent model with infinite-many

symmetric players reduces to optimizing

(1.2) J(t, x; ηξ,u, u) = E

( ∫ T

t

e−λ(s−t)g(s,Xs, αs, η
ξ,u
s ;us)ds+ e−λ(T−t)h(XT , αT , η

ξ,u
T )

)
,

subject to

(1.3) dXt = b(t,Xt, αt, η
ξ,u
t ;ut)dt+ σ(t,Xt)dwt.

Such a problem (especially when α is a constant process) has been well studied in the mean-field game theory

where the main object is to find an equilibrium strategy u∗ (under suitable conditions) in Nash’s sense such

that

(1.4) J(t, x; ηξ,u
∗

, u) ≤ J(t, x; ηξ,u
∗

, u∗) for any strategy u.

Here ηξ,u
∗

is considered as a pre-committed average wealth process if all the agents take the same “rational”

strategy u∗. The optimality in (1.4) essentially says that the equilibrium strategy is optimal if all other agents

adopt such a strategy. We emphasize that our problem is different from a McKean-Vlasov optimal control

problem where an optimal control u∗ satisfies J(t, x; ηξ,u, u) ≤ J(t, x; ηξ,u
∗

, u∗) for any strategy u. The

exponential discounting structure in the profit functional in (1.2) essentially leads to a time-consistent optimal

control problem for each agent to solve. In reality, it is often necessary to consider some general discounting

profits functionals. That is, the discounting factors might be replaced by some other functions µ(s, t) and

ν(T, t). The so-called hyperbolic discounting is such an example by letting µ(s, t) = 1
1+λ(s−t) , ν(T, t) =

1
1+λ(T−t) . For general µ and ν, the optimization problem for each agent is time-inconsistent; the dynamic

programming principle fails. For more details, the reader is referred to Section 2 in [42]. In this paper, we

will consider the following profit-functional V (t, x; ηξ,u, u) = J̃(t; t, x; ηξ,u, u) where

(1.5) J̃(τ ; t, x; ηξ,u, u) = E

(∫ T

t

g̃(τ ; s,Xs, αs, η
ξ,u
s ;us)ds+ h̃(τ,XT , αT , η

ξ,u
T )

)
.

Because of the same reason, it is impossible to find an equilibrium strategy satisfying (1.4). Instead, a local

version of (1.4) will be proved in the future to illustrate the local optimality of the new equilibrium strategy

in our paper (see (4.18)).

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 presents the formulation of our problem. In

addition we introduce the path space of the Markov chain and work out the calculus on the path space.

To go through the HJB-FP method in our problems, we detail the FP-step and HJB-step in Section 3 and

Section 4, respectively. Especially, a theory on path-dependent systems of equilibrium HJBs is developed,

which presents the main contribution of the paper. Using the results of Section 4, we proceed with our final

goal–to obtain the closed-loop equilibria for MFGs with switching under general discounting in Section 5.

We also revisit the motivational example on heterogeneous agent model in Section 5 to illustrate the theory

developed. Finally, concluding remarks are made in Section 6.
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2 Formulation

On a complete probability space (Ω,F,P) with N being the set of all P-null sets, let α(·) be a finite-state

Markov chain with state space M = {1, · · · ,m} and generator Q = (qij)m×m. Denote by Fα
t− the smallest

σ-algebra containing {α(s) : 0 ≤ s < t} augmented with all P-null sets, and F be the natural filtration of α(·)
augmented with all P-null sets. Assume that Fα

0− = {∅,Ω}∨N = Fα
0 . Let B(·) be a standard n-dimensional

Brownian motion (independent of α) and FB be its natural filtration augmented with all P-null sets. Denote

Ft := Fα
t

∨FB
t

∨N , Ft− := Fα
t−

∨FB
t

∨N . Let P(Rn) (P2(R
n), resp.) be the space of probability

measures (with finite second moment, resp.) on R
n. It is assumed that there are infinite many symmetric

players. We formulate the conditional MFGs as controlled McKean-Vlasov dynamics with switching.

Consider

(2.1)

{
dX(t) = b(t, α(t−), X(t), η(t);u(t))dt + σ(t,X(t))dB(t),

η(t) = law(X(t)|Fα
t−), X(0) = ξ, α(0−) = i,

where b : [0, T ]×M × R
n × P(Rn) × U 7→ R

n, σ : [0, T ]× R
n 7→ R

n×n are appropriate maps. The B(·)
is a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion. Especially η(t) is the conditional probability law of X(t) on

the filtration Fα
t− in the sense that for any bounded and continuous function f : Rn 7→ R, E[f(X(t))|Fα

t− ] =∫
Rn f(x)η(t, dx). In our problem, the player aims to find an appropriate u(·) ∈ U [0, T ] in accordance with

the cost functional

(2.2) V(t, ξ, i;u(·)) = J(t; t, ξ, i;u(·)).

where

J(τ ; t, ξ, i;u(·))

= Et,ξ,i

( ∫ T

t

g(τ ; s, α(s−), X(s), η(s);u(s))ds + h(τ ;α(T−), X(T ), η(T ))
)
,

U [0, T ] :=
{
u : [0, T ]× Ω 7→ U

∣∣u(·) is F-adapted with E

∫ T

0

|u(s)|2ds <∞
}
.

The set U is the action space, and g : [0, T ]× [0, T ]×M×R
n×P(Rn)×U 7→ R

+ and h : [0, T ]×M ×R
n×

P(Rn) 7→ R
+ are two appropriate functions denoting the running cost and terminal cost respectively. Note

that the additional time factor τ yields a general discounting cost in our problem. As was mentioned, we aim

to find closed-loop equilibria instead of optimal controls for the McKean-Vlasov dynamics. We will follow

the well-known HJB-FP approach while some substantial modifications are needed for our problems. The

following is the main assumption for our problem. Let P2(R
n) ⊂ P(Rn) be equipped with the Wasserstein

2 metric w (see [38]).

Assumption 2.1. (1) Suppose there exist b1 : [0, T ]×M×R
n×U 7→ R

n, b2 : [0, T ]×M×R
n×P(Rn) 7→ R

n

and g1 : [0, T ] × [0, T ] × M × R
n × U 7→ R

n, g2 : [0, T ] × [0, T ] × M × R
n × P(Rn) 7→ R

n such that

b(t, i, x, ρ; v) = b1(t, i, x; v) + b2(t, i, x, ρ), g(τ ; t, i, x, ρ; v) = g1(t, i, x; v) + g2(τ ; t, i, x, ρ).

(2) The action space U is a compact subset of R and there exists a mapping ψ : [0, T ]×M×R
n×R

n 7→ U

defined by

(2.3) ψ(t, i, x, p) = argmin
v∈U

(
〈p, b1(t, i, x; v)〉+ g1(t, i, x; v)

)
,

which is continuous w.r.t. t and uniformly Lipschitz w.r.t. x and p with Lipschitz constant Lψ and

|ψ(t, i, 0, v)| < K.
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(3) b1 and g1 are continuous w.r.t. t, and g2,h are continuous w.r.t. (τ, t) satisfying





|b1(t, i, x; v)|+ |b2(t, i, x, ρ)|+ |g1(t, i, 0; 0)|+ |g2(τ ; t, i, 0, ρ)| ≤ K,

|b1(t, i, x1; v1)− b1(t, i, x2; v2)|+ |g1(t, i, x1; v1)− g1(t, i, x2; v2)|
≤ K(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|),

|b2(t, i, x1, ρ1)− b2(t, i, x2, ρ2)|+ |g2(τ ; t, i, x1, ρ1)− g2(τ ; t, i, x2, ρ2)|
+|h(τ ; i, x1, ρ1)− h(τ ; i, x2, ρ2) ≤ K(|x1 − x2|+w(ρ1, ρ2)),

|h(τ, t, 0, ρ)|+ |Dxxh|+ |σ(s, 0)|+ |Dxσ(s, x)| ≤ K,

λ−1
0 I ≤ σ(s, x)σ⊤(s, x) ≤ λ0I for some λ0 > 1.

From Assumption 2.1, we see that v and ρ are separated in b and g, which is a general assumption for

mean-field game theory (see [7] for example). In this scenario, we have a separated Hamiltonian H defined

by

H(τ ; t, i, x, ρ, p, q) := 〈p, b1(t, i, x;ψ(t, x, i, q))〉 + g1(t, i, x;ψ(t, x, i, q))

+ 〈p, b2(t, i, x, ρ)〉+ g2(τ ; t, i, x, ρ).

In fact, if b and h are independent of τ , the Hamiltonian can be simplified by letting p = q, which reduces

to the classical case

H̄(t, i, x, ρ, p) = min
v∈U

(
〈p, b1(t, i, x; v)〉+ g1(t, i, x; v)

)
+ 〈p, b2(t, i, x, ρ)〉+ g2(t, i, x, ρ).

The introduction of τ and q in H is inspired by [42] to tackle the time-inconsistency. With all those notations,

our modified HJB-FP approach can be summarized as follows.

(1) FP-step: Given a pre-committed feedback strategy u depending on time, state, and the path of the

Markov chain, the solution to (2.1) leads to a map ζ(t, αt) representing the conditional distribution of X(t)

on Fα
t− .

(2) HJB-step: Replace η(t) by the feedback form of ζ(t, αt) where αt is the path of α(·) up to time t−.

Then we solve a control problem subject to (2.1) under the general discounting cost (2.2). Different from the

classical MFGs, our control problem turns out to be time-inconsistent and path-dependent. To work with

the two features, we develop a theory for systems of path-dependent equilibria of HJBs

{
(∂α+A)Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)+H(τ ; t,wt(t

−),x,ζ(t, wt),DxΘ(τ ; t, wt, x),DxΘ(t; t, wt, x))=0,

Θ(τ ;T,wT , x) = h(τ ;wT (T
−), x, ζ(t, wT ));

(2.4)

where the operator AΘ(τ ; t, wt, x) := Trace[a(t, x)D2
xΘ(τ ; t, wt, x)]/2 and ∂α is some appropriate path-

derivative to be defined later. The wt denotes a path of α upto time t− and wt(s) = α(s) for s < t. If (2.4) can

be solved appropriately, one can derive a closed-loop control u∗(t, αt, X(t)) = ψ(t, α(t−), X(t), DxΘ(t, αt, Xt)).

(3) Closed-loop equilibrium: If u∗ coincides with the pre-committed u, the feedback strategy u is the

required closed-loop equilibrium whose exact definition will be given later in Section 5.

From the discussion above, a closed-loop equilibrium is essentially a fixed point in a two-step verification

procedure, where the key challenge lies in developing a theory on the path-dependent HJBs (2.4). This

presents the main novelty of the paper. Moreover, we will derive a new local optimality (comparable to

(1.4)) for the closed-loop equilibrium obtained. In particular, if the cost functional in (2.2) is exponential

discounting, the local optimality is equivalent to (1.4). This further signifies that our theory is a generalization

of the classical HJB-FP approach for MFGs with switching under general discounting costs. Now, it is natural

to start our investigation on the path space of α and the path-derivative ∂α. More details will be presented

in the following subsection.
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2.1 Path Space and the Calculus

In this subsection, we develop the calculus on the path space of Markov chain α. Write αt := {α(s) : 0 ≤
s < t} by the path of α(·) up to time t−. Note that all the paths of α(·) are piecewise constant and cádlág

(right continuous with left limit). We equip M , the state space of α, with the discrete metric dM (i, j) = δij ,

where δij is the Kronecker delta function.

Write w[t1,t2) : [t1, t2) 7→ M by a possible path of α(·) on time interval [t1, t2). The set of all possible

paths of α(·) on [t1, t2) is defined by

M[t1, t2) := {w[t1,t2)(·) : [t1, t2) 7→M | w[t1,t2)(·) is cádlág}.

For any w[t1,t2) ∈ M[t1, t2), we can continuously extend the path to the right-endpoint t2 by

w+
[t1,t2]

(s) :=

{
w[t1,t2)(s) for s ∈ [t1, t2);

w[t1,t2)(t
−
2 ) for s = t2.

Such an observation allows us to define the Skorohod-type metric D for M[t1, t2) by

D(w[t1,t2), w̃[t1,t2)) = inf
λ∈Λ

sup
t1≤s≤t2

(
|λ(s) − s|+ dM (w+

[t1,t2]
(λ(s)), w̃+

[t1 ,t2]
(s))

)
, where

Λ :=
{
λ : [t1, t2] 7→ [t1, t2]

∣∣∣ λ is continuous and strictly increasing

with λ(t1) = t1 and λ(t2) = t2

}
.

We denote by N (w[t1,t2)) the number of jumps in w[t1,t2). Note that the definitions of D and N depend on

the time-interval [t1, t2), while we will omit such dependence in the notations for the sake of simplicity. The

combination of two paths w[t0,t1) and w[t1,t2) for t0 < t1 < t2 is defined by

[w[t0,t1) ⊕ w[t1,t2)](t) :=

{
w[t0,t1)(t) for t ∈ [t0, t1),

w[t1,t2)(t) for t ∈ [t1, t2).

For simplicity, we write Mt = M[0, t), M = M[0, T ), and w[0,t) = wt. Moreover, for w ∈ M, write wt as

the restriction of w on [0, t). We have the following observations for D of which the proof is obvious.

Proposition 2.2. (1) If D(w[t1,t2), w̃[t1,t2)) < 1, then N (w[t1,t2) = N (w̃[t1,t2)), and

(2.5)

∫ t2

t1

I(w[t1,t2)(t) 6= w̃[t1,t2)(t))dt ≤ N (w[t1,t2))D(w[t1,t2), w̃[t1,t2)).

(2) It follows that

D(γ[t0,t1) ⊕ w[t1,t2), γ[t0,t1) ⊕ w̃[t1,t2)) ≤ D(w[t1,t2), w̃[t1,t2)).

Define time-augmented path spaces of α(·) as follow

M :=
⋃

0≤t≤T

{t} ×Mt,

Mγt := {(s, ws) ∈ M : s ∈ [t, T ] and ws(r) = γt(r), for 0 ≤ r < t}.

Mγt is a subset of M containing all paths sharing the same path γt until time t−. Next, define w−ε
t ∈ Mt−ε,

the restriction of wt on [0, t − ε), and w+ε
t ∈ Mt+ε, the (continuous) extension of wt to [0, t + ε), by

w−ε
t (s) = wt(s), 0 ≤ s < t− ε, and w+ε

t (s) =

{
wt(s), 0 ≤ s < t,

wt(t
−), t ≤ s < t+ ε.

We proceed with the following

definitions.
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Definition 2.3. A measurable function h : M → R is

(1) path-right-continuous (PR-continuous for short) if limε→0+ h(t+ε, w
+ε
t ) = h(t, wt) for any (t, wt) ∈ M;

(2) path-left-continuous (PL-continuous for short) if limε→0+ h(t− ε, w−ε
t ) = h(t, wt) for any (t, wt) ∈ M;

(3) path-continuous (P-continuous for short) if it is PL- and PR-continuous. Denote by C 0(M) the set of

P-continuous functions on M;

(4) horizontally differentiable, if there exists a ∂Hh(t, wt) such that

∂Hh(t, wt) = lim
ε→0+

h(t+ ε, w+ε
t )− h(t, wt)

ε
= lim
ε→0+

h(t, wt)− h(t− ε, w−ε
t )

ε
,

for any (t, wt) ∈ M;

(5) vertically differentiable, if there exists {∂Vj h(t, wt)}j∈M such that for any (t, wt) ∈ M,

∂Vj h(t, wt) = lim
ε→0+

h(t+ ε, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε)) = lim
ε→0+

h(t, w−ε
t ⊕ j[t−ε,t));

(6) α-continuous, if

lim
ε→0+

E
[
h(t+ ε, αt+ε)

∣∣αt = wt
]
= h(t, wt) for any (t, wt) ∈ M;

(7) α-differentiable, if there exists a ∂αh : M 7→ R such that

(2.6) ∂αh(t, wt) = lim
ε→0+

E[h(t+ ε, αt+ε)
∣∣αt = wt]− h(t, wt)

ε
for any (t, wt) ∈ M;

(8) A function h : M 7→ H is called P-Lipschitz if there exists a uniform constant κh > 0 such that

(2.7) DH(h
(
t, wr ⊕ γ[r,t)

)
, h

(
t, w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t)

))
H
≤ κh

√
N (wr)D(wr , w̃r)

for D
(
wr , w̃r

)
< 1. Here H are some appropriate metric spaces with metric DH(·, ·). For example H can

be R
n, U and P2(R

n). Moreover, we always write κh for the P-Lipschitz constant for the P-Lipschitz

function h.

The following lemma reveals some general relationships among the above definitions.

Lemma 2.4. Let h be a function defined on M.

(1) If h is bounded, then h is α-continuous if and only if h is PR-continuous.

(2) If h is PR-continuous, then ∂Vwt(t−)h(t, wt) = h(t, wt).

(3) If h is bounded and horizontally and vertically differentiable with

(2.8) lim
ε→0+

sup
δ∈(0,ε)

∣∣∣h(t+ ε, w+δ
t ⊕ j[t+δ,t+ε))− h(t+ ε, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε))

∣∣∣ = 0,

and

(2.9) lim
ε→0+

sup
δ∈(0,ε)

∣∣∣h(t, w−δ
t ⊕ j[t−δ,t))− h(t, w−ε

t ⊕ j[t−ε,t))
∣∣∣ = 0,

then h is α-differentiable with

∂αh(t, wt) = ∂Hh(t, wt) +
∑

j∈M

qwt(t−),j∂
V
j h(t, wt).
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(4) For s > t, let ĥ(t, wt) := E[h(s, αs)|αt = wt]. If h is bounded, P-continuous, and P-Lipschitz, then

ĥ(·) is vertically and horizontally differentiable with P-continuous derivatives. As a consequence,

∂αĥ(t, wt) = 0 for (t, wt) ∈ M.

(5) If h is horizontally differentiable with P-continuous derivative, then there exists δ ∈ [0, ε) such that

(2.10) h(t+ ε, w+ε
t )− h(t, wt) = ε∂Hh(t+ δ, w+δ

t ).

Proof. (1) Note that all the paths in M are right-continuous. Denote by Nε the number jumps of α(·) in

[t, t+ ε). Given αt = wt ∈ Mt, we have

Eh(t+ ε, αt+ε) = E
[
h(t+ ε, αt+ε)I(Nε = 0)

]
+ E

[
h(t+ ε, αt+ε)I(Nε ≥ 1)

]

= h(t+ ε, w+ε
t )P(Nε = 0) + ‖h‖∞O(ε) = h(t+ ε, w+ε

t ) + ‖h‖∞O(ε).

Let ε→ 0+, the equivalence is clear.

(2) The claim is clear from the definition of vertical derivatives.

(3) Set αt = wt. On {Nε = 1, α((t + ε)−) = j 6= w(t−)}, the possible values of αt+ε are in the form of

w+δ
t ⊕ j[t+δ,t+ε) for some 0 ≤ δ < ε. Note that

(2.11)

Eh(t+ ε, αt+ε) = E

[
h(t+ ε, αt+ε)

[
I(Nε = 0) + I(Nε = 1) + I(Nε ≥ 2)

]]

=h(t+ε, w+ε
t )P(Nε = 0)+

m∑

j 6=wt(t−)

E
[
h(t+ ε, αt+ε)I(Nε = 1, α(t+ ε−) = j)

]
+O(ε2)

= h(t+ ε, w+ε
t )

[
1 + qwt(t−),wt(t−)ε+ o(ε)

]
+O(ε2)

+
∑

j 6=wt(t−)

E

[
[h(t+ ε, αt+ε)− ∂Vj h(t, wt)]I(Nε = 1, α(t+ ε−) = j)

]

+
∑

j 6=wt(t−)

∂Vj h(t, wt)P(Nε = 1, α(t+ ε−) = j).

By (2.8), it follows that ∂αh(t, wt) = ∂Hh(t, wt) +
∑

j∈M qwt(t−),j∂
V
j h(t, wt).

(4) Since α(·) is a Markov process, we have

ĥ(t+ ε, w+δ
t ⊕ j[t+δ,t+ε)) = E[h(s, w+δ

t ⊕ j[t+δ,t+ε) ⊕ α[t+ε,s))|α(t+ ε−) = j]

=E[h(s, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε)⊕α[t+ε,s))|α(t+ ε−) = j] + o(1)= ĥ(t+ε, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε))+o(1),

where the o(1) is uniformly depending on ε but independent of δ. This verifies (2.8) and (2.9) can be verified

similarly. Moreover, since the probability of α jumps more than once in [t, t+ ε) is o(ε), we have

lim
ε→0+

ĥ(t+ ε, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε)) = lim
ε→0+

E[h(s, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε) ⊕ α[t+ε,s))|α(t+ ε−) = j]

= E[h(s, wt ⊕ α[t,s))|α(t) = j].

Similarly, we have

lim
ε→0+

ĥ(t− ε, w−ε
t ⊕ j[t,t−ε)) = lim

ε→0+
E[h(s, wt−ε ⊕ j[t−ε,t) ⊕ α[t,s))|α(t−) = j]

= E[h(s, wt ⊕ α[t,s))|α(t)=j].

Therefore, the vertical derivative of ĥ(t, wt) exists with ∂
V ĥ(t, wt) = E[h(s, wt ⊕ α[t,s))|α(t) = j]. Moreover,

we can verify that ∂V ĥ(t, wt) is P-continuous.
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Now, let us prove that ĥ(t, wt) is horizontally differentiable. Let αt = wt and s > t. Note that if α has

only one jump in [t, t+ ε) and α(t+ ε−) = j, we have D(wt⊕α[t,t+ε), wt⊕ j[t,t+ε)) ≤ ε. Then, it follows that

ĥ(t+ ε, w+ε
t )− ĥ(t, wt) = ĥ(t+ ε, w+ε

t )− E[h(s, αs)]

= ĥ(t+ ε, w+ε
t )−E[h(s, αs)I(Nε = 0)]−E[h(s, αs)I(Nε = 1)+h(s, αs)I(Nε = 2)]

= ĥ(t+ ε, w+ε
t )− ĥ(t+ ε, w+ε

t )(1 + qiiε+O(ε2)) + ‖h‖∞O(ε2)
−
∑

j 6=i

ĥ(t+ ε, wt ⊕ j[t,t+ε))EI(Nε = 1, α(t+ ε−) = j)

+
∑

j 6=i

E[h(s, wt ⊕ j|[t,t+ε) ⊕ α[t+ε,s))− h(s, αs)]I(Nε = 1, α(t+ ε−) = j)

= −ε
∑

j 6=wt(t−)

qwt(t−),j∂
V
j ĥ(t, wt) + o(ε).

Similarly, ĥ(t, wt) − h(t − ε, w−ε
t ) = −ε∑j∈M qw−ε

t (t−ε−),j∂
V
j ĥ(t − ε, w−ε

t ) + o(ε). By the P-continuity of

∂Vj ĥ(t, wt), we have ĥ(t, wt) is horizontally differentiable with ∂H ĥ(t, wt) = −∑
j∈M qwt(t−)j∂

V
j ĥ(t, wt).

Moreover, ∂H ĥ(t, wt) is also P-continuous. Consequently, ∂αĥ(t, wt) = 0.

(5) As long as h(t, wt) is horizontally differentiable with P-continuous derivative, (2.10) holds by the

mean-value theorem.

We emphasize that the P-Lipschitz property is new in the literature, which is used to guarantee the

α-differentiability of the solutions of path-dependent HJBs. In fact, if the optimal control problem does not

involve mean-field interactions, then no path-dependence is needed, and its value function takes the form

of V (t, wt, x) = V (t, wt(t
−), x), which is naturally P-Lipschitz with P-Lipschitz constant 0. Then the study

on P-Lipschitz property is not needed for such special scenario. Because we need to consider the path-

dependence in our paper, we need to generalize the calculus on the path-space from the classical theories

for switching diffusions without mean-field terms. With the path-space of α, we will focus on the HJB-FP

approach for our problems in the next two sections.

3 FP-Step

This section is devoted to the FP-step. Let L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ],Rn)) be the Banach space of F-progressively

measurable processes with continuous paths equipped with the sup-norm ‖X‖2
L 2 := E sup0≤t≤T |X(t)|2.

First, we present a proposition concerning the existence and uniqueness of a solution to SDE (2.1) for

u(·) ∈ U [0, T ]. The proof is based on a standard Picard’s iteration and thus is omitted here.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds. For any u(·) ∈ U [0, T ], there exists a unique solution

X ∈ L2
F
(Ω, C([0, T ],Rn)) to (2.1).

To construct the mapping ζ, we need to restrict u in a feedback strategy instead. Let U be the set of

Lipschitz feedback strategies defined by

(3.1)

U :=
⋃

κ≥0

Uκ and

Uκ:=
{
u :M×R

n 7→U
∣∣∣u(·) is P-continuous, uniformly P-Lipschitz with constant κ,

and |u(t, wt, 0)| ≤ κ, |u(t, wt, x)− u(t, wt, y)| ≤ κ|x− y|
}
.

Given u ∈ U , inspired by [34], let us construct ζ as follows.

For any (t, wt) ∈ M, consider the following SDE on [0, t],

(3.2) dY (s) = b(s, w(s−), Y (s), law(Y (s));u(s, ws, Y (s)))ds + σ(s, Y (s))dB(s),
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with law(Y (0)) = µ0. Because (t, wt) ∈ M is given, one can solve the above SDE until time t. Set

ζuµ0
(t, wt) := law(Y (t)) to emphasize the dependence of ζ on u and µ0. The following proposition is a direct

consequence of Theorem 4.6 in [34], which guarantees that ζuµ0
(t, αt) is the correct feedback function for the

conditional distribution η(t).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds. Let Xu be the solution to (2.1) under strategy u ∈ U

and recall that ηu = {ηu(t) = law(Xu(t)|Fα
t ) : 0 ≤ t ≤ T }. Then,

P
(
ηu(·) = ζuµ0

(·, α·) in D([0, T ],P2(R
n))

)
= 1.

Here D([0, T ],P2(R
n)) denotes the space of P2(R

n)-valued cádág curves on [0, T ] endowed with the Skorohod

metric.

With the exact form of the feedback function ζ given a u ∈ U , let us present the following lemma on

P-Lipschitz property of ζ which will be used in the future.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds and let u ∈ UL0 . Then ζuµ0
(t, wt) is P-Lipschitz with a

constant
√
β0(T )(1 + L0). Moreover, for any u, ũ ∈ U ,

(3.3) sup
(t,wt)∈M

w
(
ζuµ0

(t, wt), ζ
ũ
µ0
(t, wt)

)
≤

√
β1(T ) sup

(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

∣∣u(t, wt, x)− ũ(t, wt, x)
∣∣.

Here the two constants β0(T ) and β1(T ) are independent of L0 and are small when T is small.

Proof. Let Z(·) and Z̃(·) be the solutions to (3.2) under the same strategy u and the same initial distribution

µ0, but with different paths wt = wr ⊕ γ[r,t) and w̃t = w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t), respectively. Then, for s ∈ [0, t], Itô’s

formula implies that

d

ds
E
∣∣Z(s)− Z̃(s)

∣∣2 =
∣∣
σ(s, Z(s))− σ(s, Z̃(s))

∣∣2(3.4)

+ 2E
〈
Z(s)−Z̃(s),b

(
s, Z(s), w(s−), law

(
Z(s)

)
, u

(
s, ws, Z(s)

))

− b
(
s, Z̃(s), w̃(s−), law

(
Z̃(s)

)
, u

(
s, w̃s, Z̃(s)

))〉

≤ K(1 + L0)
[
E|Z(s)− Z̃(s)|2 + N (wr)D

(
wr , w̃r

)
+ I

(
w(s) 6= w̃(s), 0 ≤ s ≤ r

)]
.

By (2.5), Gronwall’s inequality yields E|Z(t) − Z̃(t)|2 ≤ Kt(1 + L2
0)N (wr)D

(
wr, w̃r

)
. Note that Z(t) and

Z̃(t) have distribution ζuµ0
(t, wt) and ζuµ0

(t, w̃t) respectively, by the definition of Wasserstein-2 metric, we

know that ζuµ0
(t, wt) is P-Lipschitz with constant KTL0.

To prove (3.3), let Z(t) and Z̃(t) be the solutions to (3.2) with the same initial distribution and path w

but with different strategies u and ũ, resp. Similar to (3.4), one has

d

ds
E
∣∣Z(s)− Z̃(s)

∣∣2 ≤ KE
∣∣Z(s)− Z̃(s)

∣∣2 +K sup
(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

∣∣u(t, wt, x)− ũ(t, wt, x)
∣∣2.

Using Gronwall’s inequality again, we have (3.3) similarly.

At the end of this section, we denote by Υ the set of all such ζuµ0
for any u ∈ U and µ0 ∈ P2(R

n). To

show the dependence on the initial µ0, we write Υµ0 :=
{
ζ ∈ Υ : ζ(0, w0) = µ0

}
. We also equip Υ with

the supremum metric, dΥ(ζ, ζ̃) := sup(s,ws)∈M
d
(
ζ(s, ws), ζ̃(s, ws)

)
. Now, we can complete the FP-step by

defining a map T µ0

1 : U 7→ Υµ0 by

(3.5) [T µ0

1 u](s, ws) := ζuµ0
(s, ws) for all (s, ws) ∈ M.

We will work with the HJB-step in the next section.
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4 HJB-Step

In this section, we focus on the HJB-step. Replacing η(t) by the feedback form ζ(t, αt), the HJB-step is

equivalent to solving a path-dependent but distribution-independent control problem under general discount-

ing cost. As mentioned, we will tackle the control problem by studying the equilibria of HJBs. We note

that compared to the path-dependence theory using viscosity solutions developed in the literature such as

[17, 18, 9], the solutions constructed here are in the classical sense due to the special structure of the path

space. Such strong solutions are necessary for us to work with the path-dependent equilibrium HJBs (2.4).

Write

b(t, wt, y; v) = b(t, y, wt(t
−), ζ(t, wt); v), σ(t, x) = σ(t, x),

g(τ ; t, wt, y; v) = g(τ ; t, y, wt(t
−), ζ(t, wt); v), h(τ ;w, y) = h(τ ;w(T−), y, ζ(t, w)).

Here b, g, and h are dependent on ζ while we omit this dependence in the notations for simplicity.

Given ζ, the SDE in (2.1) reduces to

(4.1) dX(t) = b(t, αt, X(t);u(t))dt+ σ(t,X(t))dB(t).

The general discounting cost functional becomes

V (t, wt, x;u(·)) = J(t; t, wt, x;u(·)),(4.2)

J(τ ; t, wt, x;u(·)) = Et,wt,x

( ∫ T

t

g(τ ; s, αs, X(s);u(s))dt+ h(τ ;αT , X(T ))
)
.

Our goal is to find a closed-loop strategy for the control problem subject to (4.1) under the cost (4.2).

Due to the general discounting structure, the control problem is time-inconsistent where no optimal control

exists. Therefore, we turn to find a local optimal equilibrium strategy inspired by [42] where the key step

lies in solving an equilibrium for a systems of HJBs. In our case, the equilibrium HJBs turn out to be

path-dependent, leading to

{
(∂α+A)Θ(τ ; t, wt, x) + H̃(τ ; t, wt, x,DxΘ(τ ; t, wt, x), DxΘ(t; t, wt, x)) = 0,

Θ(τ ;T,w, x) = h(τ ;w, x),
(4.3)

where H̃(τ ; t, wt, x, p, q) = H(τ ; t, wt(t
−), x, ζ(t, wt), p, q). Here, Dx and D2

x are the gradient and Hessian

matrix with respect to x and recall that ∂α has been defined in (2.6). Compared to the classical HJB, the

additional time factor τ is introduced due to the general discounting structure. Our goal is to show (i)

there exists a unique classical solution to (4.3), which is regular enough such that a feedback strategy can

be identified, (ii) the feedback strategy is local optimal in some appropriate sense. The two assertions are to

be studied in the following subsections separately. Before moving on, we present the following proposition

whose proof is straightforward by Assumption 2.1 and thus is omitted.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds and ζ is P-continuous and P-Lipschitz.

(1) The mappings (t, wt, x, v) 7→ b(t, wt, x, v) and (τ ; t, wt, x, v) 7→ g(τ ; t, wt, x, v) are P-continuous and

continuous with respect to (τ, t, x, v); h(τ ;w, x) is continuous in τ . It satisfies that






|b(t, wt, x, v)|+ |g(τ ; t, wt, 0, 0)|+ |h(τ ;w, 0)| ≤ K,

|b(t, wt, x1, v1)− b(t, wt, x2, v2)| ≤ K(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|),
|g(τ ; t, wt, x1, v1)− g(τ ; t, wt, x2, v2) ≤ K(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|),
|Dxh(τ ;w, x)| + |D2

xh(τ ;w, x)| ≤ K,

b,Dxh and Dxg are P-Lipschitz with κb, κDxh, κDxg ≤ Kκζ
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(2) The Hamiltonian H̃(τ ; t, wt, x, p, q) is P-continuous with |H̃(·)| ≤ K(1 + |p| + |x|), |DqH̃(·)| ≤ K(1 +

|p|), |DpH̃(·)| ≤ K and

|H̃(τ ; t, wr ⊕ γ[r,t), x, p, q)− H̃(τ ; t, w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t), x, p, q)|≤Kκζ(1 + |p|)
√

N (wr)D(wr , w̃r),

if D(wr, w̃r) < 1.

4.1 Path-Dependent PDEs

To work on path-dependent equilibrium HJBs (4.3), we will adopt the classical fundamental solution method.

To better illustrate the details, we start with a path-dependent PDE first instead of the complex equilibrium

HJBs (4.3).

For some appropriate functions b, g, and h, we consider the following path-dependent PDE,

(4.4)

{
(∂α +A)Θ(t, wt, x) + 〈b(t, wt, x), DxΘ(t, wt, x)〉 + g(t, wt, x) = 0,

Θ(T,w, x) = h(w, x).

In this subsection only, b, g, and h are not necessarily the same as those in the previous sections. The key

idea of this subsection lies in applying the fundamental solution method for parabolic PDEs. Then we will

extend the results to the equilibrium HJBs in our paper.

Due to ∂α and A, the fundamental solution consists of two parts here. Define

(4.5) Ψ1(t, x; s, y) :=
1

(4π(s− t))
n
2 (det[a(s, y)])

1
2

exp
{
− 〈x− y, a−1(s, y)(x− y)〉

4(s− t)

}
,

which is the fundamental solution to ∂sπ(s, x) +Aπ(s, x) = 0. Straightforward calculation yields that





|Ψ1(t, x; s, y)| ≤ K(s− t)−
n
2 exp

{
− λ0

|x− y|2
4(s− t)

}
,

|DyΨ1(t, x; s, y)| ≤ K(s− t)−
n+1
2 exp

{
− λ0

|x− y|2
4(s− t)

}
,

and

(4.6) DyΨ1(t, x; s, y) = −DxΨ1(t, x; s, y) + Ψ1(t, x; s, y)ρ(t, x; s, y),

where 



ρ(t, x; s, y) = −Dy(det[a(s, y)])

2det[a(s, y)]
− 〈[a−1(s, y)]y(x − y), x− y〉

4(s− t)
,

〈[a−1(s, y)]y(x− y), x− y〉 =



[a−1(s, y)]y1(x− y), x− y

...

[a−1(s, y)]yn(x− y), x− y


 .

It can be checked that under our assumption, one has

(4.7) |ρ(t, x; s, y)|+ |Dyρ(t, x; s, y)| ≤ K
(
1 +

|x− y|2
s− t

)
.

Let us introduce the second part of the fundamental solution from the path process. Since α(·) is a

homogeneous Markov chain, we can define Φ2(i, dγt) := P(αt ∈ dγt|α(0) = i). It can be seen that Φ2(i, dγt)

is supported in γt(0) = i only. Then the transition law of α· can be written as Ψ2(t, wt; s, dw̃s) := P(αs ∈
dw̃s|αt = wt) = Φ2(wt(t

−), dγ[t,s)) where γ[t,s)(r) = w̃s(r) for t ≤ r < s.

Write

Ψ(t, wt, x; s, dw̃s, y) := Ψ1(t, x; s, y)Ψ2(t, wt; s, dw̃s).
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The function Ψ plays a role as a fundamental solution in our path-dependent PDE. Note that Ψ2(t, wt; s, ·)
has support in {w̃s ∈ Ms : w̃s(r) = wt(r), r ∈ [0, t)} only. Before presenting our results, we first introduce

some notation of the spaces for the solution to our path-dependent PDE.

Define C 0,0(M×R
n : Rm) by the set of all Rm-valued functions θ(t, wt, x) which are P-continuous for each

fixed x and are continuous with respect to x for each wt ∈ Mt. Define the sup-norm on C 0,0(M×R
n : Rm) by

‖θ‖C 0,0 := sup
M×Rn |θ|. Note that Mwt

is a subset of M, C 0,0(Mwt
×R

n : Rm) can be defined similarly. For

θ ∈ C 0,0(Mwt
×R

n : Rn), the sup-norm is defined by ‖θ‖
C

0,0
wt

:= sup
Mwt×Rn |θ|. Note that C 0,0(M×R

n : Rm)

and C 0,0(Mwt
× R

n : Rm) are complete under the respective norms. Now, we can solve (4.4).

Proposition 4.2. Let b(t, wt, x) and g(t, wt, x) be P-continuous for each x and are continuously dif-

ferentiable with respect x. Suppose h(w, x) is twice continuously differentiable in x. Further suppose that

gx(t, wt, x) is P-continuous and

(4.8)






|b(t, wt, x)|+ |bx(t, wt, x)|+ |g(t, wt, 0)|+ |h(w, 0)| ≤ K,

|gx(t, wt, x)|+ |hx(w, x)| + |hxx(w, x)| ≤ K,

b(t, wt, x), g(t, wt, x), hx(w, x) are P-Lipschitz uniformly in x.

Then the path-dependent PDE (4.4) admits a unique solution Θ in the classical sense in the class of functions

satisfying |Θ(t, wt, x)| ≤ Ceδx
2

for any δ > 0. The solution has the following representation

(4.9)

Θ(t, wt, x) =

∫

M×Rn

h(w̃, y)Ψ(t, wt, x;T, dw̃, y)dy

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms×Rn

(
〈b(s, w̃s, y), DyΘ(s, w̃s, y)〉+ g(s, w̃s, y)

)
Ψ(t, wt, x; s, dw̃s, y)dyds.

Moreover, DxΘ(t, wt, x), D
2
xΘ(t, wt, x), ∂

αΘ(t, wt, x) are P-continuous for each x and is continuous w.r.t.

x for each (t, wt) ∈ Mt. In addition, DxΘ(t, wt, x) is P-Lipschtiz with Lipschitz constant β2(T )(1 + κζ) for

some constant β2(T ) > 0. Here the solution in the classical sense means that Θ(t, wt, x) is twice differentiable

in x, α-differentiable in (t, wt) (see Definition 2.3) and satisfies (4.4).

Proof. The proof is based on a fixed point theory. We first prove there exists a solution on [T − δ, T ] for

some positive constant δ. Then similar idea can be extended to the whole time interval [0, T ]. Our proof is

divided into several steps.

(1) Construction of the map Π on [T −δ, T ]. We fix a (T −δ, γT−δ) ∈ M and take a θ ∈ C 0,0(MγT−δ
×R

n :

R
n). We will define a map Π : C 0,0(MγT−δ

×R
n : Rn) 7→ C 0,0(MγT−δ

×R
n : Rn) such that Π admits a fixed

point.

For any (t, wt, x) ∈ MγT−δ
× R

n, define

(4.10) Θ(t, wt, x) :=

∫

Rn

Ψ1(t, x;T, y)ĥ(t, wt, y)dy +

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

Ψ1(t, x; s, y)ĝ(t, wt, s, y)dyds.

where

ĥ(t, wt, y) :=

∫

M

h(w̃, y)Ψ2(t, wt;T, dw̃) =

∫

M[t,T )

h(wt ⊕ γ[t,T ), y)Φ2(wt(t
−), dγ[t,T ));

ĝ(t, wt, s, y) :=

∫

Ms

(
〈b(s, w̃s, y), θ(s, w̃s, y)〉+ g(s, w̃s, y)

)
Ψ2(t, wt; s, dw̃s)

=

∫

M[t,s)

(
〈b(s,wt⊕γ[t,s),y),θ(s, wt ⊕ γ[t,s), y)〉+g(s, wt ⊕ γ[t,s), y)

)
Φ2(wt(t

−), dγ[t,s)).

By the P-continuity of b, θ, g, and |Dyh| < K, it can be seen that ĥ(t, wt, y) is uniformly Lipschitz in y and

ĝ(t, wt, s, y) is continuous in (s, y). By [19, Theorem 12, p25], Θ(t, wt, x) is second order differentiable w.r.t
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x. Using integration by parts, we have

DxΘ(t, wt, x) =

∫

Rn

DxΨ1(t, x;T, y)
[ ∫

M

h(w̃, y)Ψ2(t, wt;T, dw̃)
]
dy(4.11)

+

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

DxΨ1(t, x; s, y)

∫

Ms

[〈b(s, w̃s, y), θ(s, w̃s, y)〉+g(s, w̃s, y)]Ψ2(t, wt;s, dw̃s)dyds

=

∫

Rn

[Ψ1(t, x;T, y)ρ(t, x;T, y)−DyΨ1(t, x;T, y)]
[ ∫

M

h(w̃, y)Ψ2(t, wt;T, dw̃)
]
dy

+

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

DxΨ1(t, x; s, y)

∫

Ms

[〈b(s, w̃s, y), θ(s, w̃s, y)〉+g(s, w̃s, y)]Ψ2(t, wt;s, dw̃s)dyds

=

∫

Rn

Ψ1(t, x;T, y)
[ ∫

M

[Dy + ρ(t, x;T, y)]h(w̃, y)Ψ2(t, wt;T, dw̃)
]
dy

+

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

DxΨ1(t, x; s, y)

∫

Ms

[〈b(s, w̃s, y), θ(s, w̃s, y)〉+g(s, w̃s, y)]Ψ2(t, wt;s, dw̃s)dyds.

By (4.6) and the P-continuity of b, θ, g, we see that DxΘ(t, wt, x) is P-continuous with

(4.12) sup
(t,wt,x)∈MγT−δ

×Rn

|DxΘ(t, wt, x)| ≤ ℓ0(1 +
√
δ) sup

(t,wt,x)∈MγT−δ
×Rn

|θ(t, wt, x)| <∞.

Here ℓ0 is a constant independent of θ and t. Now we can define the map Π by Π[θ] = DxΘ.

(2) Fixed-point of Π. By (4.11), we have a constant ℓ1 depending on b and σ only such that

|Π[θ1](t, wt, x)−Π[θ2](t, wt, x)|

≤
∫ T

t

∫

Rn

DxΨ1(t, x; s, y)
[ ∫

Ms

|〈b, θ1 − θ2〉|(s, w̃s, y)Ψ2(t, wt; s, w̃s)
]
dyds

≤ ℓ0
√
δ‖θ1 − θ2‖C

0,0
γT−δ

.

Take δ = min(ℓ−2
0 /2, ℓ−2

1 /2), we see that Π is a contraction on C 0,0(MγT−δ
× R

n : Rn) which admits a

unique fixed point θ∗. Write Θ∗ be the function Θ in (4.10) by taking θ = θ∗ and Θ∗ is the solution to

(4.9) for (t, wt, x) ∈ MγT−δ
× R

n. Note that δ is independent of the choice γT−δ and we can take arbitrary

γT−δ ∈ MT−δ. Then we construct a solution Θ∗ to (4.9) for t ≥ T − δ. By (4.12), we have |DxΘ(T −
δ, wT−δ, x)| ≤ ℓ0(1 − ℓ0

√
δ).

(3) Extension to the full time horizon [0, T ]. Repeat the above process on [T − 2δ, T − δ] with δ = ℓ20/2

and use Θ(T − δ, wT−δ, x) as a terminal condition. Note that δ = min(ℓ−2
0 /2, ℓ−2

1 /2) is an absolute constant

independent of time, we can get a solution on [T − 2δ, T − δ] similarly. Hence, we are allowed to repeat the

above process to [T − 2δ, T − δ], [T − 3δ, T − 2δ], . . ., until reaching the initial time 0. Then (4.4) admits a

unique solution Θ∗ on [0, T ] with θ∗ = DΘ∗ ∈ C 0,0(M× R
n : Rn).

(4) Verification of classical solution. Now we want to verify Θ∗ is the classical solution to path-dependent

PDE (4.4). First, we know that Θ∗ is twice differentiable w.r.t. x with

AΘ∗(t, wt, x) =
1

2
Trace[a(t, x)D2

xΘ
∗(t, wt, x)](4.13)

=
1

2

∫

Rn

Trace[a(t, x)D2
xΨ1(t, x;T, y)]ĥ(t, wt, y)dy

+
1

2

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

Trace[a(t, x)D2
xΨ1(t, x;T, y)]ĝ(t, wt, s, y)dyds

= −
∫

Rn

∂tΨ1(t, x; s, y)ĥ(t, wt, y)dy −
∫ T

t

∫

Rn

∂tΨ1(t, x; s, y)ĝ(t, wt, s, y)dyds.
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Then we want to show that Θ∗ is α-differentiable. By Lemma 2.4 and (4.10), it suffices to show ĥ(t, wt, x)

and ĝ(t, wt, s, y) are P-Lipschitz in (t, wt). The P-Lipschitz property of ĥ is true by that of h directly. By

the definition of ĝ(t, wt, s, y), we need only show θ∗ is P-Lipschitz.

For D(wr, w̃r) < 1, we know that wr(r
−) = w̃r(r

−). For s ≥ t, write

κθ∗(s) = sup
γ[r,s′)∈M[r,s′),s′≥s

sup
x∈Rn

|θ∗(t, wr ⊕ γ[r,s′), x)− θ∗(t, w̃r ⊕ γ[r,s′), x)|√
N (wr)D(wr , w̃r)

.

Note that for t ≥ r,

|DxΘ
∗(t, wr ⊕ γ[r,t), x)−DxΘ

∗(t, w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t), x)|(4.14)

≤
∫

M×Rn

|(Dy + ρ(t, x;T, y))h(wr ⊕ γ[r,t) ⊕ γ[t,T ), y)

−(Dy+ρ(t, x;T, y))h(w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t) ⊕ γ[t,T ), y)|Ψ1(t, x;T, y)dyΦ2(γ[r,t)(t
−), dγ[t,T ))

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms×Rn

|〈b, θ∗〉(s, wr ⊕ γ[r,t) ⊕ γ[t,s), y)− 〈b, θ∗〉(s, w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t) ⊕ γ[t,s), y)|

× |DxΨ1(t, x; s, y)|dyΦ2(γ[r,t)(t
−), dγ[t,s))ds

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms×Rn

|g(s, wr ⊕ γ[r,t) ⊕ γ[t,s), y)− g(s, w̃r ⊕ γ[r,t) ⊕ γ[t,s), y)|

× |DxΨ1(t, x; s, y)|dyΦ2(γ[r,t)(t
−), dγ[t,s))ds

≤ ℓ2(1 + κζ)
(
1 +

∫ T

t

1√
T − s

κθ∗(s)ds
)√

N (wr)D(wr , w̃r)

for some constant ℓ2. Then taking all possible γ[r,t) ∈ M[r, t) and t ≥ t′, we have

κθ∗(t
′) ≤ ℓ2

(
1 +

∫ T

t′
κθ∗(s)/

√
T − sds

)
for all t′ ∈ [r, T ].

Note that κθ∗(T ) ≤ ℓ2κζ , we have κθ∗(t) ≤ β2(T )(1+κζ) for some β2(T ) i.e. θ
∗ is P-Lipschitz with Lipschitz

constant β2(T )(1 + κζ).

By Lemma 2.4 and (4.10), Θ∗(t, wt, x) is horizontally and vertically differentiable for each fixed x (thus

P-continuous and α-differentiable) with

∂αΘ(t, wt, x)(4.15)

=

∫

Rn

Ψ1(t, x;T, y)∂
αĥ(t, wt, y)dy +

∫

Rn

d

dt
[Ψ1(t, x;T, y)]ĥ(t, wt, y)dy

− 〈b(t, wt, y), θ(t, wt, y)〉 − g(t, wt, x) +

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

Ψ1(t, x; s, y)∂
αĝ(t, wt, s, y)dyds

+

∫ T

t

∫

Rn

∂tΨ1(t, x; s, y)ĝ(t, wt, s, y)dyds.

= −〈b(t, wt, y), θ(t, wt, y)〉 − g(t, wt, x)−AΘ(t, wt, x).

In the last step, we used (4.13). Moreover, when t→ T−, it is easy to see that Θ(T,w, x) = limt→T− Θ(t, wt, x) =

h(w, x). Putting the above together, we conclude that Θ is the classical solution of (4.4).

(5) Some uniform estimates. Finally, we prove the boundedness of DxΘ
∗ and D2

xΘ
∗. By (4.11), for all

t ∈ [0, T ], it follows that

sup
(r,wr,x)∈M×Rn,r≥t

|DxΘ
∗(r, wr, x)| ≤ ℓ3

(
1 +

∫ T

t

√
T − s sup

(r,wr,x)∈M×Rn,r≥s

|DxΘ
∗(r, wr , x)|ds

)
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for some absolute constants ℓ3. By Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a constant β3(T ) such that |DxΘ
∗| ≤

β3(T ). By (4.6) and (4.10), using integration by parts, we have

Dxi,xj
Θ∗(t, wt, x) =

∫

Rn

Ψ1(t, x; s, y)(4.16)

×
[ ∫

M

[
(Dyj + ρ(t, x; s, y))(Dyi + ρ(t, x; s, y))h(w̃, y)

]
Ψ2(t, wt;T, dw̃)

]
dy

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms

[ ∫

Rn

Dxi
Ψ1(t, x; s, y)Ψ2(t, wt; s, dw̃s)

×
[
(Dyj + ρ(t, x; s, y))(〈b(s, w̃s, y), θ∗(s, w̃s, y)〉+ g(s, w̃s, y))

]
dyds.

By (4.7), it follows than for any t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
(r,wr,x)∈M×Rn,r≥t

|Dxixj
Θ∗(r,wr,x)|≤ℓ4

(
1+

∫ T

t

√
T − s sup

(r,wr,x)∈M×Rn,r≥s

|Dxi,xj
Θ∗(r, wr , x)|ds

)
.

Then Gronwall’s inequality yields that D2
xΘ

∗ is bounded uniformly with a constant β4(T ). The proof is

complete.

We remark that the two constants β2(T ) and β3(T ) depend on T and are bounded if T belongs to a finite

horizon. Until now, we developed a theory for path-dependent PDEs. We are ready to apply the idea to

path-dependent equilibrium HJBs.

4.2 Path-Dependent Equilibrium HJBs and Local Optimality

In this subsection, we focus on the existence and uniqueness of the solution to path-dependent equilibrium

HJBs in (4.3). The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that ζ is P-continuous and P-Lipschitz and that Assumption 2.1 holds. The path-

dependent system of equilibrium HJBs in (4.3) admits a unique classical solution Θζ such that ∂αΘζ(τ ; t, wt, x)

and DxΘ
ζ(τ ; t, wt, x) are P-continuous for each x. Moreover, DxΘ

ζ(t, wt, x) is P-Lipschitz with P-Lipschitz

constant β2(T )(1 + κζ) and |DxΘ
ζ(t, wt, x)|+ |D2

xΘ
ζ(t, wt, x)| ≤ β5(T ) for some constants β2(T ), β5(T ) > 0

independent of ζ.

Proof. Similar to Proposition 4.2, the proof is based on a fixed point theory. Given a γT−δ ∈ MT−δ and a

θ1 ∈ C 0,0(MγT−δ
× R

n), for each τ ∈ [0, T ], we solve the following path-dependent PDE

(4.17)





(∂α +A)Θ(τ ; t, wt, x) + H̃(τ ; t, wt, x,DxΘ(τ ; t, wt, x), θ1(t, wt, x)) = 0,

Θ(τ ;T,w, y) = h(τ ;w, y).

By Proposition 4.1, all the conditions in Proposition 4.2 are fulfilled for each τ ∈ [0, T ]. Then for τ ∈ [0, T ],

there exists a unique solution Θ1(τ ; ·) with

Θ1(τ ; t, wt, x) =

∫

M×Rn

h(τ ; w̃, y)Ψ(t, wt, x;T, dw̃, y)dy

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms×Rn

H̃(τ ; s, w̃s, x,DxΘ1(τ ; s, w̃s, x), θ1(s, w̃s, x))Ψ(t, wt, x; s, dw̃s, y)dyds.

Let θ2(t, wt, x) := DxΘ1(t; t, wt, x). Repeating such process, we get a sequence {(θi,Θi)} such that θi+1(t, wt, x) :=

DxΘi(t; t, wt, x) for i = 1, 2, . . .. Similar to the proof of Proposition 4.2, one can prove there exists a limit

(θ∗,Θ∗) satisfying θ∗(t, wt, x) = DxΘ
∗(t; t, wt, x) and DxΘ

∗(t; t, wt, x), D
2
xΘ

∗(t; t, wt, x), ∂
αΘ∗(t; t,wt, x) are

P-continuous for each x and is continuous w.r.t. x for each (t, wt) ∈ Mt. Moreover, DxΘ(t; t, wt, x) is

P-Lipschitz with P-Lipschitz constant β2(T )(1 + κζ).
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The solution Θ∗(τ ; t, wt, x) is the cost function when u(·) is taken as the equilibrium strategy. Therefore,

we can define the second mapping for HJB step by letting T2 : Υµ0 7→ U by T2(ζ) = uζ where uζ(t, wt, x) =

ϕ
(
t, wt(t

−), x,DxΘ
ζ(t; t, wt, x)

)
for all (t, wt, x) ∈ M×R

n. Different from [42] and [30], our feedback strategy

is path-dependent. Similar to [30], let us show that the feedback strategy satisfies a version of local optimality

in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Given ζ, let Θ be the solution to the path-dependent equilibrium HJBs in (4.3). For

any u0 ∈ U , it follows that

(4.18)

lim sup
ε→0+

1

ε

[
J(t; t, wt, x;u

∗)− J(t; t, wt, x;u0|[t,t+ε) ⊕ u∗|[t+ε,T ])
]
≤ 0,

where u0|[t,t+ε) ⊕ u∗|[t+ε,T ](t, wt, x) :=

{
u0, for s ∈ [t, t+ ε);

u∗(t, wt, x), for s ∈ [t+ ε, T ].

The proof is based on a functional Itô’s formula for Θ(τ ; t, αt, X(t)) in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Given ζ, let X be the solution to the following SDE,

(4.19) dX(t) = b(t, α(t−), X(t), ζ(t, αt);u0)dt+ σ(t,X(t))dB(t).

Then

E

[
Θ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, X(t+ ε))

∣∣∣αt = wt, X(t) = x
]
−Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)(4.20)

= ε(∂α +A)Θ(τ ; t, wt, x) + ε〈b(t, wt(t−), x, ζ(t, wt), u0), DxΘ(τ ; t, wt, x)〉 + o(ε).

Proof. Let Nε be the number of transitions of α(·) in [t, t+ ε). Define the following events Aε(0) = I(Nε =

0), Aε(1) = I(Nε = 1), Aε(2) = I(Nε ≥ 2). One have P(Aε(1)) = λε+O(ε2) and P(Aε(2)) = O(ε2). Taylor’s

expansion yields that for some ξ on the line segment connecting x and X(t+ ε),

EtΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, X(t+ ε))−Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)=Et

[
Θ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, x)−Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)

]
(4.21)

+ Et

[
DxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, x)(X(t+ ε)− x)

]

+
1

2
Et

[
〈X(t+ ε)− x,D2

xxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, ξ)(X(t+ ε)− x)〉
]

= Et

[(
Θ(τ ; t+ ε, wεt , x)−Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)

)
I(Aε(0))

]

+ Et

[(
Θ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, x)−Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)

)
I(Aε(1))

]
+O(ε2)

+ ε
[
EtDxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, x)

]
b(t, wt(t

−), x, ζ(t, wt), u0)

+ Et

[
DxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, x)

∫ t+ε

t

b(s, ws(s
−), X(s), ζ(s, αs), u0)

− b(t, wt(t
−), x, ζ(t, wt), u0)ds

]

+ Et

[(
DxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, x)− ∂xΘ(τ ; t, wt, x)

) ∫ t+ε

t

σ(s, x)dW (s)
]

+
1

2
Et

[
〈X(t+ ε)− x,D2

xxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, ξ)(X(t+ ε)− x)〉
]

= ε
[
∂HΘ(τ ; t, wt, x) +

m∑

j=1

∂Vj Θ(τ ; t, wt, x)qij

+ 〈DxΘ(τ ; t, wt, x),b(t, wt(t
−), x, ζ(t, wt), u0)〉+AΘ(τ ; t, wt, x)

]
+ o(ε).
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The last equality holds because ε−1/2(Xt+ε−Xt) converges weakly to a normal distribution with mean 0 and

variance σ⊤(t, x)σ(t, x), supε E|ε−1/2(Xt+ε−Xt)|4 ≤ L and D2
xxΘ(τ ; t+ε, αt+ε, ξ) is bounded and converges

D2
xxΘ(τ ; t, wt, ξ) almost surely. Therefore we have

lim
ε→0+

1

ε
Et

[
〈X(t+ ε)− x,D2

xxΘ(τ ; t+ ε, αt+ε, ξ)(X(t+ ε)− x)〉
]

= (∂α +A)Θ(τ ; t, wt, x) + 〈b(t, wt(t−), x, ζ(t, wt), u0), DxΘ(τ ; t, wt, x)〉.

The proof is complete.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. Let X be the solution under strategy u∗ and X̄ be the solution under strategy

u0|[t,t+ε) ⊕ u∗(·)|[t+ε,T ]. Note that

Θ(τ ; t, wt, x) = J(τ ; t, wt, x;u
∗(·)),

we have

J(t; t, wt, x;u0|[t,t+ε) ⊕ u∗|[t+ε,T ])− J(t; t, wt, x;u
∗(·))

= Et,wt,x

[ ∫ t+ε

t

g(t; s, αs, X̄(s), u0)ds+Θ(t; t+ ε, αt+ε, X̄(t+ ε))
]

−Et,wt,x

[ ∫ t+ε

t

g(t; s, αs, X(s), u∗(s, αs, X(s)))ds+Θ(t; t+ ε, αt+ε, X(t+ ε))
]
.

Next, by the regularity for Θ(τ ; t, wt, x) in Theorem 4.3 and by virtue of estimates obtained in Lemma 4.5,

1

ε

[
J(t; t, wt, x;u0|[t,t+ε) ⊕ u∗|[t+ε,T ](·))− J(t; t, wt, x;u

∗(·))
]

=
1

ε
E

[ ∫ t+ε

t

g(t; s, αs, X̄(s), u0)− g(t; s, αs, X(s), u∗(s, αs, X(s)))ds
]

+
1

ε

[
E

[
Θ(t; t+ ε, αt+ε, X̄(t+ ε))−Θ(t; t+ ε, αt+ε, X(t+ ε))

]

= g(t; t, wt, x, u0)− g(t; t, wt, x, u
∗(t, wt, x))

+〈DxΘ(t; t, wt, x), b(t, x, wt;u0)− b(t, x, wt;u
∗(t, wt, x))〉+ o(1) ≥ o(1).

In the last step, we have used the definition of

u∗(t, wt, x) = ψ(t, wt(t
−), x,DxΘ(t; t, wt, x))

defined in (2.3). This verifies the local optimality in (4.18).

We remark that the local optimality (4.18) yields the optimality of u∗ by dynamic programming principle

if the cost functional is exponential discounting. Therefore, our result also solves the time-consistent optimal

control problem with path-dependence on a switching environment. As the HJB-step is completed, we are

ready to combine the HJB-step and the FP-step for our MFG problem.

5 MFGs with Switching under General Discounting Costs

In this section, we solve our main problem as stated in (2.2) corresponding to SDE (2.1). Our ultimate goal

is to find a closed-loop equilibrium u ∈ U as previously mentioned. Recalling T µ0

1 and T2 from Section 3

and Section 4 respectively, let us proceed with the definition of a closed-loop equilibrium.

Definition 5.1. Given a µ0 ∈ P2(R
n), a feedback strategy u ∈ U is called a closed-loop equilibrium for

initial µ0 if u = T2 ◦ T µ0

1 (u).
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Our goal is to obtain the existence and uniqueness of an equilibrium strategy. It suffices to show T2 ◦T µ0

1

is a contraction. To achieve this, we proceed with some a priori estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds and ζ ∈ Υµ0 is P-continuous and P-Lipschitz. Let Θi be

the solution of (4.3) using ζi for i = 1, 2. Then there exists a constant β5(T ) > 0 such that

|DxΘ1(τ ; t, wt, x)−DxΘ2(τ ; t, wt, x)| ≤ β5(T )dΥ(ζ1, ζ2).

Especially, β5(T ) is bounded if T is bounded.

Proof. Write

c1 = sup
ζ1,ζ2,τ,(w,x)∈M×Rn

|hζ1(τ, w, x) − hζ2(τ, w, x)|
dΥ(ζ1, ζ2)

.

Note that given a δ > 0, by (4.11), we have

|DxΘ1(τ ; t, wt, x)−DxΘ2(τ ; t, wt, x)|

≤
∫

M×Rn

|(Dy + ρ(t, x; s, y))(hζ1 (τ ; w̃, y)− hζ2(τ ; w̃, y))|Ψ(t, wt, x;T, dw̃, y)dy

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms×Rn

|Hζ1(τ ; s, w̃s, y,DyΘ1(τ ; s, w̃s, y), DyΘ1(s; s, w̃s, y))

−Hζ1(τ ; s, w̃s, y,DyΘ2(τ ; s, w̃s, y), DyΘ1(s; s, w̃s, y))|

× |y − x|
s− t

Ψ(t, wt, x; s, dw̃s, y)dyds

+

∫ T

t

∫

Ms×Rn

|Hζ1(τ ; s, w̃s, y,DyΘ2(τ ; s, w̃s, y);DyΘ1(s; s, w̃s, y))

−Hζ2(τ ; s, w̃s, y,DyΘ2(τ ; s, w̃s, y), DyΘ2(s; s, w̃s, y))|

× |y − x|
s− t

Ψ(t, wt, x; s, dw̃s, y)dyds

≤ L
[
dΥ(ζ1, ζ2)(1+c1) +

∫ T

t

(s− t)−
1
2

∫

Ms×Rn

(
|DyΘ1(τ ; s, w̃s, y)−DyΘ2(τ ; s, w̃s, y)|

+|DyΘ1(s; s, w̃s, y)−DyΘ2(s; s, w̃s, y)|+
dΥ(ζ1, ζ2)|y − x|

(s− t)
1
2

Ψ(t, wt, x; s, dw̃s, y)dyds
]

≤ L
[
dΥ(ζ1, ζ2)(1 + c1) + (T − t)

1
2 sup

τ,r≥T−δ,(r,w̃r,y)∈M×Rn

|DyΘ1(τ ; r, w̃r , y)−DyΘ2(τ ; r, w̃r , y)|
]
.

Then it follows that

sup
τ,t≥T−δ,(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

|DyΘ1(τ ; t, w̃t, y)−DyΘ2(τ ; t, w̃t, y)|

≤ C3(T )
[
dΥ(ζ1, ζ2)(1 + c1) +

√
δ sup

τ,t≥T−δ,(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

|DyΘ1(τ ; t, w̃t, y)−DyΘ2(τ ; t, w̃t, y)|
]
.

Here C3(T ) is a constant dependent of T but independent of c1, ζi. Take δ = C−2
3 (T )/2, then

sup
τ,t≥T−δ,(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

|DxΘ1(τ ; t, wt, x)−DxΘ2(τ ; t, wt, x)|(5.1)

≤ C3(T )(1 + c1)(1− C3(T )
√
δ)−1dΥ(ζ1, ζ2).

Because δ is independent of c1 and ζi, we can repeat the above procedure on [T − 2δ, T − δ] using Θi(T −
δ, wT−δ, x) as a terminal condition. Especially, on the terminal, we have

|Θ1(τ ;T − δ, wt−δ, x)−Θ2(τ ;T − δ, wt−δ, x)| ≤ C3(T )(1 + c1)(1 − C3(T )
√
δ)−1dΥ(ζ1, ζ2).
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Write c2 = C3(T )(1 + c1)(1 − C3(T )
√
δ)−1. Then we have a similar result to (5.1) by replacing c1 with c2,

i.e.

sup
τ,t≥T−2δ,(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

|DxΘ1(τ ; t, wt, x)−DxΘ2(τ ; t, wt, x)|

≤ C3(T )(1 + c2)(1 − C3(T )
√
δ)−1dΥ(ζ1, ζ2).

Because the choice of δ is independent of ci, we repeat the procedure until t = 0 in finite induction. Then

there exists a β5(T ) > 0 such that |DxΘ1 −DxΘ2| ≤ β5(T )dΥ(ζ1, ζ2). The proof is complete.

Now, we are ready to present the main result of this paper.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds. Given µ0 ∈ P2(R
n), if

(5.2) Lψβ5(T )
√
β1(T ), β2(T )

√
β0(T ) < 1,

then T2 ◦ T µ0

1 admits a unique fixed point in U , which is the closed-loop equilibrium in the form of

u∗(t, wt, x) = ψ(t, wt(t
−), x,DxΘ

∗(t; t, wt, x)),

where Θ∗(τ ; t, wt, x), is the solution to (4.3).

Proof. For i = 0, 1, . . ., let ζi+1 = T µ0

1 (ui) and ui+1 = T2(ζi+1). Let Θi be the solution to (4.3) w.r.t. ζi.

Then ui(t, wt, x) = ψ(t, wt(t
−), x,DxΘi(t; t, wt, x)). By Theorem 4.3, we have

(5.3) |Dxui(t, wt, x)| ≤ L(1 + |D2
xΘi(t; t, wt, x)|) ≤ L

(
1 + C2(T )

)
.

By (3.3), it follows that

|ui+1(t, wt, x)− ui(t, wt, x)| ≤ Lψ|DxΘi+1(t; t, wt, x)−DxΘi(t; t, wt, x)|
≤ Lψβ5(T )dΥ(ζ1, ζ2) ≤ TLψβ5(T )

√
β1(T ) sup

(t,wt,x)∈M×Rn

|ui(t, wt, x)− ui−1(t, wt, x)|.

Our assumption yields that the mapping T2 ◦T µ0

1 is a contraction which admits a fixed point u∗ ∈ C 0,0(M×
R
n : Rn). By (3.3) and Proposition 4.2, for the P-Lipschitz constant κui

of ui, we have

κui+1 ≤ β2(T )(1 + κζi+1) ≤ β2(T )
(
1 + (1 + κui

)
√
β0(T )

)
.

Given β2(T )
√
β0(T ) < 1, supi κui

<∞ and therefore u∗ is P-Lipschitz. Moreover, by the uniform estimate

in (5.3), we have u∗ ∈ U , which is the closed-loop equilibrium. The proof is complete.

Now we have derived the existence and uniqueness of a closed-equilibrium for our MFG problems in a

switching environment under general discounting costs. In our main theorem, the smallness assumption (5.2)

is assumed such that the map is a contraction. As we mentioned in Remark 3.3 and Lemma 5.2, β0(T ) and

β1(T ) are small when T is small, and β5(T ) and β2(T ) are bounded when T is bounded. Therefore when T

is small, (5.2) holds and our results follow.

Finally, let us return to the motivational example given in the introduction. Theorem 5.3 and Proposition

4.4 lead to the following corollary directly.

Corollary 5.4. For the motivational Example 1.1, suppose all the assumptions in Theorem 5.3 holds.

Then there exists a closed-loop equilibrium u∗ ∈ U which is the fixed-point of the HJB-FP method such that

the following local optimality holds,

(5.4) lim sup
ε→0+

1

ε

(
J̃(t; t, x; ηξ,u

∗

, u0|[t,t+ε) ⊕ u∗|[t+ε,T ])− J̃(t; t, x; ηξ,u
∗

, u∗)
)
≤ 0

for any u0 ∈ U .
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Note that in the above, we used “≤” because of the maximization of the profit functional in the motiva-

tional example. Different from (1.4), (5.4) only requires that the closed-loop equilibrium to be asymptotically

optimal at a small time horizon [t, t + ε) if all the agents follow the pre-committed closed-loop equilibrium

afterward and the agent adopts the discounting factor τ as the decision time t. In fact, the new closed-loop

equilibrium is also a generalization of the previous one, because (5.4) is sufficient for (1.4) by the dynamical

programming principle if J̃ in (1.5) is independent of τ . As can be seen, our result has extended the classical

MFG theory to conditional MFGs with general discounting costs.

6 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we focused on a class of MFGs in randomly switching environments with general discounting

costs. The problem has two main features, namely, path-dependence due to conditional mean-field interac-

tions, and time-inconsistency due to general discounting costs. We studied the calculus on the path space

of the Markov chain and developed a theory on path-dependent equilibrium HJB equations to overcome

the difficulties brought by the two new features. Finally, we proved the existence of a unique closed-loop

equilibrium for the problem of interest and verified that the closed-loop equilibrium satisfies a local Nash’s

optimality instead. As a result, this paper presents a substantial extension to classical MFG theory as well

as the theory of equilibrium HJB equations in a path-dependent setting (c.f., for example, [42, 30] and refer-

ences therein for previous works in the literature). It is conceivable that techniques developed in this work

can also be used to treat mean-field optimal control of switching diffusions. For future works, a number of

problems may be considered further. One may wish to consider the Hamiltonian that is not in the separable

form; one may also consider the diffusion coefficient depending on the control process. All of these deserve

careful thought and further consideration.
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