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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.
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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, 5l [6, B3] [37]
among others. A comprehensive treatment of mean-field game theory can be found in the recent book of
Carmona and Delarue [§].

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, B3], 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 [I6] [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) Inlight 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., [I'7, [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 HIB 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 « is a finite-state Markov chain with state
space M = {1,...,m} representing the aggregate shocks from the market, that w! : i = 1,2... are indepen-
dent Brownian motions being independent of «, which represent the heterogeneous market fluctuations for
different agents, that the wealth of agent i is denoted by X}, and the average wealth process is defined by
Iy =+ Ef;l XZ’N. Suppose the wealth of the agent 7 satisfies

(1.1) dXPN = b(t, XN o, TIN; ud)dt 4 o (8, XN )duw.



The agent i takes the action u’ := {ul : ¢ € [0, 7]} to maximize a profit functional as follows
. . T . . :
JH(t,zut) = IE(/ e AT (XN o TIN ul)ds + eiA(T*t)h(X%N, ar, H?))
t

The interest to find the appropriate behavior of each agent when the system consists of a large number of
agents. Letting N — oo, by the law of large numbers, it can be proved that IT}¥ — E[X¢|F*] as N — oo,
where X is a “representative” of X} and F;* is the filtration of o up to time ¢~. Note that all the agents are
symmetric because b, 0, f, g are the same for different agents. The superscript 7 can be omitted in the sequel.
Denote by X the solution to (I3 with initial X = & (the wealth distribution of all agents initially) and
the average wealth process by n&* := E[X>"|F, ], Then, the heterogeneous agent model with infinite-many

symmetric players reduces to optimizing

T
(1.2) J(t,wnt u) = E(/ e M g(s, Xy, ag,nS " ug)ds + e M0 Xr ar, nfp’")),
t
subject to
(13) dXt = b(t,Xt,O[t,’I]f"u;Ut)dt—FO'(t,Xt)d’LUt.

Such a problem (especially when « is a constant process) has been well studied in the mean-field game theory
where the main object is to find an equilibrium strategy «* (under suitable conditions) in Nash’s sense such
that

(1.4) J(t, ;s u) < J(t, ;0" u*) for any strategy u.

Here n&*" is considered as a pre-committed average wealth process if all the agents take the same “rational”
strategy u*. The optimality in (I4)) 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, z;n¢%, u) < J(t,z;75* ,u*) for any strategy u. The
exponential discounting structure in the profit functional in ([L2]) 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 p(s,t) and

v(T,t). The so-called hyperbolic discounting is such an example by letting pu(s,t) = m, v(T,t) =
m. For general 1 and v, 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;n%%, u) = J(t;t, z; 75", u) where

T
(1.5) J(; t,x;ng’“,u) = E(/ g(1;8, Xs, 045,7755’“; ug)ds + h(r, Xr, aT,n%u)).
t

Because of the same reason, it is impossible to find an equilibrium strategy satisfying (L4]). Instead, a local
version of (4] will be proved in the future to illustrate the local optimality of the new equilibrium strategy

in our paper (see (LIS)).

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. Section [ 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 M 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 [l we proceed with our final
goal-to obtain the closed-loop equilibria for MFGs with switching under general discounting in Section
We also revisit the motivational example on heterogeneous agent model in Section [3] to illustrate the theory
developed. Finally, concluding remarks are made in Section



2 Formulation

On a complete probability space (2, F,P) with N being the set of all P-null sets, let a(-) be a finite-state
Markov chain with state space M = {1,--- ,m} and generator @ = (¢ij)mxm-. Denote by F;* the smallest
o-algebra containing {«a(s) : 0 < s < ¢t} augmented with all P-null sets, and F be the natural filtration of a(-)
augmented with all P-null sets. Assume that 7 = {0, Q} \/ NV = Fg'. Let B(-) be a standard n-dimensional
Brownian motion (independent of o) and FZ be its natural filtration augmented with all P-null sets. Denote
Fo o= FANFENN, Fie = FENVFEVN. Let 2(R™) (22(R™), resp.) be the space of probability
measures (with finite second moment, resp.) on R™. 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, a(t™), X (t),n(t); u(t))dt + o (t, X (t))dB(1),

n(t) = law(X (8)|F%), X(0) =&, (07) =1,

where b : [0,T] x M xR x ZZ(R") x U — R", o : [0,T] x R” — R"*™ are appropriate maps. The B(-)
is a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion. Especially 7(t) is the conditional probability law of X (¢) on
the filtration F;* in the sense that for any bounded and continuous function f: R™ — R, E[f(X (1))[F] =
Jgn f(@)n(t, dz). In our problem, the player aims to find an appropriate u(-) € U[0,T] in accordance with
the cost functional

(2.2) Vit & isul(r) = I, & i u()).

where
J(75t,&, 05 u(-))

T
= Euca( [ Brisals). X(5)n(e)iu(s)ds + h(rialT), X(T).(T)).
T
uo,T] := {u :[0,T] x Qs Ulu(-) is F-adapted with E/ lu(s)|*ds < oo}.
0

The set U is the action space, and g : [0,T] X [0, 7] x M x R" x ZZ(R") x U +— RT and h : [0,T] x M x R™ x
P(R") — R* are two appropriate functions denoting the running cost and terminal cost respectively. Note
that the additional time factor 7 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 &25(R™) C Z(R™) be equipped with the Wasserstein
2 metric w (see [38]).

Assumption 2.1. (1) Suppose there exist by : [0, T]X M XR"xXU — R™ by : [0, T|x M xR"xP(R") — R"
and g1 : [0,7] x [0,T] x M x R* x U + R gy : [0,T] x [0,T] x M x R* x P(R") ~> R such that
b(t,i,x, p;v) = by(t,i,x;v) + ba(t, i, x, p), g(T; ¢, 0, x, p;v) = g1(t, 4, 250) + g2 (758, 0, 2, p).

(2) The action space U is a compact subset of R and there exists a mapping ¢ : [0, 7] x M x R" X R"™ +— U
defined by

(2.3) Y(t,i,x,p) = argmin ((p, by (¢, 4, 2;0)) + g1 (¢, 4,25 v)),
velU

which is continuous w.r.t. ¢ and uniformly Lipschitz w.r.t. 2 and p with Lipschitz constant L, and
Y(t,1,0,0)] < K.



(3) by and g; are continuous w.r.t. ¢, and go,h are continuous w.r.t. (7,¢) satisfying

b1(t, 3,25 0)] + [b2(t, 4, @, p)| + 91(2, 4,05 0)| + [92(73¢,4, 0, p)| < K,
|b1(t, 4, 215 01) = bi(t, 4, 225 02)| + [91(E, 4, 215 01) — g1(t, 4, 25 v2)|
< K(|z1 — 2| + [v1 — v2]),
|b2(t, 2, 1, p1) — ba(t, i, 2, p2)| + |g2(73 ¢4, 21, p1) — g2(T3 ¢, 4, T2, p2)|
+h(rsi, 21, p1) —h(734, 22, p2) < K (|21 — 22| + W(p1, p2)),
|h(7,t,0,p)| + |Dzzh| + |o(s,0)| + | Do (s, z)] < K,
Nt < a(s,x)o " (s,2) < Aol for some \g > 1.

From Assumption 2.} we see that v and p 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(T5t, 0,2, 0,0, q) = (p,bi(t, i, 2;0(t, 2,4, q))) + g1(t, 4, 2;0(t, x,1, q))
+ <p7 b2(t7 iv €, p)> + 92(7'; ta 7;5 x, p)

In fact, if b and h are independent of 7, the Hamiltonian can be simplified by letting p = ¢, which reduces
to the classical case

H(tv i, pup) = {)Iél[rjl (<p7 by (tv i, U)> + 9 (tv i, T; U)) + <p7 b2(t7 i,, p)> + 92(t7 i, p)'
The introduction of 7 and ¢ 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 w depending on time, state, and the path of the
Markov chain, the solution to (Z]) leads to a map ((¢, az) representing the conditional distribution of X (t)
on FiX.

(2) HJB-step: Replace n(t) by the feedback form of ((¢, a;) where «; is the path of «(-) up to time ¢~
Then we solve a control problem subject to (2I]) under the general discounting cost (Z2). 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

(2 4) { (6Q+A)®(T7 tu W, 1')+H(T, tawt(t_)uxﬂc(ta wt)uD:EG(T; t7 W, x)7Dw®(t7 t7 W, :E)) :Oa

O(r; T,wr,x) = h(r;wr(T7), z, ((t,wr));

where the operator AO(7;t,wy,x) = Tracela(t,z)D2O(7;t,ws,x)]/2 and O* is some appropriate path-
derivative to be defined later. The w; denotes a path of o upto time ¢~ and wy(s) = a(s) for s < ¢. If (Z4]) can
be solved appropriately, one can derive a closed-loop control u* (¢, ay, X (t)) = (¢, a(t™), X (t), D.O(t, a, Xt)).

(3) Closed-loop equilibrium: If u* coincides with the pre-committed u, the feedback strategy w is the
required closed-loop equilibrium whose exact definition will be given later in Section

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 (24]). This
presents the main novelty of the paper. Moreover, we will derive a new local optimality (comparable to
(T4)) for the closed-loop equilibrium obtained. In particular, if the cost functional in (22 is exponential
discounting, the local optimality is equivalent to (I4]). 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 o and the path-derivative 9¢. More details will be presented
in the following subsection.



2.1 Path Space and the Calculus

In this subsection, we develop the calculus on the path space of Markov chain «. Write a; := {a(s) : 0 <
s < t} by the path of a(-) up to time ¢~. Note that all the paths of a(-) are piecewise constant and cddlag
(right continuous with left limit). We equip M, the state space of «, with the discrete metric das(i,7) = s,
where d;; is the Kronecker delta function.

Write wy, +,) ¢ [t1,t2) = M by a possible path of a(-) on time interval [t1,t2). The set of all possible
paths of a(-) on [t1,t2) is defined by

M(t1,ta) = {wpe, 4,y () : [t1,t2) = M| wy, 4,)(+) is cadlag}.

For any wp, +,) € M|t1,t2), we can continuously extend the path to the right-endpoint 5 by

w s for s € [tq,t2);
’LU[-:; + ]( ) — [h,tz)( z [ 1 2)
. Wity 10y (ty ) for s = ta.

Such an observation allows us to define the Skorohod-type metric 7 for M|t1,t2) by

D (Wit t5), Wi, 15)) = inf  sup (|)\(s) — s+ dM(w[J;,tg] ()\(s)),w[thtz] (s))), where

AEA 1) <5<ty

A= {/\ st ta] > [t tg]‘ A is continuous and strictly increasing
with /\(tl) = tl and )\(tg) = tQ}.

We denote by A (wp, +,)) the number of jumps in wy, 4,). Note that the definitions of 2 and .4” 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 wy, ¢,y and wy, 1,y for to <1 <tz is defined by

Wiy 1) (t) for t € [to, t1),
[w[to,tl) & w[t1,t2)](t) =

w[thtz)(t) for t € [tl,tg).
For simplicity, we write M; = M(0,t), M = MI0,T), and wyp ) = w;. Moreover, for w € M, write w; as
the restriction of w on [0,¢). We have the following observations for & of which the proof is obvious.

Proposition 2.2. (1) If Z(wy, 1,), Wy, 1,)) < 1, then A (wy, 1) = A (Dyy, 4,)), and

ta
(2.5) / T(wit, 1) (1) # Wity 1) (8))dE < A (Wt 1) D (Wt 1), Wit 1))

t1

(2) It follows that

D(Vtortr) D Wity 42)5 Vto,t1) D Wity t2)) < D(Wity )5 Wity 1) )-

Define time-augmented path spaces of «(-) as follow

M:= |J {t} x M.,

0<t<T
M,, == {(s,ws) € M : s € [t,T] and ws(r) = y(r), for 0 <r < t}.

M,, is a subset of M containing all paths sharing the same path ~; until time ¢t~. Next, define w; © € M,;_.,

the restriction of w; on [0, — ¢), and w;'® € M., the (continuous) extension of w; to [0,t + ), by

we(s), 0<s<Ht,
w; S(s) =wi(s), 0<s<t—eg and w;c(s) = (8) We proceed with the following
w(t™), t<s<t+e.

definitions.



Definition 2.3. A measurable function h: M — R is
(1) path-right-continuous (PR-continuous for short) if lim._,o+ h(t+¢,w; ) = h(t,w;) for any (t,w;) € M;
(2) path-left-continuous (PL-continuous for short) if lim, g+ h(t — e, w; ©) = h(t,wy) for any (t,w;) € M;

(3) path-continuous (P-continuous for short) if it is PL- and PR-continuous. Denote by ¢°(M) the set of
P-continuous functions on M

4) horizontally differentiable, if there exists a 0 h(t,w;) such that
Y

h’(ta wt) B h(t — &, w;E)

)

OMh(t,w;) = lim At +ewl®) —htw) _
YT Sor € =0+ €

for any (t,w;) € M
(5) wertically differentiable, if there exists {0} h(t,w;)}jenrr such that for any (¢,w;) € M,

O (t,w) = Tim h(t+2,w0® fipe) = T h(t,wi® @ o)
€

e—0t
(6) a-continuous, if

lim E[h(t + a,othrs)’at = wy| = h(t,w;) for any (t,w;) € M;

e—0t
(7) «-differentiable, if there exists a 9%h : M — R such that

Elh(t . = — h(t,
(2.6) O%h(t,wy) = lim [t + & ary )‘O‘t W] (t, wy)

e—0t 5

for any (t,w;) € M;

(8) A function h : M — H is called P-Lipschitz if there exists a uniform constant x;, > 0 such that

(2.7) D (h(t,we @ vppy), h(t, Br @ Yty ) g < En/ A (wr) D (wy, iy )

for 2 (wT, 1DT) < 1. Here H are some appropriate metric spaces with metric Dy(-, -). For example H can
be R, U and P»(R™). Moreover, we always write kj, 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 a-continuous if and only if h is PR-continuous.

(2) If h is PR-continuous, then th(t,)h(t, we) = h(t, wy).

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

(2.8) lim sup |h(t+ e, wt*‘; D Jiits4e)) — h(E+ e, wy @j[t1t+s))} =0,
e—=0+ 6€(0,e)

and

(2.9) lim sup |h(t,w;’ @ jy_se) — hit,w;© @j[t—a,t))‘ =0,

e=0" 5¢(0,e)

then h is a-differentiable with

0°h(t, wi) = 0" h(t, wi) + Y quy ;0 h(t, we).
JEM



(4) For s > t, let h(t,w;) = E[h(s, as)|oy = wy]. If h is bounded, P-continuous, and P-Lipschitz, then
h(-) is wertically and horizontally differentiable with P-continuous derivatives. As a consequence,

*h(t,w;) =0 for (t,w;) € M.
(5) If h is horizontally differentiable with P-continuous derivative, then there exists 6 € [0,¢) such that

(2.10) h(t + e, w ) — h(t,w;) = e h(t + 6, w;}?).

Proof. (1) Note that all the paths in M are right-continuous. Denote by N, the number jumps of «a(-) in
[t,t+¢). Given oy = wy € My, we have

Eh(t + &, ai1e) = E[h(t+ €, Qpte) [ (Ne = 0)] + E[h(t+ €, Qe ) [ (Ne > 1)]
= h(t +&,w*)P(N: = 0) + ||l O(e) = h(t +&,w;") + [[2]| O(e).

Let € — 0T, the equivalence is clear.

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

(3) Set ap = wy. On {N. = L,a((t+¢)7) = j # w(t™)}, the possible values of a; . are in the form of
w;”s ® Jt+5,t4¢) for some 0 < < e. Note that

Eh(t + ¢, apse) = E{h(t +e, ) [I(N. = 0)+ I(N. = 1) + I(N. > 2)}}

=h(t+e,w;*)P(N. = 0)+ i E[h(t + e, apre)I(Ne = L a(t +e7) = j)|+O0(e?)

JAEw ()
(2.11) = h(t +¢e,wf )[1 + Gy ()i (¢ )s—i—o(s)] +O(52)
+ Y B[+ e o) — YR w)lI(Ne = La(t+27) = )]
JFwi (t7)
+ Z 8 h(t,w)P(N. = 1,a(t +e7) = j).
JFw(t7)

By (23, it follows that 0%h(t,w;) = 07 h(t, w;) + > e Qu(t- )50} h(t,wy).
(4) Since «(-) is a Markov process, we have

h(t+e,w & Jietsire)) = El(s, 0 @ fiers ey © Qppe,s)) |t +e7) = 4]
=E[h(s,wt © Jit,t46) PUqe,s)) |t +€7) = j] + o(1) =h(t+e, wi © jig 14)) +o0(1),

where the o(1) is uniformly depending on e but independent of 4. This verifies (Z8)) and (Z9) can be verified
similarly. Moreover, since the probability of « jumps more than once in [t, ¢ + ¢) is o(¢), we have

lim h(t +&,w, @ Jit,t4e)) = hm E[h(s,wt ® Jit,t4e) B Apyes))at +e7) = j]

e—0t —0t

= E[h(s, w ® ap ))|alt) = j]-
Similarly, we have

lim ]A"L(t ¢ © D Jji—e)) = lim E[h(su Wi—e @ Jii—ep) © apps))|a(t™) = j]

e—0t e—0t

= E[h(s,w; ® a[t,s))la(f) =Jl.

Therefore, the vertical derivative of h(t,w;) exists with Y h(t, w;) = E[h(s, w; & aje.s))|a(t) = j]. Moreover,
we can verify that OV h(t,w;) is P-continuous.



Now, let us prove that fz(t, wy) is horizontally differentiable. Let oy = wy and s > ¢. Note that if « has
only one jump in [t,t+¢) and a(t+c7) = j, we have Z(w; © 42y, Wi © Jit,t4¢)) < €. Then, it follows that

h(t + e, wf ) — h(t,wy) = h(t + e, w; ) — E[h(s, a)]
= h(t + &, w ") =E[h(s, ;) [(N. = 0)]=E[h(s, as) (N = 1)+h(s, a;)[(N. = 2)]
= h(t +e,w; %) — h(t +&,w ) (1 + giie + O(?)) + || 2] O(e?)

=3 h(t+e,we ® g i4e))BI(N: = La(t +7) = j)

J#i
+ > E[h(s,wr  jli14e) D Aties) — hls, @)l I(Ne = 1,0t +£7) = j)
J#i
Z tht )]6 h(t wt)+0( )
JFw(t7)

Similarly, h(t,w;) — h(t — e,w; %) = —¢ djem qw;s(t_g,))jaj‘/ﬁ(t —g,w; %) + o(¢). By the P-continuity of
Byﬁ(t,wt), we have h(t,w;) is horizontally differentiable with 0 h(t,w;) = — 2 jent Qwy (t- ;0 h(t,wy).
Moreover, O h(t,w;) is also P-continuous. Consequently, d“h(t, w;) = 0.

(5) As long as h(t,w;) is horizontally differentiable with P-continuous derivative, ([2I0) holds by the
mean-value theorem. 1

We emphasize that the P-Lipschitz property is new in the literature, which is used to guarantee the
a-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,wy,z) = V(t,w(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 «, 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(€2;C([0,7],R")) be the Banach space of F-progressively
measurable processes with continuous paths equipped with the sup-norm || X%, := Esupgc,<q | X (2)[*.
First, we present a proposition concerning the existence and uniqueness of a solution to SDE (2] 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] holds. For any u(-) € U[0,T], there exists a unique solution
X € LA(Q,C([0,T],R™)) to ).

To construct the mapping ¢, we need to restrict u in a feedback strategy instead. Let % be the set of
Lipschitz feedback strategies defined by

U = U U,. and
k>0
(3.1) %@:{u:MXR”»—)UWu(-) is P-continuous, uniformly P-Lipschitz with constant &,

and [u(t,w0,0)| < i, [ult,we,) = ult, wy,y)| < nlz—yl}.

Given u € 7%, inspired by [34], let us construct ¢ as follows.
For any (t,w;) € M, consider the following SDE on [0, ¢],

(3.2) dY (s) = b(s,w(s™),Y(s),law(Y(s));u(s, ws, Y (s)))ds + o (s,Y (s))dB(s),



with law(Y(0)) = po. Because (t,w;) € M is given, one can solve the above SDE until time ¢. Set
Gy (t,wy) := law(Y'(t)) to emphasize the dependence of ¢ on u and po. The following proposition is a direct
consequence of Theorem 4.6 in [34], which guarantees that (j; (¢, a;) is the correct feedback function for the
conditional distribution n(t).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose Assumption[21] holds. Let X" be the solution to (ZI)) under strategy u € %
and recall that n* = {n"(t) = law(X™(t)|Ff) : 0 <t < T}. Then,

P(n"(-) = Gy () in D([0,T], P2(R™))) = 1

Here D([0,T], P2(R™)) denotes the space of P2(R™)-valued cdddg curves on [0, T] endowed with the Skorohod
metric.

With the exact form of the feedback function ¢ given a u € %, let us present the following lemma on
P-Lipschitz property of ¢ which will be used in the future.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose Assumption [Z1] holds and let w € %r,. Then (j (t,w;) is P-Lipschitz with a
constant \/Bo(T)(1 + Lo). Moreover, for any u,o € %,

(3.3) sup - w(C\ (t,wt),CEo (t,wy)) </ Ba(T) sup [u(t, we, z) — a(t, we, z)|.

(t,w)eEM (t,we,x)EMXR™
Here the two constants Bo(T) and B1(T') are independent of Lo and are small when T is small.

Proof. Let Z(-) and Z(-) be the solutions to (2) under the same strategy u and the same initial distribution
o, but with different paths w; = w, © v}y and Wy = W, © ), respectively. Then, for s € [0,t], Tt6’s
formula implies that

(3.4) d%]E\Z(s) ~ 2(s)|* = |o(s, Z(s)) — o' (s, Z(s))|?

+2E(Z(s)— Z(s), b(s, Z(s),w(s™),law(Z(s)), u(s, ws, Z(s)))

(s,Z(s) w(s )law(Z(s)) (s Ws, (s)))>
<K(1+Lo>[E|Z() Z()]* + A (we) D (wr ) + 1 (w(s) #

By (Z3), Gronwall’s inequality yields E|Z(t) — Z(t)|? < Kt(1 + L3)AN (w,) P (wr, Wy ). Note that Z(t) and
Z(t) have distribution 1o (t,wy) and (jp (t,10;) respectively, by the definition of Wasserstein-2 metric, we
know that (j (f,w) is P-Lipschitz with constant KT L.

To prove (B3), let Z(t) and Z(t) be the solutions to [B.2]) with the same initial distribution and path w
but with different strategies u and 1, resp. Similar to (84]), one has

iIE’Z(S)—Z(S)}2 SKIE}Z(S)—Z(S)’Q—FK sup ’u(t,wt,x)—&(t,wt,x)}2.
ds (t,we,z) EMXR™

Using Gronwall’s inequality again, we have (B3] similarly. |

At the end of this section, we denote by T the set of all such ¢ for any u € % and po € 9% (R™). To
show the dependence on the initial g, we write T, := {Q €T :¢0,wy) = uo}. We also equip T with
the supremum metric, dT(C,f) = sup(s)ws)eMd(((s,ws),f(s,ws)). Now, we can complete the FP-step by
defining a map 7{*° : Z ~ Y, by

(3.5) [TVu](s,ws) = Cy (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 7(t) by the feedback form (¢, o), the HIB-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(tv W, Y; ’U) = b(tv Y, wt(ti)a C(tv wt); ’U), U(ta I) = U(ta I)a
g(Tst,we, y;v) = g(Tit, y, we(t7), C(E we);v), (3w, y) =h(r;w(T7),y, (¢, w)).

Here b, g, and h are dependent on ¢ while we omit this dependence in the notations for simplicity.
Given ¢, the SDE in (21]) reduces to

(4.1) dX (t) = b(t, a, X (t); u(t))dt + o(t, X (t))dB(t).
The general discounting cost functional becomes
(4.2) V(t,we, x;u(-)) = J (&6, we, 25 u(+)),

T
J (15t we, s u(-)) = Etww(/t g(75 8, a5, X (8);u(s))dt + h(r; ar, X(T)))

Our goal is to find a closed-loop strategy for the control problem subject to (£I)) under the cost (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

(4 3) { (8Q+A)®(Ta tthvx) + ﬁ(T7ta Wy, X, Dz@(Ta tthvx)v Dz@(t7ta wtvx)) = Oa

O(r; T, w, x) = h(;w, ),

where ﬁ(T;t,wt,x,p, q) = H(r;t,we(t™),z,((t,we),p,q). Here, D, and D2 are the gradient and Hessian
matrix with respect to 2 and recall that 9* has been defined in (Z8]). Compared to the classical HIJB, the
additional time factor 7 is introduced due to the general discounting structure. Our goal is to show (i)
there exists a unique classical solution to ([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 2T and thus is omitted.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose Assumption[21] holds and { is P-continuous and P-Lipschitz.
(1) The mappings (t,wy, x,v) — b(t,w, x,v) and (T;t,we, x,v) = g(T;t,w, x,v) are P-continuous and
continuous with respect to (1,t,z,v); h(T;w,x) is continuous in 7. It satisfies that
|b(t7 W, T, U)l + |g(T7 t7 W, 07 0)' + |h(T7 w, 0)| S K7
b(t, we, 21, v1) = b(t, we, w2, v2)| < K (|21 — 22| + V1 — v2]),
|g(Ta tthvxlvvl) - g(T7ta Wi, T2, UQ) < K(|I1 - I2| + |1}1 - ’02|)7
|Dah(r;w,2)| + |D3h(r3w,2)] < K,
b,D.h and D,g are P-Lipschitz with ky, Kp,h,kD,q < KkK¢
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(2) The Hamaltonian ﬁ(T;tth,I,p, q) is P-continuous with |7:Z()| < K1+ |p| + |z|), |Dqﬁ(-)| < K(1+
Ipl), |DpyH()| < K and

|7:Z(7—; t,w, ® Vrt)» Ts Py q) - ﬁ(T; t, Wy & Vr,t)» Ts Py q)| SK%C(l + |p|)\/‘/V(w7‘)@(wT7d}T)u

if 2(w,,w,) < 1.

4.1 Path-Dependent PDEs

To work on path-dependent equilibrium HJBs (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

HJIBs @3).

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

(4.4) { (0% + A)O(t, wt, z) + (b(t, wt, x), D, O(t, wt, x)) + g(t, we, ) = 0,
O(T,w,x) = h(w, z).

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 0 and A, the fundamental solution consists of two parts here. Define

1 {_ (r—y,a” (S,y)(w—y)>},

(4n(s — 1)) [detlals, p)])F i(s —1)

which is the fundamental solution to 9s7(s,z) + Am(s,x) = 0. Straightforward calculation yields that

(4.5) Uy (t,z;8,y) =

2
(1,25, 9)] < K5~ ) F exp { 2 200

4(s —t)
_nia lz —y|?
D (t,55,0)] < K(s =) F e { —do s |
and
(4.6) D,V (t,x;s,y) = =D, V1(t,x;5,y) + Vi(t, 255, 9)p(t, 235, y),
where

Dy(detla(s,p)]) _ (a"'(s,9)ly(= —y).z —y)
2det[a(s, y)] s—t) ’

[a_l(s7y)]y1 (LL' - y),w -y

p(t,.’l]; Say) = -

(e (s, 9)ly(z —y),x —y) = :
@™ (s, )y, (z =),z —y

It can be checked that under our assumption, one has

Iw—yIQ)

s —

(4.7) Ip(t, @ 5,9)| + [ Dyp(t,z:5,y)| < K (1+

Let us introduce the second part of the fundamental solution from the path process. Since «af(:) is a
homogeneous Markov chain, we can define @4 (i, dvy;) := P(ay € dy|a(0) = ). It can be seen that ®o (i, dv;)
is supported in 7;(0) = i only. Then the transition law of . can be written as WUa(t, we; s, dis) = P(as €
dig|oy = wy) = Po(wy(t7), dyp,s)) Where vy o) (r) = ws(r) for t <r < s.

Write

U(t, we, 3 8, ds, y) := Uy (t, 258, y)Pa(t, wy; s, ds).

12



The function ¥ plays a role as a fundamental solution in our path-dependent PDE. Note that Wa(t, wy; s, )
has support in {ws € My : Ws(r) = we(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 €%°(M x R™ : R™) by the set of all R"-valued functions 6(, w;, x) which are P-continuous for each
fixed o and are continuous with respect to x for each w; € M,. Define the sup-norm on (M xR" : R™) by
[10]] 0.0 := supygxgn |0]- Note that M, is a subset of M, €°°(M,, x R™ : R™) can be defined similarly. For
0 € €%9(M,, x R™ : R™), the sup-norm is defined by 16]l 0,0 := supyg,,, xgn |0]. Note that OO (M xR™ : R™)

and €YY (M, x R™ : R™) are complete under the respective norms. Now, we can solve ({@4]).

Proposition 4.2. Let b(t,w;,x) and g(t,w;,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
gz (t, we, x) is P-continuous and

|b(tawt7$)| + |b1(t7wt7$)| + |g(tawt70)| + |h(w50)| S K5

b(t, w, x), g(t, we, ), hy(w, z) are P-Lipschitz uniformly in x.

Then the path-dependent PDE ([&4) admits a unique solution © in the classical sense in the class of functions
satisfying |O(t, wy, x)| < Ced” for any 6 > 0. The solution has the following representation

O(t,wy, z) = / h(w, y)V(t, we, x; T, dw, y)dy
(4-9) MxR™

T
] (500 DO B 9)) + 51 ) ) WUt w5, i)y,
t J MsxR™

Moreover, D,O(t,wy,x), D2O(t,ws,x), 0O(t,wy, ) are P-continuous for each x and is continuous w.r.t.
x for each (t,w;) € M. In addition, D,O(t,w,,x) is P-Lipschtiz with Lipschitz constant B2(T)(1 + k¢) for
some constant B2(T) > 0. Here the solution in the classical sense means that ©(t, wy, x) is twice differentiable
in x, a-differentiable in (t,w:) (see Definition[Z3) and satisfies ([@E).

Proof. The proof is based on a fixed point theory. We first prove there exists a solution on [T — 4,T] for
some positive constant §. Then similar idea can be extended to the whole time interval [0,7]. Our proof is
divided into several steps.

(1) Construction of the map I1 on [T —§,T). We fix a (I —6,vr—s) € M and take a 0 € €%0(M,, , xR":
R™). We will define a map IT: ¢%0(M,, , x R" : R") — ¢%0(M,,,. , x R™ : R") such that IT admits a fixed
point.

For any (¢, w;, z) € M x R™, define

YT -6

T
(4.10) O(t, wy, ) ::/ \Ifl(t,x;T,y)fL(t,wt,y)dy—i—/ / Uy (t, x5 8,9)g(t, we, s,y)dyds.
n t n
where

Bt we,y) = / B, y) Ut wes T, dii) = / B(we @ vy, 1) oy (¢, dypemy )
M M(t,T)

gt we,s,y) == / (<b(8, Wy, ), 0(s, Ws, y)) + g(s, Ws, y)) Wy (t, wy; s, dids)

M

= /M[ )(<b(87wt@7[t,s)ay),9(s, W D Vt,s), Y)) +9(8, Wt D Vjt,5)5 y))@g(wt(t_)7 dVjt,s))-
t,s

By the P-continuity of b,6, g, and |D,h| < K, it can be seen that iL(t, wy, y) is uniformly Lipschitz in y and
g(t,we, s,y) is continuous in (s,y). By [19, Theorem 12, p25], O(¢, w;, x) is second order differentiable w.r.t
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z. Using integration by parts, we have
(4.11) D, O(t, wy, ) :/ DUy (t, 23T, y)[/ h(@,y)Wa(t, we; T, dm)}dy
R M
T
+/ qujl(t,I,S,y)/ [<b(s,1bs,y),9(s,d)s,y)>—|—g(s,ﬁ)s,y)]\llg(t,wt;s,dd)s)dyds
t JR® M
- /[\IJl(t,I,T,y)p(t,.I,T, y) _qull(tv'rvTa y)][/ h(ﬁ)ay)\PQ(tthvTa dd)):|dy
n M

T
+/ qu}l(th;Say)/ [(b(s, s, 1), 0(5,0s,y))+9(s, s, y)|Va(t, wy;s, dis)dyds
t JR™

s

_ /n\Ifl(t,x;T, y) {/M (D, + p(t, 23 T, )| (@, y) W (t, we; T, dm)} dy

T
+/ qujl(t,ﬂf,s,y)/ [<b(57w57y)59(5711)55y)>+g(s’ws’y)]\IJQ(t’wt;S’de)dyds'
t JR™

s

By (46) and the P-continuity of b, 8, g, we see that D,O(t, wy, x) is P-continuous with

(4.12) sup |D.O(t, wy, )| < Lo(1 +V6) sup 0(t, wy, )| < oo.

(t1wt7m)€M‘yT75 XR™ (tthvz)eM’YT,(s xRm

Here /g is a constant independent of 6 and ¢. Now we can define the map II by II[f] = D, 0.
(2) Fized-point of II. By ([@IIl), we have a constant ¢; depending on b and o only such that

[TI[01](t, we, ) — T[O2] (¢, we, x)]

T
g/ Dmklll(t,:v;s,y){/ [(b, 64 _92>|(87w57y)qj2(t7wt;saws)}dyds
¢ Jrn

s

< Eo\/5||91 — 92|\%S,T076.

Take § = min(¢;2/2,0,%/2), we see that II is a contraction on €%°(M.,,, , x R" : R") which admits a
unique fixed point 6*. Write ©* be the function © in (I0) by taking § = 6* and ©* is the solution to
@3) for (t,we,x) € M, _; x R™. Note that § is independent of the choice yr_s and we can take arbitrary
yr—s € Mp_s. Then we construct a solution ©* to (L) for ¢ > T — §. By (@I2), we have |D,O(T —
(S, wr—s, ,T)l S fo(l — fo\/g)

(3) Estension to the full time horizon [0,T]. Repeat the above process on [T — 25, T — 6] with § = ¢3/2
and use O(T — §,wr_s,x) as a terminal condition. Note that § = min(¢y?/2,¢;/2) is an absolute constant
independent of time, we can get a solution on [T' — 2§, T — §] similarly. Hence, we are allowed to repeat the
above process to [T — 26, T — 6], [T — 36,T — 26], ..., until reaching the initial time 0. Then (@4 admits a
unique solution ©* on [0, 7] with §* = DO* € €%%(M x R™ : R").

(4) Verification of classical solution. Now we want to verify ©* is the classical solution to path-dependent
PDE ([4). First, we know that ©* is twice differentiable w.r.t. = with

(4.13) A0 (t,wy, x) = %Trace[a(t,x)Di@*(t,wt,x)]

1 .
=3 Trace[a(t, z) D2V (¢, 2; T, y)|h(t, we, y)dy
RTL

1 /7
+ 5/ / Trace[a(t, z) D2V (¢, z; T, y)|§(t, wy, 5, y)dyds
t n

T
- — 6t\111(t7x787y)h(t7wt7y)dy_/ 8t\111(t,:6;s,y)f](t,wt,s,y)dyds.
R t R™
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Then we want to show that ©* is a-differentiable. By Lemma 24 and [@I0), it suffices to show A(t, wy, x)
and §(t,wy, s,y) are P-Lipschitz in (¢,w;). The P-Lipschitz property of h is true by that of h directly. By
the definition of §(¢,ws, s, y), we need only show 6* is P-Lipschitz.

For 2(w,,w,) < 1, we know that w,(r~) = w,(r~). For s > ¢, write

|9* (tv wy D Vr,s')» JJ) — 0" (ta ’J}r 3 Vr,s')s ,T)l
Ko (8) = sup sup = .
Vi, oty EM(r,8"),8" >5 TER™ A (W) D (wy, @)

Note that for t > r,
(4.14) | DO (t, wr © Vip1), ) — DO (E, 10 © Ypry1), T)]
< [ Dy + ol TR &) @ )
MxR™
—(Dy+p(t,z; T, y) h(Wr S Vi) B Vie,1), YW1t 23 T y)dy P (Vi) (E7), dype, 1))
T
+ / /M & |<b7 9*>(Sa wr D Vr,t) S5 Vt,s)s y) - <b7 9*>(Sa Wy B Vr,t) S5 Vt,s)» y)|
X n
X |D1\I}1 (tv €Z5s, y) |dy(1)2 (’Y[T‘,t) (t7)7 d’Y[t,s))dS
+ / / |g(57 wr D Vir,t) D Vt,s)> y) - g(S, Wy @ Vr,t) & Tt,s)» y)|
M xXR™
X |D1\I}1 (tv Z5s, y) |dy(1)2 (’Y[T‘,t) (t7)7 d’Y[t,s))dS

<lo(1 4 @(1 + /tT 119*(5)515) VA (W) D (w,, @)

1
VT —s
for some constant £5. Then taking all possible 7, ;) € M(r,t) and t > t/, we have

T

Ko (') < 62(1 + / ne*(s)/\/T——sds) for all ¢/ € [r, T].

Note that kg« (T') < lokc, we have kg« (t) < B2(T)(1+ £¢) for some Bo(T) i.e. * is P-Lipschitz with Lipschitz
constant S2(T)(1 + k).

By Lemma 24 and [@I0Q), ©*(¢, we, x) is horizontally and vertically differentiable for each fixed z (thus
P-continuous and a-differentiable) with

(4.15) 9“O(t, wy, x)

N d N
- / s (£, T, )0 h(t, wr, y)dy + / s (s T ) (1w, )y
bt wi ), Ot wes ) — g(t, wh, / / (33 5,)0°G(E, we, 5, ) dyds

T
+/ 8t\111(t,:v;8,y)f](t,wt,s,y)dyds.
t R™
= _<b(t7wt7y)79(tuwtuy)> - g(t,wt,x) - A@(t,wt,:v).

In the last step, we used ([I3). Moreover, when t — T, it is easy to see that ©(T, w, ) = lim;_,p- O(t, w, x) =
h(w,z). Putting the above together, we conclude that © is the classical solution of (.A]).
(5) Some uniform estimates. Finally, we prove the boundedness of D,0* and D20*. By (@I, for all
€ 10,77, it follows that

sup | DO (r,w,,x)| <l 1—|—/ vT —s sup | D, @*(r,wr,:zr)|ds)

(rywy,z) EMXR? 7>t (rywy,z) EMXR? ,r>s
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for some absolute constants 3. By Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a constant S3(T") such that |D,0*| <
B3(T). By ([@8) and (£I0), using integration by parts, we have

(@16) D@ (une) = [ Wity
[ [ D+ ot 5,0) Dy, + plt 5,0 ) | Walt, s 7, ) dy

M
T
+// [ [ Dt 5,0) 0 (0, wis s, i)
t s R™

% [(Dy, + plt s 5,9) (b ), 87 (5. s) + (5, 0, y) | dys.

By (&), it follows than for any ¢t € [0, T,

T

Sup |1)Iixﬁj*(TﬂUT;I)|5264(14_J/ % IW_'S Sup |l)xhxj()*(T,U%,Jﬂ|dS).
(rywy,z) EMXR" 7>t t (rywy,z) EMXR" r>s

Then Gronwall’s inequality yields that D2©* is bounded uniformly with a constant 34(7). The proof is

complete. |

We remark that the two constants 82(T") and 83(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 [@3). The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that  is P-continuous and P-Lipschitz and that Assumption[21 holds. The path-
dependent system of equilibrium HJBs in [E3) admits a unique classical solution ©¢ such that 0“0 (1;t,wy, )
and D,OS(1;t,wy, ) are P-continuous for each x. Moreover, D,OS(t, w;, x) is P-Lipschitz with P-Lipschitz
constant B2(T)(1+ k¢) and | Dy O (¢, we, x)| + |D2OS (¢, we, x)| < Bs(T) for some constants Bo(T), B5(T) > 0
independent of C.

Proof. Similar to Proposition [£2] the proof is based on a fixed point theory. Given a y7r_s € Mp_5 and a
0, € €%°(M x R™), for each 7 € [0, T], we solve the following path-dependent PDE

YT -6

(4.17) (0% + A)O(1;t,w, ) + 7:2(7'; t,we, x, D,O(T;t, wy, ), 01 (t, we, ) = 0,

o(r; T, w,y) = h(r;w,y).

By Proposition ] all the conditions in Proposition 2] are fulfilled for each 7 € [0, T]. Then for 7 € [0, T,
there exists a unique solution ©1(7;-) with

01 (r:t wr, ) = / (s, )t wn, @ T, di, y)dy
M xR™

T
+/ 7:2(7’; S, Ws, T, Dy O1(7; 8,Ws, x), 01 (8, Ws, 2)) VU (t, Wy, x; 8, dibs, y)dyds.
t JMgxR?
Let 05 (t, we, x) := D,O1(t;t, w, ). Repeating such process, we get a sequence {(6;, ©;)} such that 6,1 (¢, w, z) :=
D,O;(t;t,wy, z) for i = 1,2,.... Similar to the proof of Proposition L2] one can prove there exists a limit
(6%, ©%) satisfying 0% (t, ws, ) = D.O*(t;t,wy, x) and D,O*(t;t,wy, x), D2O*(t;t,wy, x), O*O*(t; t,wy, ) are
P-continuous for each z and is continuous w.r.t. z for each (¢,w;) € M;. Moreover, D,O(t;t, w,x) is
P-Lipschitz with P-Lipschitz constant 82(T)(1 + k). |
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The solution ©*(7; ¢, wy, x) is the cost function when w(-) is taken as the equilibrium strategy. Therefore,
we can define the second mapping for HJB step by letting 75 : Y, — % by T2(¢) = uS where uS (¢, wy, x) =
cp(t, wi(t7), z, DO (t;t, wy, :v)) for all (¢, ws, z) € MxR™. 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 ¢, let © be the solution to the path-dependent equilibrium HJBs in {A3). For
any uo € U, it follows that

lim sup — [J(t;t, we, w3u”) = J (bt we, 5 uo g qe) S U fge )| <0,
e—0+ €
(4.18) Uo, for s € [t,t +¢);

where uo|j,14c) © U qe,7)(E, W, ) =
u* (t, wy, x), forset+e,T).

The proof is based on a functional It6’s formula for ©(7;¢, ay, X (¢)) in the following lemma.

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

(4.19) dX (t) =b(t,a(t™), X(t),C(t, on);uo)dt + o (t, X (t))dB(t).
Then
(4.20) E[@(T;t te, e, X(t+¢)) |y =wy, X(t) = x| — O(T;t, wy, x)

=e(0%+ A)O(7; t,we, x) + e(b(t, we(t™), z, ((t,wy), up), D.O(T; t, wy, 2)) + 0o(e).

Proof. Let N. be the number of transitions of «(-) in [¢,t + £). Define the following events A.(0) = I (N
0), A-(1) = I(N. = 1), A.(2) = I(N. > 2). One have P(A.(1)) = Ae+0(£?) and P(A.(2)) = O(e?
expansion yields that for some £ on the line segment connecting x and X (¢t + ¢),

). aylor S

(4.21) EO(r;t + &, e, X (t 4+ €))—O (73 1, wy, ) = [@(T; 4 e, Qure, ) — O(T3 t, we, )
+E, [Dxe(f; e e, ) (X (E+2) — x)}
+ SE[(X(t+6) 2, DL,O(r 4 €, upe, E)(X (1 + ) — )]
=B [(O(rst +&,wf,2) - O(r;t,wy, 2) ) 1(A:(0))]
+E[(O(rit +,a110,2) = O(ritw,2) ) [(A:(1)] + O(?)

+e€

—

E/D,O(Tit + &, arre, )| B(t, we(t7), 2, (¢ we), uo)
- t+e

+ E; Dm®(7§t+57at+sax>/ b(S,wS(S_),X(S),C(S,as),UQ)
- t

— bt wi(t7), z, C(E, wy), uo)ds}

- t+e
+E[(DaO(r 2 0sen) — 0,0t wna)) [ (o) (o)
- t
1
+ 5E[(X(t+2) =2, D2,0(rit + &, e, (X (t +€) — )]
= 5[8H®(T;t, we, x) + Z@y@(ﬂ t,we, T)qi;

Jj=1

(DO wy, @), b(t,wi(t7), @, C(t w), wo)) + AB(rit, wy,7)| + ofe).
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The last equality holds because e ~1/2(X;, . — X;) converges weakly to a normal distribution with mean 0 and
variance o | (¢, 2)o(t, ), sup, Ele"/2(X; 1. — X;)|* < L and D2,0(7;t+¢, a4y e, €) is bounded and converges
D2 _O(7;t,wy, &) almost surely. Therefore we have

lim lEt [(X(t +e)—a,D2 0(r;t + &, a0, 6)(X(t +¢) —x))
e—0t €
= (6a + A)G(T7 t7 W, :E) + <b(t7 U}t(t_), €, <(t7 ’U}t), UO), DwG(Tv tu W, ZC))
The proof is complete. |

Proof of Proposition [[-4} Let X be the solution under strategy u* and X be the solution under strategy
uo|ft,t4e) D U (+)|[t4e,1)- Note that

@(T, tv Wt, .I) = '](7—7 ta Wt, T U*()),
we have
J(t§ t,wy, x; UO|[t,t+s) @ U*|[t+5,T]) - J(t§ 1, we, x; U*())

t+e
=E\ w2 {/ g(t; s, as, )_((s), uo)ds + O(t;t + &, arge, X(t +g))
! t+e
By [/ (5, s, X (), 05 (5, s, X(5)))ds + Okt + &, e, X (¢ +2))].
t

Next, by the regularity for O(7;t, w;, z) in Theorem and by virtue of estimates obtained in Lemma [.5]

1 X %
~ [Tttt miuolee) © u e () = Tt we st ()]

1

= EE[/:JFE g(t; s, as, X(5),u0) — g(t; s, s, X(3), u*(s, as, X(s)))ds}

1 _
—l—g {IE {@(t; t+e,ampe, X(t+e)) — Ot +e, arpe, X(E+ 5))}
= g(t;t,’l,l)t,f[],UO) - g(t;t,Wt,I,u*(t,Wt,l'))
+<D16(t;tawtaI)ab(tvwit;uo) - b(taxawt;u*(tthvx))> + 0(1) 2 0(1)

In the last step, we have used the definition of
u* (ta W, CC) = 1/}(ta wt(t7)5 xz, Dx@(t7 ta W, CC))
defined in (Z3]). This verifies the local optimality in (ZIS). 1

We remark that the local optimality (£I8) 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 (Z2) corresponding to SDE (21I). Our ultimate goal
is to find a closed-loop equilibrium u € % as previously mentioned. Recalling 7/ and 75 from Section
and Section M respectively, let us proceed with the definition of a closed-loop equilibrium.

Definition 5.1. Given a pug € P5(R™), a feedback strategy u € % is called a closed-loop equilibrium for
initial po if uw = T3 o T} (u).
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Our goal is to obtain the existence and uniqueness of an equilibrium strategy. It suffices to show 730 T}
is a contraction. To achieve this, we proceed with some a prior: estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose Assumption [21] holds and ¢ € YT, is P-continuous and P-Lipschitz. Let ©; be
the solution of [@3) using ¢; fori =1,2. Then there exists a constant B5(T) > 0 such that

|Dz©1(75t, wi, ¥) — Dy Oa(75t, we, )| < B5(T)dr (C1, C2)-
FEspecially, B5(T) is bounded if T is bounded.
Proof. Write

|h<1 (Ta w, I) - h<2 (7-7 w, $)|
C1 = sup
¢1,C2,7, (w,z) EMXR™ dy (C17 CQ)
Note that given a § > 0, by (@I, we have

|D$®1(T7 t,’LUt,J:) - DI®2(T;t7 W, :E)|

< / |(Dy + p(t, x;5,y)) (W (T30, y) — b (750, y)) [V (¢, we, 2; T, dids, y)dy
MxR™

T
+/ / |H<1(T;Saﬁ)SayvDy@1(7—§vasay)vDy@1(5§vasvy))
t M xR™
- HCI (T7 5712’57% Dy®2(7’7 Sa ﬁ)Svy)a D’yel(sa Sa ﬁ)s; y))|

X @\D(t,wt,x;s,dms,y)dyds
5 —

T
+/ / |H<1(T;Saﬁ)sayvDyGQ(T;vasay);Dyel(S;vasvy))
t M xR™
- H<2(T; vasvya Dy®2(7§ S, ﬁ)svy)a Dy®2(5; S, ﬁ)s; y))|

ly - f| U (t,wy, z; 8, dws, y)dyds
P

< L[dT(Cla G2)(1+4c1) +/tT(S B t)_é//vt

X

(1D,01(7: 5,80, y) = Dy Os (73 5,5, )|

s XRn

dr(C1,C2)|y — |
(s — t)%

< L|dr(G,G)(1+e)+ (T =)} sup  |D,Oi(rir i, y) — DyOa(rir, iy, ).
T,r>T—06,(r,w,,y) EMXR?

+|DyO1(s; s, Ws,y)— DyOa(s; s, Ws, y)|+ U(t, wy, x; 8, dbs, y)dyds}

Then it follows that

sup |DyO1(75t, W, y) — DyOao(7;t, 104, )|
T A>T =6, (t,we,z) EMXR™

< Cg(T) [dT(C17 Cz)(l + Cl) + \/5 sup |Dy@1(7'; t,ﬁ}t,y) - Dy@Q(T;t, Wy, y)| .
TA>T—6,(t,we,x) EMXR™

Here C3(T) is a constant dependent of 7' but independent of ¢y, ;. Take § = Cy *(T)/2, then

(5.1) sup | DO (75t we, ) — Dy Oo (58, we, )|
T A>T =6, (t,we,z) EMXR™

< C3(T)(1+ e1)(1 = C5(T)V3) dr (Gr, G2)-

Because ¢ is independent of ¢; and (;, we can repeat the above procedure on [T — 26, T — ¢] using ©,;(T —
d,wr_s,x) as a terminal condition. Especially, on the terminal, we have

|®1(T;T — 6, Wt—§, ,T) — GQ(T;T — 5, wt_(;,x)| S C3(T)(1 + Cl)(l — Cg(T)\/g)_ld'r(Cl, CQ)
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Write ¢ = C3(T)(1 + ¢1)(1 — C3(T)v/3)~!. Then we have a similar result to (1) by replacing ¢; with co,
ie.

sup |D.O1(7;t, we, ) — DyOs (75 t, we, )
T A>T —26,(t,w,x) EMXR™

< C3(T)(1 4 c2)(1 = C5(T)V3) " dr (Cr, G2).-

Because the choice of ¢ is independent of ¢;, we repeat the procedure until ¢ = 0 in finite induction. Then
there exists a 35(T") > 0 such that |D, 01 — D, 02| < B5(T)dy(¢1,{2). The proof is complete. |

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

Theorem 5.3. Suppose Assumption 21 holds. Given py € P2(R™), if

(5.2) LyBs(T)\/Br(T), Ba(T)\/Bo(T) <1,

then Tz o T admits a unique fized point in % , which is the closed-loop equilibrium in the form of
u(t,we, ) = Pt we(t7), @, DO (8 t, we, ),
where ©*(T;t,wy, x), is the solution to ([E3J).

Proof. For i = 0,1,..., let ;41 = T/ (u;) and w11 = T2(G41). Let ©; be the solution to @3) w.r.t. (.
Then w;(t,we, x) = Y(t, w(t7), x, DyO;(t;t, w, x)). By Theorem 3] we have

(5.3) | Dy (t,wy, z)| < L(1+ |D§®i(t;t,wt,x)|) < L(l + OQ(T)).
By B3], it follows that

[wig1(t, we, ) — wi(t,we, )| < Ly |Dy©iqr (t5t, we, x) — DpO4(t5 t, wy, )|
< Lyfs(T)dy (¢, C2) STLyPs(T)\/B1(T)  sup  |u(t, we, x) — wim1 (t, wye, x)].

(t,we,x)EMXR™

Our assumption yields that the mapping 75 o 7/ is a contraction which admits a fixed point u* € €9 (M x
R™ : R™). By B3] and Proposition 2] for the P-Lipschitz constant k., of u;, we have

Rugqq < ﬁ2(T)(1 + K/C'L+1) < BQ(T)(l + (1 + K/Ui) V BO(T))

Given £2(T)\/Bo(T) < 1, sup, ky; < 0o and therefore u* is P-Lipschitz. Moreover, by the uniform estimate
in (£.3), we have 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 3.3l and Lemma 5.2 5y(7T) and
B1(T) are small when T is small, and 35(7") and B2(T') are bounded when T is bounded. Therefore when T
is small, (B2)) holds and our results follow.

Finally, let us return to the motivational example given in the introduction. Theorem [(.3]and Proposition
A4 lead to the following corollary directly.

Corollary 5.4. For the motivational Example [I1], suppose all the assumptions in Theorem holds.
Then there exists a closed-loop equilibrium u* € % which is the fixed-point of the HJB-FP method such that
the following local optimality holds,

. 1/~ u* * T u* *
(5.4) lim sup — (J(t;t, z;n U0 [t t4e) B U |[qe ) — J (B3, 25 o )) <0
e—0+ €

for any ug € 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 (L4), (5.4) only requires that the closed-loop equilibrium to be asymptotically
optimal at a small time horizon [t,t + ¢) if all the agents follow the pre-committed closed-loop equilibrium
afterward and the agent adopts the discounting factor 7 as the decision time ¢. In fact, the new closed-loop
equilibrium is also a generalization of the previous one, because (&4) is sufficient for (L4 by the dynamical
programming principle if J in (L3 is independent of 7. 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] B0] 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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